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ABSTRACT

The study makes a comparative analysis of the provision of public
buildings in the twelve principal West Ridirg towns between 1€CO
and 184C. It includes an illustrated survey of the changes in
the physical form and amenities of buildings over the period and
a 170-page gazetteer with details of all the public buildings

provided in the towns between 1100 and 15LO.

Over six hundred buildings were provided between 1600 and 15L0.
Approximately three;quarters were purpose-built, the remainder
being existing premises converted for public use. The rate of
provision rose sharply in the second half of the eighteenth
century, coinciding with the onset of the Industrial Revolution
and rapid population growth. This acceleraticn was accompanied
by a high level of expenditure (£1l.2 million between 1750 and 1t40)

and a notable rise in spending on individual buildings.

Despite differences in the type and size of buildings erected in
each town, little important variation in per capita spending is
apparent; only in the "county town'", Vakefield, was expenditure
significantly above average. The promotion and organization of
building projects could be a complex and drawn-out affair. The
typical structure took about two years to erect, but the larger

ones might take up to five or six years.

The public sector played a subordinate role in provision, contri-
buting no more than one-third of the finance throughout our period.
This was not purely the product of laissez-faire attitudes since

lack of funds proved a serious problem; scme public bodies enpaned



enthusiastically in building activities. The remaining two-thirds
of finance came from the private sector. Although its activities
often were motivated by benevolence, self-preservation, desire for
amenity, and civic pride, not infrequently buildings were regarded

as sound economic investments.

Two factors exerted considerable influence on the timing of the
provision of buildings. The first was a combin;tion of urban
rivalry, emulation, and civic pride: the prévision of an amenity
in one town sometimes set off a chain reaction elsewhere. The
second was the state of the economy. It is evident that building
provision rose and fell in association with pronounced upturns and

downturns in general economic activity.

Assessing the contribution of public.buildings to economic
development is a hazardous, if not impossible, task. Suffice it
to say that{ if the West Riding's expgrience was typical, between
1750 and 1840 the acceleration of investment in them compared

favourably with that occurring in other sectors of the British

economy.
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INTRCDUCTION -
The study of the histo;y of urban areas has only recently become
recognized as a subject in its ovn rigat. A large nurber of town
histories were written in the eignteenth and nineteenth centuries, but
thereafter interest waned until the miidle of the prresent century. =&s
Asa Briggs has pointed out, when he and Professor Gill wrote-the iistory

N . 1 .. .
of 3irmincham in 1952 there were no reccent models. 3ince then thnere

has been a rapid growth of interest in the subject, and scholars from

a wide range of disciplines have bezun the detailed study of the
evolution of our towas and cities., vhereas most of the eighteenth and
nineteenth_century works on urban history were essentially descrioptive
studies of the development of individual towns, recent research has
placed great emrhasis on analysing the processes at work in urban
developnent and on comparative study. 4 great deal of research has

beén undertaken on the politics and government, demography, sociclogy,
and geozraphy of urban areas.2 Surprisingly, the chief component of thé

townscape - the buildings -~ has been neglected.

Comparatively few attemots have been made to analyse the reasons for
provision of buildings or the building process itself, Urban histo-~
rians have teadel to resard buillings as eitrer the province of the
architectural historian, or the economic historian: the former has
been preoccupied with the physical appearance of the buildings, while

the latter has tended to reg rd buildings merely as products of the

13

1. H.J. Dyos, ed. The ‘tudy of Urban PMistory (1948), p. vii.

2. For a bibliorraphy, see H. J. Oyos, on. cit. pp. 1-46.,



building industrj or instruments of economic and social change. Thus,
Untillvery recently, interest in housing has'concentrated on the numbers
built.and the periodicity of housebuildina activity' the works. of Weber
and Parry Lewis are notable examples of this approach.1 Likewise,_
factories have been viewed prlncipallj as the powerhouses of the
'Industrial Revolution and as the initiators of a new style of economic
‘-organization which produced gfeat social change. Since the 1960's,
however, economic and social historians have been turning in growing
numbers to an investigation of the nature of urban'buildings and‘the‘

“building process.-

The infofmétive use of urban studies on a scale large enough to embrace

individual buildings and streets was pioneered by H. J. Dyoe in

Victorian Suburb published in 1961.2 fnls work began the trend towards
the study of housing development which has produced works such as

F. M. L. Thompson, Hampstead: B8uildinez a Boroush, and S. D. Chapman,

ed, The History of ‘orkino-Class Housinq.3 Most valuable of all is

C. W. Chalklin's recent study of house building in the provinces, The

Provincial Towns of Georeian thland.h ‘This trend towards micro-studies

1. B. weber, "A New Index of Residential Construction, 1838-1950",
Scottish Journal of Political “conomy IT (1955), 104=32y J. Farry
Lewis, 3uilding Cycles and Britain's Growth \1965) SJee also,

d. J. Habakkuk, “rfluctuations in House-3uilding in Britain and the
United States in the Nineteenth century", Journal of Tconomic History

XTI (1962), 198-230.

“ 2. H. J. Dyos, Victorian Suburb: A Study of the Grovth of cambémell
(Leicester, 1961),

3., F. l. L. Thompson, Hampstead : - Buildinq é Borowrh, 1650-1964 (1974);
S. D. Chapman, ed. The History of .orkins—Class Housine (1971).

L. C. w. Chalklin, The Provincial Towns of Geormian h~land'

4 Stud
of the %uildinp Proceee 174,0=-1£20 (1974,), .




of building development has élso encompassed factories; attention is
being concentrated on their physical characteristics, location, and
evolutiog; S. D, Chapgan began the trend with his work on factor;es'in
the cotton industry, and‘it has been folloﬁed by a number of local

studies; for example, the works of E. J. Connell and M. F. Ward on

factory development in Leeds.1

Despite the increasing popularity of micro-studies_of this type; there

is one important category of buildings wnich has not received attention
| public buildings. Tovn halls, hospitals, schools, workhouses, market V
halls, and churches, arguably the most striking component of the_town-
'scape, have been almost totally neglected. Until the present, research
in this area has been confined almost entirely to short studies of
individual'buildings or discussions of individuai towns' buildings
wiFhin the framework of town histoz}es. Very 1little of this work

drsws comparisons with developments in qther tbwns, anq writers
concenﬁrate on the functions of the buildings, rather than on the events

~and processes involved in their construction. Until very recently, even

1. S. D. Chapman, "Fixed Capital Formation in the British Cotton

. Industry, 1770-1815", Economic History Review 2nd ser., X{III (1970),
235-6L4; E. J. uonnell "Industrial Develorment in South Leeds 1790~
1914" (unpublished Ph.J. thesis, University of Leeds, 1975); M. F.
ward, "Industrial Development and Location in Leeds north of the
Rlver Aire, 1775-1914" (unpublished Fh, D. thesis, University of
Leeds, 1973)

2, Examples of works referrino to public buildlnvs are: A. Brigzs and
C. Gill, History of Birminﬂhqm (1952); G. Jackson Hull in the
Elahteenth centuryes A Stidv in Social and T conomic History (1972);
R. A. Church, _conomic _and Social Chanve in a ididland Towm: Victorian
Nottinoham 1815 1200 (1966); J. Simmons, Leicester - tast and bresent
(f97h), 4o nedford, The History of Local Jovernment in lranchester

(1939); 4. Briggs, Vnctorlqn Jities (1963) - ch, L chronicles the
bullding of the present Leeds town hall.




| architectural historians have been guilty of negleéting public buildings

as a group, Nikolaus Pevsner's A History of Buildins Types, published

in 1976,_}5 the first bpbk to focus entirely on public buildings, but
even then, British public buildings are hot given especially detailed
attention beéause the boék takes a world view. Several books have
appeared in the last ten to fifteen years, but much‘wogk remains to be
done, By and large, architectural historians have examined public
buildings only in the course of architectural histories of individual
towns.1 In view of the neglect of public buildings.by historians in all

spheres, this thesls aims to at least partially fill this considerable
gap in.our knowledge.

Béfore we go any further'we require a more detailed definition of public
buildings in order to distinguish the scope of this study. Finding a

' sagisfaétory all-embracing definition is extremely difficult, but there
is‘one characteristic which is common to virtually all "public" buildings:
they are amenitles for the use or benefit of either the whole or a '

notable part of a community, Consequently; the concept not only encompasses

-

1. The architectural histories of single building types are referred to
in the notes to Chapter I , The following works are examples of
architectural histories of towns which discuss public buildings:

J. Summerson, Georgzian London (1945); The Survev of London (many
volumes, series still in progress); B. Little, Birminsham Buildinas:
The Architectural Storv of a kidland City (1971); 3. Allsorp, ed.
Historic irchitecture of Newe~stle-upon-Tyne (Newcastle, 19675;
Q. Hughes, Seavort - irchitecture and Townscare in Tivernool (1964);
D. Linstrum, Historic Architecture of Leeds (lNewcastle, 1969);
L. wilkes and G. Dobson, lyneside Classical (1984), }
Two general works of importance are: H. i. Colvin, The History of

- the King's viorks (1963-, in progress), a detailed study of the
palaces and public buildings erected by the Crown; N. Pevsner, The
Buildines of “nagland (2nd edn, Harmondsworth, 1977) - this recently
completed series examines all ingland's buildings of architectural

notzé many existing, and some now demolished, public buildings are
no « ’ . . [ ' :




buildings associated with the administratioﬁ of gévernment and thé
méintenance ofklaw and order, such as town halls, court houses, and
prisons, but also a wide range oé.buildings connected with physical,
moral and cultural welfare, social 1life, and commerce., In the sphere ’
of physical welfare the buildings range from almshouses and workhouses

to medical institutions, while in the area of moral and cultural welfare
they include places of worship, schools, libréries and other educational
institutions. In the social'sphere'they fange from theatres and assembly
‘rooms to grandstands; while commercialpublic buildings include market
buildings and me?chants' exchanges. Small-scélé re£ailiand éoémercial
fremiseé such as shops, public houses, offices, and banks havehbeen
éxcluded from this study because; unlike theif larger counterpaffs, they ,ﬁ
were not tenanted by large numbers of "the town's;trédesmen and business
men", i,e, a notable section of the pubiic. Othef exélusions are gas
works and waterworks, since they aré regarded as public utilities rather
th;n buildings., Finally, it is 1mé;rtant to note that'owneréhip is not
a distinguishing characteristic of public buildings because they may be h
provided by either private entérprise or pubiic bodies. A list of the

types of building included in this study is given in Table 1,

This study examines the provision of public buildings in the West Riding
of Yorkshire between 1600 and 1840, The period was chosen because, as
the works of Clark and Slack, and Chalklin have highlighted, it contains

the critical years in the evolution of modem English towns.! The. West

Riding was chosen as the geographical focus of the study for two main

. 1]
reasons, Firstly, since a considerable number of public buildings were

1. P. Clark and P. Slack, Fnglish Towns in Transition 1500-1700 (1976),

?spegizlly pp. 8-12, 83-5; C. «W. Chalklin, on, cit. especially chs.
and 2, :




Table 1,

The Types

-

of Public 3uildine included in the Study

Administrative and
Law and Crder:

Public Welfare:

Education:

Marketing and
Commercial:

Social:

Flaces of Worship:

Tovm halls, public offices, court houses,
prisons, barracks (post offlces ‘and tax
offices excluded).

Relief of poverty - alhshouses, workhouses, -
vagrancy offices,

~ Medical institutions - infirmaries, dispens-

aries, fever hospitals, lying-in hospitals,
eye hospltals, cholera hospitals, medical
schools, lunatic asylums,

Children - grammar schools, charity schools,
almshouse schools, schools of industry,
National schools, Lancasterian schocls,
Infant schools, collegiate and proprietary
schools, schools for the deaf and dumb.
(Sunday schools excluded).

- Adults - philosophical halls mechanics

institutes, theological colleces libraries,
newsrooms (sometimes combined with coffee
houses), museums, riding schools, -

Market crossés, butchers shambles, cloth

~ halls, covered or enclosed market places,

market halls, corn exchanges, bazaars,
merchants exchanges/commercial buildings.

Assembly rooms, concert rooms/music halls,

~ theatres, grandstands, betting rooms, baths,

Odd Fellows halls, temperance halls,
circuses, botanical and zoological gardens,

Anglican churches; chapels - principally,
Quaker, Methodist, Baptist, Roman Catholic;
cemeteries - chapels and associated
bulldings,



provided for the purposes of local government, it seemed advantageous

to investipgate them withiﬁ the cqptext_of the largest contemporary unit
of local government, an administrative county. Secondly, it can be )
argued that the West Riding Towns formed a-fairly representative cross-
'section of the inland provindial towns in the period selected. This
second point may be‘verified by consulting the works of Clark and Slack,
and Chalklin., In terms of size and functions the twelve towns selected

for study encompass most of the types of town distinguished by these

historians.
. ' .

Seven of the toﬁns were chosen primarily because of their outstanding
éize and economdc impoftance; these are Leeds, Sheffield, Bradford,
Huddersfield, Halifax, Wakéfield, and Barnsley: ‘in‘18hi'£heir
populations Qanged from €8,741 to 12;310 reépectivelf. The otﬁer five,
DonFaster, Rothérham, Ripon, Khafesgprough, and/Ponteffact; were chosen
beéause of their adﬁinistrative importance and as examp1e§ of the
smaller West Riding towns: in 1841 their populations ranged frdm

10,455 to 4,669, The economic importance of these five towns had
| declined coﬁsiderabiy.§ince the lMiddle Ages, but they had'retéined
 their administrative importance £o a large extent, For much of our
périod the twelve towns were the‘largest in the Vest Riding, although
their fanking 6rder-in terms of population‘size chahged oVer ﬂime. A

much fuller‘description of the towms is glven in Chapter 1.

The study concentrates primarily on an economic analysis of the provision
- o ]

of public buildings in these twelve towns, A detailed investigation of

{1, P. Clark and P. Sléck, op, cit. especially pp. 8-12 83-5; C. W
Chalklin, on. eit. especially chs, 1 and 2, For thé seveéteenth
century the only really notable exclusion is Clark and Slack's third’

tyre of town - one dominating a whole region -
~took on this role, ” region - but after 1700 Leeds
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~the sources of finance for the buildings is made; and in examining the
motives for prévidihg Buildings, speciél attention is given to economic
factors. Furthermore, the construction of the buildings ib treated as
an imporfant sebtor of the building industry and 6f general economic
act1v1ty. Nevertheléss, since economic matters form only a part of the
story, partlcularly with regard to motivation, the. non-economic factors
'1nf1uenc1ng the prov151on of bulldlngs, such as amenlty value, cultural

value, urban rlvalry, and civic pride, are considered throughout.

. For this purpose, the thesis is divided into nine chapters. Chapter I
describes the character and development of the West Riding ana the

" twelve towns inEluded ih‘the study,_and then presents aﬁ overall survey

" of the proviéion’of public buildings iﬁ the twelve towns. Chapter II,
with the éid of illustrations, describes the physical characteristics

of the buildings studied, comparing them in terms of their relative

c§st and.contribution to overall provision; it then compares the
pﬁovision of buildings in each of“the fowns. Chapters III-V discuss
the sources ;f finande for buildings and anal&se the motives and factors
which prompted or hindefed pfovision: Chapter III discusses provision
by the public sedtor; Chapter IV provision by the private sector; while
Chapter V examines factors which influenced both Sectors in their
building activities. Chapters VI and VII dlscuss the organizatlon
involved in the constructlon of buildings, examinlng the whole process
from the projection of a scheme to the engagement of building contract-
ors and the day-to-day affairs of construction. Chapter VIII

places thé study within a wider context by examining the relationship
between public building prpvision and the functioning and development
of the local and national ecsnomy. ~ Finally, Chapter IX brings

the investigation to a conclusion with a summary and general



arsessment of the study's findings. Appended to the thesis is a
substantial Gazetteer listing all the public buildings known to have

been provided in the twelve towns from the twelfth century to 1840,

The sources of information for this'study are extremely‘diverse and a
-full list musﬁ be postponed until the bibliography. However, a fa~ 
general comments on sources at this stage will help in the evaluation
of the analysis which follows, The basic data giving a general picture
of the provision of buildings, both in terms of its chronology and the
nature of the buildings, were obtained from trade<difectories, contem-
| porary histories, topographical guides, and maps, More detailed data
-regarding particular buildings were obtained from the records of
individuals and pubiic and private bodies which either erected the
' building; or had other cbnnections with them. These records ranged

from minutes of corporations and local societies to correspondence
i

-

céncerning the projects and bullding accounts, Equally valuable '
material was obtained from property déeds, building contracts, and other

legal documents, 'Finally, one of the richest sources of all was local

newspapers, notably the Leeds Intelligencer, which'were particularly

useful in chronicling schemes and revealing contemporary opinions.

The fullness of the data varies over time, For the seventeenth century
the sources of information tend to be at best fragmentary and the picture

which has been constructed is somevhat tentative, particularly where
precise dating is involved, ILvidence becomes much fuller during the
elghteenth century, and from about 1770 onwards, although a great deal

of valuable data has been lost, the problem became one of extracting
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the more significant information from the mass of material available.
Despite the relative abundance of data after 1770, precise and dependable
details of the costs aqd dates of construction of buildings are either
difficult to find or not available, Although this type of data has been
found for a conSidefable nurber of buildings, time has not permitﬁed an
extensive search for sirilar data for the other buildings. Moreover,
fhe.findings of this theéis are likely to be biaée& £o'someiextent |
because the available archival material is not.evénly diét;ibuted. ’Thus,
while the soﬁrces for buildiﬁgs in Leeds‘and wakefield are comparatively
rich, those for towns éuch as 3radford are‘very limited; 'therchoice of

examples in the text inevitably reflects this disparity.
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CHAPTER I

THE WEST RIDING AND ITS PI'BLIC BUILDINGS: A SURVEY

I
Between'léoo and 1840 tke West Riding was an administrative county
yithin the county of Yorkshire, with its own magistrates and quarter
sessions circuit.1 kIt joined with thé dther two Ridings in electing
two Members §f‘Parliament for Yorkshire and, in addition, for most of
the period it had five parliamentary boroughs which each elected a
.further two Members of Parliament.2 'Parliameﬁtary borough status
'gavé towns a ce;tain prestige as did municipal incorporation or
'inclusion on the quarter sessions circuit; as Table I.? shows most
of the towns included in this study possessed one or more of these

privileges.

In 1600 the Riding was essentially an agricultural area with a notable
wbgllen industry. The cloth industry brought considerable wealth to |
the Riding during the seventeenth century, and after.l700 its prihcipai
towns grew rapidly,'primarilj as a result of the industry's expansion.
Production of narrow woolleh cloths more thén doubled between 1740

and 1840; and that of broad woollen cloths grew more than sevenfold.3

1. . The general description of the Riding is based primarily on
information in: E.Baines, 1822 D. I, passimj; C.W. Chalklin,
The Provincial Towns of Georgian England (1974), pp. 4, 7, 383.

H., Heaton, The Yorkshire Woollen and Worsted Industrles (Cxford,
1965), passim.

2. The five parliamentary boroughs were Knaiesborbugh, Pon{efracf,

Ripon, Aldborough, and Boroughbridge. . As a result of the 1832

Reform Act, some of the larger towns in the Riding also became
parliamentary boroughs by 1840. .

3+« Be.R. Mitchell and P. Deane, Abstract of British Historical
Statistics (Cambridge,'1962), p.loY,
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- Table 101

The Towns with Parliamentary or Municipal -

Boroush Status or Included on the West Riding Cuarter Sessions Circuit

for the Bulk of the Period 1600-1832

Quarter Sessions Municipal Parliamentary

Venue Borough . Borough
Leeds , #* : / * ' .
Sheffield *
Bradford ' *
Huddersfield
Halifax
Wakefield #*
Barnsley ‘
Doncaster . # ' »
Rotherham | * |
Ripon - ' - w SR
’Xnaresborough = * - = Ly
Pontefract’ #* " -

Sources: W.R.Q.S. Gen. Index, passim; E. Baines,_1822 D. passim.

Over this period of 240 years the population of the twelve towns grew

considerably, some towns experiencing as much as a twenty-fold increase

in numbers (see Table 1.2).

Before the Industrial Revolution most towns were service centres for

. their hinteflands. The £ownsmen worked‘up or distributed raw materials
such as wool and yarn, and finished and dispatched the products outside
the region, vAs the population of’tﬁe'cibthing area wés‘often denser

than in agricqltufal districts, the towms distributed corn and other

]

S
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~ foodstuffs imported from outside the region, .With the onset of the
Industrial Revolution the economic base of the Rldinp became more
diversified and the larger towns became important centres for the
manufacture of a whole range of products. Though continuing to be
dominated by woollen and worsted manufacture, as the following

" descriptions of the twelve towns'will‘show, the ﬁiding had other

important industries, notably a/metal industry; .

Table 1.2
| | ,
Population of Twelve West Ridine Towns
| 1600=1841
Town . €. 1600 . 1700 . 1750 1801 1841
Leeds 3,750 6,000 . 12,000 30,669 88,741
Sheffield 2,200 3,500 12,000 31,314 68,186
Bradford 1,000 2,000 3,000 6,393 34,560
Huddersfield - 1,000 - 2,000 - 3,000 7,268 25,068
Halifax 2,500 4,000 . 5,000 8,686 19,881
Wakefield 2,000 3,500 ,,000 8,131 14,754
Barnsley 1,000 1,500 2,000 3,606 12,310
Doncaster 2,000 2,500 - 3,000 5,697 10,455
Rotherham 1,000 1,000 2,500 3,000 5,505
Ripon : 1,000 1,500 2,500 3,211 5,461
Knaresboroush = 1,500 1,500 2,500 3,368 4,678
Pontefract 2,500 1,500 2,500 - 3,097 1,669

ARLED) 30,500 54,000 114,730 294,268

Sources: See Appendix I )
# parish population

Since the West Riding was most famous for its textile industry the

description of the twelve towns beoins with the "textile towns',

These are taken to be the five towns which had particularly strong
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associations with textiles: n~mely, Leeds, Halifax, Wakefield,
Huddersfield, and Bradford.

Leeds was the largest and wealthiest town in the West Ridino for almost
all of our period.1 In 1600, though it was situated on the eastern
. edge of the Yorkshire clothing area, it was the principal cloth market
in the Riding and was established as the centre of the district making
broad cloths. A flourishing merchant community was established in
the early seventeenth century and the town became increasinoly dominated
by the finishinv and merchanting of cloth. It was incorporated in
| 1626 and thereafter it grew rapidly in wealth and prosperity. By the
first helf of the eighteenth century its inhabltants were largelyk
concerned with market.transactions, inns and offices, or engeged in
cloth finishing processes. Defoe reckoned that’the town's ordinary
market for provisions was the greatest of its kind in all the north
.of England with the exception of the one at Halifax?. Because it was
the most important centre of the textile region, during the eighte-
enth century it attracted a range of crefts intended for the service
of the whole area: it became a centre for entertainment and wholesale
distribution; for books and newspapers,kwallpaper, chinaware, bricks,

tailoring, the best wigs, medical treatment, and furniture.

1, This description of Leeds is based on: C. Morris, ed. The
Journeys of Celia Fiennes (1949), pp. 219-20; D. "Defoe, A_Tour
Throush the shole Tsland of Great Britain (1971 edn.), pp. 500-L;
J. Allkdn, a Jescripntion of the Country from thirty to forty miles
round Fanchester (1795), pp. 570-77; E. daines, 1822 D. 1, p. 30;

H. Heaton, oo. cit., pp. 21, 78, 208, 220, 274; C.w Chalklin,
op, cit., pp. 21, 39-L0. . ’

2, D. Defoe, op. cit, p. 500. = B o —
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 After 1700 the town's population grew at a phenomenal rate increasing
from 6,000 in 1700 to over‘88,00d in 1841, Meanwnile, particularly
with the onset of{the‘IndustrialvRevolution aroﬁnd'1760, the economic
base of the town became more diversified. Although the woollen clotn
trade and manufacture remained Leeds! priﬁcipal concern, by the 1760's
" a certain quantity of worsted stuffs weré manufactured in and around
the town; Factories were established in the town in the last years of
" the century, and in 1795 Aikin noted the plentiful supplies of cocal and
stone 1nbtﬁe'parish, ahd the manufacture of pottery, carpets, linen,
~and cotton;1 By 1840 Leeds had many large-scale factories producing
woollen and worsted cloth and'linén, several glassworks, a noted
pottery, several iron foundries and steam engine factories, It also
carried on an extensive wholesale tobacco trade, In national terms

Leeds closely rivalled Liverpool, Manchester, and Birmingham in

economic importance,

Halifax was the most important woollen cloth producing dentre in the
West Riding in 1600.2 It was the centre of an enormous parish consis-

ting of twenty-six townships. The inhabitants of the parish
qoncentrated on cloth production and produced little food.

Consequently, the town was of exceptional importance as a market and
service centre for its large hinterland and throughout our period it

had large markets for cloth, foodstuffs, and everyday necessities.

1. Jo Aitd.n’ OEO Cit., ppo 576“7._.\ b

2: This'descriptioh'of Halifax is based on: D. Defoe, on. cit., pn.
© k91-55 J. wikin, op, cit., pp. 559-67; E. Baines, 1822 0,1

182-6; W, white, 1837 D. I 3983 H. Heat it e
197, 270-1, ” 837 0. I, 3 on, on, ci .f'pp ‘74’7,
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| During the seventeenth century it was duﬁted as the'principal wobllen
cloth producing and marketing cenﬁre by Leeds, but in the early
.eighteqnth century it shifted its attention to ﬁhe manufacture of
worsteds, for which it became the west Riding's most important
marketing and manufacturing centre by 1750. Before the.second half

" of the eightéenth century Halifax did not héve a merchant commnnity
of any great size or note; merchants tended to buy cloth unfinished
and take it to be finisﬁed elsewhere. However, in 1792 Aikin noted
that in the last fifteen or twenty years dye-houses and other conven-
~dences had been erected by merchants who finished goods on the spot.1
4 Around the same period cloth factories began to be bullt in the town
and it became noted for the manufacture of textile cards. The town's
population gréw considerably during the eighteenth century - it
increased from c. 4,000 to almost 9,000 -~ and it remained'the second
lgrgest textile town in thevRidingf However, with the onset of the
Isdustrial Revolution, Huddersfield and Bradford emerged as notable
rivals, By 1840 their population growth had far outstripped that of

Haiifax, and the town's suprehacy in the worsted industry had been

surrendered to Bradford,

In 1600 wakefield was a notable centre of woollen manufacture, although
' 2 o

of lesser importance than Leeds and Halifax, Its major economic

importance was its role as the principal wool market for the West

Riding. During the seventeenth century it attempted to oust Leeds as

1. J. Alkin, op, cit., p. 564,

2, This description of vakefield is based on: 2. Defoe, on, cit, P,
L83~L; J. iikin, op. cit. rp. 579-80; E. Baines, 1822 0. 1, L420-4L;
H. Heaton, op. cit. pp. 78, 208, 359; C. W. Chalklin, op. cit. p. 38

Cad
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‘the leading cloth market of the textile region but failed., MNeverthe-
less, it remainéd prosperous: in the 1720's Defoe described it.as:

"a large, handsome, rich, clothing town, full of people, and full of
trade".1h The eighteenéh century was a periodvof great prosperity for
the town. Early in the century it took_up the manufacture of worsted
cl¢th, and by mid-century it was second only to Halifax as a West
Riding centre for the production and marketing of worsteds, In
addition it became important as a dressiné and finishing centre.

Undyed and unfinished cloth was sent tq wakefield for further treatment
before being figally dispatched to London and the Continent, &he most
'important source of prosperity was its role as a marketing and distri-
.bution centre, "As W. G. Rimmer points out, it became a funnel through
which passed much of the raw material and food produced in eastern
England for consumption in the expanding industrial areas of south
Lancashire and the West Riding.2 It beéame the greatest market for
co;n in the north of England_and h;é an exceptionally large market

for wbol. The town's other source of prosperity was its role as an
administrative centre: by i7QO it had become the seat of local govern-
ment fér the unincorporated parts of the west Riding and during the
eighteenth century it exhibited many of the attributes of a county

. town. 1Its role as the administrative centre of the Riding was the most

significant influence on the provision of its public buildings over the
next 14,0 years,

/

In the second half of the eighteenth century the relative economic
. ’ )

1« D. Defoe, on, cit. p. L&,

2. W.G. Rimmer, "The Evolution of Leeds to 1700". Thors. Soc. Pubns. L
part 2, (1965), 126-8, ’ .+ D0C, Fubns,
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importance of the town declined considerably: although it wis the
fourth largest town in the West Riding in 1800, it‘was now much smal1er
than Leeds and Sheffield. This decline in its relative size became much
more marked in th¢ next forty years, Industrialization was slow to
touch Wakefield, and although it remained an important market and
administrative centre, in terms of size and economic importanée it was
soon overhauled by the rapidly growing industrial cenﬁfes,'Bradfofd
and Huddersfield. By 1820 its trade in worsteds had emigrated to
Halifax and, more especiallj, Bradford, and by 1840 it was only'tﬁé
sixth largest town in the West Riding and one-sixth of the‘size of
Leeds.,

Compared with‘Léeds, Halifax, and wakefieid, Hﬁddersfield was of little
consequence in the seventeenth ceritury.1 Evén.in the early part of the
eighteénth céntury its population and wgalth were no more £han half of
thét of either Halifax or wakefield, and much less than that of Leeds,
However, by the early nineteenth century it ranked as one of the five
principal merket towns in the ﬁiding., Aikin commented in 1795 that
Huddersfield was "peculiarly the creation éf the woollen manufactory,
whereby it was raised from an ingonsiderable place, to a great degree
of prosperity and population".2 In 1671 the tovn obtained a charter to
hold a cloth market, which proved to be the source of its futufe .
prosperity. The town and its neighboufgobd came to specialize in the
production and marketing of kerseys, a type of woollen cloth. Trade

)

1. This description of Huddersfield is based on: D. Defoe, op. cit.-

pp. 484=5; J. Aikin, op, cit. pp. 128, 552-4; W. shite, 1853 0
pp. 592-4; H. Heaton, op. cit. pp. 21, 75, 381-2,

2, J. Alkin, op, cit, p. 552.

St co———
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and manufacture grew rapidly, and by the 1720's, although the town was
still of small account, its commerce and industry impressed Defoe, .By.
1800 it had a thriving‘general market and a large share of the viest
Riding cloth trade and manufacture in woollen bfoaa and narrow cloths,.
Factory manufacture took a hold in the town at the tail end of the
‘eighteenth century, and was the priﬁe source of its rapidly rising
prosperity in the nineteenth century. The increase in its population
demonétrates the‘fapid rise in the town's.importance: in 1750 it had
a population of about 3,000 and it was probably the sixth or seventh
largest town in‘the.Wést Riding; by 1840 it had a population 6f about

25,000 and it was the fourth largest town in the Riding.

The £ifth and final textile town was Bradford.' Like Huddersfield, it
was of little consequence in the sevepteeﬁth century, but its import-.
ange'increased in the eighteenth cgptury and in the nineteénth century
it‘experienced meteoric industrial development.  In the early seven-
teenth century 3radford was a centre of woollen cloth manufacture, but
of much less importance than Leeds, Halifax and Wakefield. It was
ba¢1y affected by the Civil war and thereafter its trade in clbth
became almost negligible, During the eighﬁeenth century worsted
manufacture and trade grew up in the town but its growth was limited
because, like Halifax and Huddersfield, it remained primarily a
marketing and manufacturing centre, and did not become a finishing
centre as Leeds and Wakefield had done. However, with the onset of the

‘ Industrial revolution, Bradford's inhabitants were quick to adopt -

1. This description of Bradford is based on: J. Alkin, op, cit.
pp. 568-9; E. Baines, 1822 0. I, 147; W. vhite, 1853 . pp.
L09-11; H. Heaton, op. cit. pp. 77, 210, 273-4.
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factbry production, This set the town on the road to rapid economic
growth and ﬁrosperity. I£s population grew more than five-foid from
6,000 to 31,000 in the forty years between 1801 and_1841; and it
superseded Halifax as the centre of worsted manufacture. while in

1801 Bradford was the sixth largest town in the Riding, by 1841 it
ranked ﬁhird.

Apart from the textile industry, the other West Riding industry of
méjof importance was the metalware industry. This industry was centred
‘on Sheffield, Bafnsley, and Rotherham. Sheffield dominated this group
'of towns.1 After comparatively slow growth in the seventeenth century,
i£ grew at a similar pace to Leeds for much of our peried and was
similar in size. Thus it was the other urban gianﬁ of the West Riding.
In 1600 it was probably the fourth largest town in the Riding, after
Legds, Halifax, and Pontefract. But by 1700 it had crept into third
pléce after Leeds and Halifax, and thereafter it vied closely with
Leeds for first place. Its growth between 1700 and 1840 was pheno-
menal: its population gfew nihe-fold in the eighteenth century, and
more than doubled between 1800 and 1840, reaching over 68,000 in

1841, |

In 1600 Sheffield had been long established as a great production centre
of hardware, and it was peopled largely by craftsmen engaged in the

. 1. This description of Sheffield is based on:  J. Defoe, op, cit.
p. 482; J. Alkdn, op. cit. pp. 539, 548; S. Baines, 1822 D. I,
281, 286-7, 294-5; G. k. Jones, "Industrial Evolution" in
D. Linton, ed. ‘heffield and its Resion (Sheffield, 1956),
ppe 156-9; A. J. Hunt and 3. Pollard, "The Growth of Population®

ig D. Linton, on. cit. p. 173; ¢C. #W. Chalklin, op, cit. pp. 22-3,
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- cutlery trades or in the provision of goods. or services for the'local
populaée.‘ The town's ecbnomy was based on its own industry and that of
neighbouring villages, , Even 5£ter 1700 its hinterland was small and
much of it thinly populated, so, unlike ieeds, it was not of major
impbrtance as a regional centre for a manufacturing district, Through-
out our period, especially after 1700, the skilled craftsmen of the
town specialized in producing cutlery, séythes, files, saws, and edged
tools, high value finished goods. They were the main suppliers of these
products to the British market, and large quantities were also .
exported. In the second'half of the eighteenth century thé cutlery
trades and toolmakers continued on a small-scalevdomestic basis, and
so, in contfast to Leeds, the town.had few wealthy masters and manufact-
urers., Outside manufacturing, there were merchanté}and factors getting
a iiving from the distribution of raw materials or the sale of finished
goqu, or, more commonly, supplying;the general crafté and services
needed by the:manufacturing pdpulation. ' The town's industry grew
rapidly durihg the eighteenth century and one of the most significént
deVelopments was the discovery'of thelteéhnique of silver—plating iﬁ
1746, Despite‘the growth of the industry,‘there were few largeéscale
factories even by,18h0.' Expansion was largely achieved by the
endeavours of many small concerns operating with little capital.
Nevertheless, the Boundary Commissioners Report of‘1831-2 was able to
say that:

The‘environs of the Town are oécupied, toran unﬁﬁual extent,

by mills, factories and buildings, belonging to and inhabited

. - by persons having a direct interest in the staple manufacture
- of the Town, R . ' ' S

1.  Boundary Comrissioners: Report on the Town of Sheffield (FP.t.
1831-2, XL), p. 205. »
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For most of our period the metal trades were supervised by the Corpor-
ation of Cutiers founded in 1624, Despite its size, Sheffield did not

become an incorporated borough until 1843,

Barnsley, like Sheffield, was noted for its metal trades inV1600.1 It
"was a small market town outside the ﬁraditional West.Riding clothing
area énd famous for the manufacture of wire, However, in contrast to
Sheffield it was the smallest of the twelve towns for virtuallj the
whole of the seventeenth_and eighteenth centuries, even though its

~ population doubled during the latter century. :In the 1720's Defoe
~noted that:

‘Black Barnsley is eminent still fér the working in iron and
steel; and indeed the very town looks as black and smoky
as if they were all smiths that lived in it R

By 1800 however, major chanpes were taking place in the town, It was
)

still known for its coal pits, iron works, and trade in wire, and it
still functioned as a market town, but it was rapidly becoming involved'
in the textile industry. Aikin noted that it had "a manufactory of
linen yarn and coarse linen, which is in a flourishing state".? From
this period its industrial’interests expanded quickly. In 1822 Balines
noted that the manufacture of flax and weaving of linen cléth had
become its main industry and the source of considerable wealth. COver
-

3,000 looms were employed in the town and neighbouring villages, There

were also two extensive iron foundries making steam engines and other

»

1. This description of Barnsley is based on: D. Defoe, on, cit. p. 483;
J. Alkin, op. cit. p. 551; E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 133-4; W. vhite,
1837 0. I, 310, RS |

2, D. Defoe, ov, cit. p. 483.

3. J. Aikin, op, cit. p. 551.
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metal products.1 This process of indu#trial growth continued in

the remaining paft of our period. Betwéén 1800 ahd 1840 the townis
growth was as spectacular as that pf Bfadford, although on a smaliér
scale, Its population trebled from 3,666 in 1801 to 12;310 in 1841,

by which time it was the seventh largest of the twelve towns.

For much of the period 1600-18L40 Rotherham was thé smallest of the
twelve towns, and only in the last forty years was it able to creep up
inﬁo ninth place.2 With‘a‘populat}on of 5,505 in 1841 it was one-
‘seventeenth of the size of Leeds. The town had been a textile
‘producing centre of Some note in the Middle Ages, but during the
seventeenth centure it was Just a small market town, In this role

it increased in importance during the eighteenth century, and by 1822
‘Baines could note £hat= "the town is in a thriving state and consider-
able trade is carried on in cbals,mporn, and other articles“.3 The
to@n‘s close proxdmity to Sheffield - only six ﬁiles away - encouraged ‘
the growth of the metal industries in its neighbourhood: the naticnally
famous iron works belonging to the walker family was founded‘in its -
suburb of Fasborough in.the 1730's, and dﬁring the‘Industrial Revolution
the area around the town was noted for its iron and steel works. Thus,
together with Sheffield and Barnsley, it formed the metalware producing

region of the West Riding. —_

1. E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 133-4,
. y
2. This description of Rotherham is based on: C. Forris, op. cit. p.
95; D. Defoe, op, cit, pp. 482-3; E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 256~7;
Sheffield 1845 D. pp. 337-8; H. Heaton, op, cit. pp. 7, 18, 21.

3. ., Baines, 1822 D, I, 256, °
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The four towns still to be described, Doncaster, Knaresborough, fipon,
and Pontefract, remained small throughout our period; éven Doncaster,
the largest of the towgs, waé'only an eighth of the size of Leeds and
a sixth of the size of Sheffield in 1841. Unlike the eight towns
previously descfibed, they were of little note as centres of industry.
As their castles or ecclesiastical bulldings testified, they had been
of considerable economic and politicai importance in the Middle Ages,
‘but subsequently their industries declined in importance and to a
large extent the Industrial Revolution passed them by. After 1700 in
economic terms they were primarily market towns. Nevertheless, they
retained administrative importance and, particularly in the case of
Doncaster, they pgssessed a considerable reputation as social centres
and seats of the lelsured classes., As we have seen, all the towns
.except Ripon were county quarter sessions_venues, all except Knares- .

borough had municiral corporations, and all except Doncaster were
| s

pakliamentary:boroughs.

Donéasteeras the most important of the{four towns.1 -In the fourteenth
century it had been the second largeét town iﬁ the.West Riding; and
until quite well into the eighteenth century it was famous for the
knitting~of stockings,'waistcoats, glo&es,’and cther clothes, During
the eighteenth century it attained nationsal importénde as a market
centre largely because of its situation on the Great North Road., 1Its
priﬂcipal commodity was corn: Baines said in 1822 that Doncaster corn

market ranked amongst the first in the north of England.z By the end

1. ?ﬁis descrirtion of Doncaster is based on: U, efoe, on, cit. p. :81;
@. Baines, 1822 0. I, 168-9; w. White, 1837 ). I, 276; J. 5. fletener,
A History of the St, ieasr Stakes (1902), pp. 22-33;

2. 5. Balnes, 1822 D, I, 168.
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of our period it also traded in ialt aﬁd timbef, and had a few iron
works, roperies, and machine works. Nevertheless, its pre-eminence
was as a-hofse-racing c?ntre‘and seaﬁ of the leisured classes, Horse-
racing bégan at the town around 1600 and from tﬁe middlé_of the
seventeenth century the town's corporation used every effort to make
the race meetings successful, and to provide for the comfort and
convenience of those who attended them. The estéblishment of the St.
Leger Stakes in 1776 brought the town incfeased fame, Thé races were
held in Septembér ahd were a great source of revenue, By the end of

" the eighteenth century they were visited by nearly all the families of
rank in the north, and many from the south of Engiand, in addition to
ﬁany thousands of tradesmen and pebple from Sheffield, Leeds, and other
neighbouring towns., Thg pleasant situation of the téwn,.its good

regulation by the corporation, and its plentiful supply of provisions,

made it a fashionable place of residence for the upper classes, In
| . .

18é2 Baines wrote:

There are few towns in the kingdom in which so great a

portion of the lnhabitants possess independent fortunes, 1

and the neighbourhood is remarkable for opulent families,
Knaresborough achieved fame in the liddle Ages because of its castlé,
but throughout our period it functioned primarily as a market town and

as a small centre for the manufacture of linen.z; From the late seven~

teenth century it became a noted spa and well into the eighteenth

1. E. Baines, 1822 . I, 169

. ) ' : ¥ *
2. This description of Knaresborough is based on: C, lorris, op. cit. .
p. 78; D. Defoe, op. cit. pp. 506-7; Z. Baines, 1822 D. I, 223-L;
Boundary Commissioners: Rerort on the Boroush of knaresborcuzh,
(P.¥. 1831-2, XL), pp. 191-2.
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‘century it was a place of considerable resort, By the early nineteenth
century much of this residential business had been diverted to Harrogate,
and the town's waters were taken mainly by day-trippers, In the first
forty years of the nineteenth century the town's linen industry adopted
the new technolocy brought by the Industrial Revolution, and capital

was invested in mills, warehouses, and machinery, but.the town

remained very small and its character was little changed.

In the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries Ripon was the leading cloth
producing town in the West Riding and it was also notable as the centre
.of the ecclesiastical liberty of Ripon andAas a market town.1 By 1600
its woolleﬁ industry had almost totally decayed and it had been replaced
by the ménufacture of spurs and buttons; industries which persisted well

4into the eighteenth century. By the end of the eighteenth century,
however, the town functioned almost solely as a market centre. Like

Déncaster, it was noted for its preponderance of urper-class inhabi-

tants and, in terms of its size and growth, it was very similar to
Knaresborough. | | .

Pontefract, the last of the twelve towns to be examined, was the largest
in the West Riding in the fourteenth century, having a notable cloth
industry, and a castle which generated a substantiél amount of general

business.2 In 1600, however, it was in decline, and by 1622, after the

1. Ihis description of alpon 1s Dased on: GC. rorris, on, cil. D. 03;
D, Defoe, op._cit. p. 508; 4non, The History of Riron (2nd edn.,
fdpon, 1606) pp. 10, 16, 32, 40, 149-50; L. Baines, 1822 D, I,247,
250; Boundary Commissioners: Heport on the Boroush of tipon (P.P.
1831-2, )LL.)S PpP. 201=2; J. K. +albran, A Guide to uipon (15th edn,

Ripon, 1€85), pp. 8, 15-163 H. Heaton . cit. : b
208, dso. ! PP+ & 13716y H. Hesten, op. oft.pr. 7, 21, 701,

2. This description of Fontefract is based on: C. liorris op. cit
9L=5; D. Defoe,.og. cit. p. 505; E. Baines, 1822 ), i, 237-41; e
Bogndjry Comm1551oners: teport on the doroush of ientefract (P.P.
1831-2, XL), p. 197; K. Heaton, on. cit. pp. 7,18,21,32,19,359.
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destruction of the castle, its propulation had fallen to half of what it
had beenvin 1400, Thus in 1700 Pontefract was almost the smallest of the
twelve t?wns. Nevertheless, it was a handsome market town and it was
well known for its market gardens, which among other things, produced
large quantipies of liquorice, Right-up‘toAthe end of our period it
remained principally noted for its market‘gardens and as a market
centre.‘ Much of its garden produce was soid in Leeds_and Wakefield,
and its liquorice and famous Pontefract cékes were sent all over
England. In 1600 Pontefract was the administrative centre of the West
Riding but, aé w§ have seen, by 1700 this role had been taken over by
Wakefield. Héwever, throughout our period it reméined the venue fof
fhe West Ridihg General Quarter Sessions and this, in conjunction with
the popularity of its race meetings, made it quite é fashionable place

of resort. Rather like his comments on Doncaster and Ripon, Baines

said of Pontefract:
T : '

-

It is surrounded by seats of nobles and opulent commoners,

and persons of large or small fortune may find here agreeable
society 1 .

1. E. Baines, 1822 0. I, 237
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II

In 1600 the twelve West Riding towns had a stock of,onlj about fifty
public buildings; some towns having as few as fwo and nohe more than
six.1 The raﬁge of buildings was’very limited. Each town had a church,
usualiy da#ing ffom the twelfth or thirfeenth cehtury, and several had
‘medieval chéntry chabels which were either disused or converted to other
uses. Mosﬁ towns also had avtown hall Q£ courﬁkhouse of some descrip-
tion. These buildings were used for a variety of public buéinese,
.which often included the meetingé of guilds, boreugh corporations, and
. parish offieiais, and the judicial sessions of manorial courts and
fjustices of the peace;' As an adjunet to the town hall or court house,
thefe was ﬁsuelly a small short-sfay prison of gaei; sometimes it was
aetuelly incorporafed"in the Building. There were tﬁe typeé of ﬁrison:'
'£ﬁose belonging to authorities such as manorial lords, town corporations,
and ecclesiasfical bodies, and those belonging to parishes. Often it is.
difficult to distinguish one type of_ﬁrison from_enotﬁer, and, in some
cases, authorities used the same prieon. At thie time,vthevonly type of
publie building the towns had to cater for the physical welfare of the
public Qas the alﬁshouse. rhese buildinés, often referred to as

"hospitals", usually consisted of rows of cottages in which from two to

1. The following survey of the public buildings provided in the period
1600-1840 is based on the evidence presented in the gazetteer at
the end of this thesis. Unless stated otherwise, the sources for
the data given in this survey can be located by referring to the
notes to the gazetteer. Although the text of this study is -
concerned solely with the period 1600-1840 and with public buildings
as defined in the introduction, for the benefit of readers interested
in earlier periods or using a broader definition of public buildings,
the gazetteer gives details of public buildings provided between the
eleventh and sixteenth centuries, and those buildings on the fringe
of my definition which are not encompassed by the study.
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'_ twelve poor people of good charazter were housed and meintained from
endovments, As a result of provision made since the twelfth‘ceotury the
towns possessed a total of at least ten sets of almshouses in 1600,
- Almost all the towns also had a grammar school. Most had been founded
in the sixteenth century and, in general, instructed ten to twenty
pupils in readlno, writing, and arithmetic. Some. schools were purpose-
built but the ease with which other premises could be converted meant
that a new building was not osually necessar&. . Finally, most of the
towns possessed a market cross and a butchers;.shambles. Originelly,
| the term "Markeo cross" referred to a stone cross which formed'the focal
'point of a market place, but oy 1600 it is likely that some of these
‘crosses had been replaced by small colohnaded shelters which were used
for the sale ofrdairy.produce on market days, In addition, some of the
towns had meat shambles - rows of butchers! shops and stalls;
During the seventeenth century the number of public buildings in the
twelve towns almost doubled, reaching about 90 by 1700. In all,‘55
buildings were provided, 41 of which were additional amenities: L
of the buildings’were purpose~built and 11 were converted premises,

The rate of provision -~ one about every two years = was very slow;

during their lifetime many people might see the erection of only one
new public buildinz.

Three-fifths of the bulliincs prov1ded were of the tradltional type:
they included four town halls, four prisons, five grammar schools two
market croeses, one church and, most 1mpressive of all, fifteen sets
of almshouses, The Sheffield Cutlers' Hall built in 1638 was the most

unusual "town hall" erected since it was the only genuine guild hall

built in the twelve towns. It was used almost exclusively for the
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adminisirative and 5ocial activities of Sheffield's Cutlers!

Company. 1

The remaining two-fifths of the buildings consisted of fbur new types
concernad with the spheres of poor relief, law and order, education,

- and religion., The early years of the century produced an innovation
which was to doﬁinate the relief 6f destitution for the ngxt three
centuries - the'workhéuse . ‘“orkhouses, sometimes known as '"poor
houées", were intended to accommodate the destitute and to sepﬁe as

‘ places of employment where they would be obliged to earn their living.
‘The first workhouse was built at Sheffield in 1630, and others were

provided in at least five more toﬁns during the century.2

. The second important innovation was the erection of the West Riding
H?use of Correction at Wakefield around 1605, Throughout our period

| tﬂis county gaol, with rebuildings and enlargements, was easily the ‘
most important prison in the Riding, It accommodated all the prisoners
convicted at west Riding Quarter Sessions and Assizés, and therefore

made the erection of large local gaals unnecessary.

The third innovation was the foundation of charity or blue coat schools,

whereas grammar schools tended to cater for the sons of the better-off

1. The hall was replaced by another in 1726, which in turn was super-
ceded in 1833, 4

_ . RN
2. Data about these early workhouses is scanty. Moreover, contempo-

raries' failure to distinguish between "poor houses" and "almshouses"
| creates problems of identification. 3imilarly, the spasmodic use

of the institutions makes it difficult to distinguish between their
foundation and re-establishment.
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townsmen, these schools were founded specifically for the education of
orphans and the children of poor families, and often housed and clothed
~ the pﬁpil. In contrast to the grammar schools, althoush they taught
reading, writing, and arithmetic, the séhoois placed great emphasis on
teéching trade skills such as scribbling, carding, and spinning,

" Where girls were admitted, they were taught domestic arts such as
knitting and sewing. Four schoois were founded, the first being opened
- at Halifax in 1610. _ _ -

~ The finél innovation was made in the last thirty years of‘thé century
"with the establishment of eleven meeting houses by the Independenﬁ
Dissenters and the Quakers., Thevprovision of nonconformist places of

worship was to become one of the most dynamic forces in the public

- bullding history of the next 140 years;

1 .o
The public'building provision in the seventeenth century is summarized
in Table I.3: (see page 32),

During the eighteenth century the stock of public bulldings in the
twelve towns more than doubled, growing from about 90 in 1700 to
around 2h0 by the tum of the century. This increase was produced by
a sharp rise in the rate of provision of bulldings. In the first half
of the béhtury 62 bu;ldings were provided, L6 of which were additional
amenities: L9 were purpose-built and 13 were converted premises. In

the second half of the century 152 bulldings were provided, of which

107 were additional amenities: 115 were purpose-built and 37 were

converted premises., Thus the rate of bullding provision, vhich had
been one every two years in the seventeenth century, rose to over one

per year in the first half of the eighteenth c entury and to just over
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three per year in the second half of the century. while many of the

traditional types of public building were provided in these years,

there was also-a good deal of innovation. MNMoreover, as we shall see

in Chapter 1I, there was a distinct tendency for the buildings to

become larger and more grandiose.

Table 1.3

The Public 3uildings Provided in the Twelve Towns, 1600-99

No, of new No.

amenities purvose-
Building type | ' built
Town Halls | -1 4
Court Houses - 1
Prisons - 3
Almshouses 13 13
Workhouses 6 L
Grammar Schools 2 _ 3
Chérity Schools 3 2 (1)
Market Crosses 2 . .2
Anglican Churches 1 1
Independent Chapels 7 ’.5
Quaker Chapels L L
Miscellaneous 2 2
-fl Ly (1)

Source: The gazetteer

Notes

buildings,

‘l

No,. of Total No.,
premises of buildines
converted provided

- L

1 2

1.(1) L

2 15

3¢ 7

2 5

- 2

- 2

- 1

2 7

- )

- 2

1 (1) 55

?

Flgures in parenthesis indicate secondary amenities of multipurpose
This method of listing permits a distinction to be made

between the number of bulldings and number of amenities provided,

= The miscellaneous building types weré a
grammar school library,

puritan school ani a
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The provisions of.the traditionzi type made in this centurj included 7
town halls; 3 court housés; 8 prisons (inéluding in the 1760's‘thé
rebuilding and major enlargement of the West Riding.Houée‘of Correction
and the ;ddition to it‘of a women's prisoh); 15 sets of almshouses; at
least 9 workhouses; _5 grammar schools; 17 charity schools; 7 market
crosses; 3 butchers' shambles; and 36 piaces of worship - 7 Anglican,
.22 Independent, and 7 anker. As Tables I.4 and I.5 summarizing the

" provision of public buildings in the eighteenth century demonstrate,
regarding traditional types of public buildings with the exception of
places of worsh%p, the foundation of new amenities occurred primarily ,
-in the first half of the century; much of the activity in the second

half of the century'concerned the rebuilding and replacement of existing

premises.,

By 1720 most of the workhouses established during the seventeenth
ce;turyvappear to have been closedjﬂbut in the 1720'5,‘and '30's the
concept was revived with enthusiasm, Seven workhouses were provided in
these two decades, four of which were established in existing premises;
in Leeds, for example, the original workhouse was brought back into use.
Similarly,'the foundation of new charity schools was concentrated in thé

early paft of the eighteenth century: 8 of the 1) were founded between
1702 and 1727,

As the fioures above show, places of worshin were easily the most
frequently provided traditional type of prlic buildinv in the eiahteenth
century, and they played an important role in the acceleration of acti-
vity in the second half qf the'century,»sincg two-thirds of them were -
provided between 1770 and 1799. Also‘at this time, the rebuilding of

butchers! shambles became a much more significant event, for in two = -

N
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casés this was accompanied by the entire rebuillding or replacement of
the towns' market places., New shambles and market places were opened
at Sheffield in 1786, and at Bradford about 1794. Theée wholesale |
redevelopments foreshadowed the extensi#e market imprbvements which
occufred in other towns in the first forty years of the nineteenth

. century.,

The fact that only half of the public buildings provided in the
eighteenth century were of the traditional kind (112 out of a total of
214) testifies:.that the century was one of great innovation in this

. sphere, Indeed the acceleration in the rate of provision of buildings
was mainly attribu£able to new types of building, In tefms of numbers,
the most significant innovation was the provision of chapels resulting
- from the rise of the Methodists and, to a lesser extent, the Baptists.
The tﬁelve towns'! first Methodist_chapels were built at Sheffield in
‘the 1740's, and in the next fifty years as Methodism spread to All the -
towns a further 2. chapels were provided. In ad&ition, 6 Baptist
chapels, 1' Roman Catholic cha‘pel and 1 qua.si-Anglican chapel were also
provided,vbringing the number of new types of places of worship
provideq in the century to 32, |

Another importanﬂ innovation and one which was of.great utility to the
~twelve tovmns'! dominant industry Was the erection of cloth halls, These
halls, which provided covered accommodation for the sale of cloth, were
bullt in all the textile towﬁs during the century. The first h@lls
were bullt at Halifax, “akefield, and Leeds in £hé first eleven years

of the century.1 Thereafter, there was a lull in provision until a

1. There 1s evidence of the existence of two houses in Halifax in 1616

knovn as the iollen Hall and the Lynnen Hall. Although they were used

for the sale of cloth, it is unlikely that they were simil
to the eighteenth century cloth halls, v slwdlar in style
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further eignt were erected between 1755 and 1793. The halls were.not
used solely as cloth markets: for example, the west Riding quarter
sessions were held at Bradford Price Hall until 1834, and the halls'
court yards were popular venues for large public meetings, ‘The cloth

hall was essentially an eighteenth century phenomenon; and no more

‘were built in the remaining part of our period.

The provision of places of entertainment and social rendezvous was
another important eighteenth cehtury innovation. Before 1700.public
_bulldings of this type were virtually non-existent in the twelve towns,
jﬁnd dancing assemblies, plays, and musical concerts had to be held in
makéshift bremises. This remained %ﬁe case to some extent in the
eighteenth century: at Sheffield‘aﬁd Barnsley, for example, assemblies
“were held regularly in school premises in the earlj part of the

century. However, a considerable number of assembly rooms, theatres,

concert rooms$, and grandstands were proﬁided in this period.'

A purpose-built asseﬁbly rooms is firstvmegtxoned in 1726 at Leeds, and
another was built at wWakefield a year latér. In 211, six assembly
rooms we;e.built during the century, and a further three sets of rooms
were incorporated in multipurpose public buildings. By and large;
these amenities were the preserve of the middle aﬁd upper classes. The
first purpose~-built theatre was opened in 1762 at Sheffield, and in the
remaining part of the eighteenth century, theatres were provided in six
of the othef towns. Also in the segond_half of the century concert

- rooms or music halls were provided at Leeds and Huldersfield and grand-

stands were built for the race courses at three towns.
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~ One of the most revolutionary innovations in the century was the
provision of medical institutions, Until 1767 there were no medical
institutions in the twelve towns, the only public institutions
providing medical treatment being workhouses; Between 1767 and 1799
infirmaries were established at Leeds and Sheffield, and dispensaries
" were opened at Doncaster, Wakefield, and Ripon. Usually, infirmaries
gave tréatment to infpatients, while dispensaries.gave treatment to
out—pa£ients. The treatment at all these institutions was given free-

of charge, and they were established for the relief of the working
classes. .

Libraries ané newsrooms for "publié" use were other eighteenth century
. innovations. Probably most schools had libraries in 1700 - Leeds

- grammar school even had the luxury of a library building erected about
1691 ~ but there were no "public"~}ibraries at this time, Some parish
-libraries associated with churches were established in the first half
of the century but these were of littie consequeﬁce. In the next fifty
years, hoﬁever, "subscription" or "circul;ting" libraries were founded
in the larger towns. These libraries were exclus&ve, middle-class
institut;ons, members paying a high annﬁal subscription, Seven
libraries were established but none had purpose-built premises. while .
the library movement was getting under way, newsréoms, institutions
where newspapers, magazines, and other periodicals were available for

" the reference of subscribers, were established in at least three of the

twelve towns, It seems likely that several other newsrooms wers provided
. ?

in public houses and coffee rooms, -

Although the bulk of school provision then consisted of grammar schools
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and charity schools there were two innovations. The first was the
establishment of three Schools of Industry; institutions which frained
small groups of girls ?or domestic service. The schools were run on a
part-time basis/and were held in makeshift pfemises. The other inno-
vation was the establishment of Sunday schools, These schools, which
were established in significant nunbers between 1785 and 1799, are not
included in thisstudy because in their early stages they often met in

churches and chapels, and later in rooms attached to places of worship.

~In addition to these innovations a small ﬁumber of public buildings

ﬁere provided which were gnique to particular'towns.. In 1704 an office
-for the registration of deeds was'bpened at Wakefield; in 1773 an assay
office was opened at Sheffield; and in 1775 a Rotation Office, an
office for the borough mégistrates, was opened at Leeds. In addition,

a freemasons' hall was built at Shfffield about 1787, and a barracks
was erected at the same town in 1792-4, Finally, a nonconformist

theological college was founded at Rotherham about 1795.

The public building provision of the eighteenth century is summarized in
Tables 1.4 and 1,5 (see pages 38and 39 ),

In the last forty years of our period when, as we have seen, the total
population of the twelve towns grew at a very rapid pace, the provision
of public buildihgs grew at a similar rate: although it had already
accelerated to three per year in the second half of the eighteenth
century, it surged forward still faster to a rate of just under nine pef

year between 1800 and 1840. In all, 354 bulldings were provided, of

which probably 289 were additional amenities: 262 were purpose-built

UNIVERSITY
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LEEDS
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Thus the stock of public bﬁildingsvin

the twelve towns more than doubled, rising from about 240 in 1800 to

over 500 by 1840.

Table 1 ollv

The Public 3uildines Provided in the Twelve Tovms ,;1 700-1.9

Buildine Type

Town Halls

Court Houseé '
‘Prisons
Public Offices
Almshouses -
VYorkhouses
-Grammar Schools
Charity Schools
Libraries

Market Crosses
Shambles

Cloth Halls
Aséembly Rooms
Anglican Churches
Independent‘Chapels
Quaker Chapels

Methodist Chapels

Miscellanebus

Source: . The gazetteer.

Notes

- Figures in parenthesis indicate secondar

buildings,

No. of new MNo.
amenities purpose-
bullt
- 5
- 1
1 -
6 7
4 3
- 1 (1)
9 6
3 -1
2 L (1)
- 1
3 3
3 3
2 2
7 7
3 2
2 2
1 1
L6 49 (2)

No, of Total no.
- premises - of buildines
converted provided

- 5
1 1
- 1

Ry 1
1 8
L 7
- 1
3 (1) 9
-2 3
- L
- : 1
- 3
- 3
- 2
- 7
1 3
- 2
- 1
13 (1) 62

I

Yy amcnitieo of multipurpose

- The miscellaneous bu¢1din9 type is a ridinv school,
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Table 1.5

The Public Suildines Provided in the Twelve Tovms, 1750-99

No, of new No, No., of Total No. of
T amenities purpose- Fremises buildinzs
Building Tvpe . built converted provided |
Town Halls - 2 - - 2
Court Houses - 1 1
Prisons 2 [ 1 (1) 7
Public Officesf 2 1 3 L
. Almshouses 3 6 1 7
Workhouses 1 - 2 2
Infirmaries 2 2 1 3
‘Dispensaries 3 1 2 3
Grammar Schools 2 3 1 L
‘Charity Schools 5 7 1 8
Schools of Industry 3 - 3 3
Libraries ' 7 - 8 8
Newsrooms 3 - -3 3
Market Crosses - 31 - 3
Shambles = - 2 - 2
Mérket’Places
(with Shanbles) - 2 , - 2
Cloth Halls L 7 (1) - 7
Assembly Rooms L 3 (3) - 3
Theatres 8 8 - 3 1"
Concert Rooms 2 1 1 2
Grandstands 3 3 - 3
Anglican Churches 5 p) - 5
Independent Chapels 12 1L 1 15
Quaker Chapels 1 2 o 2 L
‘Methodist Chapels 21 | 22 . 2 2l
Baptist chapels 5 5 1 6
Catholic Chapels 1 1 - 1
Misc. Chapels B _ 1 - R
Miscellaneous ;;é_ 1 k ‘__:_ ;_ﬂL_

10 15 (8) ° _37.(1) 152
Source: The gazetteer. V | ’
Notes: Figures in parenthesis indicate secondary amenities of multi-~

purpose buildings,

The.miscellapeous building types are a ridinz school
logical collese, a barracks,

house, a freemasons' halls,

y 2 theo-
a parish church vestry, a coffee

and a grammar school master's house.
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This high level of building provision was achieved by a combinationbbf
vigorousvprovision of traditional types of builiings, much more extensive
- provision of the types pf amenity first introduced in the éecon& half of
the eighteenth century, and yet more innovation. The latter, however,
was not limited to entirely new types of building, for, as we shall see,
there was a_strong innovative element in the provision of what we were

ostensibly traditional types of amenities. ' e

The traditional types of buildings provided in this forty-year period(
included: 3 tow@ halls; 12 court houses; 6 prisons; 8 éets of alms-
“houses; 4 workhouSes; 3 graﬁﬁar schools; 7 charity schools; 1 market
cfoss; 1 shahbles; '6‘market placesj and; if ail chépels are included,
135 places of worship - 2, Anglican, 17 Iﬁdependent,:three Quaker, 60
Methodist, 10 Baptist, 11 Catholic, and 10 belonging to other sects.

! - |
Clearly, places of worship were the principal feature of the provisions
made, and to an even greater extent than in thé eighteenth century;
probably 111 of thém were additional amenities. In contrast, the relative
importance of buildings such as4gfammar schéols, charity schools, town
hélls, and market crosses was small and only two aaditional amenities
were provided, The(raté of provision of almshouses Was maintained and
three new amehities‘were“fouhded, but they too became less important

‘numerically in the overall provision of builﬁings.

It is of particular impoftance to note that twelve court houses were

h . . N L4
built:. four times the number provided in the previous century. Before
this period, the viest Riding magistfates had élwéys héld their sessions

in prém;ses not specifically designed for théir use; .significantly,
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eight of thé new court housés burilt iﬁ these years were intended primarily
for the uﬁe of the county and bbrough magistrateé. In addition, four
court houses were provided for the Courté of quuesﬁ held in Huddersfield,
Halifax,“Sheffield, and Bradford (Cqﬁrts of Requesﬁ were established to
settle disputes over debts). At the séme time at least 9 local priscns
were provided, 3 of which were incorporatgd in new court houses. There
were also two major enlérgements to the West Riding House of éorrection
in these &ears. Although only hlﬁorkhousés were provided between 1800
and 18L0, they are important because they‘represented the beginning of

a new era in poor relief: three were built by unions‘establisﬁéd under
.'the Poor Léw Amegdment Act of 1834, The establishhent of vagrancy
 6ffices was anqther new development‘in this period which was closely
associated with workhbuses;'_indeed, thelir premisés sometimes adjoined
ﬁorkhoﬁses. Ths purpéses éf the "offices" was to give overnight acco-
mmodatién and food to vagrants found begging in the streets., The

; - .
following day the vagrants were sent on their way. Probably three
offices were established. |

A particularly notable feature of the provision of traditional amenities
was the redevelopment or replacement of market places; 3ix new market
pla;es were provided in these years. For example, the markét places
were redeveloped at Rotherham in 1802-3‘and at Halifax aﬁoﬁt 1810.

These developments incorporated shambles and other covered facilities,

Three cemezries independent of churches or chapels were more unusual
) features of the provision of the traditional types of public amenity
in this period. The cemeteries were much more eléborate than the

uswal type and, as we shall see subsequently, their mode of finance

was also rather novel,



42

Most of the new typés of buildings introduced in the first half and

more particularly in thg second half of the elghteenth century were
provided in much greater numbers between 1800 and 1640, With regard to
social amenties, prévisions'included four assembly rooms, three
.theatres, four concert fooms, and three grandstands., At the same time,
‘éhe number of infirmaries and dispensaries was more than trebled; three
additional infirmaries were bullt and nine more dispensaries were
founded, the majority of which were housed in cohverted [remises,
Libraries and newsrooms also weré provided in greater numbers: nine
libraries and fourteen newsrooms were established, Twenty buildings
‘were provided, sixteen of which were converted premises, but in addition'
facilitieslfor twenty more of theée amenities were provided in new
multipurpose bﬁildings.. 411 the libraries included in this étudy were

- primarily middle-claés institutions,'but it should be noted that other
types were established in this period., At Sheffield in 1837, for

example, there were no fewer than ten circulating libraries run from

.the shops of booksellers]

Like the fifty years preceding it, the period 1800;u0 was a period of
great innovation in the sphere of public building provision, Innovétion
was perhaps at its height in the area of education: the pfovision of
Sch;ols of Industry which had begun at the_tailAeﬁd of the eighteenth
century continued on a small scale, but there were several other more

far-reaching developments,

. "
A great deal_of innovation occurred in the provision of institutions

1. W.vhite, 1837 0. I, g2,
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" for child education. The high rate of provision of new schools and
school premises in the period occurred largely because of the foundation
of several new types of séhools, ndtably National and Lancasterian
schools. The National schools, sponsored by the Church of ™ngland, and
the Lancasterian schools, sponsorea by an inter-denominational movement

" begun by Joseph Lancaster, were established to gi;e a rudimentary

educatioh to the children of the lower classes. At least 17 National

schools and ten Lancasteran or British schools, as they were later

known, were established in these years, resulting in the erection of

~ 21 schoolhouses.

Two other'types of school were aiso founded in this period: Infant
schools educating children until they were old enough to enter the
National and Lancastérian schools, and Collegiate and Proprietary
schools, which gave a classical and commercial education. In all, 14

Infant schools and L, Collegiate or Proprietary schools were
established,

In addition four types of educational inétitutions catering for adults
were added to the "educational system" between 1819 and 1840: literary
énd prhilosophical societies,vmechanics' institute#, museunms, and
medical schools. The earliest were the literary énd'philosophical
societies, principally of the 1820's and '30's, Their aim was to
promote higher cultural levels amongst townsmen., Societies were
established in five of the towns, and three of £hem erected their own
premises: Leeds Fhilosophical Hall was the first built in 1819-21,
Mechanics' institutes were established slightly later for the purpose
of educating the lower classes in science and engineering. Despite
their objectives they became middle-class institutions with a clientel
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not dissimilar to the’literary and philosophical societies, Five
institutes were established between 1825 and 1832, of which only'the
onevat Bradford efgcteﬁ premises. The 5ocieties and institutes often
provided museums in their premises, but there is one instaﬁce of a

museun built as a separate entity, namely, Calvert's Museum erected

‘at Leeds in 1827.

Two medical schools were established at the end of our period: at
Sheffield in 1828 and at Leeds slightly later. Cf these, the.former

~had its own purposé-built premises known as the Sheffield Medical
‘Institution (1828-9). '

Apart from the extension of medical facilities to all the twelve towns
by means of the provision of infirmaries and dispensaries, which we‘
hgve already noted, there wés alsg“innovétion in the sphere of

médicine and-public health in the first forty yeafs of the nineteenth
century. The medical innovation consisted of the provision of three
fever hospitals (hospitals for treating.infectious diseases), two or
more cholera hospitals, one eye hospital, and two lying-in hospitals
(maternity hospitals). Cf these, only two institutions, boih fever
hosritals, had purpose-built premises. Undoubtedly, the most prominent
medical institution built at this time was the w.est Riding Pauper
Lunatic Asylum, established at :akefield in 1816-18, and housing for
treatment up to 250 insane pedple from the West Riding. Not long before
this, the twelve towns' first public baths héd been provided, Doncaster
probably beinz the first in the field in 1812, although Halifax’had a
set of baths which were well-established in 1822,  Seven sets of public

baths were built between 1812 and 18,0, The term "public bath" was
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something of a misnomer, since like "public libraries" these amenities

were essentially middle and uppsr class preserves.

-

The last two decades 6f our period produced significant innovations

in the sphere of marketing and commerce., Leeds figured prominently in

f these provisions. The twelve towns' first and only fuily-covered,

. general retail market, fhe Central Market, was built at»Leeds in 1824-7,

and the ohly purpose~built wholesale carcase market in about 1830.

; The towms' first corn exchanses were.also built in this period at.

- Wakefield, Leeds, and Sheffield, Finally, "Commercial Buildings",
estéblishﬁents where busihessmenvcould meet to discuss‘and transact
businesé, which often incorporated coffee rooms and newsrooms and

other ancillary faciiities, weré built at Leeds, Huddersfield, Sheffield, -
apd Barns1ey.‘ | - |
The main provision of social amenitles in the period i860—h0 concerned
existing types but there were a few innovations: a betting room was
bullt at Doncastervin 1826-7; two circuﬁ bﬁildings at Cheffield; and
zoological and botanical gardens at Sheffield (1836), ﬂakefield-(1839).
and.Leedsv(18hO). Also at the tail end of our pericd a number of
buildings wére érected which, as premises for mutﬁal aid societies,
were aldfoss between social and welfare institutions: odd fellows'

halls at Barnsley, Bradford, and Halifax, and a temperénce hall also-
~at Bradford,

-The public building provision of the period 1800-40 is summarized in

Table I.6. This brings the first part of our general survey to a



Table 1.6

The Public 3uildines Provided in the Twelve Toums,.1800-h0 .

Buildine-Type .

Town Halls .
Court Houses
Prisons _
Public Offices:
Almshouses
Workhouses
Vagrancy Cffices
Infirmaries
'DiSPensaries
Fever Hospitals
Misc. Medical
Baths

Grammar Schools
Charity Schools
Schools of Industry
National 3chools

Lancasterian and British
Schools

Infant Schools

Collegiate and Proprietarj

Schools
Idsc. Schools
Fhilosophical Halls
Mechanics Institutes
- Iibraries
Newsrooms

Market Crosses

- Shambles » 7
Market Flaces (some with

shambles)
Covered liarkets

Corn Txcnanges
~—
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new

rurpose-
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The Public Buildines Provided in the Twelve Towns, 1800-~L0 Cdnbd.

Buildine Tvpe

Merchants Zxchanges/
Commercial Buildings

Misc, Karket Amenities
Assembly Rooms
Theatres

Copcert Rooms
Grandstahds

Zoolozical and Botanical
~ Gardens

Circuses
Cddfellows Halls
Temperance Halls
Anglican Churches
Independent Chapels
Quaker Chapels
Meihodist Chapels
~ Baptist Chapels
Catholic Chapels
Misc. Chapels
Cemeteries

M scellaneous

Source: The gazetteer

Notes

"No,_of No.
new . purpose-
amenities built
Contd. Contd.
5 3 (1)
1 1
1 I
3 1.(1)
2 3 (1)
3 3
3 3
1 2
3 3
1 1
21 2L,
13 16
- - 3
19 52
9 8
9 10
10 L
3 3
6 5
289 262 (36)

- Figures in parenthesis indicate secondary amenities of multipurpose

buildings.

two barracks (one temporary);
grammar school master's house;
booths at a race course.

The miscellaneous buildins types are two theolozical colleges;

three museums (one temporary); a
a betting room, and publicans!

No, of Total No. of
rremises bvildiin-~s
converted provided
Contd. Contd.
1 L
- 1
- L
1 2
- 3
- 3
- 3
- 2
- 3
- 1
- 24
1. 17
- 3
8 60
2 10
1 Rh
6 10
- 3
3 8
92 (1) 354
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conclusion. It has attempted‘to demonstrate the trends in-the provision
of buildings in the twelve towns as a whole and -to highlight new
.developments, while kegping in mind the provision of traditional types
of building., It is hoped that it also gives some impression of the
relative importance in numerical terms of the different types of
building. The relative size and cost of bulldings, in addition to
their numbers, is of crucial importance ih assessing their contribution
to the overall provision of public buildings, Moreover, the different
patterns-of provision which occurred in the twelve towns form an

important aspect of this study. Both these topics are investigated in
‘the following chapter.



 CHAPTER II

THE CHARACTERISTICS AND RELATIVE IMPORTANCE

OF THE PUBLIC BUILDINGS PROVIDED IN

THE TWELVE TCUNS

-

Chapter I gave an impression of the relative importance of
the different types of public buildings in numerical terms,
bﬁt numbers %eli only part of the story: relative size
_and costs are vital elements making up the picture of the
.provision of these buildings. The first parf of this
chapter describes the physical characteristics of each type
of building, with the aid of illustrations, and contrasts
thé sums of money norﬁally expended on them. Using this
iniofmation, we then present estimates.of total expenditure
on the twelve towns' public buildings, and assess the
relative contributibn,-in terms of numbers and expenditure,

of each type of building to overall building provision.

The final part of the chapter compares the extent and charact-

eristics of public building provision in each of the twelve

townse.

49
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‘The following descriptions of the physical characteristics of the
public buildings provided in the period 1600-18L0 are grouped
according to the uses of the bulldings. Unless stated to the contrary

the sources for the information giveh in this section are to be found

in the gazetteer,

Town Halls and Court Houses

. The typical design for town halls aﬁa court houses built in the
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries was of two storeys: the
Jower storey serving as a shelter for markei.traders or consisting of
shops, and the upper storey consiéting of a hall or room, The Leeds
moot hall and Wékefieid market cross, shown iﬁ Plates 1 and 2, were
late examples of this'type.of design. From £he early eighteenth
ééntury.town halls were increasingly used for social purposes, as for
example were Sheffield town halls hired out to a troup of comedians in
172&,1 and Rotherham town hall.built in 1739-42 and'then partly used as
a ballfoom and place of entertainmen’c.2 As a result of this trend it
became’common to incorporate soc;al rather than retailing amenities in
the buildings. This development.is instanced in Pontefract and Ripon
town halls, built towards the end of the eighteenth century (see Plates
3 and 4). In contrast, however, the court houses built between 1800
and 1840 primarily for the use of the magistrates incorporated nelther
_ retailing nor social amenities (see Plates 5, 7, and 8), On the whole,

1. J. Thomas, The Local Register (Sheffield, 1830), p. 36.

2, J. Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherham (Worksop. 1879), p. 403.



1. LEEDS MOOT HALL (LS25)

Rebuilt 1710-11 at a cost of £210. The upper ctorey contained
a court house used for judicial sessions and corporation

business, the lower storey contained butchers' shops.

&', & o’ s A

2. WAKEFIELD HARKET CROSS (WD30)

Built 1707 at a cost of over £100 as a market shelter and town

hall, The dome contained a room used for public business.
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PONTEFRACT TOWN HALL (PT30)

Built c. 1785 comprising a magistrates' office, a prison, and

a court room used for judicial sessions, corporation meetings,
and assemblies,

RIPON TOWN HALL AND MARKET PLACE (RN19)

The Town Hall (right) was built 1798-1801, It contained an

asgsembly room, committee rooms, and rooms for W.R. quarter
and petly sessions.
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5. WAKEZFIELD COURT HOUSE (WD61)

Built 1806-9 for W.R. quarter and petty sessions.

6., SHEFFIELD TOWN HALL (SD73)

Built 1808-10 at a cost of £5,600, It was the venue for W.R.
quarter and petty sessions and a variety of public business,

and incorporated a prison. It superseded a town hall (SD17)
which had been built a century earlier.
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7. LEEDS COURT HOUSE (LS86)
Built 1811-15 at a cost of £10,000. It was used for

a wide variety of Jjudicial and public business and con-
tained a court room, magistrates! offices, a prison

and a cellar for fire engines.

8. BRADFORD COURT HOUSE (BD53)

Built ¢.1834 at a cost of £6,231, The premises included

& court room for W,.,R. quarter and petty sessions, and a
vagrancy office.
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town halls and court houses became much more imposing architecturally

from the last quarter of the eighteenth century (see Plates 1-8).1

»

: Prisons- | | »
The local prisons built in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries had
a variéty of names ranging from the "kidcote" and "lock-up" to the
"prison"_or "gaol", Usually they were very small, consisting of no
more than three or four cells, and the ségregation of prisoners; at
bgst, was limited to separate cells for felons and debtors. Leeds
prison (1726), for example, had only fivg or six cells, and Déncaster~

Town Gaol (1768-9) had only four rooms, two for felons and two for
debtors.

In general the prisons built between 1800 and 1840 were larger than
their predecessors, often accommodating ten to twenty prisoners, and
péovided for'greater segregation SE different categories of prisoners.
The.Gaol of the Borough and Soke of Doncastef (1829) was an exception-
ally advanced example of this new trend. It had a gaoler's house in
Fhe centre from which cells radiated in four directions; each set of
cells accommodated a different category of prisoners and was provided
with an airing court., After 1800 it became much more common for local

prisons to be incorporated in town halls and court houses,

As we have seen, the West Riding's major prison was the House of

Correction at Wakefield. Little is known about the original prison of

’

1. An interesting architectural study of town halié is C. J. K.

Cunningham, "A Study of Town Halls of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth
Centuries and the Reflection of Civic Pride in Public Bulldings"
" (unpublished Ph, D. thesis, University of Leeds, 1974).
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1605 and later bulldings, except that they were much larger than the
Yocal prisons. It was enlarged in 1709 and again in 1768-70, by which
time it was thought to be one of the largest county gaols in E)'xgl_and.1

1t was enlarged again in 1820 and 1837, and by the end of our period it
could accommodate six hundred prisoners.2

Almshouses

As we have seen, fhe almshouﬁes buiit in the seventeenth century usually
téok the form of groups of cottages often accompanied by a chapel. Two
examples of the larger almshouses are’Hopkinson's~and'Crowther's

~ Mmshouses at Halifax (1610), which had tﬁenty rooms and accommodated

| eighteen poor widows; and Harrison's Hospital at Leeds (c. 1653), which
consisted of two sets of almshouses, each with-twenty rooms, accommo-
dating a total of fort& indigent aged women, There is no evidence to
sqggest that the almshbuses bullt between the mid-seventeenth century
aéd 1840 were significantly large;*than'their predecessors, although
they may have been more imposing: undoubtedly, the Sﬁrewsbury Alms-
houses and Chapel at Sheffield, rebullt in 1825-7, were the most
architecturaily impressive and probably the largesi almshouses built

in the twelve towns in our period (see Plate 9).3

1. W. S, Banks, Walks in Yorkshire: Wakefield and its Neighbourhood
(1871), p. 11,

2. Important contemporéry surveys of prisons are J. Howard, The State of
the Prisons in Fnoland and wales (1777) and J. Nield, The State of

Prisons (1812),

3. For the history and description of English almshouses see

W, H. Godfrey, The Fnglish Almshouse (Faber and Faber Ltd, n.d.) and
R. M. Clay, The hedieval Hospitals of ¥naland (1909).




THE SHREWSBURY ALNMSHOUSES AND CHAPEL, SHEFFIELD (SD94)

Built 1825-~7 at a cost of £10,183. The almshouses,
which consisted of 36 dwellings, replaced a group of
almshouses which had been built 1665-6 (SD13) and

substantially repaired 1774-7 (SDS3).
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LEEDS GENERAL INFIRMARY (1S45)
Built 1768-71 for the sum of £4,599., It replaced temporary

premises acquired in 1767 (1S43). When opened it had
27 beds for the gratuitous treatment of in-patients.
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Workhouses

Iittle information has been found about the physical appearance of work-
houses or their deSigr‘x. By the late eighteenth century, most workhouses . .
probably were a conglomeration of buildings suro@ding or built on to
the original premises., It appears that the workhouses provided in the
seventeenth ﬁnd early eighteenth centuries accommodated about 50-100
paupers, but by 1840, those .in the larger' towns accommodated many more:
the Unién workhouses built at the very end of our period were particu-
larly large and accommodated 200-420 inmates,. | Some impression of the
scale and character of the later workhouses is given by the fact that

the new workhouse opened at Sheffield in 1829 was a converted factory.1

Medical Institutions and Public Baths

The size and style of ‘the medical institutions varied considerably, The
fix;st two infirmaries built in our period are sﬁown in Plates 10 and 11,
Thése were the largest infirmaries built in the twelve towns énd were
erected in the largest towns, but in later years even smaller towns liké
. Huddersfield sometimes were provided with imposing medical institutions
| (see Plate 12). Since dispensaries treated only out-patients they
required much smaller premises théh infirmaries and therefore could be
established in converted buildirlm'gs. - Those that were pur;ﬁose%uilt were
usually incorporated in multipurpose buildings, scme being combined with
infirmaries as in the case of the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg
Infirmary, and others being incorporated in non-medical amenities such as’
Wakefield Public Rooms shown in Plate 35. Without doubt, the largest

and most impressive medical institution built in the twelve towns was

1. For a history of poor relief in our period see M. E. Rose, The
English Poor Law, 1780-1930 (Newton Abbot, 1971) which provides an
extensive bibliography of all useful works on the subject.
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SHEFFIELD GENERAL INFIRMARY (SD64)

Built 1793-7 at a cost of £17,697. Treatument was given
to both in-patients and out-patients.

B o e roeey

HUDDERSFIELD AND UPFER AGBRIGG INFIRMARY (HD34)

Built 1829-31 at a cost of £7,518, It treated both
in-patients and out-patients, and took over the functions
of the dispensary established in the town in 1814 (HD13).
It had facilities for 40 in-patients.
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the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum at Wakefield with its spacious

grounds and accommodation for 250 lpatients.

The public baths provided in the first forty years of the nineteenth

centufy éeem to have been commodious and fairly lavish premises if
Leeds baths (1819-20) were typical: the bullding incorporated

separate suites of apartments for men and women, and had cold and

showér‘baths, Matlock and Buxton baths, hot baths, and vapour baths,

Fducational Institutions

" The typical degign for schools in the se;enteenth and eighteenth
"centuries was simply a large room with desks: Wakefield grammar
school, bullt at the end of the sixteenth century, and Leeds grammar
school, built about 162}, were good exﬁmples (see Plates 13—15).‘>The
seventeenth and eighteenth century grammar sﬁhools.and charity schools
' mﬁst have had fairly small buildings since it was rare for them to
have more "than 20-~30 pupilé: the Blue Coat shcools built at Halifax
in 1642 and Ripon in 1672 each educated only 20 orphans, and thé
charity school established at Leeds in 1705, which was the largest

contemporary school of its type, educated only LO pupils.

In the last forty years of our period, grammar schools and charity

~ schools still taught fairly smallvnumberé, but, as Plate 16 shows,
some schools such as Bradford grammar school acquired buildihgs of
architectural note. In contrast, the National, lancasterian, ahd
Infant schools provided in these years had much larger buildings; the
~ extra room being necessitated by much higher pupil intakes. The
National schools built at Sheffield and Leeds (1812-13), for example,

each accommodated 500 pupils, while even the schools built at smaller
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1%,  WAKEFIELD GRAMMAR SCHOQL (WD18)

Built 1596 es a free grammar school, Its facilities were
improved by the addition of a library building in 1717 (WD33).
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14, WAKEFIELD GRAMMAR SCHOOL ~ INTERIOR (WD18)
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LEEDS GRAMMAR SCHOOL (LS11)
Built c.1624 to house the grammar school founded in 1552,

BRADFORD GRAMMAR SCHOOL (BD29)

Built ¢.1820 with teaching space for 50 pupils.
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tdwns such as Barnsley (1815) accommodated 300 children. The
Lancasterian schools were similar in size, and although Infant schools
tended to be smallér, even these housed aﬁout 150 children, The.

- schools' premises tended to be very plain and utilitarian, and in 1818

it was suggested that a barn would make a sultable model for their
design.! |

In further contrast to all these types of schools, the collegiate and
p:opfietary schools provided in these years were both large and
architecturallyiimpressive. Their largé size was partly necessitated
by the accommodation of boarders. Two of the four institutions, the
‘ﬁest Riding Proprietary School at Sheffield and the Wesleyan Proprietary
Colleée at Sheffield, are shown in Plates 17 and 18.

Iike small schools, most of the libraries and newsrooms provided in our
pe;iod did not require elaborate p;;mises: as we have noted, many were
established in converted buildings. wheh purpose-built libraries and
newsrooms were first erected, between 1800 and 1840, they were provided
- in conjunction with other amenities, The first purbose-built premises

V were those for Leeds Subscription Library, shown in Plate 19: this was
almost ceftainly the most elaborate library and newsroom built in the
twelve towns. Other examples of purpose;built facilities were those
incorporated in Leeds Fhilosophical Hall, Bradford Mechanics! Institute,
Wakefield Public Rooms, Sheffield Music Hall, and the New Rooms at

»

1. J. ﬂcNicholas, "The Develépment’of Open-Pian Schﬁols", (unpublished
M. Id, thesis, University of Hull, 1973) p. 15 citing the evidence
of Rev, Walmsley to the Brougham Committee 1818,

N
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17. THE WEST RIDING PROPRIETARY SCHOOL, WAKEFIELD (wn8T7)
Built 183%-4 at an estimated cost of £7,800., The school

provided a commercial education for middle-class boys.

18, THE WESLEYAN PROPRIETARY COLLEGE, SHEFFIELD (SD134)
Built ¢.1836-40 at a cost of £19,752. The college housed

200 boys who were instructed in classics, commerce, and science.
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19. LEEDS SUBSCRIPTION LIBRARY (LS81)

Built 1807-=8 for the sum of £5,000 to house the subscription
library established in 1768 (LS44). The library, which
had previously used makeshift premises, occupied the

upper storey of the new building, while the lower storey
contained a newsroom and shops.
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Halifax (see Platesv26, 21, 35, 36, and 37). -

The small number of philosophical halls and mechanics' institutes built
in the last thirty years of our period had quite imposing premises. Two

examples are Leeds Philosophical Hall and Bradford Mechanics! Institute

‘shown in Plates 20 and 21.1

Markets and Commerciél Amenities

In generai the markét bulldings provided in the seventeenth and éarly
-eighteenth centuries were small, As we §aw in the previous chapter,
-buichers' shambles were usually rows of covered stalls or shops, and .
often market crOSsgs were merely stone crosses. An elaborate example
of a "market cross" is the obelisk erected in Ripon market place in
1702 shown in Plate L. Where markeﬁ crosses took the form of covered
sheliers, most were similar fo the one at Pgntefract shown in Flate 22,
However, as»doted earlier, market crosses and shambles were sometimes

combined with town‘halls, and the product could be quite pleasing in
architectural terms (see Plates 1 and 2).

In contrast, the cloth halls provided in the eighteenth century were
massive bulldings, The first White Cloth Hall built at Leeds in 1710-11
was described as "a stately hall, built on pillars and arches in the

form of én exchange, with a quadrangular court within".z The typical

1. For-histories of education and school architecture see S. J. Curtis,
A History of Fducation in Great Britain (7th edn., 1967) and M. '
Seaborne, The Fnolish School: Its Architecture and Organization

- 1370-1870 (1971).

2. R. Thoresby, Ducatus lLeodiensis (1715), pp. 2h9-50.
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20, LEEDS PHILOSOPHICAL HALL (LS104)

Built 1819-22 for the use of the newly established
Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society. The premises,
which cost £6,150, included a lecture room, a museum, a

library,. and a laboratory.

BRADFORD MECHANICS' INSTITUTE (BD63)
Commenced in 1879 and completed at a cost of £2,665.

The premises incorporated a lecture theatre and a library

for the use of the Institute's members.
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22, PONTEFRACT MARKET CROSS (PT24)
Originally built in 1734 (PT21) but rebuilt in the form
shown in 1763.

The Mixed Cloth Hall was built ¢,1759-8 as a market
for coloured or finished cloth, It housed 1770 stalls

and was erected at a cost of £5,300.



69
deéign for the halls was rectangular with two or more storeys, built
around a large court yafd.' Thé interiors of the buildings contained
roﬁsvof,stalls, arranged in alleys, at which clothiers could exhibit
their cloth,‘while merchants passed up and down bargaining for its
purchase. Examples of the halls are shown in Plates 23-27. As the
‘plates demonstrate, the cloth halls built from the 1750's and especially

the 1770's were larger than their predecessors and were not without
architectural merit. |

After 1750 almost all the.marketing and commercial amenities erected
~ .were much larger and offered more facilities than those provided earlier
in our period. Moreover, increased attention was given to architectural -
detail, As the illustration of Sheffield Market Place shows, when
| market places began to be‘redeveloped in the 1780's, quite substantial
b?ildings might be erected (see Plate 28). The markets, ccmmercial
bulldings, and corn exchanges provided between 1800 and 18L0 were ‘
esﬁecially imposing and commodious: those at Legds showh in Plates
29-31 were particuiarly outstanding.1 |

Social Amenities

Little is known about the twelve towns! first assembly rooms except
that the rooms built at Wakefield in 1727 took the form of a two stofey
building with a dining room on its ground floor and an assembly room
and a cafd room on its upper floor, Of the five assembly rooms

purpose-built in the remaining part of the eighteenth century Doncaster

1. For a history of marketing and retailing in the later part of our
period see D. Alexander, Retailine in Fnoland durine the Industrial |
Revolution (1970) and D, Davis, A History of Shoppinz (1907).




24. THE MIXED CLOTH HALL YARD, IEiDS (LS42)

The yard of the hall was frequently used for large

public meetings, particularly at election times, It

could contain 20,000 people.

25, DTHE MIX:D CLOTH HALL - INTERIOR, LUEDS (1LS42)

The hall's interior contained rows of stalls from which
clothiers sold cloth to merchants,

70



26. THE WYITE CLOTH HALL, LEEDS (LS50)

Built 1775-6 as a market for unfinished or "white"

cloth, It repleced a smaller hall built 1755-6 (LS41),
which in turn had superseded a hall built 1710-11 (LS26).
The building housed 1210 stalls and cost £4,000.

R Ro L wi il

Ky <
TS RIER H ew e y

ARy, . = e Lo
. Dt e b 7 11 it

I, 1 cb o L s
(AR YRTE PRI NN ANNIY SRR anID)
i s ! y
o O R e T
St LARARRIERNE N RENOIARARARARANAY

]
(' -
-

| B i '

A el
\\, (LT Ol ra? ~ » s
; B A bR oLt g f ‘-" £

e ¥

v

\ } . ’
¥ B ooy MABLE S 4
A1 T j e
LT # 1 : 548 g oy pﬁ( VY Rt

27. HALIPAX PIECE HALL YARD (HX26)

The hall was built 1775-8, at a cost of over £12,000,
as a market for woollen cloth., It was unusual because
the clothiers made their sales from individual rooms
rather than from stalls in a large hall, There were

315 rooms arranged along the hall's balconies.

T
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28, SHEFFIELD MARKET PLACE - WEST FRONT (SD53)

Completed 1786 as part of a market improvement scheme.
The whole project cost over £11,000, The market building
incorporated a butchers' shambles, a market for dairy

produce, and fruit and vegetable shops,

— ey

29. LEEDS CENTRAL MARKET (LS119)
Built 1824~7 as a general retail market at a cost of

£24,800. 'The premises incorporated 67 shops, 56 stalls,
offices, and a hotel,



LEEDS COMTERCIAL BUILDINGS (1s131)

Built 1826-9 at a cost of £28,000, It was intended
as a business and social centre for the merchant
community, and incorporated an exchange room, a newsroom,

dining roous, a concert room, offices, and a hotel.

LELDo CORN EXCHANG (Ls132)

Built 1826-8 at a cost of £12,500, It provided facilities
for the sale of corn by sample and included warehouses

and offices for corn merchants. In addition it incorporated
a hotel and tavern, and 4 shops.

13
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Marsion House, shown in Plate 32, was quite exceptionally lavish. Leeds
\gssembly rooms, shown in-Pléte 33, was more typical in that it was ﬁuch
plainer., With the exception of Sheffield and boncaster theatres, the
theatres bullt in the second half of the elghteenth century were fairly
unimposing. Leeds theatre, for example, buiit in 1771 was described as
"a plain, small brick Building" and was later likened to a barn.1
Similarly, thé race track grandstands built in this period also were
quite plain - in fact most were utilitarian woodeﬂ structures. The

notable exception was the Doncaster grandstand, shown in Plate 34, which
was built in 1777-8.

Most of the social amenities provided after 1800 formed part of quite
imposing multipurpose bulldings: three examples are Wakefield Public

Rooms, Sheffield Music Hall, and the New Rooms at Halifax shown in
Flates 35-7. |
Tﬁe botanical and zoological gardens pfoQided in the 1850'3 were
primarily open areas but they did have some buildings, Probably, like
the gardens at Sheffield, they were surrounded by substantial boundary
walls with gate houses, and included green houses and a miscellany of
shelters and enclosures. Sheffield's gardens, shown in Flate 38, had

an 18 acre site.

Places of Worshi
Many of the churches and chapels provided in the period 1600;18L0 have

»
survived to the present day, and therefore they need 1little description.

1. Leeds 1817 D. p, 38; W. vhite, 1837 D. I, p. 527.
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TR MANSION HOUSE AND BETTING ROOM, DONCASTER (DR17 & 47)

The Mansion House (right), built 1745-8 at a cost of
£8,000, was Doncaster Corporation's assembly rooms and
the mayor's residence. The Betting Room was opened

in 1827 for off-course betting in race weeks.
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33. LESDS ASSAMBLY ROONMS (1S51)

Built 1775-7 above the north end of the White Cloth
Hall (L550) for the sum of £2,500,
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34. DONCASTER GRANDSTAND (DR22)

Built 1777-8 for the use of the wealthier classes at
race meetings,

’ »

35. WAKEFTELD PUBLIC ROOMS (WDT0)
Built 1621-3 at a cost of over £4,600,

It vas a multi-
purpose building comprising an agsembly-cum~-concert

room, a newsroom, & librery and a public dispensaxry,
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SHEFFTELD MUSIC HALL (S0D90)

Built 1823=5 incorporating a saloon used for concerts

and lectures, a subscription library, a newsroom, and

a museum and laboratory used by the newly formed Literary
and Philosophical Society.,

THE NEW ROOMS AND TRINITY CHURCH, HALIPAX (HX48 & 29)

The New Rooms (right) were built 1823-5 and included

a subscription library, a newsroom, a billiard room,
and an assenbly room.

7
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Opened. in 1836,
was £16,000,

SHEFFIELD BOTANICAL GARDENS (SD126)

The total cost of the land and buildings

78
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The Anglican churches built during the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries were usually built in_sténe and accommodated about 1,000
worshippers. Perhaps the only significant change during this period
was in the architectural styles of the buildings:‘ St. John's Church
built at Leeds in 1631-4 was in gothic style, while the eighteenth
century churches such as St. Paul's at Sheffield and the rebuilt St.
Giles! at Pontefract were in classical style (see Plates 39-41). The
churches built in the rush of activity in the 1820's and 30's were
considerably larger than those of thé two preéeding centuries, often

accomnodating as many as 2,000 worshippers, and mainly reverted to the
gothic style (see Plates 42-L1).

The non-conformist chapels built in the period c. 1670-1770 tended to
be plainer and much smaller than Anglican churches, Mill Hill Chapel
atiLeeds, shown in Plate L5, was'oEg of the largest and most lavish
| ch;pels built in the century. In general, Independent and Quaker
chapels were more substantial and imposing than those of the Methodists.
and Baptisﬁs; .thé former oftén being built of stone, whereas the latter
were often of brick. From around 1770 there was a notable increase in
the size of the chapels built apd several accommodated over 2,000
worshippérs; there was also a tendency to erect much more imposing
buildings. In contrast to the gothic style generally used for Anglican
churches in the last :orty years of our period, the contemporary non-

conformist chapels were bullt almost exclusively in classical style
(see Plates 46-50) .1

1. For discussions of the Anglican churches built in the nineteenth
century see B, F. L. Clarke, Church Suilders 'of the Nineteenth
Century (Newton Abbot, 1969).
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39, ST GILES' CHURCH, PONTEFRACT (PT4)

Building commenced c.1135 and tower rebuilt c.1707 (PT18),

40. ST. JOHN'S CHURCH, LEEDS (LS12)

Built 1631-4., Accommodated 1200 worshippers.

% B
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41. ST. PAUL'S CHURCH, SHEFFIELD (SD23)

Commenced in 1720 and completed at a cost of over £1,000,

Accommodated 1250 worshippers.

42,  ST. GEORGE'S CHURCH, SHEFFIELD (SD87)

Built 1821-5 at a cost of £15,181. Accommodated 1933 wor-
shippers.
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43, ST, MARY'S CHURCH, SHEFFIELD (SD95)
Built 1826-30 at a cost of £13,927,

Accemmodated 2000 worshippers.

44.  CHRIST CHUKCH, DONCASTRR (DR48)

Built 1827-9 at a cost of £10,000, Accommodated 1000 worshippers.
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45, MILL HILL CHAPEL, LEEDS (LS18)

Built 1672-4 for the Unitarians at a cost of £400. Accommodated
700 worshippers.

46. SION CHAPEL, HALIFAX (HX39)

Commenced 1819 for the Independents and completed at a cost of
over £6,000,
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49. BRUNSWICK CHAPEL, SHEFFIELD (SD115)
Built 1833-4 for the Wesleyan Methodists, Accommodated 2000

worshippers,

50s; HANOVER STREET CHAPEL, HALIFAX (HXSS)
Built 1834~5 for the New Connexion Methodists,
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This description of the physicél characteristics of the diffe:ent types
of public buildings cannot be concluded without a brief discussion of
the premises which were converted or £aken—over fof use as public
buildings, for as many as one-quarter of the public buildings provided
between 1600 and 1840 were convérted premises., It was quicker and
'cheaper to buy or lease an existing ﬁroperty and to convert that for

use as a public amenitj than it was to hgve oné.built. The only
limitation was whether or not a suitable property éould be found, For
amenities such as libraries, dispensaries, and public offices a private
house ofien sufficed, while for schools and places of worship - amenities
_which réquired halls - a larger building might be needed, As the gazet-
teer shows, buildings such as places of worship, aésembly rooms, and
schools were often.superseded and subsequently taken over to serve as
' other public bulldings. Leeds old assenbly rooms (built in the early
e;ghteenth century) was reused as'g school énd as a place of worship.1
Tﬁé New Hall; a dissenters meeting house at Sheffield, was purchased in"'
1703 and converted into an almshouse.2 Pontefract theatre was taken
over in 1837 for ﬁse as a British school.3 Barns and factorie§ were

sometimes converted into public buildings: Huddersfield theatre was a

converted barn,h and Sheffield Lancasterian school opened in 1809 was

housed in a building formerly used as an iron works, and a riding school

and circus.s However, where amenities were expecﬁed to last for many

1, L.JI. 13 Jan. 1789, 1 July 1811; J. Ryley. The Leeds Guide (Leeds
1606), p. 62 why 1811 ST - '

2, J. Thomas, op, cit. p. 31.
3, W. white, 1837 D. I, .p. 261 |
L. R. Brooke, The Story of Huddersfield (1968), p. 272.

5. J. Hunter, Hallamshire (A. Gatty's edn, 186 . s W t
1837 D. I: .._.._....__p. 79 Y | 9 P 330y W, Wnite,




years, and purpose-built premises would offer great convenience,
existing premises were usually taken over only as a temporary
measure, and if finances permitted new’buildings were erected

with all possible speed. E
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In the ébsence of detailed data for the dimensions, structural
characteristics, and materials of many of the bulldings included in
this study, it is not possible to make precise comparisons in physical
terms between buildings. However, it is possible to compare the sums

expended on buildings, and thereby gain an 1mpres§ion of how size and

quality varied over time and between building types..

‘We begin by examining the average expenditure on individual buildings
in the period 1600-184,0. The average expenditure on a public building
 in the sevénteenth century can only be guessed, but the limited amount
of expenditure data available suggests that a typical buildinngas ‘
wnlikely to cost more than £100-200: Sheffield's first Cutlers' Hall,
for example, built in 1638 cost £86, while Pontefract's Bead House
Hospital, an-eight-roomed almshouse, complied in 1670, cost £101; M1l
‘Hill Chapel bullt at Leeds in 1672-4, ﬁndoubtedly an exceptionally |
large bullding by contemporary standards, cost £400. ‘In the next 140
years average expenditure probably rose cbnsiderabiy: reaching
approximately £500 in the first half of the eighteenth century; £1,0C0
in the second ﬂalf of the century; and just over £4,000 in the first

- forty years of the hineteenth century.1 Given that building costs
'roqg by about one-third between 1600 and 1790, and approximately . ;,,

doubled between 1790 and 18&0,2 this suggests that in real terms the.l

)

1. These figures were obtained'by dividing the expenditure figures

presented in Table II.3 by the numbers of purpose~built premises
erected in the period, shown in Tables I. L~b.

2. See figures given in W. S. Jevons, "On the variations of Prices and

the Value Sf the.Currency since 1782" in E.i. Carus-silson, ed.
Essays in.aco?emlc Hlstorv.(1962) 111, 1-28; L.H. Phelps Brown and
S.V. Hopkins,"Seven Centuries of the Prices of Consumables, Compared
with Builders' Wage-rates", in .M, Carus-ailson, op, cit.,II, 179-

96; C. W. Chalklin, Provineial Towns pp. 221-7,
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average’expenditure.on a public building probably trebled between the
seventeenth century and the first half of the eighteenth century,
doubled between the first and second halves of the elghteenth century,
and doubled again between the second half of the eighteenth century
and the jea;s 1800-40. Thus the average real expenditure on a building
grew about 8-12 times between 1600 and 1840,

This increase in real expenditure resulted from‘é combination of the
increased size and quality of the buildings. - As the foregoing
description showed, most types of building erected after the middle of
the eighteenth century seem to have been larger than their predecessors

- and accommodated increasing numbers of amenities and people. In
particular, the growth in popularity of multipurpose premises, especially
after the Napoleonic Wars, was a strong force for increasing the size of
the typical bullding., The plates also demonstrate that particularly
frém the later years of the eighteenth century the buiidings provided
viere of a higher quality: where finances permitted stone was referred

to brick, and, as a later chapter shows, architects were more frequently

employed to design the buildings.

The cost of WOr&ing-class dwellings is a yardstick by'which'we can

measure the significaﬁcé of the increased expenditﬁre on public building
in the later years of our period. Given an average cost of about £40 for
a working-class dwelling, the expenditure on a typical public building in

_ the second half of the eighteenth century would have financed the

building of about 25 dwellings; whereas by the years 1800-40, when a

working-class dwelling cost around £60, the expenditure on a typical
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public bullding would have financed about 66 dwellings.!

The typical expenditure oh'public buildings varied from type to type.
Since expenditure data often are enly available for a small sample of
each type of building cemparisons must be regarded vith caution.

. However, Table II.1 presents estimates of the typical expenditure on
each of the major types of‘buildings in the period'1700-18LO. Looking
at the period as a whole, town halls and court housee came closest te

'repfesenting typical public'buildings since‘the typical expenditure oﬂ

~ them was reasonaply close to overall average expenditure throughout

'the period. Anglican churches were the recipients of easily the

Alargest expenditures for most of the perlod, and even.between 1800 and |
1840 they were just"harrowly pushed into third place by markets and‘

corn exchanges, Meanwhile, prisons, schools, and almshouses were at

the lower end of the expenditure scale,

These generalizations require some qualification. in the first half e;.
| the eighteenth century, when most buildings were small by the standards
of tﬁe laet forty yeers of our period, expenditure on churches and cloth
halls was well above average expenditure at ¢, £3,000 and ¢, £1,000 -
respectively;. these apart, however, there was 1little disparity between
the expenditures on the other types of building: town halls, court
houses, almshouses, workhouses, schools, and chapels all tended to be
built for aroﬁhd £300-400. Perhaps only local gaols and market crosses -

were bullt for significantly smaller amounts.

1. Cost of working-class dwellings are given in C. W.
P. 224 and -J. Farry Lewis, g

Chalklin, op. cit,
(1965), pp. 41, 103,

Building Cyecles and Britain's Growth
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Table II.1
FEstimated Ezpical Ixrenditure on Buildings by Type
' 1700-1840"
(£) |
_Bullding Type 170019 1750-99 - 1800-L0
Town Halls/Court Houses - " 350 . 1,0007 6,000
- Prisons \' | - 100 1,000
" Almshouses . 500 500 | 1,000
Workhouses 300 . - 5,000
Infirmaries/Dispensaries - _ h,506* 1,000
" Schools S 300 500 1,000
 libraries - - 6,000*
Mechanics'! Institutes/ :
Philosophical Halls ' - . - 3,000
Shambles - | - 1,000 | -
Cloth Halls 1,000 4,000 -
Markets/Corn Exchanges = - -'i . L - 12,000
Assembly Rooms T - 2,000 5,000
Theatres e 1,000 3,000
- Churches . : 3,000+ 9,000 10,000
Chapels [ 7' AR 1,000 3,000
Multipurpose Buildings - - - 6,000
Average Expenditure - 500 1,000 4,000

Source: The gazetteer

# In some cases, data about expenditure on buildings are so scarce that
it is impossible to make an estimated typical expenditure. Where the
expenditure shown is that on only one building in a category, the

figure is asterisked if the building is thought to have been unusually
large or lavish, ‘ ‘
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This bunching is elso_apparent In the second half of the.eighteenth
century: the highest tyﬁical expenditures again were made on
churches and cloth halls, being nine and four times the average
'respecti;ely; and nex£ came infirmaries and assembly rooms, but as
before there was a fairly broad middle renge'of buildings consisting
of town halls and court houses, theatres, chepels, and shambles, the
.typical expenditure on all of which was about £1,000. The lower end

of the expenditure scale was occupied by brisons, almshouses, and
schools built for between £100 and £500,

.In'the last forty years of our period, as we have already noted, the

.highest typioal expenditures were made on markets and corn exchanges,
and churches came close behind: at £12,000 and £10,000 respectively
they were three and two and a half times average expenditure, Next
came town halls, court houses, and multipurpose buildings in the
£6:000 region, and then in a broad“;iddle range of £3-5,000 there

| were workhouses, assembly rooms, philosophical halle, mechanics! ;

institutes, infirmaries, dispensaries, theatres, and chapels, As

before, the end of the typlcal expenditure scale, at around £1,000, was

occupied by prisons, almshcuses, and schools.,

It must be emphasized that the figures just presented are estimates of

phe expeoditures,'for particularly after 1750, in most categories of

building there were buildings whose cost greatly exceeded typical

. expenditure and even overall average expenditure, Moreover, the |

‘ ranking order of the different building-types according to typical
expenditure'would be contradicted by ranking in order of the single

" most expensive bulldings in each category. This is demonstrated by

Table_II,z which shows the most expensive in each category of



Table IT.2

Puilding Type

Town Halls/Ct.Ho.

Pricsons

A]mshousesii

. Workhouses
Medical .
Gram./Char.School
‘at./Ianc. Sckool
Other Schools

_ Libraries.f
Yech./Fhil.Halls
Shambles '

Cloth Halls
larkets
- Corn Exchanges -
Corn. Buildings
Assembly Focms .
Theatres .
Churches
Chapelé (
Iultipurpose

Seource:
—

The Most Expensive Public Buildines by Type, 1700-18L0

1700-k9 - £

Doncaqter Town Hall & G S.‘ 550

Potter's, Leeds j ~ L82
Bradford Workhouse 360
Sheffield Charity School - 275

11,000

Lpeds thite Cloth Hall

Va.kefield Market Cross 100 +
Doncaster Mansion House 8,000
Holy Trinity, Leeds - 4,500
Bradford Unitarian 5 - 340

The razetteer.

1750-99 £
W.R. House of Correction 3,000
Watkinson' S, Pontefract L85
Sheffield Gen.Infirmary 18,000
Sheffield Girls!Char.Sch. 1,500
Sheffield Shambles & . 11,000
Market Place
Halifax Piece Hall 12,000
Rotherham Market House 173
Leeds Assembly Rooms 2,500
Doncaster Theatre - 1,500
" st. Paul's,Leeds : 10,000
Square Chapel, Halifax . 2,000 5
Sheffield Asrembly Pooms - 3,060

& Theatre

1800-40 £
Leeds Court House c.10,0C0
W.R. House of Correction 28,000
Shrewsbury, Sheffield 10,000
Halifax Union Workhouse 10,000
W.R. Lunatic Asylum Lo,co0
Sheffield Boys? Char.Svh. 3,000
Leeds Lanc. School 2,000
Sheffield Proprietary School 20,000
Leeds Library ‘ 6,000
Leeds Philosophical Hall 6,0C0
Leeds Bazaar & Shambies 12,000
Leeds Central Market 214,800
Leeds Corn Exchange 12,500
Leeds Commercial Buildings 28 000
thkefield Public Rooms L,600
Sheffield Circus & Theatre 6,000 -
Leedé Parish Church 30,000 .
Queen Street, Leeds . 8,CCO
Eradford Exchange Buildipgs 7,C00
o
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buildings in the period 1700-18,0. In the first half of the eighteenth
qentury, though the largest typical expehditures were on churches and
cloth halls, the most expensive bullding wﬁs Doncaster Mansion House.
ILikewise, in the second half of the eighteenth century, though the
largest typical expenditures again were on churches and cloth halls,
the most‘costly building was Sheffield General Infirmary. Finally,
inlfhe lést forty years of our period, when the highest typical
expenditures were on markets and corn exchanges, easily the most
expensi&e building erected was the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum.
‘.The table presenté other outstanding examples of high expenditures:

~of these the West Riding House of Correction, the Shrewsbury Alms-
houses, Haiifax Union Workhouse, Sheffield Wesleyan Proprietary School,
Leeds Bazaar and Shambles, and Leeds Commercial Buildings are -
particularly notable because the money spent on them far exceeded

what was typical for buildings'of their gene}al type.

By making estimates of the amounts expended on buildings for which no

] expendituré data is available; it has been possible‘to estimate the

| total expenditure on public buildings in the twelve towns in the years
1700-1840, As Table II.3 shows that this expenditure was in excess of
£1} mllion. This total can be broken down to show the total amounts
expended on each category of public buildings. The figures, in conjunc-
tion with the details of the numbers of buildings provided presented in
Chapter I, permit ﬁn assessment of the relative contribution of each

category of‘buildings td'the overall provision of public buildings,
?

The relative contributions of each type of building in numerical terms
are summarized in Table II..,, while their contributions in terms of

expenditure are shown in Table II.5. For the main part these tables



Table 11.3

Fstimated Total

Decade

1700-9
1710-19
1720-29
173039
17L0-149
1750-59
1760-69
1770-79
1780-€9

- 1790-99

18009
1810-19
1820-29

- 1830-40

. Total

in the Twelve Towns, 1700-1840

~ Source: The gazetteer
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enditure on Public Buildings

Total Expenditure

(£)
2,800
2,500
7,300
2,200
9,700
11,500
15,000
52,300
34,300
93,500
55,000
162,500
4,36, 500
392,900

1,278,000

m——————————
S ———



- Table I1.L

The Public Buildines Provided in the

Buildinz Type

. Town Halls
Court Houseé
Prisoné .
Public Offices
Almshouses
Wbrkhoﬁses .
Vagrancy Offices
Infirmaries
Diépensafies

Fever Hospitals
Misc. Medical

Baths o
Grammar Schools
Chérity Schools
Schools of Industry
National Schools

. Lancasterian and
British Schools

Infant Schools
Collegiate and

Proprietary Schools:

Misc. Schools
Thebldgicél Colieges
Philosophical Halls
Mechanics' Institutes
ILibraries

.Newsrooms

Market Crosses
Shambles

Market Places (some
with Shambles)

Twelve Towns, 1600~18L0

No, of new

amenities

2 NN o -

10

-t
-~

-

No, of

amb
B IR N 8w+ w o &
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No, Total No.
purpose= premises of
built converted buildings
14 - 14
13 4 17
15 (3) 3 (2) 18
2 7 9
34 4 38
10 10 "~ 20
S 1Q1) 2 3
5 1 6
3 (4) 15 18
2 1 3
1 5 3
7 . - 7
9 (2) L 13
20 (1) 6 (1) 26
2 8 10
14 L 18
7 5 12
8 (2) L 12
I - L
3 (1) 2 5
A 1 3
3 1. L
1 (1) 1 2
3 (9) 18 (1) 21
3 (11) 11 . 1L
10 (2) - 10
L - L
8 -

Contdo o/. .



Table ;I.h Contd,

Source: The gazetteer

Notes

- Figures in parenthesis indi
purpose buildings.

- The miscellaneous building types are:

- 2 riding schools, 3 museums
house, and two houses for ma
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- No, of new No, No. of Total No,
. ' emepities _g;irﬁse- o %i;dini; |
Cloth Halls 7 10 (1) - 10
Covered Markets 1 1 - 1
- Corn Exchanges 3 I - L
Merchants' Exchanges/ | .
Commercial Buildings 5 .3 (1) 1 L
- Misc, Market Amenities 1 1 - 1
Assembly Rooms , 8 10 (3) - 10
Theatres " 9 (1) I 13
. Concert Rooms | L L (1) 1 5
. Grandstands 6 6 - 6
Zoological and i o
Botanical Gardens 3 3 - - -3
Misc. Social Amenities 3 L - L
Oddfellows' & Free- : :
masons' Halls L I - L
Temperance Hall 1 _ 1 - 1
Anglican Churches 29 32 - 32
Independent Chapels 39 L2 L L6 -
" Quaker Chapels ' 8 1 3 14
Methodist Chapels 72 7% 10 86
Baptist Chapels 1, 13 3 16
Catholic Chapels 10 11 1 12
Misc., Chapels 1" 5 6 1
Cemeteries 3 3 - 3
Miscellaneous 8 9 3 12
Total Y ¥ -~ 170 (43) 153 (4) 623

cate secondary amenities in multi-

3 barracks (1 temporary),

(1 temporary), a vestry, a coffee
sters of grammar schools,



Table 11.5.

Expenditure on Public Bulldings in Twelve West Riding Towns by 'I‘ype.“f700—1 8L0

Building Types

Town Halls, Court-HoﬁSes f
& Public Offices .

Prisons
~ Schools & Colleges
FPhilosophical Halls, .
Fechanics! Institutes,

Librari es, Newsrooms

Markets & Commercial Premises

Nedical Institutions & Baths |

Almshouses, wOrkhouses,
& Vagrancy Offices

Social Ameni ies
Anglican Places of WOfship

Non-Anglican Places of
worship .

' Miscellaneous |

Total

Source: The gazetteer

1750-99

.

1700-49 2
1,200 5
1,700 7
3,100 12
2,,00 10
8,200 33
5,600 23
2,,00 10
2,,600 100

13,500 6
9,600 5.
[ 50,500 24
23,50 11
3,500 . 2
18,100 9
37,600 18
3%,700 17
10,500 5
206,800 100

1800-40 %
62,000 6
38,000 4
93,700 9
28,300 3.
153,900 15
190,20 9
35,800 3
55,700 5
218,300 21
223,100 21
18,000  _ L
1,047,000 100

()

1700-18L0 - %
68,700 5
51,500 L
105,000 - 8
28,300 2
207,500 16
113,700 9
41,700 3
82,000
261,300 21
260,200 21
58,500 5

1,278,400 100

86
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may be allowed to speak for themselves, since a drawn out discussion
of their minor details would be tedious for the reader. However, their

- major aspects are wofthy of.cémment.

The most notable fact revealed by the tables is the overwhelming contri-
bution made by places of worship to the ovefali provision‘of bulldings.
between 1700 and 1840 they accounted for L2 per cent of total expen-
diture, and between 1600 and 1840 éhey accounted numerically for LO

per cqnt of all buildings erected, The expenditure was split almost/_
equally between ﬁnglican and non-Anglican places of worship, but

‘gince expenditure on individual Anglican churches was usually much
’higher than that on non-Anglican places of worship, this equality was
not reflected in terms of numbers: in numerical terms Anglican
churches accounted for approximately 7 per cent of total provision,
wh%le non-Anglican places of worship accounted for 33 per cent.

The second largest contributor to overall expenditure was‘markets and
commerclal premises, which accounted for 16 per cent of the total in
the period 1700-18L0., In numerical term§ over the whole period studied
these buildings accounted for approximately 9 per cent of all purpose-
built premises; this smaller figure reflects the well‘above average
expenditure on typical bulldings of this type.

The third largest contributgr was medical institutions and baths

accounting for 9 per cent of total expenditure; 'a particularly notable
. . » '
contribution since thelr provision did not begin until 1767, Again the
high expenditure on individual buildings within this category was of

cruclal importance to their relatively high share of total expenditure,
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for over the period 1600-1840 they accounted numerically for only 2 per

cent of all buildings erected and 5 per cent of all buildings provided
if converted buildings are included.

The fourth highest contribution in terms of expenditure was made by

- schools and colleges which accounted for & per cent of total expenditure
in the period 1700-1840. However, the typical expenditure on these
buildings tended to bg below the éverage for public buildings, and in

numerical terms they constituted 1L per cent of public building
provision. .

Closely allied to schools and colleges in the educational sphere were
philosophical halls, mechanics! instiiutes, libraries, and newsrooms,
These buildings accounted fof a further 2 per cent of expenditure on
publié buildings, and brought the qontributién of buildings associated
with the spread of knowledge to 10 per cent, Numerically, these
buildings accounted for a mere 2 per cent of purpose-built premises, but

~ when converted premises are included they accounted for 6 per cent of
total provisions, "

The remaining categories of bulldings each accounted for 3-6 per cent of
overall expenditure, The mo;t significant contribﬁtion'was made by town
halls; court houses, public offiées, and prisons, which, if taken
together as buildings associated with public administration and mainten-
_ ance of law and order, accounted for 9 per cent of overall expenditure,

Indeed in numerical terms they also accounted for jJust over 9 per cent

of buildings erected between 1600 and 1840,
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Social amenities formed the next most important of the categoriés of
buildings makdng smaller contributions to'overa]_l expenditure: in all,
they accounted for apprpximately 6 per cent of expenditure. The
category's contribution of 33 per cent to total expenditure in the first
half of the eighteenth century must be regarded as a freak result, since

the bulk of the expenditure consisted of the £8,000 spent on Doncaster
Mansion House.

Almshouses, workhouses, and vagrancy offices contributed 3 pervcent to
overall expenditure, while accounting for over 9 per cent in numerical
terms of buildings erected between 1600 and 1840, The disparity between
7 these figures reflects the fact that almshouses were of much lesser
importance in the period covered by the expenditure figures than they
had been in the s eventeenth century. Also it is likely that the
expenditure figu:es understate theﬁimounts expended 6n workhouses: for
sé&eral of the buildings must have been extensively enlarged during our .

peried, altbough little detailed evidence on the subject is avallable.

Finally, approximately 5 per cent of total expenditure was contributed by
a small number of miscellaneous buildings: .primérily barracks and

cemeteries,
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Having surveyed the provision of public buildings as a group and by

4 éategony for the twelve towns as a whole, this surveyvconcludes bj
comparing the provision of bulldings in each of the towns. Attention
is given principally'to the extent and intensity of provision in each

. town, and to notable differences in the types of bulldings provided.

First of all, it is clear that there were great disparities between the
nunbers of buildings provided in each town between 1600 and 184,0: as
Table 11.6 shows, while Leeds and Sheffield each contributed about 20
per cent of the total; Wakefield, Bradford, and Halifax contributed
9-10 per cent each; 'Doncaster, Huddersfield and Pontefract 6-7 per

cent each; and Rotherham, Ripon, Knaresborough, and Barnsley approxi=-
mately 3-L per cent each.

In terms of the total éxpenditure between 1700»and 1840 there were even'
greater disparities befween individual town's contributions. Their
respectivé shares, shown in Table II,7 were Leeds 28 per cent; Sheffield
2 pér cent; Wakefield and Bradford 10-12 per cent; Halifax and Hudders-
fiéld 7-8 per cent: and Doncastér, Barnsley, Rotherham, Ripon, "
Pontefract and Knaresborough 1-4 per cent.,

Generally, the larger a town was, the more buildings it had and the

‘ greater the expenditure, but there was not an exact proportional
relationship between provision and town size, As Table II.8 sho&s, the
larger towns, despite their more substantial contribution to overall
provision of bulldings, tended to erect fewer bulldings per head of



Table 11.6

Leeds

Sheffield

'_Wakefield
" Bradford
Halifax -

Doncaster

Huddersfield
Péntefract

Rotherham

Ripon

Knaresborough

~ Barnsley
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The Number of Public Buildines Provided in

Each of the Twelve Towns, 1600-18L0

§§en§fiﬁiw '%ﬁzpose- %%éﬁ%gés ;ztatiﬁginqs ﬁé%gf |
bullt converted  provided

105 | 96 38 134 21

86 95 21 _ 16 18
BT 39 23 62 10

DT 6 55 9
R & 12 53 9
3 2 A 7
34 - 28 -10 | .38 | 6
27 29 8 37 6
15 - 17 7 2L 4
19 18 6 2l L
16 T 6 20 3
19 9 - 19 3

)

Source: The gazetteér
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Table 11,7

) Total @;genditure on Public Bulldings in Each
of the Twelve Towns, 1700-1840.
Total exvenditure - % of overall
JTown ' on _buildings : total
| (® |
Leeds - | " 355,193 ' . 28
. Sheffield ' 200,608 ) 22
~ Wakefield - 150,794 : 12
Bradford 129,593 | ‘ 10
Halifax | 95,972 8
ﬁﬁddersfield 94,278 7
Dbncastef : 56,079 - I
| Barnsley ._ o 34,133 3
Rotherham 29,768 2
Ripon : - 27,180 _ 2
\Pontefraéi - 13,726 ' 1
 Knaresborough 10,600 , 1
Total ' 1,278,124, ' 100

- Source: The gazetteer
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Tuble 11.8

Numbers P?ovided and Expenditure on Public
Buildinés in Fach of the Twelve Towns per
Head of Population in 18&41
Population No. of buildinss provided - Expenditure on

in per_thousand of buildings, 1700-

l8u - 1841 population S 18,0 per head of

1841 population
1600-1840  1700-1840 (£)
leeds ' 88,71 1.5 1.4 4.0
. Sheffield 68,186 ',1.7' | 1.6 R
Bradford . 34,560 6 15 3.7
Huddersfield 25,068 1.6k ' 1.4 | - W3.8
Halifax 19,881 26 23 L8
Wakefield 14,754 k.2 3.8 10,2

Barnsley 12,310 . bt R 2.8 .

‘Doncaster - ‘iO,LSS 3;9,' S 3.9 i5-h
Rotherhan 5,55 ko ka2 5
_Ripon 5,461 bho 234 5.0
Knaresborough 4,678 4.3 | 3.9 2.3'
‘Pontefréct 4,669 . 7.9‘ | 6.4 | | 2.9
Average | L3

Sources: Table I,2 and the gazetﬁeer
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population than the smaller towns. Thus, the textile and metalware
towns - those commercial and industrial cenfres, which had populatidﬁs
of over 12,000 in 18&1‘- were provided with around 1;5'buildings per
head over the périod_1700-18&0, while the smaller towns - mafket centres
with occasional pockets of industry - were provided with around 3-4
buildings per ﬁead. The only really significant exception to this
generalization was wWakefield which because of.its role as "county town"
héd a much higher per capita provision of buildings than would have
bcén predicted under normai circumstances.

lb J . .
'Although‘fewer buildings were provided per head in the large towns than
in the smallitowns, the buildings erected in the larger towns had a
considerably higher average cost than those in smaller towns, Table
11.9, which 1lists the twelve towns in order of population size, shows
that average expenditure ranged from about £L,»3oo 1xi Leeds and £3,100
in Sheffield to £600-800 in Knaresborough and Pontefract. Although
these large disparities must be regarded with some cautidn, since the
estimates of expenditure.on some buildings took town size into account,

they are borne out by the overwhelming body of evidence collected,

The result of this inverse relationship between the numbers of
. bulldings provided per head and the average expenditure per building
was that the sums expended on buildings per head of population did not

| differ to a very significant extent from town to town: as Table I11.8
_ shows, while the average expenditure per héad for the twelve towns was
£4,.3, the expenditures per head in the}five larges£ tbwns ih 18&3.
Leeds, Sheffield, Bradford, Huddersfield and Halifax were £3.7-4.8, and

those in the smaller towns were Doncaster and Rotherham £5,0-5.4 and
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Table II1.9
i The Average Expenditure on the Public Buildings
Erected in Fach of the Twelve Towns, 1700 = 1840
Town v - ~ Average Fxpenditure
on buildings
| £)

Leeds : 4,279
~ Sheffield 3,118

Bradford . . 2;880 -
Huddersfield | S | , 3,491

| Halifax '» - ' o 2,665

Wakefield o v _ o 4,075

Barnsley ' | 2,008

D?ncaster ' 2,077

Rotherham . _ B 1,860

“Ripon ' E 2,265

Knaresborough | . ' | ™

Pontefract T 623

~

Source: 'The gazetteer

Note: These averages must be regarded with care, since they are
partly derived from estimates of expenditure which assume
that expenditure on buildings was related to town-size.
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Barnsley, Knaresborough, and Pontefract £2.3-2.9. The differences
between the smaller towns! expenditure'and tﬁe norm is not of major
~ importance, because given the small size of their total expenditure
the erection of one substantial building (or lack of it) affected the
size of their expenditure per head very considerably. Only'Wakefieid
had a per capita expenditure which differed significantly from the

average, and once again it was its county bulldings which were
responsible,

Turning to the types of building provided in each town, it is evident
‘that all the towns had a basic minimum stock of public buildings, which‘
. by 1840 usually included a town hail or court house, a prison, several
schools, a library, a'ﬁewsroom, a market place and shambles, an
infirmary or dispensary, a workhouse, some élmshouses, an assembly
‘room (perhaps in a multipurpose building), a.theatre, and several
;ﬂ;ces of worship. The edstence of this minimum stock of amenities

~ perhaps explains th the small towns had a higher rate of provision of
| buildings per head than the 1arge towns, i.e. they reaped no economies

of scale.

-~

However, loékihg beyond the minimum stock of amenities and remembering
that in general the large towns had bulldings of greater size and
quality than smaller towns, it is clear that the most significant‘
differences from town to town occurred in the intensity of proviéion

_of particular building types and in the‘provision of comparatively

wnusual types of building. No variations worthy of note here occurred

1n the seventeenth century, so attention is concentrated on the period
1700-1840. '
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The expenditure on each categor,” of buildings, the préportion they
contributed to total expenditure, and the money expended'per head on
them in each of the twelve towns for the period 1700-1840 are ;hown in
Tables II, 10-12, Only the most significant aspe¢t§ of these tables

are to be discussed, since minor details can be clarified by reference
to the gazetteer or the text of the thesis in general,

Overall, these tables demonstrate the greﬁt importance in relative

terms of the mihimum stock of ﬁublic-buildings in the smaller towns.
Looking, for exgmple, at Rotherham, Ripon, Pontefract,'Knaresﬁorough,

-gnd even Barnsley, bulldings such as town halls and court houses,
.'schools, and places of worship took a relatively high pércentage of
total expenditure when compared to some of the larger towns. In more
specific terms, the tables demonstrate that for most categories of
bu%ldings the provisions in some towns were moré outstanding than in
others. .With regard to the provis;;n of town halls, court houses, and
public offices, no town; were particularly outsianding, although as we .
have seen, this category of bulldings took much larger percentages of
totél spending in the small towns than in tﬁe large ones, However,
with respect to the provision of prisons, Wakefield easily surpassed other
towns. The expenditure on the West hiding House of Cor:ection oécupied
almost one-third of the expenditure on buildings in the town, and took
the lion's share of éxpenditure on prisons in the twelve towns as a
whole. It is worth néting that thé absence of expenditure on prisons

for particular towns does not indicate that no expenditure was made:
several prisons were incorporated in town halls and court houées’and the

expenditure is included under that'heading (this proviso also applies to

. other gategories of bullding, where amenities may have been incorporated
into multipurpose premises),



Table II.10

The Expenditure on the Different Caf.eggries of Public Buildings 4n Fach of the Twelve Towns,

1700-18L0

‘hef- #Zake- Brad- Hudd's Don~- | Barn- | Rother- Ponte-|Knares-}
BW/J”’«? TE’P"S Leeds field field ford Halifax field caster| =slev | ham Ripon fract | borourh Total l
Toun al5, Court Homser | 11 S — - T - ,
& Puble Offices 11,219 | 16,701 | 5,300 | 7,731 | 3,500 | L,000 | - 280 | 1,300 | 5,300 | 5,500 | 5,000.] 2,600 68,631
Prisess - - L7,172 | 300 ) - - 2,681 - - 1,000 | -~ 350 | 51,503
Sclools &'Co//e‘?OS‘f' 7,995 | 43,827 | 9,100 | 15,300 | 1,600 | 9,304 | 2,050 | 2,000] 8,721 | 680 | 2,375 | 2,000 | 104,952
it oo fml 3,050 | 1,000 | - | 2,665 [ 2,500 [ 3,150 [ 3,000 | - | - |2z50[ - | - 28,265 |
Horketm A ies | 108,150 | 33,600 | 16,491 | 17,000 |19,250 | 2,500 [ 550 | 1,500 | 7,56€8 500 96 | 250 | 207,478
M;a’f‘%’a H—’:”"*""’ 18,221, { 28,697 | 40,000 { 5,050 { 9,500 { 9,518 | 2,660 | = - - - - 113,649
ﬂf’j:;;;j:ﬁ”gg&‘:’f’“ 2,682 | 15,330 | 2,000 | 360 {10,600 | - 5,402 90| 3,988 | - 1,055 | 200 | 41,707
Social Pmenibes 9,000 | 27,030 | 9,300 { 7,000 { 5,000 | - 21,269 {1,400 .- | 1,000] 1,000} - 82,019
k&f/cazjo:f;fs 81,850 | 49,664 | 12,428 25,200 13,122 |36,306 [10,000 [17,743 | - 12,000 | = - 261,313
, M,-AJA//@,Z f/ace: 67,800 | 47,259 9,000 | 44,587 {27,100 |29,500 | 8,167 | 9,000} 4,171 | 4,000 | 4,200} 5,200 | 260,284
orsh . i . )
l Mesceloneons 131,823 | 17,500 | - 4,400 | 3,500 | - - R - - - 96,323
L- Total 355,193 | 280,608 |150,794 129,593 |95,972 |94,278 56,079 134,133 29,768 | 27,180 | 13,726 | 10,800 {1,278,124
Source: The gazetteer

otL



Table II.11

-

The Percentage Contribution of Each Category of Builldings to Overall Provision

of Public Buildings in Fach of the Twelve Towns, 1700-18L0

1943 1o | Shef- Wake- | Brad- |,.: Hudders-{ Don- - ‘ Rother-~ Fonte- | Knares-
Building Types Leeds Jpie1a | field | fora |P12X Jeio1q | caster |FATPS1Y | pom Fipon | eract | borough
Town Halls, Court kouses o e a el e o oy R N : , . —
& Fublic o’fice- 3.15 5.95 3.51. 1 5.96 3.5 ] L.24 0.20 3.61 | 17.80 | 20.2L | 36.L3 | 25.93
vm«ons - - 31.28 | 0.23° - - 1L.78 - - 3.68 - 3.24
Schools & Colleges 2.25 | 15.62 | 6.03 | 11.81 | 1.67 | 9.87 | 3.65| 5.85 | 29.30 | 2.0 | 17.30 | 18.2
Fliil.FKalls,Xechanics! N B _ " “ o oo - z - _ _
Insts.,Librariez, Newsrooms 34.'78 0.36 2.05 2,’60 3‘31‘ 5.36 , 9.20 : :
Y. T 2 € M 1 : I : e Ce . ) . . .
;‘iﬁﬁfz;‘g & Gorrercial 30.45 | 11.97 | 10.9L | 13.12 .| 20.05 | 2.49 0.98 | L.39 | 25.k9 | 184} 0.70 | 2.31
“edical Institutions | w43 | 30,23 | 26,72 [ 3.90 [: 9.50 | 10.10 L7k - - - - -
& Baths , ,
- Almzhcuses, lorkhouses " \ . ’ 39 _ e - N
& Vaprancy Offices - C.75 5.5 .1’3.1‘ 0.28 11.0L 9.63 0.25 13.Lo 7.69 1.85
Social Amenities 2.3 | 9.63 | 617 | sao | 521 | - 37.96| L.10 - 3.8 7.28 1 -
Anglicen Flaces of 23.89 | 17.70 | 8.2L | 19.04 | 13.67 | 38.51 | 17.83| s1.98 | - LL.15 - -
arshlp - , . :
7 . n .Li Pl-aces . e . PR . o ete = . PR . P . . W - S - - - . P . - N
e 19.09 | 15.88 | .97 | 3u.u1 | 2825 | 3120 | s | 26.38 | wm.o1 | i | 30.60 | 18.15
li.iscvellaneours ' 8.95 6.24 - 3.0 | 3.65 - - 0 3.22 - - - -
| 100.00 | 100.00 {100.00 [100.00 f100.c0 {100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 100.00 | 200.00 | 200.00 | 00.cO
Source: THe gazetteer. R



Table II.12'

Expenditure Per Head‘of'Povulaﬁion in 1841 on Fach Category of Public

- Buildings Provided in Fach.of the Twelve Torms, 1700-18L0

| Shef- Wake- Brad- Hudders{ Don- Barn- | Rother-{ ., Fonte- {Knares- A1l

Fulldirg Types |- Leeds | 5094 | riela | fora | P2HX| ric1q | caster| sley [ham | % |rract  |borough | Towms

Town Halls, Cout lonses | 55 | 0.2L 0.35 0.22 0.18 | 0.1% 0.03 [ 0.11 0.96 |1.01 1.07 0.6 0.23
& Public Offices .

Prisons | - - 3.2 0.01 - - 0.26 | - - 0.18 - 0.07 | 0.18
Schools & Colleges 0.09 | o.68 | o0.62 0.L4 0.8 { 0.37 0.2 0.16 1.58 ] o.12 0.51 0.43 0.35
Phil . Halls, Meclasics Tases
Libranes kNeusrms, 0’15 0.01 - 0.08 0.13 0.13 0.29 - - 0.L6 = - 0.1
Mpyl‘kf"lﬂ' P 3 . X »
cmnex?;/ Presises | 122 0.49 1.12 0.L9 - 0.97 | 0.1 0.05 | 0.12 1.38 | 0.09 0.02 0.05 0.71

1 Medical Zastitsntrons - - - - - o
% Batie 0.21 0.2 2.71 0.15 0.l8 | 0.38 0.25 0.35
Hlosbouses, borkbomes | g 53 | 0,22 | oy | 001 [ o3| - 0.52 [ 001 | 0.2 | - 0.23 | o0.04 | o.1
& Va@'"fﬂ Offices A
Social Amencteés 1 0.10 0.40 0.63 | o0.20 0.25 - 2.04 | 0.1 - 0.18 0.21 - .28
Arghean Flaces 0.6 | ©0.73 | o0.84 | 0.73 0.66 | LLg | 0.95 | 1.ML | - 2.2 - - 0.89

o Worship _ .

Mon~hnghcan Places - | o g 0.49 0.1 | 1.29 | 1.38] 1.18 0.78 | 0.73 0.76 |0.73 0.9 1.1 0.88

af ‘/’0"5"’ X : . s

. - N . . j _ 0 - - - - 0.2
Miscolloneons 0.35 | 0.25 0.13 0.18 0.09 |
' | 1 : o .75 c37 | 2. .41 .98 2.93 2.31 |  L.3L
Total .:;;.1-“»00. l.;.12 10.21 3.7 | L.83| 3.76 £.37 77 Sl L.s8 9 4
3 T ‘ :
[\")

gy st
N S v ” M J:‘:
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With respect to schools and colleges, Sheffield, Wakefield, Bradford, .
and Rotherham were of particular note. The provision of collegiate
and proprietary schools and theological colleges in these towrs
swelled their total and per capifa expenditurés on this category
of buildings to unusually high levels. As we saw earlier, the
provision of philosophical halls and mechanics' institutes was
a comparatively rare bccurrence, as was the erection 6f single=-
purpose premises for lib;aries and newsrooms. Hence the major
" significance of the figures in the tables, is not the amount of
méney spent but the fact that money was spent at all. The .

most impressive philosophical hall and library were built at

Leeds.

Tables II.lOpiZ clearly demonstrate that Rotﬁerham, Halifax,
Bradford, Waxefield, Sheffield, and above all Leeds were Qf
particular note for their markets and comm;rcial amenities.
:In the eighteen?h century all the textile towns were}famous in

the marketing sphere because of their cloth halls, but with the
| decline of cloth hall building and the redevelopment and provisioﬁ
of market places,’cévered markets, corn éxchanges, and "coommercial
buildings" in the twelve towns in general between 1800 and 1840,
some of them camelto figure less prbminently in this sphere.
Rotherham, Halifax, and Bradford attained relati;ely high levels
of total“expenditure and expenditure per head due to the provision
"of market places and, at the latter two, cloth halls. At the
same time, Leeds, Sheffield and Wakefield gained even greater
'prominence by the provision of corn exchanges at all three towns,
market places and commercial buildings at the first two, and cloth

halls at the first and last. Leeds towered above all the towns
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for the provision of marketing and commercial premises with an
expenditure three times the size of its closest rival and representing
30 per cent of all its provisions. Moreover, it had the highest

expenditure per head on this category of buildings.

The provision of purpose-built medical inétitutions and public
baths was dominated'by‘the larger towns, five p; the smaller towns
possessing no single-purpose buildings in this caiegory; Owing
to the erection of the Wes£ Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum,
Wakefield was the most outstanding town for provisions in this
sphere. ‘In terms of expenditure, Sheffield and'Leéds were next
in rank mainly because of their infirmaries and public baths.
Although the tables show Sheffield ahead of Leeds in expenditure
and the other measures, there was probably no£ a éignificant
difference between their activities since Fhe Leéds expenditure

does not take account of extensions to its infirmary.

With respect to the provision of almshouses, workhouses, andv
Vagraﬂcy offices, Halifax, Doﬂcaster, and Rotherham were frominent
in terms of expenditure, both total and per head, and in percentage
contributions because of their union workhouses. Oﬁerall, however,,
Sheffield had the highest expénditure principally because of costly
rebuilding of the Shrewspury Almshouses in the 1820's.  Although
not of éreét signifidahce in building terms, Leeds, Bradford, and
Doncaster were distinguished as the only towns to possess vagrancy

 offices by 1840,

M

For the provision of social amenities, towns such as Huddersfield,
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Rotherham, and Knarésﬁofough were of no distinction, relying entirely
on the use of converted premises or facilities in‘multipurpose
buildings.e Of the other towns Sheffield, Wakefield, and Doncaster
were of particulaf note. Sheffield with its lavish theatre and
assembly rooms, its music hall, circuses, and botanical gardens

was the largest contributor to toial expenditure on social amenities.
On the other hand, in terms of expenditure per head,;it was over=-
shadowed by Wakefield and above all Doncaster. The relatively

high per capita expenditure at Wakefield, involving the prévision

of a theatre, assémbly rooms, and zoological gardens perhaps Qas
anothef result of its role as "county town". At Doncaster the
principal publié buildings were social amenitiés. - Thirty-nine f

per cent.oi the expehditufe on fhe town'é public buildings was
devoted'to them, a percentage four timeé greater than that in

any other town. | Thus the provision of its Mansion House,

Fheatre, grandstands,.betting rooms, and gther race course
facilities was a major contribution to Doncaster's ;Haracter as

a gdéial centre which was noted in Chapter I.

The provision of places of worship différed very little from town
to towne In virtually all towns they took easily the greatest
share of the total expenditure on all different types of buildings,
and the per capita expeqditure on them showed liétle significant
variation. 1In general, expenditure per head on Anglican places

of worship was about 18 shillings and that on non-Anglican was

about 16 shillings. The variations in per capita expenditure on

Anglican churches were merely the result of the absence or erection

of an additional church in the smaller towns. However, the
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relatively high per capita expenditures on non-Anglican places of
worship in Halifax, Bradford, and Huddersfield perhaps do reflect .

an unusually high provision of these buildings.

Finally, Qith respect to the group of miscellaneous buildings,
Leeds and‘Sheffield were outstanding because they were provided
with barracks, at considerable cost, and private cemeteries.
~ Bradford, Halifax, énd Barnsley also were unusual Because‘between
then tﬁey posséssed a cemetery, two oddfellows>halls, and a
temperénce hall.

A
The'survey ofbthe provision of pubiic buildings in the thlve towns
» isvnqw éomplete. The remaining part of this étudy examines the
sources of finance for the buildings andrthe motives and factors
which influenced their provision. In addition, it describes

the organizational activity involved in the projection and

erection of a buildihg.

. -
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CHAPTER IIX

- THE PROVISION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS BY

THE PUBLIC SECTOR

The third and last duty of the sovereign or commonwealth
is that of erecting and maintaining those public insti-
tutions and those.public works, which, though they may
be in the highest degree advantageous to a great society,
are, however, of such a nature, that the profit could -
‘never repay the expence to any individual or small
number of individuals, and which it therefore cannot be.
expected that any individual or small number of
individuals should erect or maintain .... After the
public institutions and public works necessary for the
defence of the society, and for the administration of
justice, the other works and institutions of this kind
are chiefly those for promoting the commerce of the

society, and those for promoting the instruction of
people.

Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations (1776)

s

~ The public sector or "commonwealth" financéd the erection of many
public buildings in the West Riding betﬁeen 1600 and 1840.
Buildings were provided by the whole range of gavernmental bodies:
Parliament at national level; the ma{istra;y at county level;

and corporations, impro#ement commissions, and vestries at town

and parish level. They were also provided by charitable trusts,

i.e. public bodies which, élthough having no powers of government,

1. - A iméth, The Wealth of Nations (1776), Book V, chapter 1,
’ par . .
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were endowed with funds and property to be administered for public
pdrposes. .. It is impossible to calculate with any accuracy the
sector's contribution to the rrovision of public buildings in

vthe seventeenth century, but the'data suggest that one-fifth of

all the buildings erected were financed from the public purse.1
Better data permit more precise estimates for the perlod, 1700-1840. o

| Table III.1 shcws.that the buildings erected by the sector alone

accounted for approximately a quarter of total‘expenditure on

puclic buildings, and those it financed.in conjunction with the

private sector a further 5 per cent. 1In cther words,uthe public
sector prCVided either the whole, r at least part, of the finance

for approxlmately one-third of all public buildings when measured

in terms of cost.

These overall figures concealjtwo highly significant aspects of the
public sector;s erpenditure. Firstly, tdere were considerable
decennial variations in the proportion of total expenditure
_contrlbuted by the publlc sector, in several decades its contri-
butlon was only about 10 per. cent, whereas in the 1740's it was

87 per cent, and in the first three decades of the nineteenth
~century it ranged between 23 and L6 per cent. Secondly, as
Table’III.Z shows, there were notable differences from town to town
in the pr0porticn of total expenditure on public buildings coming
from the public sector. For example, its expenditure amounted to

over 50 per cent of the total in Wakefield and Doncaster, whereas

in Ripon and Bradford it was less than 5 per cent.

1. . Estimated from data presented in the gazetteer,
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Table III.1

Estimated Public Sector Expenditure on Public Buildings,

' 1900-1840
(a) ’ ' (v)

Decade Expenditﬁre Asa ~  Cost of As a - (a) + (v)
on buildings percentage - buildings percentage . T
financed - of total. financed of total
‘independently  expenditure - jointly expenditure

'E;zgate .

. ‘ sector

6) (%) © %
1700-9 - - 770 28 - - 28
© 1710-19 285 n - 7 11
1720-29 864 12 - - 12
" 1730-39 960 53 . 200 9° 52
1740-49 8,440 87 - - 8
1750-59 - 550 5 - - 5
© 1760-69 3,043 26 e - 26
1770-79 5,431 11 1,450 2 13
1780-89 5,453 16 — 100 - 1 17
©1790-99 17,160 18 600 1 19
1800-9 12,922 - 23 1,600 3 26
1810-19 - 75,776 kp 515 3 50 -
1820-29  145,8% 3 25,033 6 39
1830-40 41,541 13 55,206 1k 27
Totals & ' o :
Averages 329,215 - 25 90,109 5 20

Source: The gazetteer.

* As in all tables, percentages have been rounded and "-'" indicates
zero expenditure. ' ) o
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Table III.2

‘Estimated Public Sector Expenditure on Public Buildings

in the Twelve West Riding Towns, 1700-18L40

(a) . (v)
Town Expenditure As a percen- Cost of As a per=- (a) + (b)

on buildings tage of buildings centage

financed total expen- financed of total

indepen- diture on jointly  expendi-

dently buildings . with ture on

in town private buildings

~ Bector in town
(£) (%) . (&) (%) (%)
Wakefield | 92,472 61 - 550 1 62
Barnsley . 17,833 ’ 52 2,800 8 60
" ‘Doncaster 28,762 51 - ko050 7 59
Pontefract 5,390 - ko 1,675 12 52
Knaresborough 3,250 20 500 5 35
Sheffield 72,852 26 11,203 30
Leeds ' 72,428 20 25,878 7 27
Rotherham 5,982 20 8,200 27 Y
Halifax . 13,600 14 1,722 12 26
Huddif?field 13,306 14 9,000 10 2h
Ripon . 1,180 L L,500 17 21
Bradford 2,160 2 10,021 8 10
Totals and ) - - —
Averages - 329,215 28 90,109 10 38

Source: The gazetteer.
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Before we proceed in our examination of the activities of thé‘public
sector, a moreVdetailgd’dgscriptioﬁ of thé twelve towns; public
bodies will prove helpful; while all theitowns were affected‘by
the activities of Parliament and the cbunty magistrafés, there was |
a considerabléAdiversity in the public bodies‘existing at the local
lével.1 Tabie I1l.3 compares thé composition of pubiic bodies in
the twelve urban centres. All the iowns had vestries which
administered parochial éffairs such as poér rélief. . However,
there were important differences associated with corpqrations:and
charitable trusts. Leeds, Pontefract, Doncastér and’Ripon héd
ﬁunicipal éoréorations.with varying powers of loéal gévernmenf;
and Sheffield; although:not a borough, had a Cutlers'ECoréoration
or Company, wﬁich reéu;atéd the manufacture of ﬁetal and ﬁetalwares
in the town.- Almost all towns had charitable trusts, but there
were differences in the‘number of trusts thch éach town posséssed,i
qndkin the functions and wealth of the trﬁ;tS‘themselv;s. Ail_
the principél trusts which provided or maintainéd pubiic buildings
aré’iis£e§ in~the table;v Finaily, Leeds, Wakefield,-aﬁd‘Bfadfora
possessed improvement cédmissions which also £inanced)pubiic

buildings.

11

Having viewed briefly the overall picture of public sector provision
of public buildings, and described'the variations which existéd in ;

“the types of public bodies which existed at the 1oca1'1eve1, we can

1. Borough magistrates administered judicial affairs within the

“municipal bo?ough§ but the county magistrates held county
quarter sessions in the boroughs as they did in other towns.



Table ITI.3:

Town

.The Composition of Public Bodies in the Twelve West Ridiﬁg Towns, 15600- 18&0‘

Corporaticn

- Municipal Corporation.. .

\ |

Vestry -

Improvement Commission -

Principal Trusts

- Pious Uses Committee

Harrisont!s Charities
Free Grammar School-

‘Sheffield

Cutlerst! Corporation

Vestry

Town Burgesses (or Town Trust)

Church Burgesses -
Free Grammar School ,
Duke of Norfolk!s Hospital

Vakefield

Vestry -

Improvement Commission

Grammar School
Charity School
Hornes! Almshouses

. Pontefract

Minicipal Corporation

Vestry

' Grammar School

Charity School

Numerous Almshow es <« administered

by Corporation

" Doncaster

Municipal Corporation

Vestry

Grammar School

‘St. Thomas's Hospital

Ripon

Municipal Corporation

Vestry

Grammar School ) administered
Several Almshouses) by Corporation

Enaresborough

Vestry

Grarmmar School

Rotherhanm

Vestry

Feoffees of the Common Land-

Halifax

Vestry

VWaterhousel's Charities
Free Grammar School -

cohtd.

(248



Table IIT.3 (contd.)

Principral Trusts

Town | Corroration . . _ -

Huddersfielci : | s - ' | Ves‘c‘,ry -

Barnsley o - - , P Véstry School

Bradford SR . TVestry. | Imp'rovementk Comiss'ion Free Grammar School

Sources Reports of Cormissioners for Endowed Charities (England and Wales) (P.P. 1894-99) - see the
‘bibliograrhy for specific references for each town; General information about the towns
given in W. thite, 1837 D; Information in general works on each town - see the bibliography.

€2
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-

make a chronological survey of the'types of buildings financed by
this sector, and assess the relative financial coﬁtribution made

by the different types of public body.

- ¥

During the seventeenth century no public buildings in the twelve
towns wizf;figagggd\px§2§;;i§§ggt; the small number'of buildings
erected by the public sector were financed by the County and local
bodies. The activities of the county magistracy were very limited
buf were of considerable significance for future levels of public
:expenditure. The West Riding House of Correction established at
Wakefield-in 1597 was financed by the magistrates, and in the
seventeenth century they obtained new premises for it and took
full responsibility.for their maiﬁtenance and repair. However,
this apart, their only other expenditure on public buildings was
a small grant towards the rebuilding of Pontefract Town Hall in

1657,

e

Thg,expendituré of local public bodies was also very limited in‘ﬁﬁis'
century. Ripon Corporation built a town hall in 1611; Sheffield's
Cutlers' Company built a guild hall in 1638, and brobably Pontefract
Corporation helped to finance the erection of the town hall in 1657.1
but ofherwise ;he corporations ﬁergly maintained premises, such as
prisons, which they had erected in eariier yearé. 'Parish/vestries
were even less actiye: .the Qofkhouses established in several towns

were maintained from parish funds but the only known source of

1o Although the latter cannot be proved, it seems probable

because the Corporation financed the 1785 town hall in
conjunction with the county.
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finance for the actual buildings was private funds occasionally
" assisted by grants from charitable trusts. Meanwhile, charitable
trusts were almost totally inactive; the only example of the
erection of a new building by a trust being St. Nicholas's
Hospital at Pontefract which was rebuilt ¢.1673, but even this work
was assisted by donetions from private individuals.
After 1700 the data relating to public buildings improve consideraoly
in quality and it is possible not only to survey the buildings
provided by the public sector, but also to estimate the overell

financial contribution made by the different braﬁches of the sector

* to buildings in general.

As Table ITI.4 shows, in the first half of fhe eighteenth century

all pﬁblic expenditure on buiidings was made by local bodies; no
buiidings were financed either by.Parliameet or the county magistrates
(undoubtedlé. the County paid out small sums for the maintenance of
the"Touse of Correction at Waxefield and the court house at Pontefract,
but it did not finance the erection of any new buildings).  Although
75 per cent of finance came f;om corporations, the bulk of this |
expenditure was Doncaster Corporation's exceptionally large outlay

of £3,000 on building its Mansion House, 1744-8. If the latter

were excluded from the figures, the sums contributed from local

rates, charitable trusts, and ccrporations in this period would

have been very similar. The local bodiee spent money on town halls,
workhouses, almshouses, and, in one cése, a schools In Sheffield,
the Town Trust, with some private assistance, financed the town

hall, and the Cutlers' Corporation built the Cutlers' Hall; at



Table ITI.L | -

Estimated Contribution made by Different Types of Public Body to the
Total Public Sector Expenditure on Public Buildines, 1700-18L0 ™

\
arliomena . ova ) oca harstabl . on ombiastion
s i Ve P lk et - k R ¢ &tv . . L “' Rate . Charibadle o %'uul ‘e . N R Ce ?f y . :..bl-': B-d:'c: PS
PC"IOJ Rarliament /o BN:*‘C Sector /. Cobht‘, [ Private Sector 4 Lecal Rate ./ PrivateSecter ,‘ Trasts / Privale Sector /. Corrotdfl“& ‘ P’;"k Secbor, 4 & /
. : . Joumety jomtl‘-’ ’° Jeintly ’ - "ofaﬂo d‘olﬁf"\’ Privale Secter
£ + £ £ £ Z: Z £ Z Z Z Z
o=y | - || - - - eso [ 7] 150 [1] es7 8] €205 8,592 |r5| - Lo
1750-99 [10,800 |32| - | [12,972 [37] - - 200 |1 1,227 4| 950]3 | 5,08 J15| oo |1f 2,090
1200-L0 29,272 [32| 36,625 | 1c]83,259 |22 8,031 |2 {37,850 |10] 4,300 |1 5,184 [2]27,683 |7 |21,324 | €] 3,850 | 1] 23,200

Sources .The gazetteer.

*® Pércentages show the proi)drtiori of public sector expenditure provided bﬁ' each type .
of body. Fercentages ere rounded. ] . , * :

9L
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Rotherham, the Feoffees of the Common Lands built a town hall and
grammar school; in Knaresbordugh and Barnsley, workhouses were
-financed from the poor rétes; at Leeds, the Moot Hall was financed
jointly by its corporation and its principal charitable trust, the
Pioué Uses Committee; almshouses were erected at Doncaster from
the corporation's funds and at Sheffield from the Town Trust's funds.
The timing of these particular buildiﬁg activities explains the
distinct increases in the proportion of total expenditure on public
buildings contributedAby the public sector in the 1700's, 1730's
and 1740's (see Table III.1). In the 1700'svit was principally
accounted for by the financing of town halls at Sheffield and
- Wakefield, and the Feoffees'.Charity School at Rotherham; in thé
1720's the increase was principally the result of the provision of
workhouses at Doncaster, Barnsley, Bradford, and Knaresborough, and
almshouses at Pontefract; in the 1740's the jump to approximately

87 per cent of total expenditure.is entirely explained by the

building of Doncaster's Mansion House.

W~
The‘most striking feature of the second half of the eighteenth century
is the entry of Parliament and the Count& into the erection of new
public buildings; each of them accounted for approximately one-
third of total public sector expenditure. Without their.building
activitigs, coupied with those of Doncaster Corp;ration, the public
sector'é.contribution to overall provision of public buildings
would have been insignificant in this period. The erection of
the new House of Correction and the Women's Prison at Wakefield
by the County, 1766-70, accounted for almost’all public expenditure
in the 1760's. Similarly; in the 1780's the County's expenditure

on enlarging the House of Correction and assisting in the building
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of the new town hall at Pontefract in conjuﬁction with the town's
corporation, accounted for over two-thirds of public sector
expenditure. Iﬁ the 1790's, Parliament's provision of a barracké
at Sheffield accounted for almost two-thirds of public expenditure.
The bulk of fhe public sector expenditure in the other decades
came from the activities of Doncaéter.Corporation; It entered
new sphereé of provision and spent q#ite lavishly. . It provided
a shambles and cross, 1756-7, costing £550; a gaol, 1768-9,
~costing £81; a theafre, 1775-6, costing £1,577; ‘the grandstand,
1777-8, costing c. £2;OOO; another gaol, 1779, costing c. £300;
it repairéd the town hallbin 1784 at a cost of £280; and it built
a public dispensary, 1793-4, at a cost of £660. Meanwhile, the’
~ other public bodies continued to erect public buildings but on a
very limited scale, Unlike Doncaster Corpération, they showed
little innovatory enterprise; their provisions were once again

ﬂimited to almshouses, schools, town halls and prisons.

In-the first forty years of the nineteenth century, Parliament and
the County again contributed‘the lion's share of thé public sector's
expe;diture‘on public buildings. Almogt entirely as a result of
their activities, peaks in the propoftion of total expenditure
contributed by the public sector occurred in the 1810's and 1820's
(see Table III.%). In these decades the sector accounted for 47
per ceﬂ¥ and 33 per cent, respectively, of total expenditure on
public buildings. In contfast to the period 1750-9§, Parliament
now expended more than the County; it provided a barracks at Leeds,
1819-20, at a cost of £24,000, and spent very large sums on its

major building activity in this period, the erection of Anglican

churches. In the 1820's, it waélsolely responsible for financing
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ten churches at a total cost of £31,769 «~ three each at Leeds,
Sheffield, and Huddersfield, and another at Barnsley. In the
1830's, it spent another £6,503 on churches where it alone provided
finance, and contributed.substantially to three other churches
which cost a total of £35,450. Meanwhile, the County was also
spending large sums on erecting buildings at Wakefield: an
esfimated £5,000 on the court house,ll806-9; an enormous £40,000
on the Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 1816-18; and £28,300 on the
enlargement of the House of Correction, 1819-2k; vthe latter was
extended again in 1837 at a cost of £5,100.

| Ll
Although, taken as a whole, the relative contribution of local
bodies to total public expenditure, 1800-40, was the same as in
the previous half cenfury, i.e. approximately oné-third, there
were some significant deveIOpmeﬁts in this area, as Table III.4
gemonstrates. Whilst the size of corpor;tion expenditure on public
buildings went up considerably, their share in public éector
expenditure fell by 10 per cent. This corporation expenditure
coﬁsisted of £9,939 spent by Sheffield Cutlers' Corporation on a
new Cutlers' Hall, 1832-3, and Doncaster Corporation's periodic
expenditure on improving the Mansion House, the theatre, and
buildings at the race track, building a School of Industry, some

almshouses, a vagrancy office, and a gaol, and contributing to the

erection of a newsroom and public library.

The principal reason for the decline in the corporations' share of
public sector expenditure was the increased use of lbcal (non=-

Corporation) rates to finance public buildings: a tenth of public

sector expenditure came from this source. Almost half of thé
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money was raised from;£he poor rate and was spent on fitting out a
new workhouse at Sheffield at the end of the 1820's, and building
Union Workhouses at Rotherham and Halifax at the end of the 1830's;
a further‘third was raised by a "local rate" ievied on the inhabitants
of Barnsley to finance a new church, 1820-2; and the remainder
was raised Sy parish rates or improvement rates levied on a town

and expended for novel purposes. These rates levied for novel
| purposes were particularly significanf for the future pro#ision
of public buildings, because they are the earliest examples of the
use of local rates to finance public buildings not intended for
the relief of.poverty or religious purposes. During the latter
part of the eighteenth century improvement commissions with rating
povers had been established in éeveral West Riding towns, but.they
had never used their funds to erect public Buildings. However,
a Borough Poiice Office and Fire Engine House was erected in
Wakefield, 1829-30, and a Station House for the use of the
improvement commissioners and their employees was erected at

Bradford in 1337; these must have been financed from local

improvement rates. In Leeds the town's improvement commissioners

were empowered to levy two rates in addition to the normal

improvement rate. One was the Court House Rate, which in conjunction
with county funds financed the erection of tpe court house, 1811-15,

" and the other was the Ffee Market Rate, which financed the laying

out of the Free Market at leeds, 1826-7. At Sheffield the poor

rate or parish rate was used in conjunction with county funds to

finance the erection of a town hall, 1808-10, and the rate was also

used at Wakefield to finance a town prison.
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Finally, there was little change in the building activities of
charitable trusts. They continued to rebuild and reﬁair their -
trust premises where necessary and make occasional contributions
te other putlic building ventures. The most notable items of
expenditure were the rebuilding of the Shrewsbury Hospital at
Sheffield, 1825-7, which was financed JOlntly by the trustees and
the Duke of Norfolk at a cost of over £10,000, and the building
of the Halifax Infirmary and Dispensary, begun in 1836, which

was financed jointly by the Dispensary's trustees and private .

funds at a cost of £7,500.

The remaining sections of this chapter attempt to explain the
pattern of provision just outlined. Sections III -~ V examine
the pressures and motives which induced public bodies to erect

buildings, while Section VI discusses the important influence

of financial considerations.

mee

III

The scope of Parliament's building activities, as we have already

noted, was very limited: - it financed only two types of public

buildings, churches and barracks. Surprislngly, in view of the

great difference between the functions of the buildings, it had

the same principal motive for financing them - a desire to prevent

or quell 5001al disorder. The barracks at Sheffield and Leeds were

built at timesvwhen the working classes were in a rebellious mood.

Sheffield.Barracks were begun in 1792 for the purpose of "awing the
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threatening aspgct of tﬁe people who had long been clamorous for
the reform of parliament, and had several times evinced their joy ;
on receivipg intelligence of the successful progress of the French
revolﬁtionary armies."1 Similarly, Leeds Barracks wefe built
1819-20, when it was "supposed that the manufacturing districts

. . . 2
were on the verge of insurrection and rebellion".

Although providing churches was a much less direct way of dealing
with social unrest, it is evident that Parliament felt it would

be effective. By the early nineteenth century the provision of

- Anglican churches in the manufacturing districts of.ﬁngland had
‘become totally inadequate for the needs of the much enlarged '
population. It was calculated.in 1818 that churches in parishes
with populations of 4,006 or more had sufficient capacity for only
- one quarter of the population.3\ The situation in some of the VWest
iRiding towns was far worse: Sheffield, f;r example, had accommo=-
dation for only 6,280 people out of a population of 55,000.l+ - It
migﬁtvbe argued‘that when Parliament granted one million pounds

in 1818 for the purposes of building Anglicaﬁ churches in working-
class areas it was motivated by a patriotic desire to support the
national church, Bﬁt, as M.H. Port convincingly argues, the fear

of social disorder was the overriding motive.5 This line of

1. Sheffield 1833 D, p.59.

2. E. Parsons, The Civil, Ecclesiastical, Literary, Commercial,
and Miscellaneous History of Leeds ... and the Manufacturing
Districts ot Yorxshire (Leeds, lo3k), I, 152.

3. M.H. Port, Six Hundred New Churches: A Study of the Church

Bui}ding Commission, lolo-1u56, and its Church Building
Activities (190l), p.5.

4, Ibid. p.S.

‘5. Ibid. chapter 1.
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thought was élearly expreSsed in John Bardler's mem§fial to the
Prlme Minister 1n 1815 on behalf of the High Church faction in
Parliament. "We are alarmed at the danger to which the constl-
tution of this counfry both in church and state is exposed from |
the want of places of publ%c Qorship, particularly for persons
of the‘middle and lower classes"., Morals could only be
) iﬁcuicated ﬁy religious principles, and without them the nation
could hbt prosper. The work of préviding the néceésary churches
was beyond the power of private or parochial sﬁbscription:‘
"Pérliament alone can do it; and we cénceivé it to bve one of its

chief duties to provide places of worship for the members of the

established religion'.'.1

Parliament saw no reason for providing any 6ther types of bublic,
building in the West Riding towns. laissez-faire and non-

-infervention by the State were the order of fhihgs prior to the

Victorian e’ra.2 Adam Smith expressed this attitude by suggesting

that State provision of prov1nc1al public bulldlngs would be both

inequltable and 1nefficlent. He went on to say:

Even those public works which are of such a nature that
they cannot afford any revenue for maintaining them-
selves, but of which the conveniency is nearly confined
to some particular place or district, are always

better maintained by a local or provincial revenue,
under the management of a local and provincial
administration, than by the general revenue of the

state, of which_the executive power must always have
“the management.

1 M.He Port, Six Hundred New Churches- A Study of the Church

' Building Comm1551on, lolo=-1550, and its Church Building
Activities (1961l), p.Ye.

2e.

See AJ. Tayloi', Laissez-faire and State Intervention in
Nineteenth-Century Britain (1972),

3. A.Smith, op.cit. Book V, Chapter 1, part 3.
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Iv

The provision of public buildings by the West Riding magistrates was
principally motivated by their desiré, fostered by Parliament, to

A]

exécute theirvmajor duty of the maiﬁtenance of law and order in an

efficient and effective manner. Until the nineteenth century the
magistrates were very reluctant to finance buildings. VWherever

' possible they encouraged the inhabitants of individual towns to

provide buildings needed for the judicial purposes of the county,
rather than providing them themselves, and in some cases it was

: . : ?
‘mainly parliamentary pressure which forced them to act.
Y .

The ﬁagistratesf provisionrof thg West Riding House ofACerectién
‘was almost certainly the product of parliamentary pressure. ‘ In
1609van Act of Parliament was passed which compelled the magistrates
of every county to provide a House of Correction by Michaelmas Day
3611. As ﬁhe‘preaMble to the Act showed, Parliament had attempted
to persuade county magistrates to build Houses of Correction in

earlier years but had met with limited succéss.

Heretofore divers good and necessary Laws and Statutes
have been made and provided for the Erection of Houses
of Correction, for the suppressing and punishing of
Rogues, Vagabonds and other idle, vagrant and disorderly
Persons; which Laws have not wrought so good Effect

as was expected, as well for that the said Houses of

Correction have not been built according as was
intended voeo)

The West Riding Quarter Sessions minutes for 1610-12 réfer to money

being available for building a House of CorrebtiOn,z and at the

.

1. 7 Jac.I, c.lt (1609): An Act for the Due Execution of Divers

Laws and Statutes Heretofore Made Arainst Korues, Varaoonds
and Sturdy Berrars, and Other Lewd and ldle Persons.

Tor a
discussion of the legislation see S.and B. Webb Enplish
Poor law History: Part I (1927), pp.83-4 « ‘

2. J.W. Walker, Wakefield its History and Peovle (Wakefield
1924), p.36k4, - !
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Michaelmas Sessiops at Pontefract in 16li the magistrates resolved
to erect one.1 _An existing building was converted for the purpose
and opened in 1612.2 Once the magistrates had accepted requnsi-
bility for providing a House of Correction, the sﬁbsequent repair,
enlargement and rebuilding of the premises were prompted by the
inadequacy for accommodating the g:oﬁing numbers of prisoners..
» wﬁicﬁ the magistrates wished to confine.. In 1662 the magistrates
paid for the repair of the pfemisesnﬁecause they were in '"great
ruin and decay". 3 mn 1766 steps were taken to rebuild the premises
because they were 'not suff:i.cient".’+ The major enlargement of
the building, 1819-2k, stemmed from a resolution at the w5kefield
Quarter Sessions in 1818 that: "In conseqﬁence of the very great

ingrease in the number of commitments some additional building is

absolutely necessary". 2

?efore the nineteenth century the ﬁagistrates were very reluctant

to finance ‘court houses and the only one they heiped.to finance

Qas Pontefract Town Hall in 1657. However, they thought court
houses'and local pfisoné were essential for the efficientltransaction
of judicial business and were at pains £o‘encourage town inhabitants

| to provide the facilities. The fechnique they adopted was to

threaten to remove the quarter sessions from towns where courtroom

1. J.W. Valker, Wakefield its History and People ( 2nd &dn,,Wakefield,

1939)y Pe 425,

2. Ibid. p, 425 .. A "House of Correction" existed at
Wakefield in 1597 but there is no evidence that it belonged

- to the magistrates = if it did, it was certainly not in
existence by 1610.

3. J.H. Turner, The Annals of Waxefield House of Correction
(Bingley, 190k), p.6l.

l"o Ibid. po880 ’ .
5, Ibid. p.149. ‘
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‘facilities were inadequate. = This approach prompted the rebuilding
of Leeds Moot Hall, 1710-11, the building of Leeds Court House,

1811-13, and Rotherham Town Hall, 1825-6.) With regard to the

Leeds Court House, the Leeds Intelligencer'commented in 1810:

We trust that the éomplaint s0 justly made at these
Sessions, against the Leeds Court House the Moot Hall ,
‘and which was assigned as the cause of the Sessions
being removed to Wakefield, will‘noé operafe another

year. The necessary powers being obtainéd, there
should be no longer delay in selecting a proper

situation and building a Sessions House, as will do
credit to the t0wn.2

Similarly, immediately prior to the erection of Rotherham Town
Hall, the magistrates had "threatened" to remove the sessions

from the town because the old héll was in a "ruinous and

dangerous staté".3

1

e

Thére are several factors wﬁich explain why the West Riding
magistrates Began to financé court héuses and prisons after 1806,
amongst which was the pressure of increasing judicial business.
During the eighteenth century, owing to the growéh of population,
the scale of the magistrates' business grew considerably and the
use of makeshift and cramped facilities which tﬁey shared with
other people became increasingly impractical. By the end of the

century the magistrates needed their own4permanent premises of a

1 Re. Leeds Moot Hall: LCAHM2, fo0.69, 5 June 1710. -
-2+ L.I. 8 October 1810.

3. Minutes of Feoffees of the Common Lands, 4 August 1624 -

quoted in J.Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherham (Worksop,
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substantial size. The notable increase in the volume of judicial
business is illustrated by the‘freqpéncy of the Leeds Borough
magistrates' sessions over the period; whereas in the early part’
of the eighteeﬁth céntury they had sat once a week at most, by
1775 they were forced to_sit twice a week énd needed to provide
a permanent office for holding their petty sessions. | By 1836
the magistrates were sitting every day.; . The preamble of the
Act of Parliament passed in 1806‘to.eﬁable the West Riding
magistrates to provide their own éourf houses indicated_that
legiglation was required becagsé’the magistrates' pressure on
towns to provide better amenities had met with only 1imited‘success

and their lack of control of the premises was a nuisance:

-

The Court Houses of Buildings in the said several

Towns in which the said General Quarter Sessions

of the Peace for the said Riding have been holden e.ee.
~are for the most Part very ancient Buildings, greatly

out of Repair, and altogether inconvenient for the
' , Purposes of holding therein the said General Quarter

' Sessions of the Peace .+se and the same are either
the Property of private Individuals or of Corporation,
by whose Permission and Sufferance only they have
been used for the Purposes aforesaid, and therefore
are not subject in any respect to the Control of the

. Justices of the Peace for the said Riding.” (my
italics) .

)

Even thg court houses built as a result of this Act soon became
inadéquate because of the continuous gfowth of judicial business.
Only twelve.years after the completion of lLeeds Court House, the
Vest Riding magistrates were obligéd to.help finance its enlargement

because of the increased pressure of business. In 1827 the

1  L.I. 14 March 1775.°

2. L.C.A. L.-C J 1: Leeds Borough Magistrates Mlnutes, 21 April

18326.

3. 46 Geo.III, C.3 (1806): An Act to Enable the Justices of the
Peace for the West Riding of the County of York, to Provide

Convenient Court [louses ior Holdins the (eneral (uarter
Sessions of the Peace Within the Said Ridinge
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magistrates resolved that it was: ' -

highly desireable that an Enlargement of the Leeds Court
House should take place, by maxing the necessary accommo-
dation for an additional Court for the dispatch of
business at the Quarter Sessions, and providing
additional rooms for public business to meet the

present increased and increasing wants of the

Magistracy and the public.?

Just over two centudes gitef thg West_Riding magistratés had first
provided # county House of Correction, tﬁéy provided the cdunty
lunatic asylun. Their action was motivated by the same factors
which had led to the provision of the House of Correction and

¢ourt houses,-i.e. parliamentarj pressure and encouragément, and
thé difficulties‘of carrying out magisterial duties as the size

of business grew. By 1800, the problem of caring for the mentally
i1l had grown td a scale which was unsuitablg.for management at
parish level. During the eighteenth‘céntury private asylums had
become more common and parishes sometimes sent their lﬁnatics to
%hem, but véry'often, aé was theﬂbase‘in Leeds, these faoilities
were ignored and luﬁatics‘were merély housed amongsf the poor'and
infirm in workhouses.2 . A parliamentary select committee

\ inqpiring into hthe state of lunatics" in 1807 répbrted that the
highly dangerous and inconvenient practice of confining lunatics
in gaols, poorAhouses and houses of industry could not be prevented
unless some other public provision was made - private asylums’were

either too expensive to attract parish use or were too sparsely

provided. The committee thought that the most economic and

1. %837A. LCJ 1 Leeds Borough Magistrates Mlnutes, 7 February

2. S.and B. Webb, English Poor Law Hlstogy' Part I (1927)
PP« 300=-3.
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satisfactory provision would be the establi%h@ent of large-scale
asylums, each capable of holding two or three hundred patients,
and they recommended that these should be provided by the county
magistra’ces.1 Accordingly, as a result of‘two Acﬁs, Parliament
transferred the responsibility for the care of the insane to the
county.2 Hence, in response to this legiSIation énd the groﬁing
problem of lunacy, the West Riding magistrates builf an asylum of

the type that the select committee had recommended.

In the final analysis the provision of buildings by the county
magistrates was a direct response to the duties imposed on them‘
by Parliament. 1In some‘caseé they provi&ed buildings becaﬁse
they were compelled to by farliamenf, in other céées because they
felt that the buildings were necessary for thé proper execution
of their duties. Little innovatioﬁ stemmed from the initiative
of the magisfracy itself because.it étayed stricfly within its
spheres Qf'responsibility. When thg variatioﬁ from tan to town
in the public sector's contribution to the provisioﬁ 6f bﬁiidings
is considered, it shoula be noted that the sector's éipeﬁditure.
was highesf in Viakefield because the majbr county buiidings were
built there; for, as we héye seen, in the period 1600-1840 Vakefield

was regarded as the administrative centre of the West Riding.3

1. S.and B, Webb, OEoCito pp.300-3.

2. 48 Geo.III, c.96 (1808): An Act for the Better Care of Lunatics,"
"~ Being Paupers or Criminals in Ingland. 59 Geo.1lll, Co4b: An Act ..

to Amend an Act Passed in the Forty iighth Year of the Reirn of
His Present Majesty entitled An Act for the Better Care and

Maintenance of Lunatics, Beins Paupers or Criminals, in knclande

3 In the Middle Ages, Pontefract had been the administrative
c?ntre of tye Riding and the General Quarter Sessions for the
Riding continued to be held there throughout the pericd 1600-1840.
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The provision of buildings bj local publiq bodies is much more
difficult to explain than provision by Parliament and the county
magistrates. The mgjor analytical problem is that bodies which
were nominally the same, i.e., corporations, charitable trusts.
etc., in fact did not follow a consistent pattern in their
provision of buiidings. For example, tﬂe Vestry financed the
workhouse in Leeds, whereas the Corporation financed the workhouse
in Doncaster; charitable trusts financed town halls at Sﬁeffield
and Rotherham, vhereas in Doncaster énd Léeds they were financed
by the corpor;tions;‘ Doncaster Corporation provided places of
entertainment and medical institutions, whereas none of the otheri

"municipal corporations did.

Parish vestries were the public bodies with the most consistent
%attern of puilding provision. ~from the sixteenth century,
legislation had firmly placed the responsibility for poor reliéf |
on their shoulders. The method by thch they relieved the poor |
was left to their discretion, but various Acts of Parliament
encquraged the provision of wbrkhouses.1 Throughout the period
1600-1840 the principal mdtive.which induced parish vestries to
provide workhouses was the desire to pefform their duty of poor

relief in the most economic manner. For example, in 1737 a

general meeting of the inhabitants of Knaresborough declared that:

1. W.E. Tate, The Parish Chest (Cambridge, 1969), pp;226-31;

]



141
The rates and assessments of the said township and
borough have, for several years past, increased to
a very great disadvantage; and the same in all

probability will be worse and worse, unless some
effectual means can be found to the remedy the same

=~ the solution they decided on was to erect a workhouse.1

Writers on Poor law history emphasize the.economic incentives to

. provide workhouses.2 Beférelthe gightéenth century contemporaries .
thought that the workhouse would serve as a place of profitable
employment of the poor, and an ideal way of lowering and even
abolishing the poor rate. However, the repeated economic failure
of the institutions durihg the seventeehth centufy made them
unpopular and led to their disuse and a return to systems of out-
~relief. The revival in their popularity from the 1720;5, which
has been no?ed, although partly induced by the desire to prévide

| the best form of relief for the sick and infirm, was once again
hoiivated principally by economic considerations. In 1722 an
Act was paésed vhich enabled the officers of parishes to purchase
or hire a house for keeping, maintaining, and employing the poor.3
While it mightdbe suggested that the provision of workhouses
resulted from this Act because it was the first (apért from local
Acté applying to specific parishes) which specifically empowered
parish officials to erect workhouses, in fact, the Act made a

rather more significant provision. One of its clauses stipulated

1. M.Calvert, The History of Knaresborough (Knaresborough, 1844), p.79.

. 2. S.and B. Webb, op.cit. esp. pp.212-313; D.Marshall, "The Old
Poor Law, 1662-1795", Economic History Review VIII, (1937), 38-47;
D.Marshall, The Enslish Poor in the Eirhteenth Century (1926), -
esp. Chapter 4; M.Bruce, The Coming of the Welfare State
(4th edn. 1968), pp.29-56, ©69-103.

Le 3. 9 Geo.I, C,7 (1722): An Act for Amending the laws Relating to
the Sottlement, Enployment and Reliet of the DPoor.
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that if a workhouse was provided and a pauper refused a place in it,
a parish would be absolved of its statutory responsibility to give
the pauper poor relief. Consequently a parish might cut the cost
of relief by providing a workhouse which was so unpleasant that

people would oniy apply for assistance if they were absolutely

desperate.

"~ In later years '"economy" was again fhe principal incentive which
- prompted parishes to combine into Poor Law Unions énd provide

| union workhouseslsuch as those at Doncaster and Halifax. Edwin
Chadwick, one of the leading instigators of the "New Poor Law",
saw one of the principal benefits of the Unions as being the
_economy produced by dealing witﬁ the préblem of the poor on a

large scale.1

;ﬁ contrast to the activities of vestries, there were major
differences between the provisions of each of the muﬁicipal
c;rporations. This resulted to a large extent from th; differing

" ways iﬁ which the corpofations interpreted their responsibilities

and functions. The principal members of all the corporations

were magistrates for their respective boroughs and this explainé

the use of corporate funds for building town halls and court houses,2

but opinions on how far their duties went béyond these provisions

1. M. Bruce, op.cit. pp.89-103.

2. For full details about the corporations' powers and responsi-
bilities see: Reports From Commissioners on Municipal
Corporations in Enrland and Viales (P.P. 10355, XXIII):
Doncaster Corporation pp.l4yl=1507; Leeds Corporation pp.
1615-1624; Pontefract Corporation pp.1671-9; Ripon
‘Corporation pp.1705-10,. '
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varied considerably. For example, although Leeds Corporation took
an interest in tpe general well-being of its town, its activities
outside the spheré of law and order were very limited. As Mr.
F.E. Bingley complained in 1833 at a public meeting discussing the
reform of the Corporation, its contribution to the provision of

public buildings had been very limited:

What improvements had either originated or been
carried on by the Leeds Corporation? He knew of
but one instance, and that was the Court House..
Where would have been-that noble edifice the
Commercial Buildings? VWhere would have been the -
Central Market? -- the Corn Exchange? == the

South Market and the New Shambles, had their
establishment been left to the Corporation?1

Leeds Corporatioq saw itself primarily as a body established to
regulate the wéollen cloth trade and mahufacture, and to maintain
.law and order in its capacity as the borough magistracy; its
interpretation of its role went little beyond this.’,’Likewise,
the corporations at Pontefract and Ripon were also fairly inacti&e
and apathetic. As one writer on the history of local government

wrote when generalising about the activities of corporations:

The eighteenth-century corporation regarded itself
far less as an instrument of local government of the
modern type than as an institution for the management
. of a corporate property. In the past they had
consented to regulate local trade and industry, but
when laissez-faire rendered this obsolete there
followed a hiatus in which they remained blissfully
unaware that there was anything much for them to do.

1. Leeds Mercury 13 April 1833. , ‘
2. E. Moir, The Justice of the Peace (1969), p.17k.
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~ Doncaster Corporation was an exception to this generalization; in

stark contrast to the other three municipal cofporations, as we have
seen, it provided many public buildings in addition to a town hall.
To some extent it provided these buildings because they were a

profitable way to use its corporate wealth. For example, the

‘theatre which it built in 1776 was let immediately at an annual

rate of £70, a return of over 4 per cent.1‘, Similarly, by the

1820's the rate of return received from the shambles, which it had

‘built in 1756, had reached 18 per cent per annum, and the return

from its grandstand, built in 1777, was well over 7 per cent.®

In all, by 1835,‘the corporation’received the considerable annual |
income of £902 frpm the buildings which it had erected in Doncaster,
including the dispensary, the grandstana and booths on thg race= |
course, the theatre, the weighing-machine and the baths - all of
which were let, with the exception of the'grandsfand.3 However,
gomménts of contemporaries reveal that to very large extent the
corporation believed the interests of the town to be its major

concern. Edward Baines pointed out in 1822 that a considerable

"portion of the Doncaster Corporation funds were "employed in

improving the town and its precincts, and adding to the comforts

of its inhabitants".h Similarly.'the Municipal Corporation

Commissioners were full of praise for the public-spirited activities

1. Doncaster Corporation, A Calendar to the Records of the Borough
of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV, 24d.

2. Reports From Commissioners .... (P.P. 1835, XXIII), pp.1503-L ¢
3. . Ibid. ' '

4, E. Baines, 1822 D. I, 168.
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of the corporation. Examples they cited were the financing of the
town's street lighting and loans made for building turnpikes.
"The sums", they said, "were not advanced so much with a view to

profitable investment as with a view to improving the town", !

The Sheffield corporatios, the Cutlers' Corporation er Company,

wss notla municipal corporatios and its principal officers were

‘not magistrates, but with these exceptions it was fery siﬁilar to
Leeds Corporation in that it had been estaeiished to regulate a

local industry, in its case the metal trade and manufacture.2
Inevitably, it took an interest is the well-being of the town because
most of the male inhabitants were members of the corporation, but.
~with respect to the provision of public buildings it confined its

attention to those which were for its own use, the Cutlers!' Halls.

The provision of public buildings by charitable trusts waskunderfaken'
as part of their duties and legal responsibilities. The trustees
of schools and almshouses were often vested with funds for the

' maintesanee and administration of the premises; when these premises
became derelict 1t was the trustees! legal responslblllty to rebullt
them if sufficient fends were available. For example, Leeds
Grammar School was considerably enlarged by its trustees in 1823;

the Duke of Norfolk's Hospital at Sheffield was rebuilt by the

trustees, 1825-?, and Waterhouse's Almshouses at Halifax were

1.  Reports From Commissioners .... (P.P. 1835, XXIII), p.1502.

2. ' For background history of the Corporation see R.E. Leader,

History of the Company of Cutlers in Hallamshire in the
~ County ot Yorx (Sherfield, 1905).
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rebuilt by its trustees, 1812-13. All of these works were undertaken

because the existing premises were both decaying and'inadequate.

However, certain charitable trusts went beyond the provision of -
schools and alméhousés, as has been noted. The main reason for this ‘
was that their responsibilities and functions were not clearly defined
by the terms on which they were established. The two brincipal
trusts of this type were thé Town Burgessés Trust at Sheffield and

the Feoffeeé of the Common Lands at Rotherham. The Charity Commiss-
ioners reported that because of the broad definition of the ways in
which Town Burgesses should.use their funds, they had been aﬁle to

use "a very w{de discretion in applying thé income of their trust".1
Similarly, the Feoffées of ‘the Common Lands had wide powers'of
discretion in the use of their funds, which were ﬁeld for trusts

of a "general and indefinite nature", and were to be used for purposes
mmost useful and beneficial to the inhabitants of the town of
ﬁotherham".? "Hence, how their fﬁnds were used was open to the
intérpretation of the trusts' members. = An inquiry in 1811 found
‘that the Town Burgesses Trust had applied its income to several

charitable purposes including building and repairing "the workhouses,

almshouses, the town hall, and other public buildings in Sheffield".3

N

The Charity Commissioners were equally impressed by the latitude

of the activities of the Feoffees of the Common Lands:

1. Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities (England and

Wales), Report on the City of Sheffield (P.P. 1897, IXVII,
part 6, p.->006. - ' _

2e Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities (@neland and

Wales, Repory on _the Parish of Rotherham (P.P. 1097, ILXVII,
part ©), pp.356-7. :

3. Reggsts e+ Pndowed Charities .... (P.P. 1897, IXVII, part 6),
Pe207. _




147

Since 1589 ‘they have exercised at one time or other, and
“probably at the same time, every function which a local
public body can exercise. They have combined the duties
of a town council, a local board of health, a board of
guardians, market commissioners, road trustees; they
have regulated the commons, supplied the town with water,
maintained a number of different officials, built town
halls and schools, and in fact, to use Mr. Guest's words,
their duties have "comprised help from bringing into the
world to winding sheets and burial fees on being taken
out of it."

- In addition to town halls and schools, the Feoffees had provided a

prison and market house, and had helped to finance a new market

place and shambles and a dispensarye.

: ‘ ‘
Looking at the overall picture of the provision of buildings by

local public bodies it seems that a body would provide a building

- which lay within its sphere of responsibility;. bﬁt where its

responsibilities were not clearly defined it became a matter of
contemporary interpretation. 1In cases where a building was needed
%ut no public body was prepared to provide it, the Webbs' "ad hoc

public bodies", that is the improvemeﬁt commissions.'sometimes

stepped in.

VI .

In the final analysis a public body's ability to provide a
building was entirely dependent on whéther or not it had accéés 

to the necessary finance. In order to finance a building a body

1.  Reports .... Indowed Charities .... (P.P. 1897, IXVII, part 6),
Pp. -jb 9"-’/ (018
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might have the choice of levying a local tax, if it had rating powers,

or drawing on its own funds, if it had any.

In contrast to the present day, local taxation was a very inaccessible
source of finance fo; public buildings iﬁ the period, 1600-18&0;‘
Whilst Parliament might levy taxes for any purpose it chose, the
rating poweré which the cognty magistrates and local public bodies
- possessed were very limited.1 A major froblem was that the use of o
existing‘local and county taxes was restricted in several ways.
At4parish'1evel prior to the mid-eighteenth century the vestry was
the only body which could levy rates, and these rates could only‘.

: i L
be used for poor’relief, the maintenance of the highways, and the
upkeep of the church fabric.2 Consequently, workhouses, vagrancy
offices and churchés were the only public buildings which could be
financed from pariéh revenue. Moreover, the sizable increases in
fhese rates requifed to build a wofkhouse or rebuild a church were

| - .
very unpopular and therefore discouraged their use as a source of

finance for building purposes. vFor'eiample, in 1738'the Bradford
_church wardens and overseers of the poor, fearing opposition to |
their plans to finance the erection of a workhouse from the poor
rat?, softened_the blow by borrowing the money required with the

intention of paying it back out of the poor rate over a number of

years. As they explained:

1. . For a detailed discussion of the origins and development of
~local taxation see: E. Cannan, The History of local Rates in
England (1912); W.E. Tate, Op.cit. pp.2o=9, 93=5.

2. The first poor rate was imposed by an Act of 1597-8 (39 Eliz.,
C.3, 1597-8).  Church rates were begun in the fourteenth
century but, apart from a short period in the Interregnunm,

they had no statutory basis. See W.E. Tate op.cit. pp.
27, 93-5. - ' |
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Raising so large a sum of money [£300] by way of a poor-
rate upon the said town in a short time, may be very
grievous and burthensome to several of the small free-
holders and other inhabitants of the said town.'

The Webbs point out that the solutidn adopted by Bradford's officials .
was not available in earlier years because even though Tudor legis-
;gtion had émpowgred parishes to levy a local rate for providing
"canenientkhduses of dweLling" for the Poor, it had not eﬁpowered
them to berrow roney on the security of_repayment‘from future

income ffom the poor rate.2 . The same gort of proble@ affected the
use of the church rate. As late as 1818, although the rate could

be used to finance church building, it could not be used as security

3

fo: a loan. Consequently, extfemgly high rates would have been
?qui??d to finance the building of new churches. By the.early
nineteenth century’the imposition of church rates for any purpose
had become a very thorny issue because of the rise of nonconformity,
and so»the 1ikelihopd of their use for church building decreased
considerably.L+ _ Given this situation at parish level it is not

difficult to see why parish expenditure on public buildings was so

. limited in both size and scope..

At a higher level of administration, a rate which might have provided
a source of finance for public buildings was the County Rate levied
by the county magistrates. This rate was established in 1729 by

an Act of Parliament which consolidated a number of small rates for

1. g§7J?mes,-The Iistory and Topopgraphy of Bradford (1&41), pp.
)"*‘0 .

2. S. and B. Webb, op.cit. pp;215-6.
3.  W.E. Tate, op.cit. pp.93-5.

L, Noncgnformists objected to paying rates for the mainténance of
, Angllcan.churches. For a discussion of the controversy
surrounding church rates in early nineteenth-century Leeds see:

D. Fraser, " The Leeds Churchwordens 182%-1850". Thors.Soc
Pubns. LILI, part 1 (1970), 1-22, 20"y Thors.S
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various purposes, which the magistrates had been empowered to levy
over the previoug century and a haif.1 The Act and its prede-
cessors empowered county magistrates to levy rates to finance, .
amongst other things, thé building and repairing of gabls and a
House of Correction.2 Whilst the Act was crucial to the pfovision
of prisons, no other public buildings could be financed from the
| réte; Therefore until the nineteenth century these legal -
restrictions were a major obstacle £o the provision of a wider

A

variety of public buildings by the county.

The limitations placed on the provision of buildings by the specific
designation of local rates are amply illustratéd by the story of the
1West Riding court houses. Since conte@boraries attached great
importance to the role of public bodies in maintaining law and
order, it would have seemed natural and acceptable for them to use
local taxation to finance the provision of court houses; however,
_problems arose even in this respect. In 1804 the West Riding
magistrates decided to build a court house at Sheffield but in the
early stages of the scheme the legality of the use of the County
Rate to finance the building was challeriged.3 After taking legal
advice, the_maéistrates discovered that it was illegal to use funds
accruing from the County Rate to finance any court house other than
a "éhire Hall" -.the "Shire Hall" in their case £eing the court

house at Pontefract.4 Thus in order to finance the court house,

. Te 12 Geo.II, c.29.

2. Small rates for building Houses of Correction had been legalised
by: 3 Jac.I, c.10 (1605=-6) and 7 Jac.I, c.t (1609-10).

See
W.E. Ta-te, OE.Cit. p.27o

3 ¥é§ﬂR.o.’ W.R.Q.S. Order Books, Wakefield Sessions, June

k. W.1.R.0., W.R.Q.S. Records, Cases for the Opinion of Counsel =

. two documents explaining the legal position, dated 160k,
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they were obliged tu secure an Act of Parliament to allou them to

use the County Rate for this purpose.1 ' In 1809 the inhabitants

of Leeds deuided that a court house was needed in their town, and

s0 they applied to the West Riding magistrates for funds.2 The
magistrates, with their new powers, were able to reply that they

would make a grant amountlng to about half the cost of the bulldlng,
but the inhabitants must find the rest of. the money.3 However,
because local rates could not be used to finance a buildlng of this
tyre, and fuuds were not available from other sources, the inhabitants
of the town, led.by the Corporation, had no alternative but to apply
for a spec1al Act of Parliament empowering them to levy a rate to
flnance their contribution ‘to the cost of the court house.k Hence,
because of the restrictions on the use of local rates, in effect it

' was necessary to obtain a second Act of Parliament to secure the
finance for lLeeds Cburt Huuse. Faued with these obstacles, there
¢an be little doubt that public bodies' lack of suitable rating

power retarded théir,provision of a wider variety of public buildings

in the twelve towns.

The provision of the West Riding Pauper ILunatic Asylum is another

~illustration of this point. For, prior to the legislation which

resulted from the select committee report into the treatment of
VEERE R At : B

lunatics, the magistrates would have been unable to finance a county

asylum owing to restrictions on the use of the County Rate. Before

1, U6 Geo.III, c.3 (1806).
2. L.I. 20 February 1809.
3. Ibid. 29 April 1811.

4, 49 Geo.III, c.122 (1609) An Act to Amend .... and for
Frecting a Court House and Prison for the Borourh o1 Leeds.
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i808 the County Rate could not be used to finance asylums, and
magistrates did not have éuthority to borrow money on the security
of the rate -~ a ?articularly important power when a building could
cost as much as £AO,QOO._ It was only as a résﬁlt of two Acts of
Parliament that the nmagistrates éained sufficient powers to enable

them to finance the Pauper Lunatic ASylum.1

The income which public Sodies received from their property and
investments was an alternative to taxation as a'éource of finance.
, However.,cofporations and charitable trusts were the oniy public
bodies endowed with property and investments of sufficient
éubstance to yield an income adequate for ereéting public l;uildings.2
In general their income was small in relation to the cost of public
-.buildings, and therefore was of limited use for their proviéion.
Furthermore, restrictions were often placed on its use, which
severely limited the type of buildings which might be financed.
0f the four municipal corporations, shown in Table III.S5, only
Doncaster Corporation had sufficignt wealth and income to finance
buildings. With an income of nearly £12,000 per annum by 1835 -

‘sufficient to build a substantial Anglican church or a town hall

1. See note 31 for details of the legislation. Also S. and B.

Webb, op.cit. pp. 300-3. The Asylum was the first in the
country built as a result of this legislation.

2. Parliament had no long-standing funds for providing public
buildings in the provinces. The county magistrates had been
endowed with funds and property for the maintenance of bridges
and highways, but not public buildings. Vestries were occasion-
ally endowed with funds and property for the maintenance of
their parish church, but normally endowments of this sort were
vested in some sort of charitable trust, e.g. the Church
Burgesses at Sheffield or the Pious Uses Committee at Leeds.
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Table III.5

The Wealth and Income of Municipal Corporations

in the West Riding in 1835

Corporation | Value of Property: | Annual Income
' : and Investments '
Doncaster ' 312,428 11,864
Leeds 7 h000 220
Ripon | 1,500 . | 153
" Pontefract small * c.160

- Source: Reports from Commissioners on Municipal Corporations

in Enpland and Wales (P.P. 1035, XXIII): Doncaster
pp. 1491-1507; Leeds pp.1615-1624; Pontefract
pp. 1671-9; Ripon pp.1705-10.

* The value of Pontefract Corporation's property was not

given in the Report; presumably it was similar in size
to that of Ripon Corporation.
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.every year -‘it was able to provide buildings with some regularity.
In contrast, the pthér corporations were very poor, having annual
incomes less than one-fiftieth of the size. Their income permitted
only small contributions to the finance of buildings, and presented

.a major, if not insupefable, obstacle to any desires to provide

more buildings.1

The other corporation in the West Riding, the Sheffield Cutlers!
Corporation,‘ﬁas also very poor by the standards of Doncaster
Corporation.2 In the early seventeenth ceﬁtury its annual income
was under £20, 'and even by the beginning of the eighfeenth century
Ait had only risen to £50. The corporation wﬁs forced to go into
debt in order to pay the £hk2 required to build its han,v 1725-6. .
By 1808 its income had risen to £812 per annum but affer it had
paid dues such as intérest and annuities, and general expenses
including its traditional charitable contributions, only a small
surplus of £18 remained. By 1840 its annual income Qas £973 but
once again its surplus was too small to permit more thé# an occasional

contribution to the cost of a public building.

There were similar disparities in the wealth and income of charitable

- 1. The Municipal Corporation Revorts of 1835 show that the wealth of
the corporations had altered very little since they were first
established. They were endowed with funds periodically but the
bulk of their wealth stemmed from lands and property which they,
had acquired prior to 1600. Leeds Corporation was exceptional
because it was established after 1600 (i.e. 1626) and it owned
no landj. its sole property consisted of £3,600 in Consols and
£500 lent to turnpike trustees; this revenue was derived solely

from fines payable on refusal to serve the offices of the
‘Corporation. ' '

2. The details of the Corporation's finances discussed in this
paragraph are taken from R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 130-4, 139-141.
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trusts, as is illustrated by Table III1.6 showing the incomes of the

charitable trusts in each of the twelve towns in 1Ek2. | It is
immediately apparent that; even if the towns had’devoted their
total charltable income to flnanclng bulldlngs, most of them had
too small an income to flnance buildings reaularly. -With the
exceptions of Sheffleld, Leeds, Wakefleld, and pOSSIbly Hallfax,

the charitable trusts of each town would have needed to save their

"~ income for several years before they could afford to finance a

substantial buildings A further problem was that at least one-
third of this charitable income could never be used for building
purposes because it had been bequeathed for a variety of uses

such as maintaining highways; paying doles and pensions to the

poor, maintaining ministers and providing educational scholarships.‘

- The other two-thirds of the income might‘possibly be used for

erecting buildings but. even here there were problems. Owing to the

terms on whlch the trusts had been endowed with pr0perty, the

‘majorlty of them were compelled to use their income for partlcular

purposes._' As Table IIl.6 shows, the majority of funds were
speciflcally de51gnated for the upkeep of schools and almshouses.
Thus, the type of bulldings whlch charltable trusts could finance
was severely llmited. Furthermore, the funds and property from
whlch 1ncome accrued had been glven principally to maintain

almspeople and scholars and to pay schoolnasters, few benefactors

had provided for the day when the prenlses would requlre rebulldlng.
Consequently, few trusts were  able to accumulate surplus funds to
finance rebuilding, a fact whlch not only retarded the prov151on

of new bulldlngs by trusts. but also necess1tated much of the joint

‘flnanClng of pUbllc bu1ld1ngs by the public and the private sector
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"The Annual

Income. of Charitable Trusts in the Twelve Yast Riding Towns, 1842

Total Income

(Incom.eo over. £S)

Income from Funds and Property Potentially Available for Erectlng Buildings

Tom - of Charities §
¥
Grammar Charity Almshouses Income of trusts for diverse Total
Schools "Schools : specific or general purposes
Sheffield 6,000 175 1,801 1,345 - Town Trust - "Public Good" = | L,7Ll
: ’ ~ (Shrevobury 1,419 - Church Burgesses =
Hocpital) Ministers, Church, Poor
' Leeds 4,803 1,675 392 1,055 g - 3,123
- RN IR 3 sets )
takefield 3,033 304 1632 - .87 1,L23
' *' ‘ (3 sets)
Ealifax 1,565 185 13 1,181 - ¥aterhouse's Charity - 11,379
- including almshouses, school,
workhouse, poor
Doncaster 202 39 L2s : LalL
' ‘ ' (St.Thomas! ’
Hospital)
Fotherham 717 15 ST £67 - Feoffees of the Common Iand £39
S "Public Purposes"
Bradferd 628 431 431
Ripon 596 143 281 L2l
SRR (4 sets)

" Knaresborough 519 102 102
Fontefract L89 58 $0 - 302 Lo
| . | (9 sets)

Barnsley 260 19 180 « Shaw Land - Church, Highways 159
: and "Public Good"
- Huddersfield 89 . B

# Notes for table given on following page. ~

961
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Notes for Table III.6

Source: Public Charities - Analytical Dipest of the Reports
(P.P. 1042, Command Paper 434), part 2:

Sheffield pp. 708-11; Leeds pPp. 692-3
Halifax pp. 678=-31; Doncaster pp. 672-5
Bradford pp. 666-7 3 Ripon. pp. 700-3
Pontefract pp. 696-9 ; Barnsley pp. 710-11

Vakefield = pp. 716-9;
Rotherham pp. 702-53

Knaresborough pp. 690-1;
Huddersfield pp. 684=7.

we 08 we W

* The figureé shown in the Grammar and Charity Schools
columns apply to only one institution. In the Alms-
houses column, where the figure is the total income
accruing to several institutions, the number of

institutions is given below. The next column gives
the aggregéte income of trusts which had income for
several purposes.’
N.B. Scarcely any of the income."potentially
a#ailable for erecting buildings" was derived from -
endowments made specifically for building purposes;
mainly, it accrued to trusts which either had |
discretion in the way they usqd their income or
wvhich maintained a public buiiding as the essential
part of their functions. On the evidence of the

-~ Charity Commissioners' Reports there appears to have
been little alteration in the real wealth and income

of these charitable trusts in the period under study.
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which was shown in Table III.1. Cnly trusts such as those adminis-
tering the Shrewsbury Hospital at Sheffield, Leeds Grammar School,
and Harrison's Almshouses at Leeds were sufficiently wealthy to
rebuild their premises without a great deal of private assistance.

A short-term solution to the need to rebuild trust premises would
have been to sell trust property - the value of trusts' property
~ was approxlmately twenty times their annual income and in this
sense some of the trusts were reasonably wealthy.1 However,v'
trust ﬁropenty was strongly protected by the law and;it could
only be s0ld if sanctioned by an Act-of Parliament.
‘ N

As noted in the previous section, two chariteble trusts, the Town
‘ Trust at Sheffield and the Feoffees of the Common Lands at Rotherham,
‘were in an exceptional position. They were the only trusts which
pessessed substantial funds that were not designated‘for a specific
fuse. The only financial limitation on their provision of buildings
was the size of their funds. Although they did finance buildings,
their annual incomes of 51,346 and £567 respectively were not
sufficient to permit extensive provisions.

In circumstances where it was_difficult to finance public buildings
because of the smallness of available funds or 1mped1ments to their
use, there were several solutions to the problem which public bodies
might choose if they were sufficiently enthusiastic or devious.

The first solution was for two er more public bodies to finance a

uilding jointly.‘ This solutlon, for example, was adopted to
finance the rebuilding of the Moot Hall in Leeds at the beginning

1o  Property was often valued at "twenty years' purchase",
twenty times its annual rental value.

ioeo
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of the eighteenth century. The hall, which had become a major
source of complaint, wés rebuilt at the joint cost of Leeds
Corporation and the Pious Uses Committee. . However, public bodies
seemed loth to adopt this solution, and their inability to co-
operate sometimes retarded the provision of buildings. For
example, in 1753; it was proposed that a new town hall should be
bui1£ in Sheffield at the joint expense of the Corporation of Cutlers
and the Town Trust, but the proposal was rejected;1 another fifty-
five yéars olapsed before Sheffield had a new town hall. In 1805
the same idea was revived, only to be :ejeoted by the Cutlers!
Corporation.z‘ However, ghe building was eventually financed
from the combined funds of the Town Trust, tﬁe Cutlers' Company,
the Parish Vestry. and the VWest Riding magistrates; an example

* of what might have been done if public bodies'had co-operated
more amongét themselves. ‘
y _
The second solution to the lack of funds was misapp50priation.
There are two notable instances where funds for specific charitable
purposes were misappropriated to finance public buildings. 1In

1598 the Leeds Moot Hall was in a dangerous and decaying state and

~ abortive efforts were made to provide a new building.3 Seventeen
years later, presumably in desperation, a new moot hall was built
out of funds which had been put in trust for tho relief of the

poor iﬂ~tho town. .The idea was that the poor would not suffer

| because the rents from the hall and the'Shops beneath it would be

1.  R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 189.
2. Tvbid. I, 189-190. . , ,
3. L.C.A. DB/213/47. In 1598 Robert LittleWood offered to

rebui}d ?he Hoot Hall if the Crown granted him a monopoly
of weighing wool and sealing tarred leather within Leeds.
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used for their benefit.1

An even more blatant caée of misappropriation arose at Hal':'.fax.2
In 1636 Nathaniel Waterboﬁse bequeathed to thirteen trustees a
large house in Halifax, to be used as a workhouse, and also
provided various funds and proferty for its upkeep. By the
letters patent which gstablished the trust it was decréed that
the Master and Prime Governor of the Workhouse (the two principal
trustees) sh;uld be invested as magistrat?s for the town and
‘liberties of Halifax. When a charitable commission inquired
into Halifax's charities in 1719, if'found that in 1706 the -
trustees had demolished the workhouse and ereéted a "stately
building" in its place, which was used, not as a workhouse, but
as a court house for holdihg the West Riding Quarter Sessions.
‘Eﬁidently, discontent with the cost of poor relief at'the time
gnd the magistrates' desire for better court facilities had |

proved too great a temptation.3 =
1 . :

The fact that these sorts of solution to financial problems were
not attempted more often by public bodiég suggests that while -
financial difficultiés did severely limit their provision of
buildings, they were also severely limited by their conception

of their duties and responsibilities.

‘1« See sources cited in the gazétteér.

2o J. Watson, The History and Antiquities of the Parish of Halifax
in Yorkshire (1775), pp.Y92-606, 620=3lk.

3. .The @agistrates' ploy was a short-lived success because the
commlss§on ordered that the sessions house should be con-
verted into a workhouse. In 1725 the West Riding magistrates
‘removed the quarter sessions from Halifax "till a convenient

court house be provided" - W.R.Q.S. Gen.Index, Court Houses,
Pontefract April 1725,
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In eonclusion. three aspects of the foregoihg analysis require
emphasis.  Firstly, although the building activities of the public
sector‘were by no means insubstantial, the_res£rictions enforced
by financial factors and contemporary attitudes prevented the
- sector from contributing more than one~third of the total finance
for public building frovision. Seeondly, the size-of public
sector expenditure in a town depended to a considerable extent
on the speed at which its populatioﬁ grew: the farliamentary
: Commissioners' expenditure'on churches in fhe 1820'5 and 1830's,
for,examfle, accounted for approximately a quarter of total public
sector expenditure, 1700—18&0, and these churches were only built
in towns where there héd been very rapid popuiation growth,.
Finally, chance played a large part in determining the
differences in the levels of public sector expenditure from town
to town: if Leeds had been chosen as the administrative centre
Qf the West Riding, then the county buildings would have been
erected tgere and public sector expenditure in Wakefield would
have been:very small; similarly, if Ripon Corpo;ation had
possessed fhe wealth of Doncaster Corporation, or more charitable
trustsvhad held their wealth‘on similar”terms to those governing
the use of the Feoffees of the Common lands' funds, then the

- picture might have been very different.
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CHAPTER IV

THE PROVISION CF PUBLIC BUILDINGS
BY THE PRIVATE SECTOR

In contrast to the activities.of the public sector, the type of
pubiié buildings provided by the private sector becamé increasingly
diverse overbthe.period 160051840. .In the ‘seventeenth century the
range'of privafely-financed buildings was fairly limiteA:\ places

of WOrship,'workhouSes,'almshouses, and échools were provided quite
freqnently, and, 6ccasiohally, manorial courf houseé and prisons,
and market buildinés such as shahbles.and crosses, also were built.
'After 1700,'however, the variety'of bﬁildings finanded by the sector
" expanded dramatically, and exceeded by far the range of buildings
financed by the public sector. The iist of provisions expanded

“ to include cloth halis, theatres, assembly rooms, music haiis,
medical institutions, libraries, and newsrooms: iﬁ fact, almost

all the innov;tions in the proﬁisidn of public buildings, 1700-1840,
came from the private sector. This is particularly true of the
first forty years of the nineteenth century. Thus the expahsion
in educational facilities came largely from this sector with the
prﬁviéion 6f the Natiohal Schoois, Lancastgrian Schools.kInfant
Schools, Collegiaté and Probrietary Schools, Philosophical Halls,
and Mechéniéé'xlnstitute§. Private finance éléo played a critical
role in the provision‘of covered markets, commercial buildings, corn
exchanges, bazaars, baths. botanlcal gardens, and multxpurpose
buildlngs which incorporated various combinations of amenltles such |

. as assembly rooms, libraries, newsrooms, and dispensaries.
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The outstanding overall contribution of the private sector to the
provision of public buildings befween 1700 and 1840 is shown in
Table IV.1. In onl& four decades in this period did the sector's
expenditure on public buildihgs fall belewk72 per cent of total
expenditure, and even in three ef theee four decades there were
exceptional circumstances which explain the decli_ne.1 On average
twoefhirds‘of the finance for pubiic buildings came from the private
sector. A further indication of the impqrtanee of frivate finance
is given by the sectoral breakdown of expenditure on the principal
categories of public buildings presented in Table II.5. For example,‘
.expenditure on non-Anglican places of worship, which were the sole

. preserve of the private sector, was appfoximately 21 per cent of
total expenditure on public buildings, 1700-18L0; estimated
expenditure on markete and commercial buildings, again almost the
sole preserve of this sector, was 16 per cent of the total.

!

The sources of private funds for erecting public buildings can be
divided into three categories: individuals; small groups of up to

twelve people; and larger groups of usually over fifty people.

Throughout the period 1600-1840 there are many examples of buildings

being financed by only one person. The majority of these buildings

1.  The provision made by the public sector was unusually hipgh in these

decades: in the 1740's Doncaster Corporation provided the Mansion
House costing £3,000; in the 1810's the County magistrates
financed the Pauper Lunatic Asylua costing £40,0005 and in the
1520's Parliament spent over £50,000 on Anglican churches.



Table IV.1

Estimated Cost of Public Buildings Financed Solely

' 'Decade

1700 < 09
1710 - 19
1720 - 29 °

- 1720 - 39
1740 - 49
1750 = 59

1760 - 69
1770 - 79
1780 - 89
1790 - 99
1800 - 09
1810 -~ 19

11820 - 29
1830 - 4o

by the Private Sector, 1700-1840

.

Cost of

buildings
——“—s =
1,984
2,16;
6,483
832
900

10,935 .

11,210

44,922 -

27,285
70,205
o, 425
81,595

265,513
286,150

. 850,600

Source: The gazetteer.

% of total"
expenditure on
public buildings

72
85
88
3
9
95
%
86
79
78
74
. >0
61
73

70
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served charitable or religious purposes and brought fheir benefactors
no tangible rewarq. Between 1600 and 1770, several places of worship,
" almshouses, grammar schoois and charity schools were financed in»this '
way; fhereafter, until 1840, the provision of almshouses and schools
Qas less frequent, and the f;nancing of places of worship became the -
most common form of individual benefaction. Usually, the benefactors
were wealthy mnerchants or 1andowners. and in many cases held civice
office or were Lords of Manors. Two notable examples from the
seventeenth century are John Harrison of Leeds, and Nathaniel
Waterhouse of Halifax. FHarrison was a wealthy cloth merchant and
_onetime mayor of lLeeds, and between 1619 and 1639 he built a market
cross, a church, a grammar school and a set of almshouses for the
town.1 Waterhouse was a wealthy landowner and lord of the Manbr

| of’Halifax, and in the first half of the seventeenth century he
provided Halifax with a workhouse, a set of almshouses, and a

c@arity schodl.2 (While Harrison and Waterhouse gave buildings
during their 1lifetimes, many other benefactors left funds for

erecting public buildings as bequests in their wills.) However,
vthe scale of the activities of these two men was exceptional;

most benefactors restricted their activities to the provision of
only one or two buildings. TFor example, Josiah Jenkinson built a
set of almshouses at Leeds 0,164}; Edward Bennett financed the
erection of an Independent chapel at Sheffield, oéened in 1774y

Caleb Crowther financed-the buildiné of a set of almshouses at

1. J.Sprittles, "Links wlth Bygone Leeds" Thors.SOC, Pubns. LITI
oo (1969), 6-27.

2. J.Watson, The History and Antiquities of the Parish of
Halifax in Yorkshire (1775), pp.630=9,
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wakefield c.1838. There were several péople whose'éne benéfaction
was the erection of an Anglican churéh: for example, Benjamin Haigh
Allen at Huddersfield, 1817-19,'John &érratt at Doncaster, 1827;8,
“John Wood at Bradford,.1836-8. .

Individuals also provided a small number of public.buildings which
broﬁghf them tangible benefits. These consisted of manorial court
houses and prisons, and market buildings. - Since a‘manor was
essentially a unit of property, and manor courts were established

to administer and protect'the private property of the lord of the

. manor, lay and.clerical lords were acting as essentially’private
~and self-interested individuals when thej provided premises to house
their courts and hold their prisoners.1 Several manorial court
houses and prisons‘were built between 1600 and 1840: for example,
at some time before 1777 the Duke of Norfolk built a manorial prison
at. Sheffield, and gave substantial. financial support in 1700 to the
erection of a town hal} in which his manorial courts were to be held.
Also it seems likely that a moot hall or manorial court house was
‘built in.Wakefield during the seventeenth century. Certainly, the
Archbishop of York erected a court house ;nd a prison in Ripon in
the years immediately prior to 1806 to cater for the affairs of the

Liberty of Ripon. Similar buildings were erected in other towns.

Nevertheléss,‘the most'impressive part of individuals' self-interested

activities was their provision of a small number of market buildings.

1. S. and B. Webb, Enpglish local Government: Part IIT The Manor
and the Borough (1900), part I, esp. p.l3.
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In most cases the person providinghthg building was the Lord of the

Manor and the owner of sizable areas of land in its locality. The -
Lord of the Manor provided the cloth hall at Halifax in 1700;

| similarly, Sir John Ramsden provided the cloth hall at Huddersfield;

tﬁe dukés of Norfolk, who owned most of the land in central

Sheffield, proyided the:tpwn's market placés‘in the-1780's and -

agéin in'the 18é0's, the'latter scheme including the erection of

the corn exchange. The corn exchange opgned at Wakefield in 1820
was éne of the few examples of a market building provided by an

| individual who was not a landownef or Lord of a Manor; it was

“built by a local business man and banker, Thomas Rishworth.

The second source of private funds for erecting public buildings,

provision by groups of up .to twelve people, is worth only scant

attention since its use was so infrequent. A few almshouses were

jointly financed, for example Hopkinson's and Crowther's almshouses
in Halifak in the seventéenth century, and occaéionall& workhouses .
were financed in thié way, for example Doncaster workhouée, but
llittle else. The only knowh example of a non-charitable building
.financed by a small group of people was the Bazaar and Shambles

built at Leeds, 1823-5, which was financed by two brothers who were

in partnership.

The third source of private funds for public buildings, the collective

voluntary contributions of large numbers of people, was the most

important of the three sources. Prior to 1700, only a small number

of public bﬁildings were financed by this method; most of these were

' places of worship or schools. However, after 1700 it was used much |
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more frequently and financed an increasingly extensive range of public
buildings. In the period from 1750 to 1840, particularly during the
last forty years, it was easily the most fruitful source of private

funds for public buildings.

Collective voluntafy confributions played a major part in the finance
of charitable and religious buildings, aﬁd,,with a few exceptions,’
were almost the only source of‘iuhds for medical iﬁséitutions, non-
conformist chapels, and the National and Lancasterian Schools. In
general, the groups of people who financed these buildings had no
“claims to the ownershipg of the premises,‘although in some cases
contributioﬁs broughtlvarious privileges. There were exceptions
thever, some churches, for example, were financed by the sale of pews.
The “donation" of a specified sum would buy the donor a pew, which
became his freehold property. Pew séles helped to finance churches
su;h as Holy Trinity, Leeds, 1721-7, St. James', Sheffield, 1787-9,

and St. John's Wakefield, opened in 1795.

'After 1700, with the few eiceptions which have already been noted,
virtually every privately financéd publiciﬁuilding, intended neither
fof charitable, judicial,nor religious purposes, was financed by
| collective contributions; these contributio&s were made by the
purchase of shares in private companies formed to £uild and manage
the premises concerned.. Between 1761 and 1840 at least 34 of the
most costly public buildings in the Riding were financed by this
method. They included markets and commercial premises such as the
Market Piaces and Sﬁambleé ailRofﬁeéhé@ and Hélifax, the Soﬁth Market

and the Central Market at Leeds, the Commercial Buildings at Leeds,
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Sheffield, and Barnsley, the Exchange Buildings at Bradford, and corn
exchénges at Leeds and Wakefield. Examples of other types of

" buildings financed in this way were: Sheffield's Assembly Rooms
 and Theatre, 1761-2, the Halifax theatre, 1789-90, the Leeds Music
Hall, 1792-3, the Wakefield Public Rooms, 1821-3, and the zoological
gardens and baths in bdtﬁ Sheffield and Leeds. Companies were also
'vlfor@ed.to erect buildings in the educational sphere, for example the
philosophical halls at Hudﬁersfield and Leeds, the callegiate and

proprietary schools, and several libraries and newsrooms. Finally,

even ceneteries such as those at Halifax and Sheffield, were financed

.by companies.

The legality of most of these coméanies was dubious, since only a
few had obtained the Act of Parliament or Royél Charter which was'
required by law for the formation of a joint-stock company.1 * Only
the comﬁanies established to provide marketvplaces and cemeteries
obtained Acts of Parliament. However, despite legal doubts, the
companies for which detailed evidence is available seem to have
’funcgionéd like ordinary joint-stock companies: apart from the fact
that their shareholders were sometimes deﬁﬁminated "the proprietors",
their shares were freely transferable and potential difficulties
with regard to lawsuits and legal matters were circumvented by
empowering either fhe trustees or the management‘é;mmittee of the
company to act as a legal entity on the shareholders! behalf.2

The nuzber of shareholders in the companies varied considerably,

1. For further details of the legal position of joint stock companies

gees H:A. §hannon, "The Coming of General Limited Liability",
Econonic Uistory - IT (1931) , 267-91.

2o See the trust deeds for the South and Central Markets and the

Commercial Buildings at Leeds, and the Corn Exchange at Waxefield,
1837-40 = references given in the pazeteer.
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raﬁging from 12 "proprietors" in the case of Halifax's theatre, to

101 in Qakefield'g Public Rooms, 155 in the Leeds Commercial Buildings |
and 182 or more in the West Riding Proprietarj School. The denomie-
nation of shares ranged from £1 to £100, but shares of £25 and £50

‘were most common.

In an éttempt to identify the type of personlwho purchased shares
in these companies, the occupations and p;aces of reéidence and
business of the shareholders in four Leeds building companies have
been analysed. The companies were established between 1819 and
11825 to build the South Market, the Central Market, the Commerciai
Buil&ings and the Public Baths. An analysis of the occupationé 6f
their shareholders is presented in Tables IV.2-5. Particula;
ocgupations have been grouped together in order to distinguish the
contributions made by shareholders with similar social and economic
backgrounds: "Widows, Spinsters, Gentlemen, Esquires and Clergy"
distinguishes a leisured, landed class; 'Bankers, Solicitors,
Doctors and Surgeons', profeséional men; '"Merchants and ;Merchants
and Manufacturers'", the merchant class and men who combined
merchanting with manufacturing; "Retailefs and Dealers", tradesmen
and people who were described as "dealers" -~ in general, people who

were of lower social status than the Leeds merchant classe.

.These tables reveal that the bulk of the shareholders had a middle-
class background. None of the shareholders were aristocrats or
knights, and "Retailers and Dealers" and "Miscellaneous Occupations",
the only categories which contained people of less than middle-class

status, never constitute more than 37 per cent of the shareholders.

The most important class of shareholders was "Merchants and 'Merchants

[}
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Table IV.2
An Analysis of the Shareholders in Leeds South
Market by Occupation
Occupations . No. of Total no.of Percentarce of
. : _ shareholders shares held shares in company
Widows, Spinsters,'Gentlemen, ’ L2 , 130 : 33
Esquires and Clergy -
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors, 9 39 10
and Surgeons : ot A ‘
Merchants and 'Merchants and 16 . 100 25
Manufacturers! ) )
Retailers and Dealers 21 - 82 20
Miséellaneous occupations 12 L9 12
Totals _ ' 100 Loo 100

Source: L.C.D. 12716, the company trust deed, 6 August 1830;
: E.Bames’ 1822 Do'

§

Table IV.3
. An_Analysis of the Shareholders in leeds Central
Market by Occupation
Occupations . No. of Total no.of Percentare of
' shareholders shares held shares in company
Widows, Spinsters, Gentlemen, LS 89 22
Esquires and Clergy
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors, 13 62 15
~and Surgeons ; ‘ ‘
Merchants and 'Merchants and 23 105 26
Manufacturers!' '
'Retailers and Dealers 22 74 18
‘Miscellaneous occupations 19 75 19
. Totals ‘ . lol Los 100

. Source: L C.D. 225, the company trust deed, 12 November 1827,
, L.Balnes. 1822 D.
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‘Table IV.4

An Analysis of the Shareholders in leeds Commercial

Buildings by Occupation

Occupations ' No. of Total no.of Percentage of
shareholders shares held shares in company

Gentlemen, Esquires and . ' 18 61 L1l

. Clergy ' ' ‘
Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors 22 . 95 18
and Surgeons )
Merchants and 'Merchants and : 74 261 48
Manufacturers' o ”
Retailers and Dealers . .18 . 5l 10
Miscellaneous occupations 23 71 13
Totals Y 155 542 100

Source: L.C.D. 216, the company trust deed, 2 December 1830;
E. Baines, 1822 D, '

Table IV.5

An Analysis of the Shareholders in Leeds Public

Baths by Occupation

Occupations : No. of Total no.of Percentare of
' shareholders shares held shares in company

Widows, Spinsters, Gentlemen, 5 5 7
Esquires and Clergy ’

‘Bankers, Solicitors, Doctors

and Surgeons 17 17 2k

Merchants and 'Merchants’ : 28 28 4y
- and Manufacturers!

Retailers and Dealers 5 5 9
"Miscellaneous Occupations 8 8 11
‘Occupations Unknown 5 5 7

Totals | 70 -;; ‘ 100

Source: Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws and Resulations of the Public Baths
at leeds (Leeds, 1826),
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and Manufacturers'" which held from 25 per cent to 48 per cent of the
shares. However, the professional men and léisured ¢class also made
a notable contribution holding from 10 per cent to 24 per cent and
from 7 pef cent to 33 per cent of the shares respectively. The
distributionAof-shares between occupations in the South Market and
the Central Market companies is remarkably similar, and suggests '
thaf this distribution might have been typical of market companies
at this time. This suggestion is particulariy Plausible because
only 6 shareholders from a combined total of 195 held shares in
both markets. |

| 3
Further analysis of the shareholders reveals also that the bulk of
the finance came from people who iived or worked in the locality.
All the shareholders in the Baths lived or worked in lLeeds;  the -
corresponding proportion for the Commercial Buildings was 92 per cent.
Although the assertion is also generally true for the market companies,
they did have a notable group of shareholders with neither places
of residence nor business in Leeds; 33 per cent of the shareholdera.

in the South lMarket Company and 22 per cent in the Cenfral Market

company.1

Finally, the analysis of shareholdings in this small group of companies
hints also at the presence of a class of person who made a habit of
purchasing shares in public building companies: 17 people had shares:

in three or more of the companies, 22 others had shares in both the

. Baths and the Commercial Buildings, and 7 more had shares in the

1. Details of.places of résidence and business were derived from
the companies' trust deeds and E. Baines, 1822 D. passim.
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Baths and either the South Market or the Central Market.

Similar analysis was carried out on the shareholdings of three
companies establlshed to erect public buildings at Wakefield - the
buildings were the Public Rooms, a corn exchange which was proposed
in 1825 but never builtj and the Westhiding Proprietary School.
Unfbrtﬁnately, the data available are less.full than those for the
~Leeds buildings, and differences in édntemporary'classification of
‘océupations make comparisons more difficult. ‘Nevertheless, the

data reveal several important similarities to the findings for the

. Leeds companies.

Table IV.6, which analyses the océupations ofvthe shéreholders in

the Wakefield Public Roéms cbmpany, shows that, like the‘shareholders
in the Leeds companies,‘most shéreholders whose occupations could

be identified were mid&le-class; approximately two-fifths of the
shares were held by professional men, one-fifth by leigured people,
and another fifth by merchants. Likewise, the bulk of ghe finance
came froﬁ people who lived or worked in the locality: at least 60

per cent of the shares were held by Wakefield people.1

Table iV.? gives the occupatiqns of 26 potential shareholders in

Wakefield's abortive corn exchange. Unfortunately, the occupations
" of over one-third of the potential shareholders could not be identified,

- but a breakdown of the remainder is highly significant. Almost

1. Forty per cent of the shares were held by people who were not
‘mentioned in the trade dlrectory for the town. This suggests
either that they lived in Wakefield and simply were not mentioned

in the directory, or that they lived outside the town. Quite
probably they lived close to Vakefield.
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Table IV.6

An Analysis of the Shareholders in Wakefield Public

Rooms by Occupation

Occupations o No. of Total No. ~ Percentage Percentage of
' share= of shares of shares shares held
holders held in Company by sharecholders

with known
LT LAY

occupations

Aristocrats, Gentlemen =~ 9 17 mn 19
and Clergy * o )

Bankers, Solicitors, -~ 24 26 2k 39
Doctors and Surgeons o

Merchants 13 , 19 - 13 | 21
Retailers and Dealers 11 - 11 7 12
Miscellaneous . 6 -8 5 9
Occupations ‘ :
Occupations unknown 37. S - Lo

Totals o ) 100 152 100 100

Source: Wakefield Public Rooms Papers: Subscription deed, 23 February
1820; E.Baines, 1822 D. '

* The aristocrats consisted of one earl and three knights.

Table IV.7

An Analysis of the Prospective Shareholders in the

Abortive Corn Exchanee at VWakefield by Occupation *

Occugations No., of Total No.of Percentare of
Share= shares held shares included
holders in table

Solicitors and Surgeons b 9 1k

Corn Factors, Corn .

Dealers and Maltsters 16 48 72

Miscellaneous Occupations 6 9 14

Totals. 26 66 100

— S ———

Source: Goodchild Collection: Subscription deed, 16 June 1825;
E.Baines, 1822 D. ‘

¢ The table shows the occupations of the 26 shareholders, out of
a total of 46, whose occupations could be identified. These

ghareholders subscribed for slightly over half the shares in
the prospective company.
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three-quarters of the shareholders whose occupations were identified
were associated with the corn trade, and therefore were likely to use
the premises. Significantly, two-fifths of the shareholders lived

outside Wakefield, coming from leeds, Huddersfield, Halifax, Malton

and Yorke.

Aﬁalysis for thé West Riding Probriefar& School is evén more
restricted because it 15 only szsible to give a breakdown of the
' shareholders' places of residence.1 (This reveals that, while a‘y
great deal of the finance came from Wakefield ifself, the institution
- really was a West Riding enterprise; approximately one-third of
the 182 shareholdérs wererwakefield men; oné-quarter of the share-
'.holders came from Leeds, ﬁalifax and Huddersfield, and‘the méjofity
of the femaindep came from places scgttered ail ovef the wést Ri&ing.
Surprisingl&, £ive shareholders came from Manchester, Liverpool and
pirmingham. There can be no doubt that the shareholders were middle-
class, becanée the school was founded to cater specificallj fbf’the

sons of middle-class families.

1. A list of shareholders with their places of residence and the

number of shares purchased is appended to West Riding Proprietary

Sch;glé The Proceedings at the Ovenine of .... (Wakefield, 1634),
PPe(c=De
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II

The prospect of profit was one of.the principal incentives uhich led
private indiViduals to‘finance the erection of public buildings.
Profit might accrue from an undertaklng in two ways: in the form of

a direct flnanCIal return on the cap1tal lald out, such as a dividend .
from a share or rent; or, alternatlvely, by produclng an increase in
the returns from the financers'_business activities.A tThis section
discusses the lncentive given_by a direct financial‘return.

, , v S .

The markets and commercial buildings erected at Leeds in the 1820's
are excellent examples of public buildings which were largely the
product of a de51re for a direct f1nancial return on capital. As

we have seen in the cases of the South and Central Markets: firstly,
at most only 20 per cent of the shareholders pursued occupations

that 1mp11ed they might use the preulses as retall outlets, i.e.

the "Retailers andeealers"; secondly, a high percentage of the
shareholders belonged to a leisured class who had no readily apparent
commercial)or business interests which mightvbekstimulated by the
provision of a market; thirdly, a substantial»number of the share-

holders had neither places of business nor residence in Leeds, and

therefore would not frequent the markets as customers. It seems

that the prospect of a dlrect financial return was the only major
incentlve which remalned. Shareholdlngs in the Commerclal Bu1ld1ngs

show a simllar range of occupations to those for the South and Central

Markets; - However, here it might be argued that the profit motive is

L 11kely to have been weak because the facilities offered by the building

were suitable for the use of all the shareholders.. Although this
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argument is piausible, there is a godd deal of evidence in addition
to shareholder analysis which proves that the prbspect of a direct
_ profit not only encouraged the provision of this building but also
the two markets just discussed and two other Leeds enterprises from

the 1820's, the Bazaar and Shambles, and the Corn Exchange.

In fheJegrly 1820's the yield from.Consols,_i.e. Government securities,
and the rates of interest demanded for supstantial loans, suggest

that & per cent was considered to be a very acceptable rate of

return on capital. With this in mipd, it is nof difficult to
-appreciate the attraction of the Leeds schemes to potential investors.
The projectors of markets must have been particularly encouraged by
assertions such as one made in Auéust 1823 that a covered market
récently erected in Liverpool paid over 20 per cent to its.company

of shareholders.1 ~ Likewise, potential investors in the Commercial

Buildings were encouraged'by the Leeds Intelligencer which claimed that

a similar institution in Manchester, the Exchange Rooms, yielded "a
very considerable profit to the proprietors";2 a profit which a

later advocate of the Leeds scheme asserted was in the region of

3

7 = 10 per cent. The whole tone of the contemporary newspaper

reports and of speeches at dinners and ceremonies connected with the
five Leeds projects was that, while being of great benefit to the
town, the enterpriseswould repay their projectors handsomely.

Frederick Rinder, one of the partners prbjecting the Bazaar and

Shambles, expressed precisely these sentiments when he laid the

1.  L.I. 28 August 1823,
2. Ibid. 13 May 1824,
3. Ibid. 27 May 1824,
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fouhdation stoné of the building. He félt.confident that "the
speculation will bg beneficial to us'as individuals, and a great
benefit to the town at large".1 - As in the earlier schemes, the
promoters of the Corn Exchange seem to.have lured potenfial investors
with the prospect of high returns; when the scheme was laid before
the public it was predicted that its yield would be 5 - 6 per cent

at the very minimum.2 L .

The incentive of profits must also have enbouraged the provisidn of
markets in other West Ridiﬁg towns. ., For example, in 1712, Bentley,
the historian of Halifax, was much impressed by the size of the
profits received by the Lord of the Manor in consequence of érecting
the cloth hall around 1700.>  Presumably it was the prospect of a
‘similar profit which induced Sir John Ramsden fo build his cloth hall
in Huddersfielde Likewise, the prospect of a high return from the
new market place #t Halifax begun in 1810 must also have encouraged
the subscription of funds. Confidence in a large profit was so great
that the Act of Parliament which established the market company put a
legal limit of 10 per cent on its dividends and made elaborate arrange-
ments for the use of the profits in excess“of_this limit.u The
promoters of the Exchange BuildingsAat Wakefield in 1837-40, also
anticipated more thaﬁ adequate profits. As the prospectus they
 issued in 1836 poiﬂted out, one of the many induceéents to ihvest was:

"the advaﬁtageous results that must accrue to the original shareholders

.1e L.I. 19 June 1823,
2. Ibid. 24 Feb. 1825,

* 3, J.Crabtreg,‘A Concise Histbry of the Parish and Vicarage of
Halifax, in the County of York (lalifax, 1036), pe304e
4,  Ibid. pp.333-4, 356-7. '
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in the undertaking, as from minute and accurate calculation, the
Projectors have every reason to believe, that an Interest of at least
from Four to Six per cent maj be fairly relied upon by the Shareholders‘-'.1
However, markets and commercial amenities were not the only types of
public building promoted by the prospect of profits. The Theatre
and'Assembly Rooms built at Sheffield in 1761 is a good example of

a social amenity fihanced by shéreholders, which gave an extremely
~good rate of return of the invested capitale A record of the

annual dividends for the period 1795.~- 1830 shows that, despite
.periodic expenditure on the improvement.and repair of the prehises,
the annual yield on the £100 shares was 6 per cent or more in
twepty-nine of the thirty-six_years.2 As a result of these high
returns shares in the enterprise were at a premium, and sold for-

£13%0 in 1790, £145 in 1821, and as much as 5185 in 1827.°

! -~

The Sheffield Public Baths, commenced in 1836, comprising a bath,

a public room and residential accommodation, is an example of yet
another type‘of public building which had the potential to yield an

attractive return. The West Riding Directory for 1837 pointed out

that: "There is every probability of the speculation yielding a

profit of 7-10%".4’

A further indication of the power of potentially high returns to

attract funds for buildings is the relative ease with which money

1.  Wakefield Exchange Buildings, Prospectus (Wakefield, 1836).
2. S.Cehs J.Ce 1552,

3., Je Thomas, The Local Reglster vee Of Sheffield (Sheffield, 1830),
pp.65, 165, 192,

4, W.White, 1837 Dol ppo86-7o
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was raised for different types ofrbuildings. - Where the economic
return was uncertgin money tended to come in very slowly. For
example, only seveﬁty shareholders could be foﬁnd for'Leeds Public
Bathé instead of the hundred that were originally a;xticipated.1
The promoters of Wakefield Pgblic Rooms also faced severe difficulties
in the early stages of their project; six months after the commence-
menf of subscriptions they were forced to renew their appeal for
subscribers because funds were étill.insufficient'to carry out the
scheme.2 Similafly, fhe promoters of the Vest Riding Proprietary

School were forced to appeal for additional funds four months after

_subscriptions had been opened.3

In contrast, money was raised speédil& and easily for projects such
as markets and commercial premises, which had a more obvious economic
potential. The returns predicted for the Leeds markets, already
noted, produced a rapid inflow of money: it was claimed that "a
single day" sufficed to raise the £20, OOO initially required to
finance the South Market;h when the Central Market was origlnally
projected in 1823, the subscriptions came in with guch speed and
enthusiasm that with £22,000 promised after only two days, the
pfojectors decided to extend the scheme and raised the limit on the
subscription to .€/+0,OOO.5 ~The efforts to raise funds for the

Commercial Buildings and the Corn Exchange met with similar success:

1. Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws and Regulations of the Public Baths
‘at Leeds (Leeds, 1826).

~ 2., WVakefield Public Rooms, Public Library and Newsroom (Wakefield,
) 1 July 1820) = Y.A.S. 53 L 20.

3. West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.62.
4, L.I. 30 October 1823, '
5¢ Ibid. 10 July 1823,
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within eight days of opening subscriptions to the Commercial Buildings

only 66 of the 600 shares remained to be disposed 6f;1 " within three

days of opéning subscfiptions to the Corn Exchange between 100 and 130
of the 160 shares had been taken up.2

III

A

There-were other economic benefits, apart from direct remuneration,
which might accrue to private individu;ls if they financed public
‘buildings. For example, the erection of a public building could
improve their business opportunities énd profitse Undoubtedly,

th;s notion encouraged'thé provision of most of the West Riding

cloth halls, for, with the exceptions of the first Halifax cloth

hall and the Huddersfield cloth hall, all the buildings were financed
either b& the merchants or clothers who traded iﬁ them.  Shares in
the halls brought no financial return butﬂggve the right either to
6ccupy a particular stall or room, or simply to trade in the hall.
Any income.that the halls produced from tolls and stall rentals was

used to maintain and improve the buildings.3 The Leeds merchants

who finadced the erection of their town's third VWhite Cloth Hall

1. L.I. 9, 16 December 1324.‘
20 Toid. 24 February 1825.

3 H.Heaton, The Yorkshire VWoollen and VWorsted Industries
- (Oxford, 1905), Chapter 11l.
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demonstrated their complete disinterest in obtainihg a direct financial

return from the bu}lding by giving it to trustees nominated by the

clothieré.1

\
)

The incentive of indirect prqfit coupled with amenity value can be
seen at work in the abortive scheme of 1825, referred to.earlier,

to 5uiid a corn exchange in Wakefield. As we have seen, almost
three-quarters of the shareholders whése occupatioﬁs'were identified
were engaged in some branch of the corn trade. This contrasts
notably with the shareholding in a slightly earlier Wakefield
_enterprise, the Public Rooms, where less than one-tenth of the’

" shareholders had associations with the corn trade.

The hope of improving the general eéonomic and trading climate

was also an incentive to the proﬁisioﬁ of public buildings. For
exgﬁple. at the 1ayinngf the foundation stone of the Bradford

~ Exchange Buildings in 1827, a speaker said that he hoped when the
building was opened that "the Exchange Room would be crowded with
-merchanté and manufacturers - and that the streams of commerce
thence arising would fertilize the surrouﬁding districts".2 Even
ﬁorkhouses attragted private funds bécause it was thought that their
establishment could boost trade and frosperity: Nathaniel Waterhouse
provided the workhouse at Halifax'in 1635 in thé Qelief that it would
reduce'tﬁe poof fétés;lthe bﬁrden bf ﬁhich had caused mény‘skilléd‘

clothigrs to leave the town and thereby leading to its impoverishment.3

1. H.Heaton, The Yorkshire Woollen and Worsted Industries
(Oxford, 1Y05), pp.s67-71.

- 2. L.I. 8 February 1837,

3 The’Letters PaFent establishing Waterhouse's Charity, 11 September
1635 - transcribed in J.Watson, op.cit. pp.592-606.
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Similarly, in 1719 eleven gentlemen agreed to subscribe £558 annually
between them to Doncaster Workhouse to relieve the burden of the poor

rates and "to encourage trade®.

The provision of a building might also yield returns by increasing
the value of property or the volume of business in its 1oc$1ity.
The'cifcumstances surrounding the provision of Leeds Corn Exchange
demonstrate how this type of consideration could promote a building
project.  For centuries Leeds corn market had been situated at the
top of the town's main street at a place knéwn as Cross Parish.
_However, by the 1820's the facilities for the sale of corn in Cross
Parish had become grossly inadequate, and consequently an attempt
was made to move the corn market to another part of the town.?

fhe response to these efforts was immediate; and a scheme to erect
a Corn Exchange at Cross Parish was set on foot. Althaugh a list
oq shareholders ip the company fo;ggd to erect the building is not
e#tant, the names and addresses of the building committee have
survived and are highly significant; of the 22 meﬁbers, 10 had

retail premises actually in Cross Parish and S others had retail
3 _

premises close by. The proprietors! principal objectives were

explained by John Cawood, one of the leading promoters of the scheme,

when he laid the foundation stone of the building. They were, he

) -

1. C.W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster (lst series, 1&66),
p.283.

2. L.I. 17 February 1825,

3. Ibid. 24 February, 3 March 1825; the addresses of the committee

members and their occupations were ascertained from E. Baines,
1822 D. passim.
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said:

to retain on the site of the ancient corn market the
future sale of grain -~ to preserve to the premises
adjoining this market, that value which time and the
‘vicinity to it had placed upon them - and last,
though not least to give a facility for the sale of
corn, which the extended population and the growing
importance of the town and neighbourhood demand.

'Similarly, motivation stemming from promoters'! commercial and property
‘intéreéts is apparent in the support given to the South and Central
Markets in Leeds. A significantly‘ﬁigh proportion_of their share-
holders had premises in the locality of the particular market to
which they subscribed, The South Market was located south of the
“town across the River Aire and an analysis of its shareholders!
busiﬁess interests reveals that 59 per .cent were based in that area
of the town.2 This fact gains in siénificance when it is realised
£ﬁgt only about one-fifth of the town's population and business was
situated south of the river.3 In contrast, the Central Market

was sited north of the river and an analysis of the business .
interests of ‘the shareholders shows that all their business premises
were also sited north of the :c:'wer.l'r The fact that each market was
looked upon as a potential stimulus to local trade and property
values, and a possiblg detriment to other-localities. is suﬁponted
by the fact that of the cambined total of 195 shareholders in the two

markets, only 6 people held shares in both.

™.

1, L.I. 30 August 1827. A fuller account of the circumstances
. ‘surrounding the erection of the corn exchange can be seen in
K.Grady, "Profit, Property Interests and Public Spirit: The

Provision of harkets and Commercial Amenities in Leeds, 1822-29",
Thors.Soc.Pubns. LIV, part 3 (1976), 165-195. -

2. Calculated using the data in the companles' trust deeds, and
E.Baines, 1822 D,

3. F.Beckwith, "The Population of Leeds during the Industrial

Revolution", Thors.Soc.Pubns. XLI (1948), 118-196 W.G.Rimmer,
"The Industrial Profile of Leeds", Thors.Soc.Pubns. L (1968),

L, Calculated using the data in the companies' trust deeds, and
E.Baines, 1822 D, -

120-157.
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Another inducement to the initiation of public buildings schemes
was the désire of landowners to gainfully exploit their estates.

In the 1820's wﬂen advertisements for the sale of land appeared in
the lLeeds newspapers it was sometimes sugéested that the sites in
question would be suitable for particular types of public building.1
ﬁoweve;, there are two main examples of more positive action in
this respect = the South Market énd the Bazaar and Shambles. The
South Marketbwas actually proposed by the owners of the land on
which it was erected. It is apparent that they regarded the
encouraéement of the market project as a method of securing a .
prqfitable sale for their land, for although George Banks said that
it was the necessity and facility of a market for the southern area
-of the town which "had induced Mr. Jacques and himself to offer the
land to the public",2 in fact, of the £6,600 which they received
for it, only £300 was ploughed back into the enterprise.3 In the
caée 6f the Bazaar and'Shamﬁles. the involvement of th; site's owners
was absolute for Frederick and Joseph Rinder, the butcﬁers who
financed the scheme, actually owned most of the estate on which it

was built.

1. E.g. L.I. 17 Februafy 1825 - site suitable for a corn exchange.
2. L.I. 19 June 1823.

3. George Banks bought six £50: shares in the market.

ho - L.I. 12 August 1822; E.Parsons, The Civil, Ecclesiastical esee..
History of Leeds (Leeds, 1834), I, 142-l4.
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IV

Benevolence and public spirit were two of the principal motives
.which induced private provision of pubiic buildings throughout the
period 1600 = 1840.  Part of the stimilus to charitable works of
this nature was given by the Church which suggested that they were
not only-desirable, but indeed were the duty of the more affluent
membefs of the community. = The Rev.IWilliam Tprner exemplified

both these points in his sermon, Beneficence Recommended, given in

1770 in support\of the Leeds General Infirmary which was then being

built.1 Twp of his texts were:

., 2 Corinthians ix 8 - And God is able to maie all
grace to abound towards you, that ye always, having
all sufficiency in all things, may abound to every
good work.

and :ather more forcefully:

Deuteronomy xv 11 = For the poor shall never cease -
out of .the land, therefore I command thee, saying,
thou shalt open thine hand wide unto thy brother,

- to thy poor, and to the needy of the land.

The State also; during'the Tudor period, had made considerable efforts
fo encourage charitable giving by affordiﬁg better legal protection to
charitable bequests. The Acts of 1572, 1598, and 1601, which
established fhe Elizabethan Poor Law, were all accoﬁpanied by

measures whigh enéouraged fhe esta?lishment of ch;ritable trusts.

This 1egislation was of enduring value and, undoubtedly, many of the

school and almshouse trusts established in the ensuing years owed

their existence to it.

1+ W. Turner, Beneficence Recommended in a Sermon Preached at Mill

Hill Chapel at Leeds, 14 October 1/70, tor the Bencfit of the
General Infirmary (Leeds, 1/7/0).
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Tudor legislation shifted the obligatibn‘to relieve the poor from the
private individuay.to the community;'andvtherefore, by the eighteenth
century, the emphasis of the benevolent activities of the privéte

sector moved from poor relief to other areas of need - principally
the provision of edgcation and the relief of the sick.1
J.K. Walker confirmed this point in his pamphlet of 1828 proposing |
the esfablishment of an infirmary at Huddersfield:

The policy of the counfry,.has provided a sebufity

against lack of food and raiment, but to that best.

of all laws, the law of benevolence, is left the
delightful task of ministering to the sick.2

While the desire to providé medicél and educational facilities for
the poor might have been a natural instinct, Walker, like the Rev.
Turner, was at palns to point out the obllgation of the affluent

classes. With respectito the 1nf1rmary at Huddersfield he wrote:

Unfortunately, the number of objects among the sick
poor, whose lives are sacrificed for want of those
means which wealth could purchase, is s0 considerable
in a populous district, as to make it a matter of
duty in those who are blessed with the means to
contribute to their relief. To the poorer classes,
as the sinews of our local wealth, we are called by
every principle of duty, to minister succour in their

hour of glstress, especially if brought on in our
service.

In the eyes of coﬁtemporaries, the scope for benevolence'and public
spirit was not restricted to the provision of charitable institutions;

it was maintained that these motives could rlay a parf even in the

1. M. Bruce, The Cominghof the Welfare State (4th edn. 1968), p.i3.

2. J.K. Walker, Observations on the Expediency of Establishing
gospltals for the Admission of a Limited Number of In-Patients,
in Manufgcturinﬁ Districts Addressed to the Governors of
Hudderstield Dispensary (liuddersiield, 1020), Pe2Je

3. Ibido p022. -
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provision of buildings. which had distinct commercial advantages and
profitable returns. For instance, a suggestion that profit was the .
sole motive for building the Central Market at Leeds was rejected by
one of its trustees and shareholders. At the dinner to celebrate

the laying of its foundation stone he said: -
It was the opinion of some that the object they were
pursuing was personal gain, but as a proof of the
public spirit of the town he referred them to our
Public Baths, Philosophical Hall, Infirmary, House
of Recovery, Guardian Asylum, Dispensary, Mechanics

Institute and other institutions that might have been
namedo1 ' ;

Another speaker iﬁ praise of the proprietors said that he was well

" aware that "the;r pfofit and advaﬁtage" was not their only object,
but their actions had also "sprung from the'purest motives of
 §atriotism".2 Similar comments and claims were made about the
motives‘of thé proprietors of the other markets and commercial
facilities built a£ the time, aﬁd it seems impossiblé‘to distinguish

i . : _ ;
them completely from other contemporary improvements whose provisions

mofe clearly stemmed from benevolence aﬁdlpublic spirif.

However, contemporaries were not qompletely deceived by the charitable
aspect of their fellowé and realized that the desire for public acclaim
and display.of one's wealth often accompanied charitable workse As
"An Obsefvihg Traveller" pointed out with respect to the provision

of places of wbrship at Zeeds in 1791:

In so opulent a place as lLeeds, there are private
people to be found, doubtless, sufficiently well
meaning and pious to erect monuments of this kind
to their own fame and to public utility,.”

1 L.I. 2 December 1824,
"2 Ibid.

3. L.I. 24 February 1791,



The idea of building oneself a place in history was similariy

referred to at the opening of the West Riding Proprietary School in
1834 | |

One lasting source of consolation will result to

them the founders, that, not only have they benefited
the children of their own generation, but they have
prepared similar advantages to unborn thousands,

and raised a more enduring monument for themselves,

than one produced by the chisel of the sculptor.1

Beyond the motive of outward show, there were other more mercenary

motives for prov1d1ng bulldlngs, which might be mistaken for the

products of pure benevolence. Self-lnterest was particularly

'notieeable in the provision of med;cal institutions. As the leeds

Intelligencer pointed out with respect to the leeds fever hospital:

.

Similar motives were revealed in the case made out for establishing

the infirmary in Huddersfield.

role as places of medical instruction and investigation.

The Laws of Self-preservation as well as motives
of Benevolence call upon us to avert such a

- consequence - the closure of the House of Recovery
an establishment affording a ready and safe Asylum

- to the Poor but also security to the more Opulent

by the Reception of their Apprentices and Servants
when attacked with Fever over the last 26 years.®

continued that:

From the wards of infirmaries have emanated some
of our most useful discoveries in medicine, and
thus it is that the affluent part of society are
amply repaid for the support of such institutions.3

190.

Infirmaries were extolled for their

The author

Some of the motives for the provision‘of Leeds Infirmary were possibly

even less laudable.

S.T. ‘Anning, the historian of the institution,

1. VWest Riding Proprietary School, on.c1t. p.13
2. L.I. 22 January 1831.
3. J.K. Walker, o op.cit. p.9.
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suggests that although its establishment reflected a rising sense ‘of

social responsibility, it was the economic necessity of a hospital

‘which was paramount. The institution's managément committee had no

qualms about admitting“this. In their first report they said:

There are many useful and industrious Manufacturers
and Labourers who, whilst they are in Health, are able
to provide well for the present Subsistence of them=-
selves and Families, but with all their economy can
make no great provision against the time of sickness.
And others who have no care of a family, will incon-
siderately spend the fruits of their labour as it
comes in. Now when any of these are by Sickness, or
Accidental Hurt, unfit for work, they are commonly
unable to procure any medical assistance: Vhereas
by the advantage of an Infirmary, many of them will

_ probably soon be restored to the strength and Capacity
of Labour,"

In other words, an Infirmary would not only reduce the burden of the
goor rates but would also ensure the speedy return of workers to the
service of fhe middle classes. It éeems that economic motivation
extended even to the provision of churches and chapels. A Catholic
cﬁapel was bgilt in Huddersfield in 1832 by a number of Protestant
businessumen becaﬁse they valued Irish labour and thougﬁt that a new
church would keep new workpeople in the town.2

Even when the people who financed a building or institution had
pureiy benevolent motives, it was possible that the initiators of

a scheme had self-interest at heart. Robert Baker pointed this out

in an attack on the medical profession in Leeds in 1827:

It was said that the Dispensary was instituted to
relieve the Infirmary of its overplus of patients; ~

1. Quoted in S.T. Anning, The Ceneral Infirmary at Leeds (1963),

I, 3 -4, ]

2. R. Brooke, The Story of Huddersfield (1968), p.128.
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I think it will not be doubted that that was the
motive, on the part of the Subscribers, but still,
at the same time; it afforded an admirable, oppor-
tunity for Medical men to get into office.
In conclusion, it would be cynical to suggest that most "charitable"
‘works were produced largely by selfish motives, for it is clear that

in many cases pure charity was readily forthcoming in times of need.

As G.C. Holland noted in the early nineteenth century, when discussing

Sheffield's charitable institutions:

The tendency of the present age is a mania towards -
the establishment of Charitable Institutions ...
The spring of charity is perennial in its flow,

. and gushes with a force proportionate to the demands
and claims which are made upon it.

This comment seems equally applicable to the benevolence of the

¢

private sector in the two preceding centuries. |

.

When the motives of profit and benevolence are set aside, there can

be no doubt that the desire to make life more comfortable, more

enjoyable, and more cultured was a notable force encouraging the '
private provision of public buildings. People felt that growing

wealth should be accoﬁpanied by higher moral and educational

1. R. Baker, Remarks on the Abuses in the Infirmary and an Inquiry

into the Advantgwes and Disadvantares of a Public Dispensary in
Leeds (Leeds, 102/), ppell = 12.

2. G.C. Holland, An Inquiry into the Moral, Social and Intellectual
Condition of the Industrious Classes of uneifield: bart I, The
Abuses and Lvils or Charity, especially of hedical Charitaole
Institutions (1039), pp. 131, o5,
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standards, and improved amenities for business and social activities.
During the seventeenth century there is little evidence of efforts
to improve the amenities of life other than for mercenary or
benevolent motives. However, from the beginning of the eighteenth
century, and particularly from the 1760's, people became increasingly
concerned with improving the quality of life, rather than just
inéreasing material wealth. T.D. Whitaker noted this change in
the West Riding in the mid-eighteenth century:

The general state of trade and manners appears to have

continued nearly the same [in the century before 1760].

But soon after the commencement of the present reign

[George III] a general stimulus appears to have
" operated on the intelligence, the morals, and the

religious character of the nation. Of this the great

trading towns partook in proportion to their general

activity and the increase of their population eeee.

But till then an habitual acquiescence in every hardship
- and every absurdity which had descended from their

ancestors prevented them from reflecting, and much

more from acting upon what they felt. At that time

it was held a good practical answer to every proposal

. for improvement that such inconveniences had immemorially
I existeds Public spirit, however began now to dawn «...

He went on to use the removal of the cloth market in Leeds from the
open air into cloth halls as an example of the desire for a higher
quality of life and attributed the provision of the Leeds assembly

room in 1775 to "a rising spirit of elegan;e in the town".2

The rising enthusiasm for the social amenities of life in the 1770's

was noted also by Tate Wilkinson, the well-known theatrical agent,

with reference to Doncaster:

I closed Wakefield Theatre on Saturday, September 21,
and opened the new Theatre at Doncaster on Monday,

1« T.D. Whitaker, Lordis and Elmete (Leeds, 1316), pp.82 = 3.
2. Ibid. p.83. |
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September 23, 1776 .... and a pretty elegant theatre
it then was and now is. Of course, the novelty of
the theatre and the numerous attendance at the Races
made it a fashionable place of resort. - But the
assembly rooms kept the ladies entirely away from the
three race nights. On Friday the town is thinned,
and on Saturday everybody is quite tired out.

A réport on the state of Leeds in 1819 indicates that the process of

change<éped on with renewed vigour into the nineteenth century:

-

There is an evident alteration taking place in the
character of the people of Leeds. They are putting
off in some degree that rudeness which is peculiar
to them, enlightened pursuits are more cultivated,
and the elegancies and comforts of life are more
sought after.2

-

) . . § .
In the case of market buildings, their amenity value in bringing

business undef cover was unchallenged and undoubtedly gave strength
io £he sﬁpport for them. Equally, the provision of theatres and
assembly réoms resulted in great measure from the désire for not

only more entertainment but also more comfortable facilities in

wﬁich to holq it. The promoters-;f a scheme to build a concert

room in Leeds.in 1785Asuggested that their schene had been occasioned
by "A Désire to promote some Rational Amusement for the General

Entertainment of the Ladies and Gentlemen of this Town and Neighbourhood".3

~

- D

A desire to cater for the "elegancies and comforts of life" was not
festricted to‘the inhabitants of leeds and Doﬁcaster. For exaﬁple,
‘the Exchange Buildings built at Bradford, 1827-9, were partially a
product of the inconvenience experienced by the inhabitants of the

town owing to the lack of a suitable room to accommodate‘balls.

1. Extract from Tate Wilkinson's Memoirs quoted in J.S. Fletcher,
The History of the St. lLerer Stakes 1776-1901 (1902)

2. Hertfordshire County Records Office T.4951, Report of surveyors
to Earl Cowper on his Leeds estates, 1819.

3, L.I. 1 November 1785.
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Hitherto, they had used the town's court house for this purpose.1

Where profits accrued to tﬁé proprietors of a building; it is difficult
to distinguish between the profit-motive and the desire for amenity.
However, if a building was called forth by its profitable nature,

then the demand for its facilities was the root cause of its

provision.

The clearest instances of buildings promoted by a desire for aménity
are those which brought no financial return to their proprietors.
The cloth halls, to some extent; are cases in point because most

of them were provided.by merchants or clothiers who used the buildings
but gained no direct financial refurn froh their investment.

fhere are better examples in the educational sphere: for instance,
the principal reward for the shareholders in the West Riding
Prpprietary School was’the right to send their children and male
relatives or nominees there.2 The school was specifically adapted
to the needs of middle-class boys, providing them with a commercial
educatioh, and was built because there was no amenity'of its t&pe

in the West Riding. The promoters felt éhat while schools had
recently been provided for the poor and the upper classes, the middle

classes had been neglected. As the principal of the new school

explained:

Many of our old Establishments i.e. Public Schools are,
from various circumstances, either of expense, of
situation, or the necessary limitation of their numbers
confined in some measure to the higher and wealthier

- 1. L.I. 10 February 18&25. .
2. West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. pp.66 - 7.



classes; and thus that highly important class, placed

between these, and the lower orders, on which so much

of the welfare of-the country depends, would, without
_more extended and less expensive means of obtaining

improvement, be left far behlnd in the race of mental
cultivation.

The primary motive of amenity was also present in thé provision of
llbrarles, philosophical halls and mechanics' instltutes, where the
'proprletors used the bulldlngs and received no proflts.

C
The best example‘of the incentive given by amenity value concerns
" Leeds Public Baths, built 1819-20. Disregardiﬁg the motives of
. the original shareholdérs, interest centres on the motives of the
shéreholdérs ih a company which took over the baths in 1837. The
fortunes of the Public Baths had begun to decliné‘in the 1830's,
and by 1836 revenue had dwindled until it was too small to meet

costs, let alone pay a dividend to the shareholders. Consequently,

it was decided to close the baths._ However, the outcry caused by
the prospect of losing this amenity was so gfeat that a new company
was formed to save them. In view of the unprofitable nature of
the establishment there can be little doubt that smenity was the

- shareholders' primary concern.

196

1. West Riding PrOpriefary School, op.cit. p.62.

2. Leeds Mercury 2, 9, 16 July, 20 August 183 36; Leeds New Baths
Company, lLxtracts from the Trust Deed .... (Leeds, 1837)
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CHAPTER V =

URBAN RiVALRY, BMULATION AND CIVIC PRIDE

A3

_Althoﬁgﬁ the.two previous chapters have highlighted significant
differences'betweeﬁ the factors which influenced the provision of
public builéings by the public and private sectors, they have also
revealed sihilarities. Both seétors,.fof exaﬁple. were influenced
by econqﬁic considerations and the desire for amenity. In addition
to fhese, there were other common factors at work: firstly, béth
-sectérs in a town.were influenced by the provision of public
‘buildingsl in other towns; secondly, their activities were affected

by a consciousness that the state of their town came under the

scrutiny of outsiders. This chapter makes a detailed examination

of these two common factors.
]

There is a sﬁbstahtial amount of evidence to show that townspeople's
knowledge of the provision of public buildings in other towns

induced them to provide similar institutions for their own town.
Sométimes; théy mérély borrowed the idea of providing é buildiﬁg t6

_ house a{parﬁicular amenity, but in many cases they actually §tud%ed'
other towns' institutions with‘a‘view to adopting the ﬁost advantageous
featurés for the design of their éﬁn building. In extreme cases the
buildings erected were almost exact architectural copies of institutions

,in other towns. = The process of emulation was established by the
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beginning of the eighteenth century. Howevér, the most abundant
evidence of its ex}stence is available from the 1760'5 onwards,
~end indicates that it affected almost every category of public
buildings.1 .
The most extensive,evidénce of emulation is associated with medical
institutions. The provision of‘Leeds Infirmary in the late 1760's
is the earliest example of the process at work. Qhen the schemev.
w;é first proposed, the founders of the institution sought advice

on various subjects from one of the trustees of the Manchester
‘Infirmary.a The establishment of Sheffield Infirmary is an
example of even more direct emulation since its premises, which were
opened in 1797, were actually builf and planned with Northampton

3

- Infirmary as a model. Similar cases occurred in the early

ningteenth century. For example, prior to the erection of the

We§t Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 1816-18, its architects, Watson

and Pritchett, visited "several of the best constructed.Asylums in

the kingdom, particularly the celebrat;d one at Glasgow" with a

view to incorporating‘their best features in the prospective design.4
_Similarly, when it was decidéd that purpoéé-bﬁilt premises were
required for the Leeds Dispensary soon after its éstablishment in
1824, various people associated with the ingtiiution vere requested to

obtain sketches and details of the costs of the dispensary buildings

1. Places of worship are one of the few categories of building for
. which I have found no evidence of emulation.

- 2. 8.T. Anning, The General Infirmary at leeds (1963), I, 4,

3. J.D. Leader and S. Snell, The History of the Sheffield Roval
Infirmary (Sheffield, 1Y97), p.ls.

k. Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Flevations, Sections and Description

of the Pauper Lunatic Asylur lately erected at Wanetield (1olY),
introduction.
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at Birmingham and Liverpool;1

Perhaps the most explicit evidence for the existencg of the emulative
‘process is provided by a large pamphlet published in 1828 in support
of a scheme to build an infirmary at Huddersfield.® It not only
demonstrates tﬁat people were aware of provisions eisewhere, but

alsb shows that they drew their inspiration from an impressively wide
geographical area. The pamphlet, which was followed by the building
of the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg Infirmary, 1829-31, gave
examples of medical prdvisions scatéered all over England. The
‘prqﬁisions and costs were cited for towns such as Leeds, Bradford,

Halifax, Lincoln, Hereford,&Colchester, Durham, Taunton, Northampton,

Newcastle-upon=-Tyne and many more.

However, emulation was by no means restricted to the medical sphere.
For example, in 1786 when it was decided to rebuild and enlarge the
West Riding House of Correction, the magistrates ordered at Quarter

Sessions that:

v the'Deputy Clerk of the Peace use his endeavours to
procure plans of any Houses of Correction that are
recommended to him as worthy of imitation and in

particular of the plans a%d regulations now adopted
in the County of Suffolk.

Emulation also featured in the provision for education and the
advancement of knowledge. Tor example, the Sheffield Subscriptien
Library was commenced in 1771 "on the model of one recently established

at Leeds".u- Similarly, the estéblishment of the West Riding

’

1 S.Te. Anning, "The Leeds Public Dispensary", Thors.Soc.Pubns.
11V, part 2, (1975), 135-6. The scheme was abortive.

2. J.K. Walker, Observations on the Expediency of Establishing
Hospitals .... Addressed to the Governors of Hudderstield
Dispensary (lluddersfield, 102G), passim.

3¢ WeR.Q.S. Order Books, Doncaster Sessions 18 January 1786,
L, A. Gatty, Sheffield Past and Present (Sheffield, 1873),

PPel52=3.
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Proprietary School at Wakefield, 1833-4, followed the example of

several institutions which had "recently been established in the
south of England and in Edinburgh and had been attended with

. 1
- universal success'.

Provisions in other towns also had a distinct influence on the sphere
of marketing and commerce. This is illustrated by a letter from

the mysterious "B.N." to the Leeds Intelligencer in 1822 in which

the correspondent writes:

I veg to submit to those readers interested in the
improvement of the town whether or not, besides the
erection of our Philosophical Hall, the Baths, and
"the intended New Churches, an elegant Exchange and
Newsroom, after the plan gf those of Manchester or
Liverpool, is not wanted.

~

~ In fact, the example of Liverpool and Manchester in the provision of
thié type of amenity wés of especial importance to developments in |
leeds. In suggesting the erection of a public market in 1822, the

ma;or of Leeds referred the inhabizgnts to a covered market recently
built in Liverpooi and suggested that a éimilar venture.would be

successful in their own town.3 Likewise, when the design for

the town's Central lMarket was chosen the Leeds Intellipencer

disclosed that it would be a covered market "on the same prindiple

as that erected at Liverpool".h Again, some aspects of thebdesigﬁ

for the town's Free Market were copied from a similar market in

5

Manchester.

1. West Riding Proprietary School, The Pfoceedinms at the Opening of
[ XXX (V’a-kefield‘ 1831§')’ p.61.

2. L.I. 15 July 1822,

3. Ibid. 5 August 1822,

b, TIbid. 15 July 182%.

Se 15 NQvember 1827,

»

-
o
be
o5
L 2
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Finally, the process of emulation is élso evidénf in the sphere of
leisure and entertainment. When the idea 6f building a theatre at
Doncaster was proposed in 1770 the town corporation ordered that
plans and estimates should be obtained for the playhouses at
Scarborough, Stamford, and Hgll.1 - Imitation was clearly apparent
once more when the éame‘corporation erected a grandstand, 1777-8;
the stand closely resembled one érectéd at York three years earlier
and the same architect, John Carr, was chosen fo supervise the
w;rk.2 . Similarly, the provision of amenities primarily for
outdoor recreation was also influenced by developments elsewhere.

. For example, a scheme for establishing a zoological garden at

leeds was revived in 1836 ‘owing to the success of similar gardens

insSheffield, London and Liverpool.3

I1

Attention now turns to an examination of the direction of the emulative
process, and an attempt is made to establish which towns led the way

in the provision of buiidings. * The most important point to make at
the outset is tha;, with the possible exception of the cloth halls,
none of the public buildings pfovided in the West Riding were original
in conception. All the West Riding's buildings had pfecedents in

other parts of the country. The nature of fhis situation poses the

1. Doncaster Corporation, Calendar to the Records of the Borourh of
Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), 1V, 24l.

2. H.E.C. Stapleton, ed. A Skilful Master Builder (York, 1975), p.4O.
3, lceds Mercury 6 August 1836.
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question of whether ideas on the provision of buildings were trans-
mitted directly from towns Qutside to towns'inside the Riding, or
whether they followed a more circuitous route. It is argued here
that the latter was the case: in general after 1700 it appears
that, while Leeds and Sheffield directly erulated developments in
towns of a similar size'énd character,oﬁtéide the West Riding, the
smaller towns were influenced by develgpments outside the Riding
indirectly via the eiample of Leeds and Sheffiéld or the smaller
West Riding towns which had already followed their example. It
cannot be denied that there was also a direct transmission of ideas

-to the smalier West Riding towns from without the Riding, but it is

argued that the indirect process of transmission was of greater

-

influence.

The overriding influence on Leeds people of the provision of

buildings in Liverpool and Manchester has already been demonstrated,

but evidence'of a similar character is also available for Sheffield;

it shows that not only did the people of Sheffield imitate provisions

in towns-outside the Riding, but also that they were conscious of

being led. For example, the West Riding ﬁirectory for 1837, commenting

on the recent provision of the Public Baths, said:

This useful and long wanted bathing establishment is
one of the best of the kind in the kingdom, for thourh
Sheffield is generally much later than other towns, it
is usually amongst tle most qudicious in the construc-
tion of public institutions.’ (my italics)

Twenty years earlier when moves were afoot to build a new public

library in the town, Hunter commented; '"We seem, however, to be

1. W.White, 1837 D. pp.86-7.
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rousing ourselves. Liverpool and Mahchester have led the way."1

Surprisingly, in view of its imédrtance és the country's capital, London
d&es not appear to have been a source of diréct emulation. The only
one of its amenities specifiqally referred to as being worfhy of
emulation was its Zoological Gardens. Iﬁ fact, a national

periodical, The Mifror, even suggestéd'that London might follow

an example set by Leeds. In a description of the town's Central

Market opened in 1827 it commented:

Too much praise cannot be conferred on this and

similar instances of provincial improvement;:

while it is much to be regretted that such

praise cannot be extended to the metrovolis of
- England; for, strange to say, IONDCN is still

¢ without a maiket-place suitable to its commercial
consequence. -

Another town which was notable for its absence when-comparisons were
beiné made was York.3f References to it appear to have been very
rare. This Qdministrative and ecclesiastical centre of the three .
Yorkshire Ridings had a population of a similar size to those of
Leeds and.Sheffield in the mid-eighteenth century, but thereafter
its growth was comparatively slow. By 1841 it was less than one=-
third of the size of Leeds, less than half the size of Sheffield,
and even Bradford had out-grown it. It seems likely that in the
years leading up to the mid-eighteenth century the town did set an
example to be followed: its Mansion House (1720), assembly rooms

(1731-2), hospital (1740), and theatre (1744) all pre-emptedb

1. J.Hunter, Hallamshire (1869 edn.), p.129.

2. ThelMFrrgr PpP.236-7 - loose pages of the periodical, dated
€.1627, in Thor&So0C. ‘

3. The igformgtion in this paragraph is drawn from R.3. Pugh, ed.
The Victoria Ilistory of the Counties of Enpland: A History of
Yorkshire - The City of York (lybl), ppecle. ook Lo /="
531-3, U5o-6, Lhii-h. P PReciSy S5 200, R6TO,
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provisions in the West Riding toﬁns in either conception or scale.
However, from the pid-eighteenth century onwards the roles seem to
have been reyeréed: for instance York's subscription library (1794),
Philosophical Society (1823), public baths (1827), all post-dated-
pfovisions in Leeds. Moreover, the town remained without a corn
exchange until 1868 and its markets were still without shelter at

the end of the nineteenth century.

)

A ranking taﬁle, Table V.1, is presented below to support the
hypothesis tﬁat idéas of prbvidiﬁg‘certain fyﬁéé of public buiiding
.were transmitted from outside the Riding directly to a small group |
of towns within the Riding, and via this group indirectly to other
Ri&ing towns. The table lists various types of building provided
band ranks each of the twelve towns according to the chronologicai
order in which they provided theﬁ; tﬁe first town to erect a
pa;ticular type of building is ranked one, the second town is
ranked two, and so on. The bottom column of the table gives the
average rank'each town took in the cﬁronology of erecting

buildings. If the hypothesis suggested above is correct, a

small group of towns should persistently occupy a high ranking

position.

An e#amination of the table demonstrates clearly ghe leadership
given by Leeds, Sheffield and Wakefield; first rank went to a town

- outside this group in only one case. leeds was the principal
leader of trends with its infirmary, muéic hall, philosophical

hall, library, and marketing facilities. Sheffield vied with Leeds

for first rank in several tyﬁés of building, and éctually achieved
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The Chronological Order in which certain Types of
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_Public Buildings were Provided in the Twelve Towns, 1700-1840

) . $
o : : '3 ) §
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Building Type - . | .
Medical Institution 1 2= L4 2= 8 6 7 5
(purpose~built) |
Medical Institution 1 b= 2 L= 7 3 6 10 8 9 11
(with or without
building)
Town Hall or Court L 2= 1 7 5 5= 2= 8= 8= 10
House for W.R.Q.S.
post-1E06 * ‘
Assembly Rooms ** 1= 4 1= 3 '5 7 6
Theatres 2 1 3= 3= 5 6= 6 8
Cloth Halls 3 2 1 L .5
Libraries and/or 1 2 4 3 5. 8 6= 9. 6= 10
Newsrooms . . .
" National Schools 1= 1= 3= 8 Vi 3= 9 10 10 3= 3=
(2 1 ]
"Lancasterian pd l 3
Schools
Collegiate & Pro=- 2 1l 3
prietary Schools
Philosophical Halls 1 2 3
Music Halls 1. 2
Public Baths 2 5 1 3 I
Botanical Gardens 3 1 2
Corn Exchanges **** 1 2 3
Average Rank 1e6 262 26k 3ok Leh 547 S8 6 6e5 7 72 8

thes:

* The Act to facilitate the provision of ¥ i
was passed in 1806. _ est Riding court houses

contd.
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the position with ité educational and recreational institutions;
its Lancasterian.school, theatre, and botanical gardeﬁs were all’
erected earlier than similar facilities in Leeds. Wakefield
came close behind Sheffield in importance as a trehd—setter;

its cloth hall, court house, proprietary school, and possibly
also its assembly rooms, were the first buildings of their kind
prbvided in the Riding. Doncaéter seems to have been a trend-
setter within the limited range of buildings associated with
lleisure and recreation. Even where the town's buildings

ranked thifd they were exemplary for their lavishness. This

is hardly surprising for a town of which the Baines directory

said in 1822:

~

There are few towns in the kindgom in which
so great a portion of the inhabitants possess
independent fortunes, and the neighbourhood
is remarkable for opulent families.?

1. E.Baiges, 1822 p. I, 169.

Table V.1 Notes, contd.

** Some town halls were used as.assembly rooms; the table
does not include them. o

¢+ A small number of converted premises are included in

this category.

ses*  The first corn exchange built in the Riding was at

Wakefield in 1820, but it has been ignored because
it survived only for two or three years and therefore

was unlikely to have led to emulation due to rivalry
or good example.
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The remaining eight towns, alfhough achieving second or third rank
on occasions, never attained first rank and therefore the ranking
table gives strong support to the hypothesis suggested. Vhile the
inhabitants of these towns were quite possibly aware.of developments

outside the Riding, they always had a local example which they might
follow. ‘

III

There were three principal causes of the emulétivevprocess.

Firstly, emulgtion was promoted by purely practical consideration.

The novel problemsvof urban growth, particularly during the

Industrial Révoluti§n, made innovation in the sphere of urban

amenities almost essential; cpnsequéntly, a town's inhabitants

often in?estigated methodsbemployed to solve problems and accommodate
new requirements in other towng, with a view to imitating suitable
provisions. | When imitation did occur it was caused not so much

by envy or rivalry, but rather by a genuine and unashamed desire to
use the most advaﬂced}modern and froven devices to cater for contemporary
urban reqﬁirements; the examples of emulation cited earlier in this
chapter clegrly iliustrate this. fact. >The terms, such as 'the best
constructed”, '"worthy of imitation", "attended with universal success',
all indicate thatlthe‘pfomotegs of buildings felt that amenities
elsewhcre offered a valuable illustration of what might be done.

This is particulérly well illustrated by the comments made by an



208

inhabitant of Wakefield, when he encouraged his fellow townsmen to

provide the town's multi-purpose public building, the Public Rooms:

"The town of Leeds, originally of no greater extent or
importance than Wakefield, has, from peculiar circum-
stances, aided by the spirited exertions of its
inhabitants, become entitled to rank as the first town
in the county, whether it be considered for its extent
and population, or for its wealth and public spirit.
To enumerate all its public Institutions and Buildings
would be unnecessary, but amongst those which it does
possess may be mentioned its Gas Lights, Water Works, .
and Infirmary. - To these and others will soon be added
Public Baths, and a Building preparing for the Philo-
sophical Society lately established there .... These
observations upon the prosperity of a neighbouring
town have not been called forth by envy or jealousy,
but rather with a view to hold it up as an example
worthy to be followed, and as a proof of what may be

" accomplished by a little exertion and public spirit.

A second cause of emulation was economic rivalry, and is highlighted
in the provision of marketing and commercial buildings in the West
‘Riding. The clearest illustration is glven by the provision of
cloth halls. The cloth industry was the major source of wealth in
tﬁe VWest Rid%ng during the_seventéZnth and eighteenth centuries and,
because a town might grow prosperous on‘the revenue and business
produced by a cloth market, there was a great deal of rivalry between
towns for predominance as cloth marketing centres.2 During the
seventeenth century, Wakefield and Leeds grew in size and importance
as cloth marketing centres and a strong rivalry developed between them.3
The provision of a cloth hall at Leeds in the early eighteenth centﬁry

clearly demonstrates that the town's inhavbitants believed their

success in competing for trade and commerce was substantially

1. Vakefield Public Rooms, Public Library and Newsroom (Wakefield,
© 1 July 1820).

2. H. Heaton, The Yorkshire wOollen and WOrsted Industries
(Oxford, 1965), passim.

3. Ibid, pp.359-63.
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dependent upon the marketing and commercial amenities which they
provided. Vhen a cloth hall was built at Wakefield in 1710, the
inhabitants of Leeds reécted with remarkable speed. Thoresby, the

local antiquérian-and member of the Leeds Corporation, wrote in his

diary on l4th August 1710:

Roéé with the Mayof esees and others to my lord Irwin's
- at Temple Newsam, about the erection of a hall for white
cloths in Kirkgzate, to prevent the damage to this town eeee

of one lately erected at w%kefield, with design to
engross the woollen trade. - .

By April 1?;1 the proposed Leeds hall was Suilt and open for business.
while one reason forjprOQiding é cloth hail was simply to make
lmarketing eaéie; and éieasénter,vclearly thé promoteré were
.motivated principaliy by the feér of losing trade to other towns.
This argument is supported by another example in the 1770's. On
this occasion Leeds faced a challenge from the small village of
Gomersal, where a scheme to build a large white cloth hall was afoot.
Th% scheme's principal appéal was that Gomersal was situated quite
close to the éentre of the cloth manufacturing area, in direct
contrast to Leeds, which was situated on its periphery. It is.not
diffiéuit to appreciate the Leeds merchants' fear that clothiers
might be drawn away from their market to the geographically advantageous
site at Gomersal. The trustees of the Leeds White Cloth Hall
threatened legal action to’prevent the building of the new hall and
took various measures to discourage its patronage, but meanwhile the
merchants of Leeds turned their attention to more practical and

satisfactory methods of circumventing the new rival. This they did

by promoting a new and much larger White Cloth Hall which was erected

1. R. Thoresby, Diary (830 ), II, 65-6.
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at Leeds, 1775-6.1

It cannot be doubted that all the cloth halls built in tﬁe West Riding
were at least partially the product of economic rivalry, and the view
that they were a vital:raid to cohpetition. In 1829 an inhabitant of
Wakefiéld, whén he considéred the great proéperity of Leeds, clearly

stated the value of cloth halls in economic competition:

Doubtless Leeds 1is in a great measure indebted

for its state of prosperity to being the principal
seat of the Cloth Trade, and when the great advan-
tages.which it has derived on account of possessing
the White and Coloured Cloth Halls are duly con-
sidered, it must for ever be lamented that the
inhabitants of Wakefield were, at the time of their
_erection, so little alive to the real interests of .
their own town, as to allow_themselves to be
deprived of the White Hall.?

Thé third force which encouraged the process of emulation was a kind
" of self-conscious civic pride. The inhabitants of towns valued the
good opinion of outsiders, and they feared the loss of these opinions
if the amenities they provided were inferior to those ;n other towns.
This was, paftly at least, the reason for the provision o; many
buildings. For example,bthe people'of Wakéfield seem to have been
particul%rly sensitive to the opinions of’outsiders, as the prospec-
tuses for the two of the town's public buildings reveal. The
Exchange Buildihgskprospectus issued in 18326 poihted out:

If has long been the surprise of Strangers, that the

frequenters of the Wakefield Corn Market should be so

much exposed to the casualties of the VWeather, and

other unfavourable circumstance; and it is generally

admitted, that no Market in the Kingdom of half its 3
importance is so inadequately provided with Accommodation.

1. For fuller details see H. Heaton, op.cit. pp.366=70. The
- Gomersal cloth hall was built but never achieved major success.

2. Wakefield Public Rooms, op.cit.

3. Wakefield Exchange Buildings, Prospectus for the Erection of a
Corn Exchanre .... (Wakefield, 1530).
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The prospectus issued to urge the provision of a public room sixteen
years earlier represents an even more extreme display of self-

consciousness:

That Wakefield, situated in the centre of an opulent
and populous neighbourhood, and containing the
various public edifices belonging to the West-Riding
of the County, should be totally unprovided with
any Building adapted to the purposes of Public

" Amusements, of Lectures or Exhibitions, has long
caused a feeling of regret in the minds of the
constant inhabitants of the town, and has not
unfrequently been a subject of surprise to those
who make it their occasional residence. Nor is
this the only want of which Wakefield has to
complain: there is not another town in the Riding,
perhaps in the County, whose Library and News-Rooms
are so inadequate to the uses for which they are

designed, or sg inconvenient with regard to their
‘situation eceee )

Even Leeds, the wealthiest town in the West Riding, was partly
~induced to provide public buildings by a sensitivity to the

opinions of outsiders. A writer to the Leeds Intellipencer

revealed this fact when discussing economic matters:

Sir - The spirit of improvement which happily seems
now in progress, will I trust, wipe off the justly
merited reproach under which the town has so long |
laboured; the removal of the o0ld butchers' shambles
will, I hope be soon followed by other improvements
consistent with the opulence and commercial impor-
tance of the town of leeds, and no longer subject us
to the scorn of visitors, who wonder that, with the
advance of intelligence and general science, we have
been negligent of those matters, by which other
large commercial towns have facilitated the inter-
course of strangers with their merchants eeee

. Three markets, a bazaar and shambles, a corn exchange, and a merchants'

exchange were provided in the seven years following this letter.

1. Wakefield Public Rooms, op.cit.
2. L.I. 15 July 1822,



Althouéh'in some cases the opinions of outsiders were not referred
to specifically when the reasons for providing a building were
discussed, there was often a strong implication that the lack of
the facility concerned reflected badly on the town. For example,
when a case was made out for the provision of Sheffield Infirmary
in 1792, potential subscribers were reminded that there was
._scaiceiy a city or ;arge town in.the kkngdom that had not already
established an infirmary.1 |

( .

A similar sort of implication was contained in a letter to the
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‘Leeds Mercury in 1818 recommending the erection of the Philosophical -

-Hall:

“

It has long been the subject of surprise to me and
I believe to many others, that although the town of
Leeds is justly celebrated for the number of its
benevolent and humane institutions, it can boast

of no Society for the promotion of intellectual and
literary improvement .... There are few large towns
where such institutions do not exist or flourish,
and they are patronised in many places, much less
considerable in extent and much less respectable

~ in the chgracter of the inhabitants, than the town
of Leeds. .

1. J.D. Leader and S.Sneil, op.cit. p.6b.
2. leeds lMercury 26 September 1818.
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IV

In conclusion, attention turhé from emuiation and its causes to a
brief comment on civic pride; for, just as the factors producing
emulafion influenced prqvisign of buildings by a town's inhabitants
acting both publicly and privately, civic pride also featured in
thé building decisions of the twé sect;rs.- Public buildings were
regarded as status‘symﬁdls, Symbdié of taste, culture, and |
respectability; and as a historian pointed out in the 1880's,

they were "£he best proof of opdlence".1v Quite apart from the

. feeling of inferioritj which motivééed emulation, it is clear that
the inhabitants of the West Riding were proud of their towns and
cohnty and wished to frovide builéings which proclaimed their

~ virtues and achievements. The origin of the reflection qf this
pride with the provision of buildings is difficulf fo pinpoint.
Little existed in sevénteenth—century Leeds, if Thoresby's comments
on the Leeds7inhébitants' actions were generally appii;able. Ile
castigated his fellow townsmen for their refusal of substantial
financiai aid towards rebuilding the town's Moot Hall in the latter
part of the century: 'We might have boasted of a stateiy Comitium,
where Convehiencykis now.all that is prétended to".2 However,

by the end of our period, there can be no doubt that Yorkshiremen's
self-assured pride in their town and county had been established and

that provisions in other towns were being imitated not only in defence

of their stgtus and dignity, but out of self-confident pride. For

1. J. Clegg, Annals of Bolton (Bolton, 1888), p.78.
2. R Thoresby, Ducatus Leodiensis (1715), p.lS;
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example, the tone of a letter to the Leeds Intelligencer in 1824

calling for the provision of a dispensary in Bradford was not couched
in apologetic terms but rather more in chauvinistic pride. The

correspondent, a Bradford man, rallied his fellow townsmen with

the call:

Institutions of this kind are an honour to the towns

" in which .they are supported. Bradford is the only
wealthy manufacturing town hereabouts-in which such a

one does not exist; and shall Wakefield, Huddersfield
and Halifax excel us? Our pride says nay.1

The element of civic pride was also apférent in a letter to the Leeds
Intelligencer recommending the provision of the Commercial Buildings;
the writer askea wﬁy Leeds should not "have all the advantages

experienced in other large Manufacturing Towhs".2 Civic pride

reached such proportions in Leeds in the 1820's that it even trans-

cended political differences as a report in the Leeds Intellipencer

indicated:

We cannot close this article without congratulating
our fellow townsmen on the greatest of all improve-
ments. A short time only has elapsed since war
raged without, and party feuds within. Now one
feeling seems to animate both Whigs and Tories,
viz. an anxiety to improve the convenience of this
ancient borough. We trust this spirit will remain
undiminished until the town is susceptible of no
further addition; either useful or ornamental. 5

That the provision of public buildings could be a demonstration of
pride in both town and county, is clearly evident from the words of

Lord Morpeth at the cpening of the West Riding Proprietary School:

1 am Jealous for the success of everything which can
redound to the just credit of Yorkshire; I wish that

1. - 14 October 1824.
2e 7 May 182"{’.
3. Ibid. 2 December 1824,

r-d IL-'



it should lay behind in_no department, where honest
praise can be attained.
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1. West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit. p.28.
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CHAPTER VI

THE ORGANIZATION OF BUILDING PROJECTS

PART ONE

This chapter and its successor examine the prbcesses invoived in
the provision of a public building from the inception of the scheme
to thé compietion of the structure. - Since data relating to such:
projecté before the mid-eighteenth century are extremely sparse,
the bulk of the e#idence for their organization is drawn from

-the period 175?-1840. The ﬁresent chapter describes the

activities preceding the commencement of building work.

I

Once the idea of providing a public building was conceived the
next step in the process 1eéding'to the erection of the building
depended on.how it was to be firanced. If the initiators of the
idea intended to finance the building personally, then their next
step was to choose a site and select an architect. However, in
most cases they needed to gather the support of people who had
access to the capital required. Where the building was to be
financed by a public body, it was necessary to solicit the support
| of fhe members of a corporation, a charitable trust or, in the
casé of a vestry, the ratepayers of the parish. Alternatively,
if finance was to come from the private sector, then a more

~ general appeal had to be made. ~In both:casea the promoters' }
usual method was to use private contacts to secure the commitment

of a hard core of supporters and then to submit their proposals
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to a formal meetinge.

In cases where finance was dependent upon the decisions of the
members of a public §ody‘such as a corporation‘or cha&itable trust
the discussions and éeetings were inevitably small-scale affairs.
In the case of the rebuilding of Leeds Moot Hall, 1710-11, by the
Leeds Pious Uses Committee and Leeds Corporation, the informél
promotion of the scheme was so effective that the first reference
to the froject in the bodies' minutes mefely approved what had
already been decided in private. In fact, the contract was
.signed only fﬁur days after the scheme was first referred to in
Leeds Corporation minutes, an architeét havihg already submitted

plans and specifications for the building.1

In Sheffield, at the same period, the procedure followed by

public bodies for initiating the provision of public buildings
seems to have been rather more f§rmal. For example, :eferring

to the inception of thé scheme for erecting Sheffield Town Hall,
1700-1, an entry in the Burgery’ Accounts for the year 1699-1700
reads:. "Spent att a”meeteing about the Townes Hall 3—4&"; as

at subseqnent'meetings to discuss the pr§posed town hall, the
money accounted for was the cost of the ale consumed during the
proceediﬁgs.2 Likewise, a preliminary meeting to discuss the
desirability of Suilding a new Cutlers' Hall was held at Sheffield
in February 1725. The minutes of the Cutlers' Company record:

"the Trustees, Wardens and the Company mett to know whether the

»

1.  1CM2, £0.69, 5 June 17103 DB/LC art 1. 1
g yhiy 1910 ‘ ; /197/1, part 1, 151,

2. J.D. Leader, The Records of the Burperyof Sheffield,

commonly called the Town Trust (Sheffield, 10U7),
ppo 271-06 e
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Hall should come down or noe".1

When the availability of finance was dependent upon the support
of é larger number of people, such as the ratepayers of a parish
or the wealthier members of & community in general, public
meetings were held. The records of parish vestries provide
ample evidence of such meetings prior to the mid;eighteenth
century, particularly with reference to the provision of
‘workhouses.z After this period there'are frequent press
records of meetings held to promote all manner of public buildings.
To encourage attendance at these events promoters ofien placed

\

advertisements in local newspapers. An eariy example from

the leeds Intelligencer refers to the proposal to erect a new

cloth hall at Leeds in 177h:

VYhite=~Cloth-Hall at Leeds

At a meeting of several of the Trustees of the

" White~Cloth-Hall, and of Freeholders and Merchants
’ of Leeds, had on Tuesday last, it was unanimously

Reésolved, To advertise a General Meeting of all the

White-Clothiers, Freeholders, Merchants, Traders,

and others, any way concerned in the Expediency of

erecting A New White-Cloth-Hall at lLeeds. (the

present Hall being found incogmodious and totally
insufficient for the purpose)”

A similar type of advertisement appeared in the leeds Intellipencer

in 1785 inviting people interested in the provision of a concert

room at Leeds to attend a public meeting:

A Meeting of Inhabitants of the Town of Leeds, who are
desirous of promoting a Concert and Ball, for the
Winter Season, is requested at Mr. Wood's, the 0Old
King's Arms, Leeds, on Thursday 10th November at

}

1e Re.E. Leader, History of the Company of Cutlers in Hallamshire
in_the County of York (Sheffield, 1905), I, 155~9.

2. ‘For example, Knaresborough vestry and Bradford vestry.

See M.Calvert, The History of Knaresborourh (Knaresborough,
~ 1844), p.79, and J.James, The History and Topopraphy of
Bradford (1841), pp. 153-4, ‘

3. L.I. 16 August 177%.




11 o'clock a.m.

A Subscription being already open for the Building of
a New and Complete CONCERT ROOM, Plans and Estimates
will then be submitted to the Consideration of the
Gentlemen Presento ecscevrcoesecvse As it may be
adviseable, at the same time, to take into
Consideration some other Public Building, such as

a Library or Hall for Narrow Cloth, Worsted Goods

& c. the Attendance of such as find themselves
interested therein is likewise required.1

The principal purpose of the public meetings was'to discuss the
viability of the project and to sound out potential supporters
of the scheme. If the geﬁeral tenor of opinion favoured the

" scheme, attention turned to a discussion of the facilities

which ought to be incorporated in the building, the amount of
capital required, and the choice of site. The meetings then
closed by electing, or arranging a date er electing, a

committee to fully investigate the proposals and set the
project in motion..

—

fhere are numerous examples of these procedures taking place at
meetings, but a.feﬁ illustrations must suffice. One example

is the meeting of merchants in 1774 to discuss the provision of
the new white cloth hall at Leeds where it was reéolved that

g Committee may be appointed for carrying into Executioh such
Resolutions as shall from time to time be made respecting the
said hall".®  Another example is a meeting held at Leeds in
June 1823 to discusé the provision of the South Market: the
meeting, in addition to endorsing the proposal, decided that:

a particular.site was suitable; the capital should be raised in

‘ )
£50 shares; and when £10,000 capital had been subscribed, a
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1. L.I. 1 November 1785.

2 H.Heaton; "The Leeds White Cloth Hall", Thors.Soc.Pubns.
XXII, (1913), 139-40.
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meeting should be held to elect a committee to set the project

under waye

.Regardless of whether‘a building was promoted by a pubiic body
or a group of privaté individuals, a special committee was always
appoipted to handle the‘project. There are many examples in
addition to those already cited: Doncaster Cofporation
established building committees in 1744 for the erection of its
Mansion House,2 and in 1774 for the erection of Doncaster
Playhouse;3 a "committee.for building a Piece Hall" in Halifax

‘ was appointed in 1774;“ and the West Riding Magistrates

appointed a c;mmittee in 1819 to deal with the rebuilding of the

House of Correction.s. The initial duties of these committees

were usually threefold: to obtain a site for the building; to

solicit designs from architects; and, in the case of collective

private ventures, to gather in funds to finance the building.
I

Although tentative negotiations about possibie sites.wefe sometimes
entered into very eaily on, the first principél concerﬂ of these
commitfees, in the case of private projects, was to raise the

funds required. The usual procedure Qas to publicize the scheme

by newspaper advertisements, handbills, and printed prospectuses,

which suggested the merits of the scheme and informed the reader

1. I:I_.l. 19 June 18230

2. Doncaster Corporation, A Calendar to the Records of the Borough
of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), 1V, 216,

3. Ibid. IV, 245. | o
b L.I. 31 January 1775. | !

5. J.H. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), p.150o

6. Ina few cases subscription lists were opened before a
- building committee was appointed, e.g. Leeds South Market.
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where he might subscribe for shares or hand in hig donation.
For example, the handbill which publicized the Wakefield Public
Rooms scheme in 1820 informed its readers of the promoters!

resolution: )

That Books, for entering the Names of such Gentlemen
as wish to become Shareholders, be left at the two
Banks and at the Shop of Mr.R. Nichols, Bookseller;
the Bo%ks to remain open until the lst day of March

next.
The prospectus published in 1836 for Wakefield Exchange Buildings
told readers desiring to buy shares to apply to the Bank of
. Messré. Leatham & Co., The Wakefield Banking Company, or The
Northérn and Céntral Bank, Wakefield, where a deposit of £1 per
. share would be required.2 Presumably solicitors' offices were
also used as repositories for subscription books, since each |
company had its own solicitor. The method of disposing of shares
in Leeds Commercial Buildings was rather different: the twenty

{
members of the building committee were each given the task of

oore

‘allocating twenty shares,3 but it is not known how often this

method was used.

v S
1.  Wakefield Public Rooms, Wakefield, 20th January 1820, At a

Meeting held this Day veceoes (A handbill - for a copy
see Y A.5. 53 L20). :

2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings, Prosgectusv (Wakefield, 1836).

3 l:lﬁ ' 9 December 1824,
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Once the initigtérs of a schemé, or a building coumittee, were
confident that sufficient funds to erect a building would be at
their disposal, they‘set about;choosing a aite.1 The criteria
which determined the suitabiiity of a site were location, cost,
and size. The subscribers to Leeds lancasterian School, when
chqosing its site, clearly considered convenience of position to
be of greater importance than cost. The first report of the

school's committeé in 1814 stated that:

The situation of the School was determined at a General
_Meeting of the Subscribers, as being a central one, and
.as such advantageous for the attendance of the children,

and presenting an inducement to the patrons and friends

of the Institution frequently to visit it. Though the
" cost of the ground was more than it would have been in

some parts of the town the Committee are satisfied, that

these advan%gges are more than compensation for the

difference.
The location of a site was of especial importance to the success

of commercial amenities, and therefore projectors of such enterprises

laid emphasis on this factor. The projectors of Leeds Commercial

Buildings had difficulty in obtaining a sufficiently large site
~ in a prominent position in the town centre, and finally bought a
site which had little to recommend it other than its location.

Commehting on the Commercial Buildings, the Leeds Monthly Marazine

said:
There cannot be two opinions about the exterior; it
is clumsy, uncouth, and inelegant in the highest degree.
This, however, we are told results, in a great measure,

1. On a few occasions tentative negotiations for a site were

begun prior to gathering financial support for a project.
2. Quoted in F.Beckwith, "Thomas Taylor - Regency Architect",
Thors.Soc.Pubns. Monograph I (1949), p.23
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from the desire of the projectors to occupy every inch

of the ground with the site of the building, and to
sacrifice external taste and beauty to the completeness
and perfection of the interior. Perhaps they were right,
the ground is certainly far from being the most proper
and commodious piece for such an undertaking, and we

have little doubt, that, in the plenitude of their
wisdom, they have made the most of it.}

This view was echoed by the Leeds Intelligencer in its comments

oﬁ the architects' designs for the building: it had been difficult
to produce “a regular edifice from an irregu}gr site".2 - Cost was
a major influence in the cﬁoice of the site for leeds Central
Market. The sub-committee appointed to buy a site abandoned
negotiations for the one most favoured "on account of the high
price asked by its owners - quite inconsistent with its worth";3

they éventually purchased the "next most eligible site".’+

Building committees or their counterparts normally selected and
obtained a site by making approaches to the owners of suitadle

pieces of ground. For example, in 1755 the minutes of leeds Pious

Uses Committee reveal that:

At this Court, John Rogerson and Benjamin Holdsworth
on Behalf of themselves and the rest of the Mixt
Clothiers came and proposed to purchase of the
Committee the Ground called the Tenter Garth eeeccee
in order to make the land a _convenient Market for the
sale of Broad Woolen cloth.5

1. leeds Monthly Masazine IX, Nov.1829, 429?30.
2. L.I. 30 June 1825. |

3. Ibid. 2 February 1822. o

4, Ibid.

5,' DB/197/1, pért 2, fo.4h8, 24 November 1755.
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In this case nothing came of their application and the Mixed Cloth
Hall was built glsewhere; In another instance, the projectors of

" Leeds Corn Exéhange selected a suitable site and then sent a
deputation to the owner, Mrs. Baron, to negotiate for its purchase.1
In a few cases, projectors resorted to advertisings The White
6lothiers advertised in the Leeds Intelligencer on 25th February
17553

Wanted to be purchased a Piece of Ground at leedes,
whereon to build a WHITE CLOTH-HALL. essesee NoBos
In Meadow~Lane or Hunslet-Lane near the Bridge will
be the most convenient situation.

However, once' a project had received publicity, it must have been
quite common for owners of land to make unsolicited offers of
sites to its projectorss When leeds Corn Exchange was projected

in 1825, one landowner even advertised in the local newspaper that

his land was available:
! CORN EXCHANGE

to be sold by private contract, a valuable freehold
estate on the East Side of Cross Parish in leeds, in
the several Occupations of Messrs. Burnley, Threlfall,
Barr and other: the Front next the street about Twenty

Yards, and the Depth from front to back about Seventy >
Yards. A most eligible situation for a CORN EXCHANGE.

In quite a large number of cases, however, projectors did not need

to search for sites or, indeed, pay for them.3 Doncaster Corporation,
for example, owning a large amount of'land in tﬁe centre of the town,
erected several buildings there; the theatre, and the gaol, built
1768-9, are cases in point. Similarly, Sheffield Town Trust

. helped to finance the erection of Sheffield Town Hall, 1808-10,

1. L.I. 2% February, 3 March 1825.
2. Ibid. 17 February 1825.

3.

See the pazettear for the sources of the data given in this
and the following paragraph.
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which was built on a piece of ground which the Trust owned. Existing
sités were 6ften gsed in the rebuilding of many public buildings:
for example, the Sheffield Cutlers' Halls, 1725-6 and 1832-3; and
Leeds Moot Hall, 1710-11. Many almshouéés also Qere rebuilt on
their existing sites; for example, Waterhouse's Almshouses at
Halifax, 1812—13, the Hornes! Almshauses at Wakefield in 1793.

This practice was most common in the case of churches and chapels;
the Baptist Chapel at Halifax, 1835, Scotland Street Methodist New
Connexion Chapel at Sheffield, 1828-9, and leeds Parish Church,
- 1838-41, are but a few of the instances.

\
The projectors of many charitable buildings and places of worship
were saved both the trouble and expense of purchasing sites by the
.donation Qf suitable ones. For example, the Duke of Norfolk gave
land in Sheffield for St. Mary's Church, 1826-30; St. John's
Church, 1836-8; and the Shrewsbury Almshouses, rebuilt 1825-7.
Siﬁilarly, Sir John Ramsden gave the site for St. Paui's Church,
Huddersfield, in 1838, and presented a site, at a nominai rent, for
the town's National School in 1820, Charles Harris gave the site
for the British and Infant School erected at Bradford in 1831.
Surprisingly, in spite of the commercial nature of the building,

/
'~ a site was donated even for Halifax Piece Hall in 1775.

- III

' )
Once a site had been chosen, the first decision a building committee

had to make was whether or not to commission an architect to submit
a design. Even by the early nineteenth century, it was noi certain

that an architect would be employed - a builder might have sufficient
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expertise to perform the task: when Williém Lindley, the Doncaster
architect, was asked to prepare plans for Rotherham's new market
place and shambles in 1801 he declined on the grounds that in his
opinion the buildings were "intended to be so plain and simple in
construction'” that the assistance qf a professional architect was
unnecessary.1, Because of the vagueness and brevity of contemporary
building records, it is often difficult to ascertain whether a
builder or an architect had been employed to deéign a public
building in the seventeenth or eighteenth century. This subject
is further complicated by the fact that some men performed the dual
role of architect and builder. (In fact no evidence has been
discovered showing that "architeéts" were employed to design
public buildings other than churches and chapels in the West

Riding during the seventeenth century.)

However, during the eighteenth century, in an increasingly large
proportion ‘of cases, men who were expressly denominated "architect"
were employed to design all types of.public buildings. - Data
concerhing Sheffieid Town Hall, 1700-1, and leeds Moot Hall,
1710-11, show that by the beginning of fhe eighteenth century,

: a;chitects were employed to @esign some secular public buildings.

They also illustrate the lack of distinction which existed between

an “"architect" and a "builder" at this time. in the case of

Sheffield Town Hall, a Mr. Renny was paid £2. 3s. 0d. fbr Wdrawing
the draught of the hall", and he also contracted to erect the

| .2
building. Unfortunately, the evidence gives no indication of

1. J.gz;st. Historic Notices of Rotherham .... (Worksop, 1879),
P .

2. J.D. Leader, op.cit. pp.271-86.



what contemporaries considered Mr. Renny's professional status to
be. The evideqce regarding Leeds Moot Hall is more informative;
the Leeds authorities agree& to rebuild the hall in accordance -
with a "draught made and given in" by '"Mr. William‘Etty of York,
Architect".1 'waever, despite his status of "Architect", Mr.

Etty, like Mr. Renny, also contracted to perform the building

wérk.2

‘A8 the eighteenth century progressed, builders were still asked

occasionally to make designs for small public buildings or

alterations to existing ones = for example, when Leeds Moot

Hall was altered in 1766 plans and estimates were sought from
3

"workmen".” - However, professional architects were employed to

‘design the vast majority of public buildings: James Paine
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designed Doncaster Mansion, 1745-8;u John Carr of York designed

| the lLeeds General Infirmary, 1'767--71,5 end the West Riding House -

of Correction at Wakefield, 1766-8;6 Mr. Atkinson of York
designed the new theatre at Sheffield, 1777- ;/ Mr. Lindley of

York désigned the playhouse at Doncaster, 1775-6.8 Even in some

of these cases the architect's function was not limited to designing

the building but also included contracting to erect the building.

1. DB/197/1, part 1, fo0.151, 9 June 1710.

2. Tbid. S ,
30 LC/QSO (1766-75)9 VfOoa’ 28 May 1766.
L,

Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, p.265;
S5« SeTe Anning, The General Infirmary at Leeds‘(1963), I, 7
6. J.H. Turner, op.cit. p.88.

7.  S.C.A. MS.Wil. D256, dated 30 Decembeér 1776.
Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, 245,
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For example, Mr. Lindley contracted to build Doncaster Playhouse.1
However, during Fhe second half of the eighteenth century it was
uncommdn for an architect to both design and contract to erect a
building. By the beginning of the nineteenth century, the
employment of an architect to design a public building was
virtually a foregone éonclusion, and it was extfemely rare for

him also to contract to erect the building.

Until the last years of the eighteenth century architects were

chosen on the basis of their reputation. Although there may have
been some jockeying for position behind the scenes for appointment

as architect there was no formal competition: Mr. Renny and Mr.
Etty, resﬁectively, were the only figures associated with the designs
for Sheffield Town Hall and Leeds Moot Hall; Mr. Lindley of York
wvas the only architect asked to submit a design for Doncaster

?heatre in 177l+.2 Similarly, when a new Cutlers' Hall at Sheffield

was proposed in 1776 only one architect, Mr. Atkinson of York, was

requested to submit a design.3

It was not until the 1796'5 that the first evidence appears of the
selection of an architect as the result of open competition.  When
a design was required for Sheffield General Infirmary in 1792, it
was decided to advertise, but even in fhis case .the architect
appointed, Mr. Rawstone, was not selected on the basis of a design

for the building ~ his suitability was adjudged from the recommen=-

dations and testimonials which he produced.u '

1. Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, 245,
2. Ibid. '

3. R.E. Leader’ OE.Cit. I" 189.

4, J.D. Leader and S. Snell, The History of the Sheffield Royal
Infirmary (Sheffield, 1897), pp.ls-1il.
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However, in fhe early nineteenth century it became common practice
for the appointment of the architect of a public building to be
thrown open to competition on the basis of the best design;
building committees either advertised generally for architects"
designs or personally invited a number of suitably qualified
architects to submit them. - Advertisements for deéigns were issued
'fér buildings such as the WESf Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum,
1816-18, Leeds Public Baths, 1819-20, Leeds South Market,

1823-k, and Sheffield Cutlers' Hall, 1832-3.7 The response

to the advertisements was quite sizable: forty designs were
submitted for ‘the Asylum; twelve for the Baths; and thirteen
designs plus two moqels for the Cutlers! Hall.2 Where personal
invitations to submit designs were issued to particular architects,
the number varied}. six wére issued for Leeds.Commercial Buildings
in 1825,3 compared with three for ieeds Corn Exchange in 1825,4

and twelve for Wakefield Exchange Buildings in 1836.5

Vhile the prospect of lucrative employment undoubtedly provided
a considerable incentive for architects to submit designs, some

promoters did not consider it sufficient inducement; often a

formal competition for designs was instituted, with money prizes

for runners-up as well as for winners. A competition was held for

the design of the West Riding Paﬁper Lunatic Asylum, the winning

architect receiving one hundred guineas, and those in second and

1. L.I. 2 January 1815; leeds Public Baths, Byelaws .... (Leeds,
1626), p.3; L.I. 26 June 1823; R.E. Leader, op.cit. I,
' 190-3; respectively, :

2. Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Flevations .... (1819); Leeds
-~ Public Baths, op.cit. p.3;

R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 180-3;
respectively. P ok ! 37

3« L.I. 23 June 1825,

4, Ibid. 8 Septembver 1825,

5« Wakefield IExchange Buildings Paper
minutes, 1836=40. Pers, An abstract of the company
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third places seventy and fifty guineas respectively.1 A formal
‘competition was olso held for the design of.Leeds South Market,
the successful architect receiving twenty guineas, and the two
runners-up ten and five guineas respectively.2 The terms of the
competition for the designs of Leeds Central Market and Wakefield
Exchange Buildings were slightly difforent: the reward of the
winning architects was deemed to be their contract of employment,
and prizes were awarded only to the rumnners-up. In the Central

Market competition the two runners-up received £30 and £20
3

respectively,” and in the Exchange Buildings competition the

prizes were £40 and £.20.'+ :

One of the principal reasons fon instituting formal:design
competitions with'prize money seems to have been that they were

the least expensive method of obtaining a sizable choice of designs.
If the practice followed by the projectors of Leeds Commercial
ﬁuildings was typical, the drawback of inviting a number of
specifically chosen architects to submit designs was that they all
had to'be paid; the five architects whose designs were rejected

were paid a total of £h25 = by far the largest expenditure for
unused designs.5

Once architects had been induced to snbmit competing designs, the
most suitable one was selected by the building committee or a
general meeting of the promoters. Provided that no element of

favouritism or corruption was involved, the choice of design was

1. -I_J_O_I_O 2 Janua.ry 1815'
2. Ibid. 26 June 1823,
3. Ibid. 22 April 1824,

L, J.xauwalker, Wakefield its History and People (Wakefield, 1934),
p. [ ]

5. L.I. 7 July 1825; Thor.Soc. 31D1.
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made on three principal criteria: the practicability of the desigﬁ

for the purposes intended; the appearance of the building; and

its estimated cost.

The iméortance of all these factors is particularly well illustrated
by the circumstances surrounding the selection of a design for the
Léeds Commercial Buildings in 1825.1 The choice of design proved
to be such a contentious issue that the building committee's
deéision was overruled by the subscribers to the project, who held
a further meeting at which four baliots were required before a

final decision was reached. The local newspaper's appraisal of

the six coﬁpeting designs illustrates the criteria adopted for

making the choice. First of all it made comments on the style

of building thought most suitable:

We do not desire or expect that a public building in a
manufacturing town, erected principally for commercial
purposes, should exhibit the lightness, airiness and
ornament of a House of Assembly in a fashionable
watering place. Solidarity combined with taste, and
utility with comfort, convenience and economy, are
"the objects chiefly deserving attention.

On the iésue of practicability and convenience éeveral of the

designé were harshly criticised. It was thought that the rooms of
one would be too dark; andther;wasted Qpace; a third was adjudged
totally unsui£able because its internal accommodation was deficient

and light and air were excluded from the coffee room "“as carefully

as from a rat-trap"; Harsh criticisms were made also on the

grounds of appearance. For example,'it was suggested that the

?

1. The details of the competition are fully described in L. I.
‘ 23, 20 June, 7, 14, July 1825,
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front elevation of the design which the committee had chosen "would
rather become a ball-room at Bathy than a commercial newsroom at
Leeds". Another design was described.as having '"two eje-sofes -
the lantern - like a chinese wart, and the upper row of windows,
or rather.portholes in front". The importance of cost was also
particularly evident, for the paper reported that the building
co@mittee, after its choice of design had been overruled, wrote
to another of the architects asking him to reduce his estimate.
John Clark, the afchiteétAéoncerned, complied with their request
and subsequently won the competition. However, the newspaper
revealed also,that the three criteria for choice might be ignored
because of personal considerations: "It is rumoured that Mr.
Chantrell's [desigr] will be rejected whatever its merits because
the subscribers are prejudiced against him", - This, apparently,
was because of problems wﬁich’had afisén concerning buildings

which he had designed and supervised in lLeeds in the previous few

years.

Strong'controﬁersy over the choice of a design probably occurred
quite.frequently; Another example is that of tﬁe choice of design
for the Sheffield Cutlers' Hall, 1822-3. The competition for the
best design was such & close-run affair that as a result the two
architects who had submitted the best'designs, éamuel Worth and

Benjamin Broomhead Taylor, were appointed as joint architects.1

10 R.E. Leader. OE.Cit. I’ 190‘3.



233
v

Once an architect had been chosen hé became the key figure in the
building project. .The extent to which he supervised the ensuing
affairs faried according to the competence of the building committee.
The typical functions of an architect on a public building'projéct
are clearly summarized in a statemedt made by the proprietors of
Sheffield Assembly Rooms and Thegtre, when they resolved to employ

Mr. Atkinson, a York architect, to design their new theatre in 1776

Mr. Atkinson be employed to give such further plans, as
shall be necessary for the completion of the said
buildings. And also to take estimates from any worke
man that chuses to produce them. And that he is to
assist the committee in contracting with such work-
men as shall be most approved. Then also resolved
“that he shall be further employed to superintend, and

- from time to time as occasion shall require, give
instructions to such as shall be employed.1'

Having appointed the architect.and gpproved his design, the next

step for the‘buiiding committee,wyith the assistance of the architect,
was to decide who would erect the building. . The building conmittee
had two options in tﬁis respect, either it could employ one firm to
take responsibility for erecfing thé whole buiiding or, alternatively,
it could employ different firms or workmen to carry out each of the
.different proéesses necessary;.i.e. oné firm to dig the fbﬁndations,

another to perform the stone and brick work, another to perform the

wood work etc. ~ In general, it seems that they'chose which ever

alternative was least expénsive.

Once plans and detailed specifications for the building had been
made avallable by the architect building committees usually

invited builders and craftsmen to make competitive tenders for the

1. S.C.A. MS.Wil. D256, dated 30 December 1776.
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proposed work. In the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries
these invitatioqs wvere probably made by word of mouth or by letters
and public notices. The earliest example discovered of tenders
being solicited concerns an extension to Leeds Workhouse in 17.40.

The workhouse committee agreed to meet in order to "consult with

the woikmen about prices for respective work in Erecting a house

in ye yard".1 In this case the different aspects of the work

were contracted'for.separately.2 There is abundant evidence showing
that tenders were required for the building work of virtually all
public buildings from the 1760's onwards. Much of this evidence

is provided by newspapers since it became normal practice to use

them as a medium throegh which to solicit tenders. . A typical

~ advertisement is ‘one placed in the leeds Intellipencer in 1766

concerning the rebuilding of the West Riding House of Correction.

The Clerk of Peace for the West Riding gave notice that:

! The Plan, Elevation and Directions for building a new
House -of Correction, is now fixed upon, and left in
the hands of Mr, John Watson of South - Leanley.

And Persons willing to treat for the same VWork, are

" desired to deliver in their estimates and Proposals .

to his Majesty's Justices of the Peace at the next
General Quarter Sessions eesees 2

Further examplesvin the same period of building work for which tenders
were feqpired are the repair to Leeds Moot Hall in 1766, the erection
of Leeds General Infirmary in 1768, and Doncaster Playhouse in

1775- A later example of an advertisement soliciting tenders is

one issued in 1815 for the erection of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic

1. 1O0M1 26 March 17Lo. ’
2. Ivid. 2, 9 April, 27 August 17l+o
3. L.I. 22 July 1766.

b, 1£/Q8. (1766-75), fo.21, 28 May 1766; L.I. 23 August 1768
Doncaster Corporation, op.cit. IV, 245, respectively,
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Asylum.1 9me work was divided into four different contracts for
which tenders were soughte = The contracts consisted of:

(1) Excavators, Bricklayers, Masons and Plasterers Work

(2) Carpenters, Joiners, Iron founders and Ironmongers Work

(3) The Slaters Work

(4) The Plumbers, Glaziers and Painters Work.

In order to holp builders to make their estimates for the purposes
of fendéring it was usual for the architect's pléns and specifi-
cations fo be made available fof inspection at the office of a
principal official of the public body or company projecting the
scheme. Presumably in the eighteenth century and before these
details were presented in manuscript form; ‘however, by the
nineteenth cehtury somo at leasf were printed aod potential
contractors were oresented with individual copiess Two notable
examples of prinfed "Specificatiohs" are fhooe produced for the
Wakefield Public Rooms in 1820 and Wakefield Exchange Buildings

in 1837.2 " Since both fhese projects were only of medium size,
‘their costs belng £A600 and £9044 respectlvely. it is fair to
assume that speclflcatlons in this style were produced for many
other building projects. Speclfications gave detailed
descriptions of all the work required in each stage of the building,
stipulating both dlmensions and materlals to be used. Thej also
told potential contractors the form of words in which their tenders

must be submitted and the details thoy vere expected to specify;

1. L.I. 25 Septemver 1815, - M !

2. Y.A.S. 53 L20 : Specifications of the Manner of Erecting a
Public Buildlnr at Vakefield (Waketfield, 1020). Wakefield

Exchange Buildings Papers: Specifications for the Wakefield .
Exchange Bulldlngs (Wakefleld, lbj/).
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The principal aim of soliciting ténders was to find the builders
who would perform the work for the lowest cost. There can be
little doubt that competition for contracts worked to the financial
advantage of a building's promoters. For example, rivalry between
stone masons and bricklayers for the task of building Sheffield
General Infirmary acted "much in favour of the charity".1
Howéver, cost was not always the factor which determined the
choice of builder as is shown by the appointment of the contractor
for building the Gaol for the Borongh and Soke of Doncaster in

1829: Hatfield, the nineteenth century histérian of Doncaster,

wrote: {

+

Mr. Lockwood's tender received preference, for his
influence with the Corporation was paramount and the

- power of his family mightadefy competition from what
ever quarter it emanated.

Unfortunately, it is impossible to estimate the frequency of this

‘form of bias or corruption.

The available evidence suggests that, in the majority of cases after‘
1700, separate firms and groups of workmen were employed to perform
the different types of work involved in the construction of public
buildings. The extension to lLeeds Workhouse was let on sefarate
contracts in 17’+O.3 Similarly, Sheffield General InfirmaryAwas

L

built by several contractors. In the nineteenth century, the

various types of work for Carver Street Chapel, Sheffield, 1804-5,

1. J.D. Leader and S. Snell, op.cit. pp.13-1lk.

2¢ Co.W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster (3rd series,
- 1870), p.171. :

3. IOM1 26 March = 27 August 1740.

4, J.D. Leader and S. Snell, op.cit. pp.13-1ll.
5. T.A. Seed,
pp.236-9.

Norfolk Street Wesleyan Chapel, Sheffield (1900),
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the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum, 1816-18,1 Leeds Corn
Exchange, 1826-8;2 and‘many more buildings were pérfo;med by
different firms. Newspaber advértisements requesting tendérs
were usually directed towards "such persons as are willing to

contract for the different works necessary ...."?

However,lﬁhere were several projécts where one firm was employed .

to execute the whole of the bﬁilding work. Sheffield Town Hall,
1700-1, and Leeds Moot Hall, rebuilt 1710—11, already mentioned,

are two very early examplés. | Subséqnent‘examples are the Wgst
Riding House of Correctién, 1766-8;4‘ the Market Place and Shambles -
at Rotherham, 1802- ,5 and Wakefield Exchange Buildings, 1837-40.
Ih these cases the firms probably reiied to some extent on sub-

' coﬁtracting part of the work which théy had agreed to pefform:

the firm which'was employed to build Wakefield ﬁxchange Buildings

for example, subcontracted the plastering, plumbing, glazing, and

slater's work,.

1. Watson and Pritchett, op.cit.
2- l.!_o_I_c l vJune 18260 )

3. Ibid S August 1811, advertisement requesting tenders for
- building Leeds Court House.

L. J.H. Turner, op.cit. p.88, " . ‘ S

5. J. Guest, op.cit. pp.Sk2-3.

6. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Agreement between

Benjamin Binns, William Perkin and George Perkin eseee
-and the Directors.
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Throughout the period 1700-1840, firms or workﬁen, whq‘were chosen
to perform building work; were required to sigh a legally binding '
contracﬁ for its execution. For éxample, in 1700 Sheffield T&wn
Trust spent 45.9d. "at seéling the articles with Mr. Renny about
building the Towns hall";1 .Similarly, contracts were dfawn up
for the extension fo Léeds Workhouse in 1740. The workhouse
minﬁtes recorded a decision that:

Mr. John and'Thomas Lucas, bricklayers, Do énd perforﬁe

all the stone and brick work in building the house above

mentioned, find and provide necessaries igcerted in a
Contractito be drawn in the ensuing week.

The ﬁsual basic form of contract was an agreement by the contractor
to perform a specified piece of work, for a stipulated sum of money,
within aAspecified time period. A good examfle is the contract
entered into in 1766 for rebuilding the West kiding House of

Correction. The Quarter Sessions minutes recorded that:

The court doth contract with Robert Carr of Horbury,
. mason, and Luke Holt of Horbury, carpenter for the
building of the new House of Correction for the sum
_ of £2,650, to be_built within two years from
Michaelmas 1766.3 . :
A later example is the contract drawn up in 1837 for building
Wakefield Exchange Bu:i.lclllng.l+ Not only does the contract specify

the details already mentioned but it also specifies how the

contrvactorsrshould be paid. The agreed amount was to be paid

to the contractors in six instalments, each becoming due when the

10 J.D. Le&der, OEOCit. PP.271-86'
2. LOML 2 April 1740.

3.  West Riding Quarter Sessions held at Rotherham 6 August 1766,
quoted in J.H. Turner, op.cit. p.88.

k.  Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Agreement between Benjamin

Binns, William Perkin and George Perkin .... and the Directors,
18 March 1837,
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walls and arches of the basement had been built and the whole of
the joisting of the ground floor had been completed; the'third

instalment of £1,200 became due when the roof had been completed;

and 0 on. \

The possibility>of confractors failing to complete their work for
thevamounts specified in their contracts was a major worry for the
promoters of buildings. = In order to guard against liability for
additional expenditure for this reason, promoters often required ‘
contractors to provide some form of guarantee that they would pay
any additional costs. The guarantee normally took the form of a
money bond, issued by a third party, which the promoters could
" draw upon if the contractors overran the contrécted cost.
-Althouéh the bulk of evidence for this practice concerns the
period 1790-1840, it also occurred in the earlier part of the
-gighteenth century: for example, when a comparatively minor repair
to Leeds Moot Hall was required in 1737, the joiher and bricklayer
concerned were required to "give.security jointly, for their true
‘perforﬁing this agreement".1 In 1802, when the promoters of
Rotherham Market Place and Shambles accépted John Earnshaw's
estimate of £1,760 for building and completing the work within
tﬁelve months, they requested him to provide "proper sureties for
the due performaﬁce of the contract".2 Simila?iy, the building
committee of Wakefield Public Rooms informed potential contractors
that "Security satisfactory to the Committee, equal‘to’one half of

the amount of the respective contracts, will be required of the

1. DB/197/1, Part,l’.f°f372’ 20 June 1737. .
2. J. Guest, og.cit; p.Sk2. B h
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contractors. The expense of the agreements will be paid by the
. .

Committee™. g simiiar procedure was followed in making the
‘contract for wAkefiéld Exchange Buildings: two men acted as

sureties for the contractors by signing bonds which stipulated

that they would each pay 51;000 if the building work was not
satisfactorily conducted according to the terms of the contract.2

In some cases even the architect was asked to provide some form

of security that his estimates would be.adhefed to: for example

when John Clark was appointed architect of leeds Commercial Buildings
in 1825;” and when R.D. Chantrell was asked to design an extension

for Leeds Philosophical Hall in 1826.h‘ In the latter case the

" architect declined the request and another firm of architects was

employed.

Promoters were qlso often worried that their building might not be
completed within the time period specified in the contract. To

- guard agaiﬁst‘this, pénalty clauses were sometimes iﬁserted in
contracts. For example, the contract for building a éoffee house
at Sheffigld in 1793 included a proviso that the builder-sﬁould
forfeit £100 if he did not complete the"work by the date specified.5
Similarly, the WakefiéldﬁExchange Buildings contract stipulated
that thefbuildefs would forfeit £20 for every monfh by which

completion was overdue.

1. Y.A.5. 53L 20: Specifications .... of a Public Building at
Wakefield (Wakefield, 1820).

wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Bond issued by JosePh
Holdsworth and Daniel Middlethwaite, 18 March 1837. ‘
3. L.I. 1k July 1825,

b4, %gggs Philosophical and Literary Sdciety Journal, I, 25 May

2.

9¢  S.CeAs MS.Wil D260, Articles of agreemeht for_erecting-a
Coffee House at Sheffield, 23 May 1793,

6. See note 4, on page
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It was common for modifications to be made tovthe design of a
building after a contract had been signed, and theref&re it was
necessary for building'promoters to guard against the contractors
taking advantagé of this situation. One form of safeguard, which
was adopted by the promoters of Wakefield Exchange Buildings, was
to insert clauses in a contract, stipulating that if it was decided
to omit work, or to add to it, the architect was at liberty to
increase or decrease the amount which the contractors were due to
receive. In order to cater for such an eventuality itemized
accounts were required from the contractors, a point ebout which
the architect. of Wakefield Exchange Buildings was adamant. In

1837 he wrote to the promoters' solicitor as follows:

It is absolutely and indispensably necessary in this
as in all case of Contract \Works that a List of detailed
prices for the works in each department should be put
into my hands before the sieming of the Contracts in
order to make secure against future disputes and

S disagreements. .<e¢...s Such prices to be the guide

‘ in valuing Additions or Deductions that may arise during

the progress of the Works from the Design, Specifications
and Agreement.

: Whiie negotiations with potential contractoré were in progress and
immed%ately after contracts Qere made, there were a few other
impprtant mattgr; which required attention: the building committee
peedgd to gather in the funds for the building wofk; and the.
architect needed to select suitable building materiéls and engége

a clerk of works.

When a building was financed'by akpuﬁlic bddy, the Buildihg co@mitfée
was usually able to pay for it simply by drawing oﬁ the boéy'; funds

or revenue. - However, when a building was financed by a number of

1. Vakefield Exchange Buildings Papers:

: Letter from W.L. Moffatt
to J. Scholey, 13 March 1837, .
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private individuals, the building committee (via the enterprise's
" treasurer or solicitor) had the task of gatﬁering in money from
peoﬁle who had promised to contribute to the coét. When people
initially subscribed for shares in a building company, they paid
only a nominal deposit, and promised to pay the bulk of their
contfibution when they were formally requested to do so. Three-
fifths of the capital subscribed to Wakefield Exchange Buildings,
1837-40, was called in before building work commenced, and the
4femainder during the first year building was in progress.1 - While
part of this money waé needed to pay for the site, the building
committee obviously wanted to have money in hand when the building
work begen. At least two-fifths of the Leeds South Market
Company's capital was called in before building work commenced,
but there are no details about the remainder.2 The building
éommittee of Rotherham Market Place and Shambles, built 1802-L4,
Falled in their company's capita}_even more speedily than those
‘already mentioned: eight calls of ten per cent were made before

building commenced, and the remainder was called in within the

next six mqnths.3

Meanwhile, the architect had two matters to attend to in addition
to the negotiations with contractors already mentioned. He might
travel about to find suitable building materials: for example,

Clark, the architect of Leeds Commercial Buildings, inspected

1. VWakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Letter from the company

solici@or to shareholders, requesting them to pay money due
on their shares, 19 November 1838,

2. L.C.A. FW21l: South M
1 August 1823. :

. 3. J. Guest, OEQCito pposul-Bc

arket Committee Order Book, 23 June,
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quarries to obtain stone for the building.1 The other mattér
which the archifpct had to deal with was hiring a clerk of
works - the man who adninistered and supervised tke building work.
william Moffatt, the. architect of Wakefield Exchange Buildings, |
wrote to the comﬁany‘s solicitor in 1837: "I have faken steps
to provide a Clerk of Works who I expect will be ready to enter
oﬁ his duties immediately that the Building requifes his atténtion.2

"

Once the'pfocedures discussed in this chapter>had been completed,
building work could begin.

A

2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Letter from W.l.

Moffatt to J. Scholey, 13 March 1837,



244

CHAPTER VII

THE ORGANIZATION OF BUILDING PROJECTS -~

PART TWO

Nothing better conveys the excitement and interest produced by
the commencement of work on a new public building than the pomp
and circumstance surrounding the laying of its foundation stone.

As the following contemporary accounts show, foundation ceremonies

often were magnificent affairs:
~
. 3 - '
The first stone of this Institution, the WEST-RIDING
PROPRIETARY SCHOOL, was laid on Wednesday, the Sixth
day of February, 1833, by the Right Honorable the
EARL of MEXBOROUGH, P.G.M. of the Provincial Grand
lodge of FREE and ACCEPTED MASONS, the CONSTABLE of
the TOWN, the ARCHITECT, Mr. RICHARD LANE, of
MANCHESTER, a great number of SHAREHOLDERS and their

FRIENDS, and an immense concourse of SPECTATORS, all
feeling-the most lively interest in its welfare.

The PROCESSION formed in Westgate, and, preceded by
a band of music, marched to the site intended for the
building ..... Convenient hustings were vested for-
the ladies, and other arrangements made, conducive to
the order and solemnity of the ceremony.

The Rev. Dr. NAYLOR, the PROVINCIAL GRAND CHAPLAIN,
offered up a Prayer.

The Right Honorable the Earl of MEXBOROUGH then (with
a silver Trowel, which was subsequently presented to
his Lordship, with a suitable Inscription, by the
Committee,) laid the first stone; after which, the
Rev. THOMAS KILBY addressed the assembled multitude,
to which the PROVINCIAL GRAND CHAPLAIN replied in the
most suitable manner, concluding an eloquent Address

to the bountiful Father of all mercies, with the Lord's
Prayer.

The ?ro?essibn then returned in the same order to the
Provincial Grand Lo?ge, where the National Anthem was
played, and the delighted Spectators immediately dispersed.

One hundred of the SHARENOLDERS and their FRIENDS afterwards
sat down to a sumptuous Dinner at the 01d Assembly Room,
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White Hart Inn, the Right Honorable the EARL of MEXBOROUGH
in the Chair, JOSEPFH HOLDSWORTH, Esq. (the Chairman of the
Committee,) Vice-President; and after an Evening spent in
the "feast ‘of reason and the flow of soul", separated with
anxious wishes for the completion of the building.

West Riding Proprietary School, Proceediﬁgs at the
Laying of the First Stone, 6th February 1033
PP.17-10. ,

i
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LEEDS COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS

The first stone of these Buildings was laid at two o'clock
this day, by Lepton Dobson, Esq. Chairman of the Committee,
in the presence of a numerous and respectable assemblage of
ladies and gentlemen. The Mayor and Corporation of Leeds
with several functionaries .... assembled at the Court House,
at twelve ot'clock, and proceeded in the following order of
procession to the site of the intended building:-

Constables.
Music & Choristers.
Chief and Deputy Constables.
The Mayor, Recorder and Corporation.
E. Smith, Esq. Solicitor.
R. Barr, Esq. Deputy Town Clerk, with the Coins.
John Clark, Esq. Architect.
Lepton Dobson, Esq. Chairman of the Commlttee, and
the Vicar.
J. Ve Elam, Esqe with a silver trowel.

Members of the Committee, four abreast.
Subscribers, three abreast.
Gentlemen of the town, three abreast.
Contractor for the Bricklayers' Vork, carrying a
mahOgany plumb-rule and trowel ornamented with blue
ribbons.
Bricklayers' Workmen, three abreast
eees more contractors and workmen eees
Constables.

The processidn halted at the corner bf Bond Street and at

the corner of Boar Lane, at which places the Choristers
sang "God Save the King" ee..

When the procession arrived on the spot, a large stone ...
was raised, and the mortar applied to the ground by Mr.
Dobson, with the silver trowel. The stone was then lowered,
and he placed the level on various parts of it. He then
took the mahogany mallet, and struck the stone three times,
saying, "Thus, thus, and thus I lay the first stone of the

Leeds Commercial Bulldlngs~ and may the Almighty bless
our undertaklng" ‘ ' )

Leeds Intelligencer, 18th May 1826
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I

After the pomp ;nd splendour of the foundation ceremony, the
construction of a bu?lding began in earnest, The task of overall
supervision of the work was undertaken by the architectg' As vas
noted earlier, Mr. Atkinson,.the architect Qf Sheffield Theatre,
was required as part of his duties to "Superintend, and from time
to time as occasion shall require, give instructions to such as
shall be employed.1 SimilArly, Mr. Rawstoné, the architect of
'kSheffield General Infirmary, 1793-7, "condugted the building at
every stage"." The architects of Leeds Philosophical Hall,
1819-22, dnd Wakefield Exchange Buildings, 1837-L0, made frequent
inspections of the works, and were expected to ensure that’the
contractors‘strictly adhered to the specifications required.B,

A few architects took ;athgr less interest at the_cqnstruction stage;
1for example, John Carr, the arc@}tect of Leeds General Infirma;y.
'was loth to supervise its const:uction because of his many
commitments - he was occasionally consulted about details, but

. ' L
for most of the period a "surveyor" was on site to act as overseer.

The surveyor, more usually called the clerk of works, was a vital

adjunct to the architect in the supervision of the construction

1.  S.C.A. MS.Wil. D256, dated 30 December 1776.
2. J. Hunter, Hallamshire (A. Gatty's edn. 1869), p.32k.

3« E. Kitson Clark, The History of 100 Years of Life of the
Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society (Leeds, 1924), .
pp.ll-35, and L.I. 7 July 1325; Wakefield Exchange Buildings
Papers, miscellaneous references to the architeci's
inspections, respectively.

k.  8.T. Anning, The General Infirmary at Leeds (1963), I, 7.
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process. ' He managed the site, dealing with all the day-to-day
administration necessary during construction, and having compiete
charge of the works in the architect's absence.1 Clearly, the
architect would prefer a man with experience of similar schemes,

and it is evident that clerks moved from one public building to
‘another: when James Donaldson completed his duties as clerk of
work to Wakefield Exchange Buildings at the end of 1829, he went

on té a similar Jjob at East'Parade Chapel in Leeds.2 Donaldson's
dutiés at Wakefield Exchange Buildings were éo approve the cOntréctors'
building materials and workmanship, if the architect was absent;

to make payment of wages and other bills incidental to constructionj
to assist in the purchase of building materials; and to deal with
any additional matters which required attention. These seem to
have been the typical duties of a clerk of works. Although it
may appear surprising for the clerk to assist in the purchases of
materialé (a job which might have been left to the contractors)

it did occur elsewhere. - The clerk of works at Sheffield General
Infirmary also performed this duty: "To obtain timber, two master
builders and carpenters of acknowledged credit, character, and
abilities, accompanied by the Clerk of éhe Works, proéeeded to

Thorne and Hull, there to buy for ready money the best articles
they could meet with".3

Once the building contracts had been signed and sealed, a surprisingly

short time elapsed before work started:; 1less than four months in

1. The duties of a clerk of works are well documented in Wakefield

Exchange Buildings Papers. - In particular, see the building
contract, and a document head, "Barff v Michlethwaite:
Memorandum taken from Donaldson" dated c¢.1840.

2. Ibid.

3. Minutes of the Infifmary's building committee, cited in J.D.
Lea@er and S. Snell, The History of the Sheffield Royal
Infirmary (Sheffield, 1697), pp.1h<15,
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the case.of the West Riding Pauper Lunatic Asylum in 1816;1

and only two months in the case of‘Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg
Infirmary.2 The speed with which Leeds Court House was commenced
was quite remarkable: specifiéations for the building were made
available to potential contractors in August 1811, and the building's
first stone was laidvleSS than one month later.”

It ﬁas usual to pay contractors by instalments as the building work
.progréssed; a practicg which spanned the whéle of the period 1700=-
1840. Mr. Renny, the architect and contractor for Sheffield Town
Hall, 1700-1, received his payment in four instalments of sso.4
Alsb; as we have seen, the contract for building Wakefield Exchange
.Buildingé étipulated that the contractors were to be paid in six
instalments, the last one becoming due when the buiiding had been
satisfactorily completed.5 This contract illustrates also the
general practice that no payment.would be made for work until the
architect or clerk of works certified it as being safisfactory;
if‘work was found to be defective; contractors were expected to

make it good at their own expense.

. In general, the day-to-day events during the construction of a
public building were unspectacular and therefore no attempt is

made here to describe them in any detail. However, in several

1.  Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Elevations .... (1819).
2. L.I. 16 April, 23 June 1829,
3. Ibid. 5 August, 2 September 1811.

J.D. Leader, The Records of the Burpery of Sheffield, commonly
called the Town Trust (Sheiiield, 10Y7)y PPe271=00,

5. Wakefield Exchan
- .18 March 1837.

ge Buildings Papers: the Building contract,
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cases difficulties arose which.vwhile causing proprietors and
- building committeesAse?ere,worries, provide much added interest .
to the study of public buildings; these are discussed in the later
- sections of this chapter. ,;Regardless of whether construction had
been routine or full of problems, a building was eventually completed,
and the opening of fhe premises provided yet another opportunity
for celebrations. . Pfocessions. stirring words and a gréat
commotion were as much thé order of the day as éhey had been‘at

the foundation ceremony. "As the Leeds Monthly Macazine pointed

out in 1829, on the eve of the opening of lLeeds Commercial Buildings,
. there was one.type of celebration which was rarely omitted:

The avidity of the English people for guzzling in public,

must be perfectly astonishing to other nations; nothing

at all can be done without it. Of course, a public

dinner is absolutely necessary to give the opening of

these Commercial Buildinqs proper eclat; and accordingly,
we see one is announced.'* . o

I

‘ ane a building was completed and the contractors' accounts had -

- been settled, the architect's fées needed to be paid.  M.S. Briggs
has suggested that an architect's fee amounted to approximately five

 :péf‘cénf éf %hétﬁﬁiidigé‘$ §osf;2 howé&er; tﬁe #&aiiabiewévideﬁcé

for public buildings suggésts a sum nearer two per cent. Mr.

i Johnson, the architect of the Subscription Library and Union News

16
2.

Leeds Monthly Marazine IX, November 1839, 429-30.

M.S. Brigpgs, The Architect in History (1927), cited in

F. Beckwith, "Thomas Taylor = Regency Architect", Thors.
Soc.Pubns., Monograph I (1949), p.36.
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Room at Leeds, 1807-8, was paid £100 out of a total cost of 5;5,000.1
Similarly, the architect's fees for Leeds General Infirmary, 1768-71,
were £98. S5s. Od. out of a total cost of Sh,599.2 ' Sometimes also
the clerk of works' or. surveyor's fees were paid at the end of a -
projéct; after the major enlargement of the West Riding House of
_Correction was completed in 1824 the West Riding magistrates

- paid £300 to a Mr. Hartley for superintending the erection of the new
buildings.3 |

However, architects sometimes waived their fees if a building was

. to be used for charitable purposes. For example, the management

committee of Leeds Lancasterian School reported in 181k:

It is a duty which we perform with pleasure to
acknowledge their obligations to Mr. Taylor, the
Architect, who gratuitously furnished the plans of

the building, superintended its erection, measured off
the work and settled all accounts with the worknmen.

Similarly, William Hurst superviséa the érection of D§ncaster National
School, 1816-17, free of charge.5 ~ In the case of Carver Street
Methodist Connexion Chapelrin Sheffieid, built 1804=5, no architect's’
fees were required becauée the superintendent minister. Rev.yWilliam

Jenkins, had been an architect before becoming a minister.6

1. F. BeCkWith, OE.Cito P.86.
2 S.Te Anning, op.cit. p.7.
3. J.He Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), pel71e

k, F. Beckwith, op.cit. p.23, quoting First Report of Leeds
Lancasterian School (1814). The Committee went on to report
"the kindness of the different workmen, who, in their zeal

for the cause undertook and completed. their work at less
. than current prices".

5. C.W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster (2nd series,
1868), p.362.

6. T.A. Seed, Norfolk Street Weslevan Chapel, Sheffield (1900),

pp.236-9.
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As will be‘shown in the latter part of this chapter, the duration

of a building pfoject might be prolonged by a widé variety of
exceptional circumstanées. However, it is possible to make
generalizations about the length of time it took to erect buildings,
when no significant problems held back progress.1 Regardless of
time period, on average a building of fairly plain design and

medium size, by contemporary standards, took under two years to
erect. Usually it would be commenced in.one calendar year and
completed in the next. The following are typical examples of
buildings of medium size and medium cost in their respective periods:
Sheffieid Town Hall ﬁuilt, May 1700 to May 1701, at a cost of £220;°
Doncaster Theatre built, April 1775 to May 1776, at a cost of
£1577;  and St. John's Church, Bradford, built 1839-40, at a cost

of £4000. - In general, Schools, almshouses, and nonconformist
chapels took between one and two years to build, irrespective of

ithe time period or cost, For example, even Brunswick Methodist
chapel at Leeds, one of the largest and-mosf expensive'nonconformist'
chapels, being capable of seating 2,500 peopie and cosfing over
£7000, was completed after only twenty months in September 1825. °

In contrast to the latter, on average if took three and a half years

to build an Anglican church.

Buildings above medium size and cost normally took longer to“complete.
During the eighteenth century the construction of buildings costing

over £3000 spanned approximately three to five years: for example,

1. These.generalizations are_based oh~an‘éhéiysis 6f thé aéta
contained in the gazatteer, R . :
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Doncaster Mansion House, costing £h,563, took four years, 1745-8
Leeds Mixed Cloth Hall, costing £5,300, took three years, 1956-8;
lLeeds General Infirmary, costing £H,599, took five years, 1793-7;
and St. John's Church, Wakefield, éosting £9,228; took five years,
1791-5. During the first forty years of the ninetéenth century,
buildings which cost between £4,000 and £9,000 took two to three
years to erect; and those above this cost took from three to six
years. [Examples of the latter type are the West Riding Paﬁper
vanatic Asylum, costing £40,000, which took three years to build,
1816-18; tﬁe extension of the West Riding House of Correction,
costing £28,300, which took six years, 1819-24; Leeds Commercial
Buildings, costing £28,300, which was erected in three and a half

years, May 1826 to October 1829; Leeds Central Market, costing

£24,800, which took three years, November 1824 to October 1827;
and St. George's Church, Sheffield, costing £15,181, which took

four years, July 1821 to June 1825.

The most significant factor, apart from the size and quglity of the .
building, determining the duration of a building project, was the
length of time between the inception of“the idea and the commenéement
~of construction,.since this varied considerably. For example, the
Doncaster Mansion House project was particularly slow-moving; it

was initiated in 1739 but building did not begig until 1‘7l+5.1

The Leeds Central Market project was also fairly slow-moving at

first; it was proposed in September 1822 but building did not begin

1. Doncaster Corporation, A Calendar to the Records of the
Borough of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), 1iv, ele, elGe
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until November 1824, | Similarly, Sheffield Town Hall was proposed
in 1804 but its first stone was/not laid until'18_08.2 In contrast,
other proposals were often acted upon more speediiy. Leeds
lGeneral Infirmary was proposed in June 1767 and 1ts flrst stone

.was laid in October 1768. 3 Huddersfleld and Upper Agbrlgg
Inflrmary was proposed in 1828 and its first stone was 1a1d in

~June 1829. Sheffield General Infirmary was proposed in April
‘1792 and was begun in September 1793.5 The project to bulld

Leeds Phllosophlcal Hall was one of the most rapld in 1ts early-

stages; it was 1n1t1ated in May 1819 and building began two

months later.6

1« L.I. 2 September 1822, 2 December 182%4,

2. W.R.Q.S. Gen.Index: Court Houses, Wakefleld June 1804
: Sheffield 1833 D. p.68.

3. L.I. 9 June 1767, 11 October 1768,

4, J.K. Walker, Observations on the Expedlency of Establlshlnp
~ Hospitals .... (Huddersfield, 1522); L.I. 25 June 1829. -

5+ J.D. Leader and S. Snell, op.cit. pp.8, 12.
6. " E. Kitson Clark, OE.Cito PP.20 = 1.
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III

Problems could arise at almost any stage of a building ﬁrojeét;A
" in some cases they made a building committee's tésk merely more
arduoﬁs, but at their worst they sevérély retarded the progress
of a project and made unwélcdme demands on the éromotér's
financial resourdés; ~'In some schemes, problems began early on
with the purchasé‘of a site. We saw previously that the procéss
of obtaining a site might be delayed by;cbmpetifioﬁ for its
purchase; in fact there were several other problems which

might arise.
‘

One problem might be the existence of légal obstacles to the
purchase of the site. Charitable trusts Qere unable to sell
their property without the sanction of an Act of Parliament, and
thérefore both delay and additionalvexpense would result if a
gﬁilding committee chose a site>GElonging,to a trust. in 1755
 the Mixed Clothiers'applied to Leeds Pious Uses Committee, with

a view to purchasing part of the Grammar School EState as the
.site for their cloth hall. | It seems likély that the legal
difficulties prevented the transaction from taking place, since at
* the time the Pious Uses Committee were fuily in agreement with the
pfoposal;1 The drawbacks were clearly illustrated almost twenty
years later, when the White Clothiers decided to buy the same |
piece of land for the site of their new cloth hall: apart from
a delay of six months while an Act was‘oﬂtainéd, the cost of

\

1. IB/197/1, part 2, fo.ih8, 24 November 1755.
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obtaining the Act was almost as much as the purchaSe price of the

land - the land cost £300, while the expenses of obtaining the

Act were 5223.1

o

Site purchase might also be deiayed or complicated when the land

was owned by a number of péople.‘ The Wakefield Exchange Buildings

project provides the most extreme'examblé:of this prpblem.2 It

was necessary to make at least six legal agreements, with a

variety of parties; before the company gained full control of

the site. For example, a house which was situated on the site

was owned jointly by four parties and it was necessary to make

four separate agréements in order to complete its puréhase.

In order to obtain another part of the land, the company had to

»

agreé to pay not only a sum of money but also an ahnuity. The

solicitor spent a great deal of time at the Regiéter Office

searching for incumbrances on the pfoperty, and the result was

that the site"purchase could be completed only after agreements

had been obtained from a number of people, one of whom was living

in America and another in'Grand}Canary Island. Finally, all the

arréngements having been made and the agreement signed, several

disputes arose over precisely what the vendors could remove from

the site.

Further obstacles inhibiting the chbige'of éites}were the conditions

and restrictions which sale agreements placed on the nature and

1

2e

_ VWakefield Exchange Buildings Papers:

‘IB/197/1, part 2, fo0.514-5, 20 December 1774; White Cloth Hall

papers, C.1l8a dated 25 May 1775; 15Geo.III c. 90 (1775):
An Act for the Sale and Enfranchisement of certain Copyhold

Tenements and Premises, in the Parish of Leeds in tne County
of York, bart of the Estate Belonrinrm to tne Free Grammar )

School there, for the Purpose of Erecting a Public Cloth Hall.

: ;temized bill for legal
‘solicitors to the Directors,

ticles of agreement for purchase

services of Haxby. and Scholey,

21 March 1836 = June 1839; Ar
of land. Co ‘
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physical charactéristics of the building whiﬁh could be erected on
the land in quegtion. .‘The sale agreement for the sites of Leeds
Mixed Cloth Hall, 1756-8, and Leeds Philosophical Hall, 1819-22,
are cases in point. , The agreement ‘for the cloth hall site
stipulatéd that tﬁe height of the building should not exceed
twenty-four feet and that no windows should be made on the south-
east side of the ha11.1. Thé agfeement for the Philosphical Hall
site stipulated that thé building was to be "fronted with Stone
of Tool'd Ashler or red dressed Bricks", and it was to be not
less than thirty feet high.2 Neither site could have been used
for the markets and shambles subsequently built in Leedé because
the former agreement prbhibited the erection bf a public housé
(which ihe markets incorpofatedi and the latter prohibited the
erectiﬁn of slaughter-houses (which the Bazaar and Sha@bles,

and the'South‘Market incorporated).

! | -
Deiays might also arise because exiéting tenants had to be removed

from a site before building could begin. For example, although

Doncaster Corporation built the town theatre on its own land, the
building could not be commenced until a row of shops on the site

had been demolished. In 1774 it was necessary for the building

committee to treat with the tenants in order to persﬁade them to

quit the premiées.3 Similarly, it was reported in July 1825

1. DB/24/3, An Indenture made between Richard Wilson Esq. of
Leeds and John Rogerson of Leeds, clother, Benjamin Holdsworth

of same, clother, John Hollingworth of Holbeck, clothier,
9 May 1757. L

2+ leeds Philosophical Hall Building Committee Book, p. 1=2,

Conditions for the Elevation of the Building to be observed
by Purchaser of Land, 4 May 1819, |

3« Doncaster Corporation, op.cit{ Iv, 24s,



that work on Leeds Corn Exchange would now proceed "with as little
- delay as the proper accommodation of present tenants will admit';
in fact, it was another nine months before the building could be

started.1 \

Finally, having gained access to a site, problems might arise
becéuse.of the nature of the ground. How common this was is'
uncertain, but the sort of difficultylwhich could occur is

i1lustrated by the Leeds Public Baths project. " The building

committee reported in 1821 that:

A plot ofkground originally fixed on was relinquished
in consequence of the fear that a good foundation
could not be made, and, though the committee had
nothing to apprehend in the ground they purchased,
they have to regret that the back part of the

present site wss found too swampy to risk a building
without piles. '

This unfortupate circumstance added over £500 to the cost of the

-

project.

1. L.I. 7 July 1825, 27 April 1826.
2. Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws s... (Leeds. 1826), Ppe3-lte

258
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IV

The most common problem experieaced in tae course of a building
project was that tﬂe final cost of a building was often considerably
in excess of the arcﬁitect's original estimate. lLeeds General'
Inflrmary, 1768-71, Rotherham Market Place and Shambles. 1802-k,

Leeds Public Baths, 1819-20, and Sheffleld Cutlers' Hall, 1832—3,

are just a few of the buildings where the final costs were higher
thaa anticipated.1 ‘ Coatemporary comment clearly saows that this
sitﬁation occurred frequently. The committee of Leeds‘?hilosophical

and Literary Society reported in 1821 with reference to their
3 . ’

hall, which was inrconstruction:

The original estimate including the land was &£4,000,
- but it will not much surprise those who are practically
conversant with the science of architecture when they

are informed that this estimate will be exceeded by
at least £1,000.2

Similarly, the chairman of the directors of the West Riding

Proprietary School commented at the school's opening ceremony in

1834

It is incident to all large undertakings of this
nature to exceed the computed cost. The exactegt
foresight seldom provides for all contingencies.

The novelty of a bulldlng project which did not exceed its
estimated cost is clearly apparent from a speech given at the

openlng of Leeds Commercial Buildlngs in 1829. Lepton Dobson,

1. S.T. Anning, op.cit. I, 11;  J. Guest, Historic Notices of
- Rotherham see EWOrksop. 18?9). pp.5k2-3;" Leeds Public Baths,
op.cit. pp.3~4; R.E. Leader, History of the Company of

Cutlers ... (Sheffield, 1905), pp.1t0-3; respectively.
2. 'E. Kitson Clark, op.cit. p.28. '

3. West Riding Proprietary School, op.cit.’p.25.
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one of the building's trustees, remarked that: '"the whole will be
completed within Mr. Clark's original estimate, a fact seldom
occurring either public or private buildings."1

There were four major causes of excessive costs: increases in

the costs of labour and materials during the course of a project;'
the tendency for bﬁilding committees to modify a building's
specifications when fhe work‘wés’in progress; the ineptitude of
the contractors; and fechnical hitches. Tﬁévcost of Wakefield |
Exchange Buildings exgeeded its estimate by fifty per cent (£3,000)
partly because of the increased cost of materials. There was a
big increase in demand for stone during the progress of the work
and at one point work stopped bécause supplies had run out. - The

contractors had little choice other than to pay higher prices in
order to obtain the materials they needed.2

! —

The modification of a building's design while work was in progress
was a freqnent and costly occurrence - even modest alterations were
expensive. ihe’West Riding PrqprietarvaChool;s building
committee claimed fhat they héd adheredwto thé cbntract "yith

- all practicablélétrictheés" and had ventured only on such further
6u£iay’as was “Aécéssary to give consistency and perfectness to

their design", but the extra cost was at least £1,000, making

the finél total approximately twenty per cent above the original

e _I_u:_I_o 15 October 1829.

2. Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: Barff v. Micklethwaite =

Igstructions for Dieton & to Advise (undated); Barff ve.
Micklethwaite « Observations to accompany Questions for

Answer (undated); Miscellaneous document dated 15 August 1338,
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estimates.1 When R.D. Chantrell, the architect, was criticised
for the excessive cost of Leeds Philosophical Hall, he laid the
blame on the interference of the Hall's building committee. He

claimed: - v

The committee for erecting the Hall, made great
alterations in the Design, after it was, with its
accompanying estimate, approved of - and secondly,
that in the progress of the work, they interfered
without previously conferring with the Architect,
and introduced further alterations to a considerable

extent, by which the aggregate cost was swelled to
a larger amount than originally set down.a

The cost of the hall exceeded the original estimate by fifty per

cent.3 _ ‘

Technical hitches, such as the swampiness of the site for lLeeds
~ Public Baths, already noted, could add to the cost of a building.
The excessive cost of Sheffield Cutlers' Hall was produced by a

combination of technical hitches and the sort of problems already

mentioned. R.E. Leader attributed it to:

The quarrymen who saw a chance of getting higher wages;
the contractor for joinery, who failed to fulfil his
specifications, and had to be supplanted; and
experiments with ventilating or the new system of

heating which, if doEbtful in its operation was
certain in its cost. ’

More will be said in the next section about the excessive costs

due to ineptitude of contractors.

1. West Riding Proprietary School
20 L Io 7 July 18250

3. leeds Philosophical and Literary Society Journal,
of A.G.M., 18 May 1821.

k. R.E. Leader, op.cit. I, 190-3,

y Op.cit. p.25.

I, Minutes
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For the moment, attentiqn turns to the methods which were adopted
_to pay for the unexpected costs of a building project. One method
was to solicit additional subscriptions to the building. For
example, the extra cost of Leeds Philosophical Hall was met by
persuading two of thé existing shareholders each to purchase an
additional £500 worth of shares.1 However, the mostvusual way

of finding the{extra funds was to obtain a loan with the premises
‘as security - in other Qords to take out a mortgaée. Only a few
months after work hdd begun on Rotherham Market Place and Shambles
in 1802, the company borrowed 51,875‘on a mortgage at five per

cent per annum, and by the timevthe building was complgted the

debt had increased to £5,315.2 The Trustees of Leeds Generaiv
Infirmary also were leiged to borrow money to complete the
building which "required more than the Amount of first.Calculatj‘.on".3
In view of the disappointing amount of money subscribed to ,
Makefield Public Rooms, the proprietors took out a mortgage on

the premises for sa,uoo.“ Similarly, in 1828 shortly after the

~completion of Leeds Central Market, its proprietors resolved that:

The Trustees be empowered to demise the said Trust

Property for a term of 1500 years in security by way
" of mortgage to anyone who will lend the Proprietors

£10,000 at interest of five per cent per annum, in

order to discharge the debts_and liabilities of the
said Company of Proprietors.5

.

1.  E. Kitson Clark, op.cit. p.2l.
2, J. Guest, op.cit. pp.5il-3,

3. Annual Report of Leeds General Infirmary, 1771-2, quoted
in S.T. Anning, op.cit. I, 11.

k.. Wakefield Public Rooms Paper: Mortgage deed between Messrs.
Leatham, Tew & Co. and the trustees of the Public Rooms, 26
July 1830. Leatham and Tew were bankers, undoubtedly this
was a loan which had been renewed annually since the building
was completed. :

5. L.C.D. 225; Minutes of the General Meeting of Proprietors of

the Central Market, 7 March 1828.
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Since buildings frequently exceeded their estimated cost, the

practice of obtaining mortgages for public buildings must have

been widespread.

The other major source of problems in a building project was the
incompetence of the building contractors and, on qccasions, the
architect. lack of attention by the architect in the early
stages of a project might cause unwanted delays. For example,
it was allegeé that the progress of the Leeds Central Market

project was injuriously delayed because its architect, R.D. Chantrell,

would not furnish working drawings for. the building.1 Delays

might also result from poor or improper ﬁorkmanship; John Carr,
the architect of Leeds General Infirmary, found that a large part
'of its foundation was "so ill Executed and improperly set out"
_that the foundation had to be demolished and rebuilt before the

work could proceed any further.2 In the case of leeds Philoso-

phical Hall it was found that the joiner had used the wrong type

of timber in part of the building and consequently this had to
3

be replaced.

The longest delays of all were caused by the bankruptcy of building
contractors. For example,'St. Pﬁiiip'é4Church, begun at Sheffiéld

in 1822, took six years to complete owing to the contractor's

10 L:_:_I_o 7 July 18250
Co S.Te Anning, OEoCit. I, 90
‘3. L.I. 7 July 1825; E. Kitson Clark, op.cit. p.28.
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bankruptcy.1 . Wakefield Exchange Buildings was a similar cdse,
‘the contractors having agreed to finish the building by 1st
October 1838 went bankrupt in the meantime and were unable to
_ complete the work.2 . The building's records give a detailed
account of the battle which ensued over its completion, and

reveal the contractors'! total incompetence. It was observed that:

The contractors were intemperate, unattentive and
unskilful, and had not the pecuniary means required
for carrying on a work of this description containing

(as it does)a good deal_of ornamental work particularly
in the principal front.>

This problem ?elayed the completion of tﬂe building by two y;ars,
énd‘iﬁvolved the prbprietors in an additional outlay of £3,000.
Siﬁilarly,.during the building of Rotherham Market Place and |
Shambieé (thé scheme already noted because of ité excessive coét)

the proprietors held several meetings 'as to difficulties with

the(c6ntractor".q
Wheﬁ a contractor failed to fulfil his contract, the last resort

of a building's proprietors was to proceed against the contractor's
sureties; a course thch was taken by the proprietors of both
Wakefield Exchange Buildings and Rotherham Market Place and Shambles.’
The outcome of thé'Rofherham éompahy's action is unknown, but if

it was similar to that of the Wakefield company's action, then it

1. W. Vnite, 1837 D I, 77. .
2. Vakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: the building contract, 18 .

March 1837; Barff v. Micklethwaite - Observations to accompany
Questions for Answer (undated).

3. Ibid. Barff v, Micklethwaite = Oﬁservations ...;
k. J. Guest, op.cit. p.5u3.

S5 Vakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: numerous miscellaneous
. documents, 1837-40; J. Guest, op.cit. p.5h3.
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was almost more trouble than it was worth. At the time when thg
contract for building the corn exchange had been signed, two
sureties had agreed to pay up to £1,000 each if the contractors
failed to fulfil its.terms.1 When it became obvious that the
puilders were unable to complete the building, the proprietors
approached the sureties for the payment of their bonds. The
sureties refused to pay the requisite sums. One surety agreed
to pay £250 in settlement of his liability, but the other refused
to pay anything, and in consequence the proprietors began an action
against him in the Court of Chancery. Although it was clear that
the contractors had failed to comply with the contract, it soon
became apparent that the proprietors alsb, in their anxiety to
keep the building work going, had breached the contract in various
ways. The growing doubts about the success of the action
evidently persuaded the proprietors to settle out of court.

EThé surety agreed to pay £250, but, ironically, the costs of the

legal battle were £587, part of which, if not all, was paid by
the surety.

Data relating to the performance of buiiding contractors is

' difficult to obtain and therefore it is impossible to estimate
the_frequency of the sort of occurrences discussed above.
However; it is evident that the general public'; confidence in
their ébility was not always as great as it might have been.

During the opening service for Ebenezer Chapel at Sheffield in

1.  Vakefield Exchange Buildings Papers, especially: Barff v.

Micklethwaite - Instructions ....3; Barff v. Micklethwaite =

Observations ....; In Chancery, Plaintiff's costs and
Defendant's costs. ‘



1823, an alarm was raised that "the building was falling"; the

congregation escaped in confusion, breaking seven hundred panes

- of glass.1

VI

In conclusion, the foregoing discussion of the organization and
problems of building projects poses vérious questions which,

though research may never éatisfactorily answer them, are
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nevertheless of considerable interest. It would be useful to know

" the extent to:which building firms came to specialize in the
erection éf public buildings. A recent study of Thomas Anelay.
and Son, the Donéaster building firm, revealed that the firm
worked on many of Doncaster's public buildihgé in the eighteenth

and nineteenth centuries.2 Equally, in 1836, the Leeds Mercury

sreported the death of Mr. George Brown, "a general contractor
for the erection of public and other buildings".B, However, more

informative and conclusive evidence would be valuable.

There are also unanswered questions con;erning'the problems which
ﬁrose during buiiding projectss For exémple. although various
accéptable suggestions have been advanced to explain the excessive
costs incurréd during many building projects, ié is possible that

part of the problem stemmed from the temptation for architects

and contractors to reduce their estimates to unrealistically low

1. J. Thomas, The Local Rerister and Chronological Account Of eeee
Sheffield (Sheffield, 1030), pp.l/2-3. .
2. H.E.C., Stapleton, eds A Skilful Master Builder (York, 1975)

3. Leeds Mercury
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levels in their keenness to gain employmeﬁt. Equallj, it could
be argued that, yhén accepfing ténders, Building committees were
lured more by cheapness fhan by‘good reputation.

In addition, it would be useful to have a more detailed analysis

of the costs and paymehté'involved in a building préject; reliable
data on changes in the cost of building.mateiials and bﬁilders'

. wages would be invaluable to economic historians.

However, these gaps in‘our knowledge could be'filled’only by a
‘lengthyistudy\of detailed records of building‘firms and building
projects, neither of which are in gréaf supply; Unfortunately,
time has not permitted the éuthbr to delve further iﬁto’these

subjects for the preéent;



268

CHAPTER VIII

- PUBLIC BUILDINGS' ANﬁ THE ECONOMY
In the preceding chapters werhave éu:veyed tﬁe provision of public
buildiﬁgs and studied the motives and methods of the institutions
and péople who provided them. However, from the economic
historian's point‘of view, an importaﬁt area of interest remains
to be_examined, namely,‘the'relationship between public building
provision and fhe functioning and development df the local and
national economies; The two sections of thié short chapter
attempt to place public buildings inithé}r contemporary economic
‘ context: Section I éresents data on the Qalue of investmeﬁt in
public buildings and compares them with investnment in other
forms of capital; Section II then examines the hypothesis that
tye level of investment in‘public_yﬁildings was influenced by‘
fiuctuations-in the general level of economic activity. A
general cautionary note ié’in order, in that the reliability gf
the data is restricted and, thus, they cannot bear'a sophisticated
UcHomet;ic examination. Indeed many of the calculétions which
folléw rely on very bold aséumptioné. Neiertheless, in view
of currént concern with the link between capital fof@ation and
economic gfowth, the results of this investigatioh are of

interest, despite their limitations,

I

In recent years there has been a great debate émongst economic

historians about the nature of capital formation during the

Industrial Revolution: its size and rate of change, and its
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e#tent in particular‘induétries and sectors of the economy.’1 This
study has produced estimates of fixed capital formation in one not
inconsideraﬁle form of construction,.the public building, for an
important economic region, tﬁe West Riding. It is interesting,’

therefore, to attempt to assess the relative importance of public

buildings as a sector of investment.

Since there are no figures for the size of capital formation in
the West Riding in the period 1700-1840 - the years for which

expenditure on public buildings has been calculated - the contri-

- bution of public buildings to capital formation must be estimated

by an indirect route. Since we have estimates of the proportion
of national capital formation absorbed by ﬁrban house=-building,

by estimating the relative sizes of investment'in public buildings
and urban houses, we can arrive at an estimate of the proportion

of national capital formation absorbed‘by public buildings.

The census returns’for the West«RidingMEhow that the stock of houses
in the twelve West Riding towns increased by 40,050 between 1801
and 1841.2_~ "If all these new dﬁellings had been working=-class

houses, they would have cost a total of approximately £2 million,

"1, See F.Crouzet, ed. Capital Formation in the Industrial Revolution

(1972), esp. articles by P.Deane and S.Pollard; dJ.P.P. Higgins
and S.Pollard, eds. Aspects of Capital Investment in Great
Britain 1750-1850 (1971); S.D. Chapman, "Fixed Capital
Formation in the British Cotton Industry, 1770-1315", Economic
History Review (1970); M.C. Reed, Investment in Railways in
Britain, 1o20-1ohh (1975); C.H. Feinstein, "Capital Formation
in Great Britain", Cambridge Economic History of Europe VII

(1976), 28-96. ,
2. Census Reports of Great Britain, 1801 and 1841
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but, assﬁming tﬁat about 10 per cent were builtlfor the middle and
upper classés, # total co§£ of £3-4 million would be a more realistic
estimate.1 During the same period approximately one million pounds
was spent on public buildings in the twelQe towns. Hence, expen=-
diture on public buildings amounted to something between one-half

and one-quarter of the total expenditure on houses.

Chalklin has estimated that in the period, ¢.1750-1820, approxl-
_rmately one-half of natlonal house-buildlng was urban, and he
assumes that house construction absorbed about 25 or 30 per cent

. of national capital formation.2 Thus, on this basis, urban house=-
building seems tb have absorbed about 12%-15 per cent ofvnational

. capital formation. If the ratio of investment in public buildings
to investment in house-building was the same for the whole country -
as it Qas,for the West Riding, the implication is that public
bpiidings must have abéSQbed somewhere between 3 and 7% per,;ent

of national capital formation between 1800 and 1840, Moreover,

if Chalklin's suggestion that urban housing absorbed about 1 per'
cent of national income is correct, then public buildings absorbed

33 per cent of national income.3

1. In 1800 a working-class house would cost about £50, and 'the
house of a merchant or wealthy middle-class family might -
cost about £1,000. Phyllis Deane in "Capital Formation in
Britain before the Railway Age", in F.Crouzet, op.cit. p.106
suggests that the average cost of a house at the time of the
Industrial Revolution was about £100.

2. C.W. Chalklin, The Provincial Towns of Georgian Enrland ...."

(1974), pp.308 = 309. - .
3. CoVW. Chalklin, op.cit. P.309. ) Y
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As a check onvthese ostimates, the contribution of the provision of
public buildings to capital formation and naticnal incohe can be
estimated in another way. In 1841 the populaoionoof Great Britain
was approximately 18.5 millicn, with about 40 per cent of the total
living in towns.1 "~ The 200,000 people living in the twelve Vest

Riding towns at that time therefore represented approximafely L

per cent of the urban population of Great Britain} Assuming that

expenditure on public buildings‘per head of urban population in
Great Britain was similar to that for the West Riding, the total
expendituro on public buildings in the country in the period 1800-
1840 could be estimated as £25 millioo. or about £625,000 per annum.

Deane and Cole have estimated that the average national income of

- Great Britain in the years 1801 to 1341 was around £300 million.2

Thus expenditure on public buildings absorbed about 1/5 per cent of

national income. = If, as Deane and Cole imply, the rate of capital
formation had reached about 8 or 9 per cent by 10#0, publlc

buildings absorbed about 2-2% rer cent of national cap1ta1 formatlon.3

Whichever of these calculations is accepted, the fact remains that

at first glance public buildings appear to have formed a fairly

1n51gn1f1cant part of national income and capital formation. To

a large extent this is a nistaken impression. When the'amounts of

capital g01ng into other notable sectors of the economy are

considered, investment in public buildings seems by no means paltry.

1. Census Report of Great Britain, 1841; C.W. Chalklin, op.cit.

Pe2b; B.R. Mitchell, Abstract of Brltish historical Statistics
(1962), TP 24-26.

2. P.Deane and W.A. Cole, Brltish Economic Growth 1688-1959 (2nd

ed.no’ Cambrld""e’ 1969)’ po_l60.
3. Ibid. pp.262-L.




Table VIII.1l presents estimates of the amount‘of capital invested
in public buildings in Great Britain in each decade in the years
178041840. Estimates of capitél formétioh in various sectors of
the British economy in this period are few and are also open to-
question but they provide interesting comparisons.1 For éxample,
investment in the leading sectors in the Industrial Revolution -
the cotton and iron industries - over.the last two decades of

the eighteenth century was approximately £8 million and £11 million

: respectively.2

Table VIII.l

. ) :
‘Estimated Expenditure on Public Buildings in
the Twelve Vlest Riding Towns and Great Britain,

- 1760-1650 (&)
Twelve West
- . Riding Towns : Great Britain
1780 - 89 34,338 : 858,450
1790-f 99 : 93,465 2,336,625
' 1800 - 09 5""9947 1’373’675
! . 1810 - 19 162,521 - : 4,063,025
1820 - 29 L26,4326 10,910,900
1830 - 4O 392,897 . 9,822,425

. Source: The gazetteer. -

The figures for Great Britain were obtained by multiplying

the West Riding figures by 25, the assumption being that
the twelve towns held about 4 per cent of the urban

population of Great Britain. The assumption is based on
Chalklin's estimates of the proportion of the population. .
of England and Vales which was urban in 1800 and 1320, and
‘applying this to Great Britain to obtain the approximate

size of its urban population. See C.W. Chalklin, op.cit.
pP.23. -
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1. Since this chapter was written, Professor C.H. Feinstein has

produced new estimates of capital formation in Britain during
the Industrial Revolution. For the sectors compared witn

public buildings in the following paragraphs, the new estimates
do not differ sufficiently from the old to invalidate the
comments made here. See C.H. Feinstein, op.cit. pp.28-96.

2. P.Deane and W.A. Cole, op.cit. p.262.
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By this‘stahdard..the estimated 23 million invested in public
buildings over the same period seéms quite sizable. About

£25 million was spent on canal, dock, and harbour projects in

the period 1790-1809,? -while investment in public buildings was
approximately £3.7 million.' ‘A similar impression is gained from

the performance in latef years. -While approximately £45 million
of capital was raised by railway companies in England and Wales

in the period 1825-’-}0,2 about £15.5 million was invested in
. public buildings. In the years 1828-39 probably £3.5 million

was invested in the iron industry,3 while about £11 million was
invested in public buildings. Even the massive £360 million
invested in the British transport system as a whole between 1790
 and II.SLJcOL+ éould not completely awarf investment in public buildings,
| thch is estimated as approximately £28.5 million in these years.
These comparisons taken in conjunétion with our estimate that
;nvestment in public buildings amounted to'25-50 per cent of
investment in urban housebuilding, suggest that the provision .

of public buildings made a sﬁall but significant cbntribution

to capital formation and national income.

One of the most outstanding aspects of the investment in public

buildings was the rapid rate at which it grew. The estimates

presented here suggest that investment in public buildings in the

VWest Riding"towns, and thus perhaps the whole of Great Britain,

1. P.Deane and W.A. Cole, op.cit. p.262, ’
2; h.gé Reed, Investment in Ra11wavs in Brltain, 1820~k (197)),
DPel2oe ‘

3. Ibid, p.li3,

k, P.Deane and W.A. Cole, o E.Clt. p.263.
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grew ovér 140 times between the 1700's and the 1830's, and more
than 25 times betweeﬁ the 1760's and the 1830's (see Table II.3).
Clearly; this sector of capital was capable of greater expansion
than was either required or achieved by many other sectors during
the Industrial Revolution. Some economic historians have
suggested that a growth in capital formation from 5 to over 10 per
cent of thé ﬁet national income was a:necessary condition for the
occurrence of the Industrlal Revolution in Brltam.1 In 1700

‘ national income was about £50 million and by 1841 it had risen
nine-fold to approximately £450 million.2 = This meanms that it
was necessary for capital formation to grow eighteen-fold if it
was to reach the level required for the Industrial Revolution to

take place; without doubt investment in public buildings grew

at a much more rapid rate.

The ambunt of capital invested in-a particular sector of the
econony, ho@ever, does not necessarily reflect the extent of its
cohtribution to economic growth. It has been argued by Phyllis
Deane4that, given an increase in capital formation, the occurrence
of an industrial revolution depends much more on the direction of
capital formation than the size of its increase.3 This view

begs the question of whether increased investment in public bﬁildings

did promote the Industrial Revolution. Although some economic

historians argue vehemently that social capital, such as public

buildings, could make no positive contribution to economic growth,

>

1. See W.A. Lewis, The Theory of Economic Growth (1$35), p.205%
W.W. Rostow, The Stares of rconoumic Growth (1960), e€Spe P«373
P.Deane and W.A. Cole, op.cit. esp. pp.2cO=h.

2.

P,Deane and W.A. Cole, OE.Clt. Pr.156 and 166,

3. P.Deane, "The Role of Capital in the Industrial Revolution",
Explorations in Economic liistory X (1973), 349-64,
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ohe must seriously question how fast economic growth could have
proceeded without the provision of adequate social capital. It
seeﬁs likely that the provision of public buildings made‘a contri=
"~ bution to economic growth - albeit a small one. In the first
place, all investment in public buildings regardless of the types
of buildings financed ﬁust have helped raise the level of economic
activity through the multiplier effect: even if the public
buildings were of no direct assistance to ecénomic activity, the
+ increase in incomes created by theirverection helped to create
the demand for the products of the Industrial Revolution.

\
0f course, much of the investment in public buildings went into’
amenities which had little direct influence on economic affairs.
As Chapter II showed, La per cent of investment went into places
of worshi;; about 12 per cent went into town halls, court houses,
priéons, almshouses, workhouses and the like; and another 6 per
cent wént into places of entertainment - in all, about 60 per cent
of total investment. Nevértheless, this investment may have had
an indirect impact on economic affairs. Rapid economic growth
normally requires a stable social and politiéal environment. and
the provision of these buildings and the activities performed in
them did mucﬁvto prevent ﬁdminist¥ative chaos and social disorder

at a time of great economic and social change.

The remaining}ho per cent of investment in public buildings had a

much more direct influence on economic activity and undoubtedly

promoted economic growth. Over 10 per cent of investment went

into educational establishments and thereby helped to raise the

educational standards of the local population. Another 9 per cent
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went into medical institutions and public baths, thefeby perhaps’
helping to improve the health of the population and contfibuting
to the increase in the output of the working population. Finally,
about 16 pef cent of investment went into markets and commercial
amenities. Of all investment in public buildings this was
probably the most significant in promotiﬂg economic growth.

The success of the Industrial Revolution depended to a large
extent on the ability of entrepreneurs to sell their products at

- home and abroad, and it seems likely that marketing’and commercial

amenities were a not unimportant element in promoting their success.

II

! -
One major hypothesis that we should test is that impoftant
fluctuations in the level of economic activity produced ﬁajor
fluctuations in the oﬁtput of pubiic buildings. Chapter I'~
showed that public buildings were providéd with increasing
frequency over our period, and subsequently we noted that total
annual expenditure on buildings rose substantially as the period
progressed. - However, a closer examination of thé output figures
shows that there were distinct short-term fluctuations in the level

of provision, particularly from the mid-eighteenth century. Could

these fluctuations have been produced by variations in the level of

economic activity?
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In order to idéntify the short-term moveménts in building provision,
two time series covering theﬂperiod 170041840 have been constructed.
The first series, preseﬁted in Table VIII.2, consists éf estimates
" of total annual expenditure on public buildings;' the second,
presented in Tablé VIII.3, consists of annual estimates of the
" number of public buiidings in construction (buildings-in-progress).

The series are also shown in Figure VIII.1.

,Both time series have their deflciencles. One éf these is that
estlmates have been made of the duration of some of the bu11d1ng
projects and errors here may create the appearance of fluctuations |

: in aétivity‘when, in fact, none took élace. The annual expenditure
~ series has thehadditional limitafions that ité cbnstructién involved
estimates of the costs of buildings and it takes no account of

~ changes ovef time in Building costs.1 The buildings-in-progress

' geries has the additional limitation as‘abmeasure of activity that

| it takes no ‘account of the size and cost of buildings.. Nevertheless[
since one series relies principally ogycosts and the other on
numbers of buildings, we are fairly safe in placing confidence in .

major fluctuations in provision revealedAby both series.

; The time series show that there were four major phases of very
| active provision of public buildings between 1766 and 18L0.
~ with upturns and downturns encompassing these phases, the fluctu-

~ations appear almost cyclical in nature.

1. No sophisticated index of building costs in the period is
avallable.
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Estimated Total Annual Expenditure on Public .
Buildings in the Twelve Vest Kiding ‘lowns, 1700-1640

(&)
1700 610 1737 220 1774 3,250 1811 15,750
1701 210 1738 430 1775 8,398 1812 - 7,754
1702 250 1739 lW1s 1776 10,000 1813 8,729
1703 koo 1740 485 1777 8,933 181 9,575
1704 150 1741 L85 1778 6,802 1815 11,015
1705 - - 1742 110 1779 3,428 1816 16,742
1706 175 - 1743 110 1780 2,771 1817 21,142
1707 275 Y N N U3 587 1818 18,933
1708 191 1745 2,000 1782 1,750 1819 40,776
1709 393 1746 2,000 1783 800 1820 34,959
1710 hé 1747 2,000 _ 1784 5,946 1821 22,193
1711 605 1748 2,000 1785 4,668 1822 23,846
1712 - 1749 - 1786 3,666 1823 52,855
1713 - 1750 150 1787 3,250 1824 66,950
1714 150 1751 700 1788 4,900 1825 53,116
1715 250 1752 550 - 1789 5,500 1826 k9,1k2
1716 100 19753 500 1790 4,850 1827 50,145
1717 100 1754 650 .. - 1791 7,345 1828 41,746
1718 - 1755 1,400 1792 12,347 1829 38,284
1719 295 1756 3,291 1793 15,731 1830 20,895
1720 1,045 1757 2,043 1794 17,813 1831 17,542
1721 1,474 1758 1,766 1795 12,718 1832 15,707
1722 831 1759 135 1796 7,122 1833 27,274
1723 651 1760 136 1797 6,789 1834 37,675
1724 651 1761 1,500 1798 4,250 1825  L4,900
1725 872 762 1,500 1799 1,000 1836 57,723
1726 972 1763 446 1800 2,500 1837 48,628
1727 751 1764 L0oo 1801 5,950 1838 50,834
1728 - 1765 1,833 1802 7,540 1839 39,195
1729 - 1766 2,673 1803 5,587 1840 28,924
1730 200 1767 1,204 1804 5,988 ,
1731 - 1768 2,513 1805 4,590 ’,
1732 - 1769 2,443 1806 1,650
1733 - 17720 6,892 1807 3,950
73k 200 1771 3,801 1808 8,216
1725 391 1772 1,000 1809 5,976
1736 286 1773 2,500 1810 8,005

Source: The gazetteer. For details of the method of calculation see Appendix I,
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Estimated Total Annual Number of Public Buildings in Process
of Construction in the Twelve Towns, 1700-~10L0
(including enlargements and extensive alterations and repairs)

1700 L - %0 6 1780 8 11820 1h

1701 2 1741 5 1781 3 1821 1k

1702 1 1742 1 1782 3 1822 - 13

1703 2 1743 1 1783 2 1823 26

170k 1 1744 - 1784 6 1824 29

1705 - 1745 1 1785 2 1825 25

1706 2 1746 1 1786 2 1826 25

1707 L 1747 1 1787 L 1827 26

1708 2 1748 1 1788 8 1828 - 25

1709 3 1749 - 1789 1 1829 23

1710 L 1750 1 1790 7 1830 17

1711 2 .am 4 1791 6 1831 14
1712 - 1752 3 1792 10 1832 12

1713 - 1753 1 1793 10 1833 19

1714 1 1754 2 1794 13 1834 20

715 2 1755 3 1795 12 1835 28

1716 1 1756 3 179 6 1836 4o

1717 1 1757 2 1797 b 1837 32
1718 - 1758 1 . 1798 4 18328 2k
1719 3. 1759 2 1799 1 1839 19
1720 5 1760 1 1800 4 1840 12
1721 I 1761 1 18;1 9

1722 2 1762 1 1802 5

1723 2 1763 3 1803 4

172k 2 1764 2 1804 6

1725 2 1765 3 1805 6

1726 3 1766’ 3 1806 3

1727 2 " 1767 3 1807 3

1728 - 1768 5 1808 7

1729 - = 1769 L 1809 7

1730 1 1770 6 1810 8

1731 - 1771 6 1811 8

1732 - 1772 1 1812 10

1733 - 1773 3 1813 11

1734 2 1774 6 1814 10

1735 2 1775 10 1815 11

1736 2 1776 12 - 1816 7

1737 3 1777 10 1817 10

1728 b 1778 8 1818 5

1739 3 1779 8 - 1819 13

Source: The gazetteers For details of the method of calculation see Appendix II.
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The first phase occurred in 1775-3. = Annual expenditure’rose from
‘a trough of £1,000 in 1772 to reach a peak of £10,000 in 1776'and
fell back to a trough of £587 in 1781. The highest annual expen-
diture in the two decédes béfore 1775 was approximately.£3,800,_
whereas in 1775=8 its minimum level was almost £7,000.  The
buil&ings-in-progress figures reflect these swings; the number:

of buildings-in-progress in 1776 - twelve - was double the highest

number previously attained.

The second major phase was 1792-5. -Annual expenditure, which
had hovered around £4~5,000 in the years 1784-90, turned up
sharply in 1791. It reached a peak of £17,813 in 1594 and then
féll bacx to a trough of £1,000 in 1799.. The years 1792-5 are
outstanding because the annual expenditures were over £10,000
compared‘with an average of about £5,000 in the previous seven
yeafs. - The buildings-in-progress figures again broadly confirm
these findings, although fhey discourage us from regard;ng the

_ activity of the peak years as being much g;eater than that of
1775-8. Expenditure was about 50 per cent higher than in the
first major phase, but the nu@bers of buildings-in-progress

were only marginally greater. -

.

The third major phase was 1823-9, Annual exﬁenditure rose from

a trough of £22,193 in 1821, to a peak of £66,950 in 182k, and

then fell back to a trough of £15,707 in 1832, Expenditure in
the years 1023-8 was on an unprecedented scale, and even in 1829

it was only slightly less than the previous highest level, set

in 1819. = The buildings-in-progress figures emphasize the massive

proportions of the boom. The average number of buildings-in-
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progress in 1823;9 - twenty-five - was almost double the previous

highest annual level.

The fourth, and final, major phase was 1834-9. Annual expéndituré
rose fron a trough of £15,707 in 1832 to a peak of £57,723 in 1836,
and then fell back to what may have been a trough of 526,924 in
1640 - the last year of the expenditure series. The boom yéars,
-1834=9, were only marginally less spectacular than those of the
~1820's. ' The ﬁinimum level of annual expenditure was £37,675.
Once again the buildings—in—progres; figufes support the indications
- of the-expendituré series, but suggest a‘much higher leiel of
activity in 1836 than 1834: there were forty buildings in progress
lasiopposed to twenty-niﬁé. . In fact, the figures are somewhat
. misleading because theré was an unusuaiiy largé humber of altef-
“ations and enlargements to buildings in the mid-1830's.  For
iekaﬁple, four of the places of worship built at Leeds in the

1820's were in the process of enlargement in 1836,

- The significance of‘these four phases of”high activity is ﬁeightened
by the fact that they are found not only in the aggregate totals of
annual expenditure on bulldlngs, but also in the disaggregated
- figures for publlc and private sector expenditure (see Tables VIII.UL

iand 5 and Figure VIII.1l). TFor the most part, public and prlvate

~expenditures show similar peaks and troughs.
- ' In seeking explanations of the broad fluctuations in our time series
_ a number of p0551b1e channels of enqulry seem promising. The

fluctuatlons of output in the c0nstructlon 1ndustry, especially

hoasebulldlnﬂ, during the elghteenth and nineteenth centuries are



Table VIII.A

Estimated Total Annual Public Sector Expenditure on Public 283
Buildings in the Twelzz)West Riding Towns, 1700-1640

1700 - 1737 7 1774 - 1811 2,600
1701 - 1738 230 1775 915 1812 2,900
1702 - 1739 290 1776 916 - 1813 2,k25
1703 - "1740 110 1777 1,000 1814 2,625
1704 - 1741 110 1778 1,000 1815 3,615
1705 - 1742 110 1779 200 1816 13,667
1706 - 1743 110 1780 386 1817 13,917
1707 - 1744 - 1781 87 1818 13,583
1708 - - 1745 2,000 1782 - 1819 17,539
1709 - 1746 2,000 1783 - 1820 20,720
1710 105 1747 2,000 178% 1,480 . 1821 14,623
1711 105 1748 2,000 1785 1,000 1822 17,041
1712 - g - 1786 - 1823 18,922
1713 - . 1750 - 1787 - 1824 19,880
1714 . 1751 - 1788 1,250 1825 15,157
1715 - 1752 - 1789 © 1,250 1826 13,981
1716 - 1753 - 1790 1,000 1827 6,235
1717 - 754 - . 1791 1,000 1828 8,451
1718 - 1755 - . 1792 4,333 1829 7,880
1719 75 1756 275 1793 664 1830 6,378
1720 75 w757 275 179 h913 1831 3,k25
1721 173 1758 - 1795 1,250 1832 6,969
1722 . 174 1759 - 1796 - 1833 '4,9?0(
1723 - 1760 - 1797 - 1834 1,009 .
1724 - 178 - 1798 - 1835 = -
1725 221 1762 - 1799 - 1836 3,300
1726 221 1763 - 1800 500 1837 9,600
1727 - . 1764 - 1801 . 950 1838 10,595
1728 - 1765 90 1802 - 1839 4,295
1729 - 1766 .92 1803 - 1840 -
1730 - 1767 92k 1804 -
1731 - 1768 .96k 1805 480
1732 - 1769 1,041 1806 1,250 o
1733 - 1770 1,000 187 1,250
173k 150 1771 - 1808 4,116
1735 0 1772 - 1809 4,276
1736 45 1773 - 1810 2,95

Source: The gazetteer. For details of ¢

: he method of calculation, see
‘Appendix II. ‘



Table VIIL.S

| 28
Fstimated Total Annual Private Sectof Expenditure on 4
Public Buildings in the Tye](.z&; West Riding Towns, 1700=1840
1700 500 1737 125 1774 3,000 1811 12,550
1701 100 1728 125 1775 6,833 1812 3,504
1702 250 1739 - 1776 8,53 1813 5,554
1703 4O 1740 200 1777 7,933 1814 6,950
170k 150 176 200 1778 5,642 1815 7,400
1705 - - 17k2 - 1779 2,878 1816 2,750
1706 = 1743 - 1780 2,385 1817 6,900
1707 - 1744 - 1781 500 1818 5,350
1708 91 1745 - 1982 1,750 1819 22,037
1709 393 1746 - 1783 800 ° 1820 11,739
1710 8l1 1747 - 178k 4,466 1821 5,970
1711 500 - 1748 - 1785 3,668 1822 6,805
1712 - 17k - 1786 3,666 1823 33,933
1713 - 1750 150 - 1787 3,250 1824 47,070
1714 150 1751 700 1788 3,650 1825 32,065
1715 250 1752 S50 1789 2,650 1826 29,266
1716 100 1753 500 ., 1790 2,250 1827 38,850
1717 - 17k 650 1791 6,345 1828 31,627
1718 - 1755 1,400 1792 7,514 1829 27,988
1719 320 1756 3,016 1793 10,567 1820 11,706
1720 970 1757 1,768 179% 12,900 1831 12,056

1721 1,301 1758 1,766 1795 11,468 - 1832 7,338
‘1722 657 1759 135 1796 7,122 1833 17,139
1723 651 1760 126 1797 6,789 1834 32,900
1724 651 1761 1,500 1798 . 4,250 1835 40,400
1725 651 1762 1,500 © 1799 1,000 1836 47,173
1726 751 1763 Lh6 - 1800 2,000 1837 35,603
1727 751 - 176k Loo 1801 5,000 1838 30,297

1728 - 1765 1,748 1802 7,540 1839 27,456
1729 - 1766 1,749 1803 5,587 1840 21,482
1730 - 1767 280 1804 5,988

731 - - 1768 1,549 1805 4,110 |

1732 - 1769 1,k02 " 1806 200 o

1733 - . 1770 2,801 1807 2,500

1734 50 1771 3,801 1808 3,500

1735 241 1772 - 1,000 1809 1,000

1736~ 241 1773 2,500 1810 4,500

Source: The gazetteer.

For details of the method of calculation, see
Appendix II. ,
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well known, and many economic historians have attempted to explain
them. Perhaps the current explanations §f this phenomenon may
also be applicable to public buildings. T.S. Ashton and H.A.
Shannon have suggested that the level of building activity was
inverseiy related to the level of interest rétes.1 . Their theory
was that builders wérked on credit, and therefoge built mainly
when credit was cheap. - In Ashton's words: "A rise in the rate
of interest might not merely check new enterprise but bring

projects already begun to a halt."2

An examination of the
rates of return on government securities = a good indicator of
long-term interest rates - suggests that, indeed, there was an
association getween low interest rates and increased provision
of public buildinés.} ,Yet,'thé link between interest ratés
and the provision of public buildings seems rather tenuous.

As shown in earlier chapfers, public buildings were financed
p;ihcipally from the accumulated'éunds or income of the public
and private sectors - not borrowing. . Cheapness of credit was
therefore only a minor consideration. On the other hand, it
must be allowed that low intefest rates might encourage people
to invest their capital in public buildings offering reasonably
high rates of return. | ;t is possible to envisage this sort of
relationship existing, particularly in the 1820's and i830's.~

In those years, while interest rates hovered aboui 3} per cent,

the rates of return predicted for several public buildings were
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1. H.A. Shannon, "Bricks - A Trade Index, 1795-1849", in E.M. :
Carus-Wilson, ed. Essays in Economic History (1962), II, 197;
T.S. Ashton, Economic Fluctuations in kngland, 1700-1500

- (Oxford, 1959), Chapters 4 and 5.

2. T.S. Ashton, op.cit. p.26.

3. For rate of return on Consols see T.S. Ashton,

op.cit. }187
and I{.A. Sha.nnon, OEocito pp.aoo'zol. p
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in the region of 6 to 10 per cent or even more. However, the

majority of public buildings did not offer financial reward, let.

alone high rates of return.

Another explanation of the fluctuations in the level of house-
building,.Which might apply to public buildings, has been postulated
by Professor Parry Lewis. He suggested in his book on building
cycles that fluctuations stemmed‘partly from altgrations in the
demand for houses resulting from demographic changes.1 This
theory may well be acceptable for housebuilding, since there is
clearly a direct link between alterations in the number and size

of family units and the demand for dwellings, but the link between
demographic changés and the demaﬁd for public buildings seems much -
less direct. As we saw in earlier chapters, the provision of
buiidings might occur‘long after major demographic changes had .

begun to make them desirable. It seems unlikely that the demographic
factor would be of sufficient influence to cause short-term

fluctuations in provision.

Thus, these two alternative explanations of the fluctuations in
the provision of public buildings seem of limited value. However,
at first sight'at least, a comparison of the fluctuations in the

provision of public buildings with those in general economic

activity appears more fruitful.

The findings of Ashton and Gayer, Rostow, and Schwartz on economic

1. J. Parry Lewis, Building Cycles and Britain's Growth (1965),

espe01ally Chapters 2y 5y and 2.
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fluctuations in England, 1700-1840, reveal majo£ fluctuations in economié
activity broadly similar to the cycles and phases of high activity in

the provision of public buildings whiéh have been identified (see

Table VIII.6). The major phases of high public building provision,

j.e. 1775-8, 1792-5, 1823-9, and 1834-9, all begin within periods

of gener;ily increased or incfeasing prosperity, and the peaks in

the phases (with the exception of that of 1792) all occur close to

peéks in the economy. Thus, thére does appeér to be a relationship
between the two variables. ' This might well be a lagged relation-

ship since, in the cases of all four phaseé, buildiﬁg provision

remained high for up to two or three years after the economy had

reached a trough.

Sceptics might argue that these comparisons aré limited in their
hsefulnes$ because we are comparing £he output of buildings with
>national rather than local economic trends. Fortunately, however,
qualitative'evidende of the West Riding's economic fortunes is
available which gives impressive support for the existence of a
relationship between economic prosperity and the provision of
public buildings. A report to thekHome Secretary in 1775 clearly
indicates thaf the West Riding écbnomy was very prosperous at the

beginning of the major phase of public building activity in 1775-3:

In Yorkshire, particularly in Halifax, Bradford and
Leeds, the coarse cloth manufacture has never known
a better state or a greater number of hands employed,
and more extensive schemes are projected., 1 The
interruptions with America is little felt.

Similarly, the Report on the Woollen Manufacture of ngland, published

in 1806, indicates that trade was prosperous in the West Riding>at

1. Calendar of Home Office Papers, 1773-1775 (1599), p.416: 25

.September 177y « Report of Charles Irving, Esq., to the llone
Secretary, .
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Tahle VIII.6

Notable Fluctuations in the Provision of
Public Buildings Compared with lajor
-Fluctuations in the Level of Kconomic Activity,

- 1772-1640

Major phases - Public building cycles © - Major economic

of high public - encompassing major _ fluctuations

building phases ‘

p;ovision

Trough Peék Trough Trough Peak Trough

1775-8 1772 1776 © 1781 1775 1777 1778-81
1792-5 1786 1794 1799 1788 1792 1793
1823-9 1821 1824 1832 1819 1825 1826
1834-9 1832 18% 18k 7 1832 1836 1837

!

—

Sources: Public building activity - Table VIII 2 & 3

Economic fluctuations =-

1775-87, T.S. Ashton, Economic Fluctuations in
England, 1700-1800 (Cxford, 1959)

1788-1840, A.D. Gayer, W.W. Rostow, and A.J.
- Schwartz, The Growth and Fluctuations of the
British Economy, 17S0-1050 (Oxford, 1953),

VOl.I, part Io - ’
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the beginning of the second major phase of high activity, 1792-5.
Part of_the evidence mentions the state of trade when a cloth hall .
was built at Leeds in 1792-3:

"what is the third Cloth Hall in Leeds called?"

. "It is generally called the Tom Paine Hall, it1
was built at the time the trade was so good."

The prosperlty of the West Riding economy at the beginning of the
third major phase of hlgh activity, 1823-29, is clearly indicated

by a speech at the foundation ceremony of Leeds Corn Exchange in
1827:

"Fellow Townsmen - VWe are met here today to lay the

last foundation stone of a series of public buildings,

in this town, having their origin during the most
unexampled tide of prosperity ever remembered."

Finally, there is also evidence that times were prosperous in the
early stages of the fourth major phase of high activity, 1834-9.

The 1835 report on Leeds Corporation mentioned the economic state

} —

qf Leeds:

The state of the trade of the borough is said to
be highly favourable, and the town advancing in

prosperity «... the_commercial prospects of the
town are improving.

Similarly, the prospectus issued in 1836 for Vakefield Corn Exchange

commented on the'advancing‘economic prosperity offthe‘town.4

1. Report from the Select Commnittee .... on the State of the
Woollen Fanutacture in Encland (P.P. 1c00, II1), p.153,
evidence ot John Hebblethwaite (Leeds merchant).

2. L.I. 30 August 1827, speech of John Cawood.

3. Reports from Commissioners on Municipal Corporations in
England and Wales (P.Pe 1035, XXIII), p.l62h,

Wakefield Exchange Buildings, Prosgectus (Wakefleld, 1836)

ARY
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Evidence of a correlation between the level of public building
provision and the 1ével of economic activity does not, of course,
establish a causal relationship. Moreover, to claimva 1agged
relationship between the two variables may appear‘very rash in

view of the manner in wﬁich the public building time series were
constructéa. However, our knowle&gé of the promotion and
organizatiop of building schemes gives good support to both
causality and lagging.‘ It is evident that when theveconomy was
dépréséed, the décision makers in the public and the private sectors
felt financially insecure and were reluctant to spend the money

. they had available. When prosperity began to return as the
econ§my came out 6f depression, they becamebmore enfhusiastic
about‘financing buildings because'they had more money to spare

. and the prospects for a good return oﬁ fhe capital invested were
much brighter. Initially, h§wever; they usually held back because
-tpey'wanted to be certain‘that the. economic improvement was more
‘than a flash in the pan before theyvembarked on schemés involving
heavy expenditure. The initial suspicion with which a éeturn of
prosperity might be viewed is reflected in some comments made on

an improvement scheme in Leeds projected in 1822:

- The time was not proper for such an undertaking:
much had been said of the prosperity of the town;
but who would guarantee the continuance of that
prosperity for 12 or even two months? The

~ present prosperity was occasioned by speculation
in trade. They were just emerged from a state

of dis%ress, and they might soon revert bvack to it
again . S

. Likewise, the importance of confidence in economic prospects is.

1. L.I. 5 August 1822, speech at a public meeting to discuss the
demolition of the Moot Hall and butchers' shambles.



demonstrated by J.K. Walker's assurances and encouragement given to
potential subscribers to the Huddersfield and Upper Agbrigg

Infirmary, in 1828 - an earlier scheme had been abandoned in 1826.

"It is not assumed that our prospects are at present
s0 bright as could be wished; after so tremendous
a shock, it could not be expected that trade would
recover without great struggles. But if our
-commercial prospects are not so brilliant as before
the late crisis, who is there that will contend
~ that they are not based on a more solid foundation,
and less exposed to sudden convulsions? The
prosperity of the former period, was a deceitful
,  glare, a hectic prosperity, which is so often the.
forerunner of dissolutionj that of the present is

not so imposing to the eye, perhaps, but more
healthy, and less at the mercy of events.

[}
Once people felt that there was an element of permanence in the

return of prosperity thej embarked on public building projects.
However, it would take several months, if not over a year, before
building work would commence. Hence a time-lag of around two
yeafs between the return of prosperity and a major increase in

| éxpenditure‘on public buildings Q;s ver§ likely. When the
economy was‘at ité peak, many public buildings would be projected
and many would be under construction. A downturn in the economy

would not, however, produce an immediate and drastic decline in

the provision of buildings. Although some projects might be
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abandoned when the economic downturn came, many would be sufficiently

well underway to make cancellation almost unthinkable. Since
the duration of projects was often two or three years, building

was likely to continﬁe at a fairly high level for approximately

two or even three years,

1. J.K. Valker, Observations on the Exvediency of Establishing

H?snitals +-++ Addressed to the Governors oI luddersiield
Dispensary (Huddersfield, 102G), pos.
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Nevertheless, inevitably the depression took its toll. With the
disappearance of prosperity few new schemes would be undertaken.
The depression of 1826-31, for instance, 1ed to the abandonment
o;'several projects and a notable reluctance to commence new ones.
A forerunner of the successful scheme to build the Huddersfield
and Upper Agbrigg Iﬂfirmary was abandoned ét the end of 1825

because of the economic collapse. J.K. Walker wrote in 1828:

Ve seemed however just on the point of realizing
" the project, but a few years ago, when that never-
to-be-forgotten crisis, that shook our commercial
fabric to its very basis, suspended this, as well
as many other schemes of benevolence.
]

A report in lLeeds Ihtelligencer in 1826 concerning the exhaustion 3

of lLeeds General Infirmary's funds, also revealed the reluctance

of people to finance even charitable concerns in times of economic
depression: , ‘

;  This exhaustion also happens when the springs of

benevolence amongst the better classes are, though

not dried up, somewhat contracted by the prevalence
of commercial embarrassment throughout the country.

Another project, for the enlarged Leeds Court House, was abandoned

in 1827 owing to "the depressed state of the times".3 Finally,

the Report on the Borough of leeds in 1831 disclosed how the

projection and subsequently the erection of new buildings'came
to an end with the downturn of the economy:

The Town was stated to have been in a very

flourishing condition about five or six years

ago and receiving a rapid increase in its
population and buildings. This increase has,

e N . . ., . ’ -

1e JoKe Walker, op.cit. p.S.
2. L.I. 16 March 1826.

3. L.CsAe L.CJ /1 S March 1827.
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since that period; experienced a check; few

buildings are now in the course of erection.’
The influence of depression, however, was not usually sufficient
fo bfing public building provision to a complete standstill.
Indeed, as eur time series show, after 1749 the provision of
buildings never fell to zero, and after 1820 there were never
fewer than a dozen bulldlngs Qg‘progress. This continuance of
‘building activity, albeit at a low level, in depressed times
perhaps occurred ﬁecause building costs were lower than in
prosperous per;ods. For example, when J.K. Walker successfully
,’rev1ved the scheme to build the Huddersfleld and Upper Agbrigg

Infirmary in 1828 he p01nted out that the fall in the cost of

~ labour and building materlals since 1625 had reduced the cost

of the building by a quarter.2 On the whole, therefore, there
seens to be qulte good support for the hypothesis that substantial
f;uctgatlons in the level of provision of public buildings were

induced by major fluctuations in the level of general economic

activity.

1. Boundary Commissioners: Report on the Borough of Leeds
: (P.P. 1031-2, XL}, pp. lyo=0,.

2. - J.K. Walker, op.cit. p.5.
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CHAPTER IX
GENERAL CONCLUSIONS

In concluding this'investigatibn'of the provision 6f.public buildings,
believed to be the first of its kind; it seems important to draw its

findings tdgether and to assess what they tell us about the process

of urban development.

In the first plﬁce, the>Study investigated'the extent and chronology
of the'provisioﬁ of this important category of urban buildings. 1In
all, aébmany as:sii hundred public buiidingé were provided in the
twelve West Riding towns bethéh 1600 and 1840; approximately three-
quérters of them were purpose-built, the remainder being éxisting
premisés converted for public purposes. The most striking aspect
of' the chronology is the sharp up-turn in the rate of provision
which coincided with the onset of the Industrial Revolution and
répid population growth in the second half of the eighteenth
century: ‘the frequency of provision, which had grown comparativély
slowly from one bgilding every two yéafs in the seventeenth century
.to'one per year:in the first half of‘the\eighteenth, leépt to three
per year between 1750 and 1799, and almost ten per year between
1800 and }840;‘ Very large sums of money were spent on public
buildings in the West Riding, particularly after 1750.  An
estimated‘ﬂl% million was’épent in the twelve towns between 1700
anq"'lauo, of which about £200,000 was expended in the second half

of the eighteenth century and another million pounds betweeﬁ 1800
and 1840,
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From the middle years of. the eighteenth century many new types of
public buildiﬁgs were provided and there was a much more widespread
“adoption of earlier innpvaﬁions. During the seventeenth century
‘only a small range of buildings was providéd, consistihg of town -
halls, court houses, ﬁrisons, workhouses, almshouses, grammar and
charity schools, market crosses, butchers' shambles, and places of
worship. However, in the next century these were supplemented by
new‘types of schools, libraries, newsrooms, medicai institutions,
assenbly roous, theatres, cloth halls, and more commodious market
places. In the following forty years, innovations included county
.court houses, union workhouses, collegiate and proprietary schools,
mechanics' institutes, philosophical halls, a county lunatic asylum,
public baths, covered markets, corn exchénges, commercial buildings,
‘and zoological and botanical gardens. Of the £11 million invested
in public buildings between 1700 and i840 approximately 42 per cent
fipanced places of worship; 16 per,cent marxets and commercial
amenities; 9 per cent medical institutions and public baths;

10 per cent schools, colleges, and educational institutions;

9 per cenf town halls, court houses, public offices; and prisons;

6 per cent social amenities; 3 per cent élmshouses, workhouses,
and vagrancy-offices; and 5 per cent miscellaneous buildings.

The greatly increased provision and expendifure on'public buildings
after 1750 was accompanied by a notable rise in expenditure on
individual buildinés: while in the seventeenth century a typical
. building perhaps cost £100 -~ 200, rising to an average expgnditure
of around £400 in the period 17CO - 1750, in the second half of the

eighteenth century average expenditure reached £1,000, and just over
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£4,000 between 1800 and 1840. (Allowing for inflation, the average
real expenditure on a typical public building rose about eight to

twelve times between the seventeenth century and the end of our

period.)

This clear’picture of the rapid upsurge in the provision of new and
more commodious public buildings between 1750 and 1340 mﬁst lead us
to qualify our view of urban growth in this periqd. ‘Too often
historians paint a'picture of a general deteriorafion in urban
conditions as,towns experienced mushroom growth during the Industrial
Revolution; 1leading townsmen and public authorities have been

| accused of inactivity, lack of concern, or inadequate efforts in

the face of urban problems. = This study shows that a great deal

§f effort and money went into the provision of urban public buildings
~ in this period. Moreover, these amehities, at least in the early
years of their use, adequately served the purposes for which they
vere intended. It‘would seem unjust to denigrate the providers

of these buildings simply because unpr;cedented population growth
soon made inadequate their‘apparently ample provisions. Often it
did take time before people recognised thét provisions of éarlier |
years needed replacement, but eventually money was found and a

town's public buildings of one type or another were once again made

sufficient for its needs.

It has become commonplace for historians to talk about "the great

public buildings of the Victorian era" as if their predecessors were

either few in nurber or small and uninspiring. - This study has

N .

shown that the period of enthusiasm for erecting public buildings
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really began in the second half of the eighteenth century. In terms
of architectural merit, the contemporary interest aroused, and even
size, many of these buildings, had they endured to the present day,

would rank with our surviving'public buildings of later years.:

Another important aspect of this investigation'was the comparison
of the provision of buildings in each town. The most notable
finding is that, despite the differences in the types and sizes of
buildings erected in each town, there was remarkably little
significant variation in pef capita spending on buildings. Taking
.the populations'of the twelve towns in 1841, about £h. 6;. per
capita was expended on public buildings in most towns betWeeﬁ 1700
"and 1840; Wakefield, the "county.tcun", was the only urban ceﬁtre
with a signifibantly different expenditure. One of the main
~explanations for this similarity is that the larger towns tended
to: erect fewer, but more costly, buildings per head of population
than the smaller towns. Leeds, for e#ample, with a population of
c. 89,000 in 1841 was provided with l.4 buildings per thousand
inhabitants at an average cost of £4,279, while Ripon with a
population of ¢. 5,500 in 1841 was providéd with 3.1‘buildings per

thousand inhabitants at an average cost of £2,265.

The similarity in per capita expenditure on buildings in each town,
of course, does not imply that levels of aggregate expenditure were

the same; the larger towns had many more buildings than their .

smaller neighbours. For example, four or five times more buildings

were provided in Leeds than in towns such as Rotherham, Ripon, or

Pontefract over the period 1600 - 1840, and the total expenditure on
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its buildings between 1700 and 1840 was‘more than ten times higher

than that in the other towns.

Thus, if the West Riding towns were representative, this study
suggests that the number and tyﬁical size and cost of public
buildings'erecfed in prq&incial towns in our period was related to
their fopulation size;’ expenditure per'head, however, was not
likely to have varied significantly from town to town. The

major exceptions to this rule are county towns. Because their
administrative fesponsibilities extended far beyond théir own .
‘boundaries they:are likely to have had unusually high expenditures
on buildings per head of population. Wakefield had an expenditure
per head on public buildings more than doﬁble the average for the
twelve‘towns. This anomaly was entirely due to its role as "county
town" and the consequent provision of large county buildings out of
the West Riding magistrates' funds; if the county expenditure is

omitted, the per capita expenditure on the town's buildings is very

similar to that for Leeds and Sheffield.

Over and above a basic stock of public buildings, there wege
differences in the types of buildings provided in each town.

These variations might result, as we have just noted, from differences
in the administrative functions of towns, but the; might stem also

from differences in economic interests. It was natural that in

towns where an industry or trade prospered, the beneficiaries had

both the incentive and the funds to provide buildings which promoted

or protected their source of wealth. In textile towns such as

-Leeds and Ilalifax these interests led to the provision of cloth halls,

and in a town such as Doncaster, drawing considerable income from
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its races, they led to the provision of social amenities.

The detailed consideration given in the foregoing chapters to the
~ sources of finénce_for~public buildings has offered severalAimportant
insights into the process of urban development. DPerhaps the most
significant is the demonstration of the pubiic sector's limited
contribﬁtion to this aspect of urban building. In the period
1600-1840, in the twelve towns at least, the public sector played
a subordinate role in the financing of public buildings: public
bodies provided only about one-fifth of the finance for buildings
in the seventeenth century, and in the féllowing 140 years their
share rose to no morebthan one=-third. This evidence gives further
confirmation to historians!' view that public bodies and authorities
were slow to extend their activities and responsibilities amidst
the rapid urban development accomp;nying the Industrial Revolution.
f —-—
Parliament did not begin to finance public buildings iﬁ this area
- until the 1790's, and it was not until the early nineteen£h century
that the Wést Riding magistrates financed them on their own initiative.
(Over the period 1700-1840, in very approiimate terms, Parliament
provided three-sevenths of public finance for buildings, the County
two-sevenths, and local ﬁublic bodies two-sevenths.) Most public
bodies provided only those buildings which they thgught essential
for the efficient execution of their traditional functions and duties.
Hence, Parliament provided barracks and churches to prevent social
the County and municipal corporations provided prisons and
court houses for the pfoper admini;tration of justice; parishes

provided workhouses for relieving the poor; and charitable trusts

built schools and almshouses in accordance with their legai obligations.
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However, we should not attribute fhe limited extent of public sector
activities entirely to laissez~-faire attitudes; there is much
evidencé showing that the lack of substantial funds and‘rating

powers Qas a major obstacle to public sector provision of urban
amenities. . This deficiency, undoubtedly, made public bodies less
responsive to urban neees than they might have wished. The examples
of.Doncaster Corporation and several charitable erusts show that
where funds were available public bodies could be euite energetic

in meeting the exigencies'ofiurban growth,

_Considered from.the opposite standpoint, the limited extent of
public sector activity highlights both the willingness and the
ability of the private sector to provide a large number of public
amenities at considerable cost. In view of the heavy demands made
on private capital during the Industrial Revolution, it is surprising
tofsee that, when the economy was prosperous, private individuals or
groups of people had large sums of money readily available to provide
the major part of the investment in this form of social capital.
Private contributions of capital often resulted from motives of
benevolence, self-preservatibn,"desire foe amenity, and civic pride,
but, in explaining readiness to invest, it seems particularly
significant that public buildings were often regarded as sound and
profitable economic investments; for example, mar#ets, theatres,

public baths, and even certain types of school were thought to offer

potentially high rates of return.
The examination of the stimulants. to the provision of publlc bulldlngs

in the twelve towns has revealed two major influences on the tlmlng

of urban development: flrstly, a combination of urban rivalry,
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emulation, and civic pride, and.secondly, the state of the economy.
It has been noted that often the provision of buildings was induced
by develbpments in other towﬁs; Certainly from the middle of the
eighteenth century the. inhabitants of the twelve towns were aware

of the amenities being provided in other towng and attempted to
imitate or surpass them. This process was prompted by feelings of
rivalry and civic pride; pedple felt that a town's public buildings
reflected the character of its inhabitants and couid influence its
economic pféspects. " Thus, the provision of an amenity in one town
might set off a chain reaction in others. Clark and Slack's concept
.of a hierarchy or league of industrial towns set apart from the
traditional hierarchy of towns in England is supported by this
emulatiQe process.1 + For the most part, the West Riding townsmen
compared their provision of buildingé with that in other manufaétufing
or commercial centres: provisions in.Liverpool and Manchester, or
Leeds and Sheffield, amongst their.own number, are cited frequently
as examples to be followed, whilst buildings in large non-industrial

towns such as York appear to have been discussed very little.

As the previous chapter demonstrated, theiététe of the econémy often
was the crucial factor in determining the precise timing of the
erection of a building. The level of building activity generated
by public buildings rose and fell in a pronounced ¥ashion with the

up~-turns and down-turns in the level of economic activity. Projects

might be postponed in periods of depression but taken up again when

_ prosperity returned.

1. P.Clark and P.Slack, English Towns in Transition, 1500-1700

(Oxford, 1976) N Pth.
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For the benefit of architectural historians fhe forégoing study,
notably chapters VI and VII, has presented detailed information about
the conduct of public buildihg projects. : It has been shown that the
promotion and organisation of a project could be a complex and
drawn-out procedure. Support for a scheme had to be canvassed:

and, for the most part, the economic climate had to be propitious.
Choosing suitable sites, desigﬁs,'and builders all had their pitfalls,
and though buildings were usuallj completed to their projectors!
satisfaction, they ofteh considerably exceeded the cost anticipated.
The typical public buildings took about two years to erect, usually
'béing commenced. in one calendar year and completed in the next, but

the larger buildings might take up to five or six years.

Thus, the interests of both the urban and the architectural historian
have been catered fory those of the economic historian, however,

have not been neglected.  Indeed, a gqod deal of the findings
pertinent to-the latter have alreadj been referred to in this
summing=-up. Nevertheless, it would be particularly valuable if a

- final assessmeﬁt could be made‘of the general contribu;ion of the
provision of public buildings to the procéss of economic development.
. Unfortunately, as with other.fo;ms of social capital, it is virtually
impossible to make a measurement of this kind. We can say only that
public buildings appear to have absorbed large amaunts of capital
during the Industrial}Revolution and that investment in them rosé

by an increment at least consistent with the acceleration in general
investment hany conéiéer essential for an industrial revolution.
Clearly, those public buildings with economic functions promoted

economic growth, while those with social functions are unlikely to.

have retarded it.
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This study has‘concentrafed on the immediate causes of the provision
of publid buildings; to have done otherwise would have required a
lengthy réstatement of the forces and influences at the root of the
process of English urban development in our period. - However, it

is worthwhile emphasizing thét in the final analysis there were
powerful general forces underlying the'more immediate and particular
factors thch induced the provision of public buildings. It was

the need to maintain law and order and to provide the basic
‘necessities of life at a time of rapid urban growth and great
economic and social change which prompfed the greatly accelérated
‘provision of public buildings after 1750. The rise in destitution
as the common man became a wage labourer divorced from thelland; the
threat to public order as workers.became congregated in larger
numbers and class divisions became more clearly defined; the threat‘
to public health as urban congestion increased; the need for a
be?ter educated population as trade and industry became more
sophisticated; the rapid increase in volume and compléxity of

retail and business'transactions; the need to entertain Sr pacify
- the urban population in its leisure time - all these factors coﬁbined

to promote the provision of public buildings.

Within the last twenty or thirty years of our period, one of the
greafest problems facing the promoters of town improvements Qas

their inability to anticipate future requirements. Whereas public

buildings provided in the seventeenth century often had a useful
. life of more than a century, those erected in the late eighteenth or

early nineteenth centuries sometimes became inadequate within twenty

or thirty years. As the editor of the Sheffield Directory for 1828

pointed qut whenhlamenting the necessity of redeveloPing'the town‘é
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‘markets for the second time within forty years: to have anticipated

the rapid growth of the town "would have required the omniscience of

a being superior to man'.

»

.1, Sheffield 1825 D. p.xxxiv.
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A GAZETTEER OF WEST RIDING PUBLIC BUILDINGS, c, 1100-1840




306

Introduction and Guide to the Use of the Gazetteer

The Gazetteer is a 1list of tlie public buildings frovided in twelve
West Riding towns c. 1100-1840, The towns included are Barnsley, Biadford,
Doncaster, ﬁalifax, Huddersfield, Knaresborough, Leeds, Pontefract, Ripon?
Rotherham, Sheffield; a#d Wakefielq. ‘A chionological list of buildings
is given for each town., In addition to giving the names, locations, and
construction dates of the buildings, the Gazetteer; where possible, gives
details oflfunction, size, build;ng materials, sources of finance, and |
cost, This information is presented in tables with ten columns. A

series of abbreviations and code letters has been adopted in order to

save space.

.
|73

Column One = Building Numbers

Each building has been nunmbered according to the chronological
order of its provision in the town concerned, Their numbers are prefixed by
the first and last letters of the name of the town in which they were
!

provided. Hence, the first building provided in Leeds is numbered LS1,

the tenth building provided in Sheffield is numbered SD10, and so on.

Columns Two and Three = Start of Building and Completion Date

Where precise dates are given for the start and completion of a
building, e.g. 17 Aug. 1835, 13 May 1837, the dates normally aie those
of the foundation or opening ceremonies, In most cases, however, the
data available permit dating to particular months or years only.
| A date prefixed by' "pre", e.,g. "pre-1376", indicates that the building
‘existed in the year specified, but its precise dates of consiruction
‘are unknown. TFor buildings erected c, 1750-1840 the date speéifi;d in
' these cases is almost certainly’within teh years of the dates of construction,
but for buildings of an earlier date the margin of error is likely to

be much greater,

"C.P." standing for Converted Premises, indicates that existing
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premises wére converted or taken over to serve as a public building
"C.?.?" is used in cases where although the premises were newly oécupied
it is not known whether they were converted or purpose-built., In both of
these cases the date given in column three is the date when the premises
were.occupied. Occasionally, buildings were used for public purposes on
a part-time basis, e.g. schoolrooms uséd for assemblies and balls; "C.P."
is used in these cases also, but the temporary usage is shown by the
location specified, e.g. "in the Grammar School®,

Finally, the sources used often specify only one year as the construction
date, e.g. "built 1802", "erected 1750“, etc. Research has shown that it
was rare for a public building to be completed within one calendar year;
normally, where writers specify only one year it is the‘year of completion,
In these. cases the date is put in the Completion Date column, and is

suffixed with the letter "s", e.g. 17558, to indicate that it was the sole
date specified,

f

o

Column Four = Name of Building and its Location

Where details of the exact locatioﬁ of a building were readily
accessible, they weré obtained and are included in the Gazetteer., Since
the prime criterion for the inclusion of a building in the Gazetteer was
simply that it lay within the boundaries of the. towns concerned, ascertaining

the exact location was not considered to be of major importance,

Column Five = Function-

In general the entries are self-explanatory. The denominations

of places of worship are specified in this column;

‘ Column Six -~ Size

This column presents a variety of information about the physical

characteristics of the buildings. Details are given about the dimensions
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and capacity of the buildings. Dimensions are given in terms of ground

areas, number of storeys, and contemporary descriptions, e.g. "large",
"small", etc. Ability to accommodate objects and people is measuﬁed in
térms of numbers of dwelling units, stalls, éhops, or simply the number
of pgople that could be accommodated in the premises, fdr example, in the

case of a church, "accom, 1600", or in the case of a school, "200 scholars", .

Column Seven ~ Building Material (Bdg. Matl.)

S = stone; B = brick; W = wood
Usually, only the principal building material is specified. Where two

types of material are given the principal material is listed first.

Colum Eight - Source of FPinance

Two broad categories of finance are distinguiShed: public sources
and private_SOurces.‘ With respect to private sources, where possible,
- the main objective of the pro§ider§*of thé finance, i;e. beﬁéﬁolent or’
‘coémerciai, is alsd indicated. | o

Public Sources: Counfy rates§ :Borough rates; Péiish rates{ Poof
_‘Mrates; Imprdvement iateé (Imp§th rates)f vCorpqiation fﬁndsv(Corptn.
qunds); Parish funds;» Parliamentary grant (Parl, grant); and Charity
funds, i.,e., the funds of a chari;able trust,

'_Private Sources: Projects producing no remuneration or tangible
rewaid for the providers - Benefactor/s; ’Dohatiohé; Subscrivers/

Subscriptions (Subns.). Projects‘pioducing a tangible reward for the

providers - Entrepreneur; Partnership; Shareholders/Shares, i.e. finance

- by a'joint-sfock company; Pew sales,
- . . ’
* Where practicable, more specific details about the people or public

bodies financing the buildings are given, e,g., "Benefactor - John

Haxrison";' "£50 shares", etc,
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Column Nine = Cost of Land (£)

Sites for public buildings were either.puréhased, leased, or donated.

This column records the mode of obtaining the site, where it is known, and

purchase prices,

Column Ten - Cost of Building (£)

Often it is impossible to give a figure for the cost of the building

alone because the figures available include the cost of site purchase.
Equally, in some cases it is imﬁossible to tell whether or not the available

'figures include the cost of site purchase., To identify these circumstances
the figures are presented as follows:
£2,000 = £2,000 cost of building
£2,0001 = £2,000 cost of building plus cost of site

£2,000q = £2,000 cost of building, unknown whether cost of site 1nc1ude%

For purpose-built premises,where no détails of the actual cost have
beeﬁ found, estimates are piesented?' contemporary estimates are prefixed
by "e", e.g. "e, 5,000"; and my estimates'ére prefixed by "E", e.g. "E. 200",
Whéfe it is probable that the costs given are understatements, tﬁey are
 puffized by "+", e.g. "10,000+",

Sources
R

The sources of the information presented in the Gazetteer are noted at the

end of the 1ist of buildings for each town,



BARNSLEY PUBLIC BUILDINGS




rebuilt (Church St.)

No. | Start Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
1 of bdge date and its Location Matl. Finance . | Land Building
. , , - £ £
BY1 1493 - lzrookhouse's Almshouses 3 houses Benefactor:
- . nr. Church Yard) . : : Edmund -
S Brookhouse

BY2 © 16th C. | Parochial Chapel of St. Accom. 500

: | Mary : : ‘ )
BY3 pre The- Moot Hall mall, over shops & |2 storeys

v 1622 (¥arket Place) prison, for public

R - business and Quarter
Sessions »

BYL . 1660 mhe Grammar School Children'tauéht Benefactor:
A | (Kirkgate) regardless of parental

] . . ook wealth : .

BY5 post. | ¢.1660 | The Quaker Chapel .

_ 1657 S

BY6 4736 : , The Workhouse ‘Eousing & employing i Poor rate 90+

- : S the poor : ~
3y7° | c.p.- | 1738 | The Asserbly Room

: ' (in the Free School)
“BYS ' . ¢.1769° | The Free Grammar School - 100 boys & éifls 12 -rooms Donations Z. 500

T S ’ tauzht the.3 R'C. 2 storeys . :

Hie




No. | Start Comz;ln. Name of Building Function . Sizé Bdg. Source of Cost of | Cost of -
of bdg. cdate gnd its Location Matl. Finance ~Land Building
. i : £ . £
) ] . - .
BY9 ‘1 1778° | Tre calvinist Chapél E. 1,000 °
R R (nr. Sheffrield Road) :
By10 | ' ¢.1800° | The Methodist Chapel -E. 1,000’
. - (Westgate) |
- BY11 <] 1813% .| The Tational School Children of all | Accom. 300 Charity funds 1,500% |
: ' (Blucher‘St.) : religions taught 6 rooms & donations S
B . - 1 storey
BY12 4814% | The Theatré . 1,500%
(Wellington St.) '
- BY13 1816° The Quaker Chapel E. 1,060‘
3714 1820° July mhe Parochial Church of c/E Accom. 1050 Local rate 12 0001 '
R . b
. 8 1822 St. Mary - rebuilt . 691 sq. yd. .
BY15 [23.April| 22.0ct St. George's Church . C/E - Accom. 1174 Parle. grant . 5,743
1821. | 1822 (Pitt St.) - A - *
BYi6 1825 | Primitive Methodist "Small® E. 1,000
| chapel (Wilson's Fiece) . . :
BY1T 1824 ‘Rozan Catholic Chapel "Spall® =, 1,000
J

cle




(Church St.)

[ reading room.é: Iibrary

of the Yechanies'
Institute & post ‘
office .

No. | Start Compln. Name of Building - © Funetion ' Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
cf bdg. | - date and its Location ' ' ’ : Katle. Finance Land 'Building
' : ' £ £
B8 1827° | Salem Chapel Independent E. 1,000
B 4 s R . ) N . -. . ' . V
BY19 1829 Wesleyan Association. Ichapel with schoolroom Accom. 700 “E. 2.000
' ) : Chapel beneath - 2 storeys LT
3720 | C.P.? | pre The Town Prison
: | 1829 -
3Y21 1832° | The Roman Catholic Chanel Accom. 600
: - pnlarged
3722 .| 25 Sept | The Court House Venue for Petty . Poor rate & 1,300
. 1834 (St. Yary's Gate) Sessions & courts leet subns. -
2Y23 1835 | The Wesleyan Chapel "Spall" E. 1,000
: | (Sherrield Road) | | :
BY2L 118 Julyl| The Oddfellows’ Hall Venue for the odd- . £1 shares ' 1,100q’
1836 - (Pitt.St. ) fellows' "lodges" '
BY2 .. 18373 Tha Commercial Buildings Commercial hewsroom, 2'storéys £25 shares | 1,500

che
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Sources for Barnsley Gazetteer

 Abbreviations and short titles:

Barnsley ~ R, Jackson, The History of the Town and T§vmship '
|  of Barnsley in Yorkshire from an Early Period (1858).
End, Char. By, = Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities )
' (England and Wales) - Report on Barnsley (in the
Parish of Silkstone) (P.P. 1897, ILXVII, pt. 6).




BY1
BY2
©BY3
BY4
BY5
BY6
BY7
~ BI8
BY9
BY10

BY11

BY12
BY13
BY14
BY15
BY16
BY17
BY18
BY19
BY20
BY21
BY22

BY23
BY24

BY25

End. Char. By. pp. 785-6.

Barnsley p. 181.
Ibid, PDe. 127-8, 132-40

Tbid. p. 232; End. Char,

By' PDe. 785"40

" Barnsley p. 219.

Ibid, p. 135.

Ibid. p. 126,

W. White, 1837 D. p. 313;

" Barnsley p. 219,

Ibid. p. 2160

W. White, 1837 D, p. 313;

Pe 227, .

We White, 182! Do P. 3140
Barnsley pe. 219,

End, Char., By. p.

End, Char, By. pe.

L.I. 8 July 18223 W. White, 1837 D. p. 312;

- W, White, 1837 D. p. 313;

Barnsley p. 220,
Tbid, p. 220,

Barnsley.p. 220.
L.I. 12 Nov, 1829,

Barnsley p. 220,

W. White, 1§21_2§ Pe 3123
(Wakefield, 1871), p. 363; Barnsley p. 139

W. White, 1837 D. p. 313,
Ibid. p. 314.

Leeds Mercury 11 June 18363

Po 137.

Barnsley pp. 210,

e

. Barnsley p. 220, -

315

T784.

7663 Barnsley

Barnsley p. 181,
212,

W. S. Banks, Walks in Yorkshire

We White, 1837 D. p. 3143 Barnsley
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BRADFORD PUBLIC BUILDINGS




Cost of

I e P ST W S e = oo

Tig

Yo. | Start Compln. Name of'Buildihg : Function Size Bdge Scurce of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Location ' Matl. Finance L%Ed Buiaging
BDf pre Prison and Gallows )
BD2 1458 St. Peter's Church Farish church 640 sq. ydo | S
.BD3 pre Hall of Pleas Courthouse for 2 storeys.
1570 (Ivegate) manorial courts, with
shops and gaol beneath
Epy, |- C.P.2'| pre The Free School
1613
BLS . Jpre A Court House .
. 1632 (Kirkgate)
BD6 c.1670 | The Quaker Meeting House ) .
BD7 1688° The Manor Court House
' (Westgate)
31;8 ,'1719.- 1720 The Unitarien Chapei‘ o 30
“ . ; (Chapel La_me) ’
=9 .pést . c.1738 The Workkouse . Poor rate " e.350
Cculy . . 5 : :
| 1732 i
(N _ ‘




BN

8¢

KNo. tart Coxpln. Name of Building . Function . ' Size Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of .
o of bdg. date and its Locatiom Matl. Finance La%d Bui%ding
2D10 “ | ¢.1755% | The Baptist Chapel . . - |vsmara - E. 300

: S (Westgate) . ' ' : B
sp11 1-c.h. | 1755 VWesleyan Methodist ]

o o ' Chapel (The Cockplt)

BD12 | 1765 1766 The Octagon Methodist chapel 324 sqi_ yd. . ‘Leased 997
' . (Great Horton Lane) : . .
é.D13 ‘ 17733 The Piece Hall " |KMerket for worsted 258 rooms B Subnsi: E. 4,000
. cloth ‘ 576 sq. yde merchants, :
2 storeys clothiers,
woolstaplers
‘EDih : c.1775 | The Debtors' Prison Prisorers of the Court|5 rooms E. 300
. ‘ ’ - ' ' of Requests for Halifsy : s ,
& surrounding area .
BD‘IS C.P. . .1780 A Lunatic As;lum A house

* ) (C1iffe Vood) :

ED16 1780° The Independent Chase]_. E. 1,000

" : (Little Horton Lane), '

BD17 1782° | Westgate Chapel Bapsist E. 500
2018 | c.P. | c.1788 | The Subscription Library
ug N




EL27

1815 .

(Darley St.)

Fo. | Start Compln, Naze of Bui‘ld'inga . Funection . Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost Aof '
of ‘bdg. date and its Locatlomx : ‘ : Matl. Finance LaEd Bui]:{:ding
8019 | ‘c.P.? | pre | The Assembly Room.
: 1793 (£t the Talbot Inn)
BD20 c.1794 | The Market Place and "Commodious” E. 3,000°
S . Shambles (adj. New St.) o | ‘
BD21 pre The Town Prison "Small"
.- 1801 (s. of Sun Bridge)
gp22 | €.P. .| 1806 | The School of Industry
BD23.] C.P.,"| 1806 | The Baptist College .
ED24 April April The Methodist Chapel "Spacious" 4,000+
T 1808 " | 1809 (Low Yoor) (E. 2,000)
BD325 1811. 12 Nay Kirkgate Xethodist Accom. 1400 . Donations 2 ,500 5,500
‘ ~ 1811 - | Chapel
so2s | © .| 18115 | The Quaker Meeting Fouse B, 2,000
: . SR (site of old chapel) | S '
i g R . . . - R . o . a
12 Oct |} Christ Church C/E Accom. 1300 Subns. 5,400°

6L¢




FNo, | Start Cozplne. Naze of Building Function . Simé Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of o
’ of bdg. date and its Location Matle. Finance Land Building
- - . £ £
BD28 v | ~1817° | Westgate Chapel - . Baptist : 1,050% .
‘ » enlargement . '
B)29 . -1820° | The Grammar School Accom. 50 Ee 2,000
RE (North Parade) . ,
D30 1824% | The School of Industry |Girls taught to sew | Accom. 60 ift | B, 1,000
(Northgzate) and knit - S
ED3 C.P.? pre A Subscription Library
. 1822 (Kirkgates, ) .
51)32 C.P.2° ! pre A Circulating Library
) 1822 (Merket St.) . -
8p33 | 12 Apr. | 21 Nov | Bradford Moor Chapel ethodist Z. 1,000
1823 | 1823 * - . .
tp%, | 1823°'| 5 ey | Sion Chapel Baptist * | subns. oift - | g 1,000
' .1821, | (Bridge St.) ' : T
1623° | Methodist Sunday School.
(School St.) ~
16 apr | 2 Sept | Eastbrook Chapel Methodist Accom. 1500 | 1,050 7,000%
1825 (Leeds Road) ' Lo _ : 4

\L _W‘._,_q«.‘m.,,i.:

02¢




1827

lecture room

Ko, { Start Cozpln, Nage of Buil'ding‘ Function Size Bdge. Source of | Cost of { Cost of
of -bdge. date and its Location | : Mztl. Finance Land Building
- : £ £
ED37 16 Sept | The New Market Place - | 2 bazaars, butchers' Lord of E. 10,000
- 1824 A shops, 2 butter . Manor :
" crosses :

BD38 " Nov Primitive Methodist . Accom. 1200 © 700 1,600 '

' 1824 Chapel (Manchester 1\’.oad) . E
BD39 182,% | The Roman Catholic ¢.2,000%

"hapel (Stott Hill) ~
BD4O "1825°% | The Quaker-¥eeting House Accom. 1400}
o - enlargement
BDyt | "C.Pe 1825 The Dispensary
R ' - (High St.)
BD);Z 29 Xay 1827 The Dispensary Yedical treatment 1,500 2,000
: 1826 ' (parley St.) given to outpatierts | o
BDL3 1826° Christ Church - C/E .
' . : nlargezrent (Da.rley St.) o
: ‘ : - - ‘i g : . . . | - . ; " - .‘ S 1
PDLL 3 Fedb Dec The Exchange Puildings - | Newsroom, subscription £25 shares 7,000+
1829 ' | 1ibrary & assembly/ N ‘ . L

2

T




Fo. | Start Cozpln. Naze of Building Function ' Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of bdg. date and its Location ' Matle. Finance Land Building
, . . . L. £
| BDAS 1828° | The Parish Church Sunday Donations c.1,000%
X . School . . :
BD46 | C.P.? pré Overseers' Office
o 1830 (Tyrrel Court)
BDA7 | C.P.? pre Vagrancy Office
1 1830 (Tyrrel Court)
BD48 | C.P.?°| pre The Post Office
| 1830 (Bridge St.)

BDA9 | 20 June| 1834 Airedale Independenf. ' College for trainix.zg E. 8,000

: <183 : College (Undercliffe) Independent ministers * ;
BD50 18313 The National School Belonging to Christ Accom. 150 * | Donations & 1,0001

- (westgate) | church, for boys ande | Nat. Soc.
: girls grant
BD 51 . 1’8313 " The .British and Infahts‘ 200 boys, 150 girls Accom. 480 Subns. - Gift 2,300
. School (Chapel St., Leedq and 130 infants taught : T .
. Road) ‘ S : '
Bp52 | 1833% | Parish Church - restored 1,800

o eee




(Thornton Road)

[ Wanchester Unity of

044 Fellows

Yo. { Start Cozpln,. Naze of Building- : Function- Size Bdge. Source of |Cost cf | Cost of
h of ‘bdg. date and its Location ) ' : Matle Finance Lg.xgxd - Builging
BL53 183,53 | The Court House Court room for Quarter Donations & 6,231% -
: and Petty Sessions, & .County Rate
Vagrancy Office
1 BpsY, . Feb Salem Chapel Independent 5,000%
s : ' 1 835 ) .
3D55 Dec The Baptist Chapel General Baptis{:' Ee« 1,000
~ 1836 (Prospect St.) _ ,
BD56 | 31 Obt‘ ‘1838 St., James' -Church. ¢/E Benefactor: ’1!4,,(.)001
1836 John Wood :
BD57 | - 1836% | Christ Church - © C/E Accom. 1300
' . enlargement ‘
BD58 1837° The Station House For Comrissionsrs © cel ,5001
. (Hall Ings) | under the Lighting & o
Watching Act. Housed
nightly watch, fire .
engines, & office .
BD59 | 1837° | The 02d Felloms' Hall _ | For meetings of,the . 3,0000

ge¢




No. Start Compln. ~ Nape of Building Function - Size Bdg. Source of | Cost of | Cost of
of _'bdg. ~date and its Locationm - ~, Matle Finance Land Building
- £ e
BL6O ; =, az-5 e . q
S . 1827 The Tenmperance Hall Temperance Society. Donations & - ¢.1,400
: ) ‘ (Leeés Ruad) : zeetings shares’ :
BL61 June Wesley Associationist ‘Accom. 600 1 ,5001
1838 Chapel (Bridge St.) ' , :
Bf62 1838% '| White Abbey Chapel Methodist Accom. 750 1,750%
nLE3 | 1 }April' The Xechanics' ‘Institn-tte Lecture theatre and Subns. 635 2,665
. 1839 (Leeds New Road) ' library - ‘ -
BDG 1839° | A Chapel Associated with Aire- Subna. 3,000%
o (High St.) dale Independent i
. College *
B265 1839 New Comnmexion Kethodist _Accom. 1000 . 700 1,800 ‘
: T _Chapel (Bowling Lane) :
5266 1839% | The Centenary Chapel. - ‘Methodist Aceom.” 40O 1,250
BD67 .| " 1839° | Roman Catholic Chapel - 2,c00%
: ‘ enlargepent (Stott Hill) .
ED53°1 1839 | 27 Sept}] St. John's Church _C/E : Accom. 1150 "Benefactor: - 4,000
I oL o Je. Berthan '

" (Manchester Road) -

e ot e b s on ke

b




BD73

Dispensany (Westgate)

Ko, | Start Coxplne. Name of Building Function Size Bdge Source of Cost of | Cost ?f
of bdge. date and its Location ' ' Natle. Finance Laréd Buil%:.ng
BDE9 C.P.7 | " pre. Southcottian Chapel
. 1811 (orf I‘,Xa'nchester Road)
E.D'{O" . pre The-Gospel Pilgrims' Accom. 500 '
1841 Chapel ?Spring St.) ' .
BO71 pre The National School Associated with St.
1841 - James' Church
B272 ’ pre The Court of Requests "Commodious' Commissioners
: 1841 Court House (Darley St.) of Court of .
’ Requests
?ﬂ&Q The Infirmary and Accom, 60 c.6,100

G2
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Sources for Bradford Gazetteer

Abbreviations and short titles:

Bradford - Jo James, The History and Topography of Bradford
- (1841), '
End, Char, Bd, - Repbrté of Commissioners for Endowed Charities
' England and Wales) - Report on the County Borough
| of Bradford (P.P. 1894, IXIV),
B.C.R. = Bradford City Reference Library and Archives,




3D

" BD2

BD3
BD4
BDS
BD6
BD7
BDS
BD9
BD10
BD11

BD12

"BD13

BD14
BD15

BD16

BD17

BD18
BD19

BD20

BD21

BD22
| BD23
BD24
BD25
BD26

327

Bradford pp. 49-50.

Ibid. pp. 169,202,

Ibid. pp. 105, 113, 297.
Ibid. p. 116, |

B.C.R. 15D74/Box 1/Case T/1.
Bradford Pe 236,

Ibid. pp. 298-9.

Ibid. p. 226, |

Ibid, pp. 153-4.

~ Ibid. pp. 229-30.

Ibid, pe 2333 W. W, Stamp, Historical Notices of Wesleyan
Methodism in Bradford and its Vicinity (Bradford, c.1840),
pp. 36-7.

Bradford p. 233; W. W. Stamp, op. cit. p. 44.

B.C.R.: Deed Box 30 case 31, An estimate of the cost of building
dated April 1773; Deed Box 6 case 5, Bond of indemnity signed
by subscribers to the hall dated 11 Aug. 1774; Bradford pp.
271-2, 285, 2913 H. Heaton, The Yorkshire Woollen and “orsted
Industries (Oxford, 1965), p. 297. Additional information in

Jeo W. Turner, "The Bradford Piece Halls", Bradforé Antiauary

I, (1888),pp. 135-9.

J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction (1904), p. 112.

Bradford p.v294.

Ibid. pp. 227-8. .-
Ibid, pp. 229-30.
Ipiég PP, 251=2.
L.J. 9 Jan, 1792,
Bradford p. 295.

Ibid. pp. 287-8,

© Tbid, pp. 260-1.

Ibid. pe. 231,

.W. W, Stamp, op. cit. pp. 87-9.

Ibid. pp. 89-92,

Bradford p. 236.



BD27

BD28
BD29
BD30

BD31

BD32
BD35
BD34
BD35
BD36

BD37
BD38
- BD39
BD40
BDA1
BD42
BD43
BD44

BD45
BD46
BDAT
BDAS
BD49
BD50
BD51
BD52
BD53
BD54

328

Ibid, p. 222; W. White, 1853 D. p. 415; J. Mayhall, The Annals
of Yorkshire (Leeds, 1865), p. 255. :

Bradford pp. 229-30,

Ihii; P. 243.

W. Parsons and W, White, 1830 D, p. 224 3§ Bradford pp. 260-1.
E, Baines, 1822 D. p. 148,

Ibid. p. 148.

Bradford P. 235; W. V. Stamp, op. eit. p. 101,

Bradford pp; 229-30.

W. W, Stamp, op. cit. p. 102,

L.I. 15 April 1824; Bradford p. 234; W. W. Stamp, oé. cit.

Bradford P. 295.
Ibid, p. 235,
Ibid. p. 237,
Ivid, p..236.
Ibid, pp. 258-9.

e

Ib.‘[d.-Ppo 258‘9; J. Maymll. 020 Cit. pp. 326‘7.

- Bradford p. 2223 V. White, 1853 D. p. 415.

L.I. 17 Dec.1829; Bradford pp. 251-2;
Pe 329.

Bradford p. 261,

Jo Mayhall, op. cit,

W, Parsons -and W, White, 1830 D, p. 224,

Ibvid. p. 224.

Ivid. pr. 224,

Bradford pp. 228-93 J. Mayhall, op., cit. pp. 375-0,
Bradford p. 260,

Ibid, 'p. 260,

Ibid, p. 207,

Leeds Mercury 21 May 1836; Bradford pp. 260, 291,

Bradford p. 228,



BD55
BD56
BD57
BD58

BD59

BD60

BD61
BD62
BD63
BD64
BD65
BD66
BD6T

BD68

BD69
BDT0
BD71
BD72
BDT3

Ibid. p.

231,

Ibido ppo 222-3.

Tbid. p.
Ibid, Pe

Ibid. p.

222,
292,

265.

Ibid. pp. 291-2,

Ibid. p.

235.

We Wo Stamp, 020 cit. Pe 1240

Bradford

pp. 248-=50,

Ibid, pp. 228-9.

Tbid. p.

Ibid. p.

Bradford

Ibid. p.

Bradford

Ibid. p.
Tbid. Po

Ibid, p.

235,

.235; V. W, Stamp, op. cit, p.
P. 237,

223; V. White, 1853 D, p. 415.
p. 236,

235.

260. h

295.

Ibid, pp. 256-9.

124.

329
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DONCASTER PUBLIC BUILDINGS




(under the $0wn'Ha11) in
the Vagdalens

of freemen of the
borough :

No. | Start Coxzplne Naze of Building. - Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
| of ‘bdg. date and its Location ’ ) : Matl. Finance Lagnd Bui]i:aing
DR1 14th C. | St. George's Church Parish church
R2 Wiadle | The Chapel of St. Mary
Ages Magdalen
DR3 pre The Guild Vall or 2oot Venue for meetings of
o 1508 Hall.(Fisher Gate) the corptn. & local
guilds
DRL c.P. -] 4557 | The Town Eall (in Court house for V.R. ) S |Corptn. funds
' chancel and nave of & borough magistrates' . :
ruained Chanel of St. Mary| sessions, corporation
’ Mapdalen in Rarket Place)| courts, & public
. , business. Shops
beneath ’
D25 1558 | The Hospital of St. Almshouse for 6 poor Benefactor:
' Thomas the Apostle (St. [men & women .. Thos. Ellis
Sepulchre Gate) -
D6 1 pre The Shambles Butchers'! shoprs & Corptn. funds
y A 1579 {0 : | stalls: | ‘ ,_
: . . ; ] f ' ‘ S ,
PR7 | C.P.. 1575  { The Grammer School Free school for sons S |Benefactors &
’ T ) corptn. funds

i




* fre
© 1723

(st. Sepulchre Gate) ,

‘No. |Start | Complne Naze of Building Function Sizs’ Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Location Matl. Finance Land Building
. - o ' ’ £ £
DR3 . rre The Prison .
| 1586 | .- .
DR9 ) pre The Butcher Cross
o L 16C6 ' SR
DR10 .l rre: The Alnshouses ’
’ 1648 (Fisher Gate)
o211 17045 | The Presbyterian Chapel |Unitarian E. 300
DR12 1720 | The Corporation For 6 poor people Corptn. funds E. 150
Almshouses (Church Gate) . : _
DR13 .C.P. 1721 A Temporary Torkhouse Setting the poor tb
‘ : (the Town Fall) work till a mere con~
‘ venient place could .
. 1 be found .
orik | C.P.. |14 April | A Library . .| Included books on Subns.
R . 1726, (= room over south porch| religion - - :
of psrish church) . —
DR15 c.P.? ’The Town Gaol -} 2 storeys

et




The Town Fall - p?rtiallv -

e’cixilt

Corptn. funds

No. | Start . | Coxmpln. Nazme of Building " Function Siza Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
| of ‘bdg. date and its Location ‘ - : Matle. Finance La}z:xa. Bui]l:ding
DR1'6 C.P. 1730 . The House of } aintenance Torkhouse * ‘ Corptn. funds} 200+
' : (St. Sepulchre Gate) . N _poor rate, .
' . , donations '
DR‘I? 1745 1748 The Yansion House Corr,érat ion assem’bly S ~ |Corptn. funds| - 170 8,000
- ' (High St.)- rooms & mayor's : . ‘
. o residence
DR18 pre The Toll House
: . 1755 ¥arket Place)
TR19 | 2ug 1756 | The Mew Shambles and Corptn. funds 550
‘ 1755 : Cross (Market Mlace) o
‘pr20 | 1768 | 1769 The Town Gaol Corporation gaoi for |k rooms Corptn. funds 81 |
: ‘ (St. Sepulchre Gate) fclons & debtors 2 storeys . ‘
‘DR21 |28 April| May - [ The Theatre -} Theatre with shOps B Cdrptn. funds 1, 57:1
1775. 1776 (New St.) | beneath . o o
3222 .'1777 © 1778 The Grand Stand Race course grandstand Accom. 1'200 Corptn, funds E.h2,000‘
DR23 | 1779 - The Gaol .  Prison for felons & . |b roons " " |corptn. funds E. 300
‘ .- ( St. S@pulchre Gate) | Gebtors 2 storeys L ..
280 .

¢




No, Start Compln. Name of Building- Function Sizé Bag. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
Qf b_dg. - date and its Location - Matle. Finance Land Building
: . : £ £
TR25 1793 179 The Public Dispenéary |Free ‘medical treatment Corptn. funds 660
| " - S el to poor people R |
DR26 | ' CaP.? rre The News Room Cdrptn. funds
| " 1798
D<R27/ C.P. | 1798 . The Quaker Meeting House Acéom. 200
R o (West Laithgate, formerly : ’
a barn) . _
tr28 | -C.P. 1799 The School of Industry |30 poor girls taught Donations & .
' - . . "such things as suit subnse.
their station" »
‘trog | 1801 -| 1801 | The ¥ansion House = . |Front beautified & s - |Corptn. funds 050
S o enlarged S another storey added : o : o
DR30 .| 17 0ct ‘| The Inaependert Chapel | Accom. 600 - 2,000%
- o180, (Hallgate") - . .
DR31 180&. ..eslevan Nethodist 220 E. 1,000 -
o Cnanel ( Srr:mg Garunrs) . ' :
DR32 ;1805' ' “The Mansion Housé = New aining room . Corﬁtn. funds 160+
T alteration S I :
1805 1805 Judges' and Stewards' Stand| Co‘rptn;, funds E.3C0
L R (The Race Course) > - -

Vet

e bt A i S e el 5 3 S



No. Start Compln. Name of Building - - Function "~ Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of V
of bdg. date and its Locationm . Matle . Finance Land Building
. , : . . £ . £
PR3, | 1808 ' The Sehool of Industry | Poor girls lodged & [Accom. 0 | B Corptn. funds 800
(adj. the Dispensary) - | trained in "suitable" R - : -
A subjects - '
DR35 | C.P. ¢| c.1811 | The Fnglish School (part Boys taught English | corptn. funds
- ‘ .. .| of the Grammar School ' U . : : :
premises -
Ir36 | 1812- The Public Baths | Entrepreneurs| Leased | E. 2,000 ~
: (near Friars Bridge) * - : .
DR 37 481 Stocks' Almshouses For- 3 poor women -’ 3Wténemen€si Corptn. funds 250
_ .. | (Factory Lane) : . - o
] TR38 1815 "1815.' The Theatre - eﬁlarged ew entrance, rece?fi' Corptn. funds T e.782 o
o A . ' _ tion rooms, stairs,- . X ; . S
etc. ' ﬁ
DR39. | 14 Xay | 1817 | The National School | 200 boys & 160 girls |Accom. 360 Donations & 6502
: o186 . (Vest Louth Gate) tgmght e I corptn. funds S
,-HDR.';O/ *1849 181 _9$ The Vagrancy Office and Récep.ti'oniof beggars 5 rooms - Donations & e,200
- ; ; I Lodging riouse (adj. R S corptn. funds
. Workhouse :

. Gge




No. |Start | Compln, Naze of Building Function Stze - |Bag. | Sowrce of |Cost of | Cost of |
of bdge date and its Locationm - ¥atl. - Finance Land Building
DRA4A 1820 ‘| 6 April | The Newsroom and Public |Subscription hbrary 12 storey.s' £20 sharés. 500 .} ‘E. 3,000 .
1821 - | Library (High St.) -~ (& newsroom Corptn.- was : ’
. ‘ ‘ a shareholder] -
DR42 “ 1824° The Naw (‘onrenon _ "Large" " : A ,hOdq
R BRI Nethodist Chapel =~ f‘l et
ppy3 | C.P.2 | pre The Post 9ffice.
' o 1822 (High St.) .
DR 18223 The f‘ongrep'ational ) 007
. | Chepel .
DR45 | 1623 .| 1823 | The Publicans'’ Booths 42 booths for the sale Corptn. funds E. 1,000
SRR ’Tre Race Course of alcohol ‘ | .
DRLE 1824 . 182l,. ‘ The Grand qtand - X . Corptn. funds
: "' . e'xlaro'ed (”‘he Race Course5 . o
DRLT7 7 Sept The Betting Roor_ns“ Gaming room 100 sq. yd. | S E. 2,500
~ 1827 (Hizh St.) R - ' = o
DR48 | 9 Oct | 26 June | Christ Church . ¢/E- l4ccom. 1000 Benefactor: | Gift- - 10,000
' . 1829 DA e {540 sq. yd. John Jarratt | - :
R z : : . . . -

.1827

e s o B o I T

s et i

. 9g¢



11833

(I-‘ri_nce' s Sf.‘.) .

No. | Start Compln. Nage of Building. ~ Function Size . |Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of -
- . | of bdg.| . date -and its Location ) - o ‘ - Tl Matle Finance L:t.gnd Bui]:gding
DRL-9 .1828 - The Town Hall - enlarged irﬁprdvedAécéorlhmodation Corptn.. f_‘unds
. e (Market Place) = . | for judicial business A
S " 1& a small gaol
provided beneath
iDRSO 27 April mhe Gaol for the Borough |41l types of prisoners Corpth. funds| . 700 2,300. 
: 1829 and Soke of Doncaster including those from S o ,
. . ~ the Court of Requests
YR51 C.P. 1829 | The Yorkshire Institution Large house ' Conversion
' . | for the Instruction of e Cost: 500
Deaf and Dumb Children R -
(Eastfield House -~
e originally a_gr_'andstand)
‘DR52 | 4831 ) The Mansion House - Adaitional saloon, Corptn. funds|. - 4,000
) - : enlarged C household_offices,etc. , o
DR53 pre | The Bethel Chapel | Wesleyan - "Small®
o 1832 (Lover Fishgate)' o ' S .
DRSL | 23 June| 17 July P'riofy‘Place Wesleyan 2,977q ,
o] o1e3z2 .. 4833 Chapel -
DR55 . | ,C.P. 1832 | The British School . |Boys and girls taught
pR56 | c.P. - | 11 Sept | Catholic Chapel - Accom. 150 -

Lty




Fo. | Start -~ Compln. Name of Building Function Siza Bdge. - Source of Cost of | Cost of R
‘ of bdg. date and its Location E Matle. Finance Lagd Building
. . . . : £
LR57 C,P. ) Dec The Lyceum - Literary & scientific
S ' . 1834 ( upper rcoms of bu1ld1ng institution with
in Hallgr?te) .+ | museum & library
DRSS 1835° | The British. School Boys & girls taught | Accom. 320 " 600
DR59 1 ore Primitive Hethodist "Small®
S 1837 | Chapel (Hallgate) S B
- DR6O VC.ls.l' rre | The N¥echanics! Library
: | 1837 (in Town Hall)
DRA1 C.F.? pre The Post Office
o 1837 (Priory Place) .
DR62 £.P.? | - pre The Lyi.ng—in—Hosgital boné.tioné
o ' 1837 :
DR63 1838' | 7 Sert - | Doncaster Union Yorkhouse . L, 602
] 1839 SU I IR

- 8¢E -
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Sources for Doncaster Gazetteer
~ Abbreviations and short titles:

Calendar - =4 Calendar to the Recordé of the Borough of
Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902), IV.
Doncaster Notices = C. W. Hatfield, Historical Notices of Doncaster
(18t series 1866; 2nd series 1868; 3rd series
1870). - | |
End, Char, Dr, - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities
‘ ‘ - (England and Wales) -~ Report on the Parish of
Doncaster (P.P. 1897, LXVII, pt. 6).
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DR - E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 167.

DR2 Doncaster Notices II, p. 379.

DR3 . Doncaster Notices II, p., 2; Calendar pp. 229, 233 - Courtiers
IV, pp. 26, 553 also Calendar p. viii.,

DR4 W. White, 1837 D. p. 275; Doncaster Notices II, pp. 379-82.
DRS  End. Char, Dr. p. 107. |

DR6 Calendar p. 58 — Courtiers I, fo. 102 dors.

DR7 Doncaster Notices II, p. 381; End. Char, Dr. pp. 107, 114.

DRS Doncaster Notices III, p. 168,

DR9 Calendar p. 71 - Courtiers I, fo. 184 dors.

DR10 Doncaster Notices III, p. 197.

DR11 W. White, 1837 D, p. 279.

DR12 Doncaster Notices I, p. 2803 Calendar pp. 185, 187 - Courtiers
- 111, pp. 578, 586.

'DR13  Calendar p. 185 - Courtiers III, p. 577.
DR14  Ibid. p. 198 — Courtiers III, p. 651.

DR15 .Ibid. - p. 207 - Courtiers III, p. 666; p. 239 - Courtiers
IV, pe. 86.

DR16  Ibid.  pp. 207-8 - Courtiers III, pp. 678, 683, 6883 p. 293 -
Courtiers V, ppe 325-6. o

DR17  W. White, 1837 D. pp. 272, 275; Calendar pp. 212-13; 216-21 =
Courtiers III, pp. 721, 728, 755-T, 167, 761, 767-8.

DR18  Calendar p. 225 - Courtiers IV, p. 3.
DR19  Ibid., pp. 227-8 = Courtiers IV, pp. 9-11, 23.

DR20 Ibid, p. 239 - Courtiers IV, pp. 81-2, 86; Doncaster Notices
111, pp. 167-9.

DR21 W. White, 1837 D. p. 281; Doncaster Notices III, pp. 156-T,
428, ‘

DR22 Eo Baines, 1822 DQ Pe 169; LoIo 23 Sept. 1822; W. White,

1§11;%; PDP. 273-4, 276=73 Calendar pp. 248-9 -~ Courtiers IV,
pp. 137, 144.

DR23  Doncaster Notices III, p., 169; (Calendar p, 250 - Courtiers
v 'IV, Pe 1450
DR24 E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 168; Calendar p. 253 - Courtiers IV, p. 167.



DR25
DR26
DRr27

DR28

DR29

DR30
DR31

DR32
- DR33
DR34
| - DR35

DR36

DR3T

DR38

DR39

DR40
DR4A

DR42
DR45

DR44
DRAS
DRAG

DR48

DR49
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E, Baines, 1822 D. p. 168; W. White, 1837 D. pp. 274, 282;
Calendar pp. 259-60 - Courtiers IV, pp. 192, 195-6.

Calendar P. 262 = Courtiers IV, p. 210.

H. E. C. Stapleton, ed. A Skilful Master Builder (York, 19175),
Pe 11,

Doncaster Notlces I, PP 321, 323-5, Calendar b. 264 - Courtiers
IV, p. 218. - .

We White, 837 D. p. 275; Calendar p. 265 - Courtiers IV, p. 2223
H. E. C. Stapleton, op. cit. pp. 11, 37.

o White, 1837 D, p. 279; Doncaster Notices II, p. 349.

Doncaster Notices II, Pe 448,

~‘Ca1endar Pe. 271 = Courtiers IV, p. 2533 H.E.C. Stapleton,

OEO Clto Pe 44.
H.E.C. Stapleton, op. cit, p. 7.

Doncaster Notices I, ppe. 323-5; Calendar pp. 274, 282 =~ Courtiers
v, DPDe. 275, 348.

Calendar p. 276 - Courtiers IV, p. 295.

Ibid, pp. 278,.282 - Courtiers IV, pp. 308, 343,

End, Char, Dr, ppe 109-10; Calendar p. 279 = Courtiers IV,
Pe 317,

e

Calendar p. 280 - Courtiers IV, pp. 326-7; Doncaster Notices
111, p. 157.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 280; Doncaster Notices II, pp. 361-2;.
End, Char. Dr. p. 144. :

Doncaster Notices I, p. 2693 II,'f. 439,

w; White, 1837 D. p. 281; Doncaster Notices II, p., 330; I1I,
p.60; Calendar pp. 286, 268 = Courtiers 1V, pp. 332, 400,

We White,1837 D, p. 279.

E, Baines, 1822 D, p. 170.

W, White, 1837 D. p. 279.

H. E. C, Stapleton, op. cit. p. 7.

L.I, 1 Jan,, 26 Aug, 1824,

W. White, 1837 D. p. 275; Doncaster Notices II, p. 330.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 279; Doncaster Notices II, p. 3193 III,
P. 84.

W. Vhite, 1837 D. p. 275; H. E. C. Stapleton, op, cit. pp. 46-7.



- DR50
DR51
DR52
DR53

DR54
DR55

DRS6
DR5T
DRSS
DR59
DRG0
DR61
DR62

" DR63

W. White, 1837 D. p. 275; Doncaster Notices III, pp.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 280,
H., B. C. Stapieton, op. cit. p. 47.
W. White, 1837 D. p. 279.

Tbid. p. 2793 Doncaster Notices II, p.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 280.

Ibid.bp. 2793 Doncaster Notices II, p.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 281.
Ibid. p. 280.

Ibid. p. 279.
Ibid. p. 281,
Ivid. p. 282.
Ibid. p. 282,

Doncaster Notices I, pp. 309-10.

439.

440.

170-1.
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pre
1635

No. | Start Cozpln. Name of Building : Function Size Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
. | of bdg. date and its Location Matle Finance ‘Land Building
. - : . £ L
HX1 ’ pre The Moote Fall Residence of Lord of
. 113 E . Manor
HX2 c..1~ld;.7 St. John's Church Halifax parish church 1280 sq. yd.| .S
(s.e. end of town) - - L S e
'HX 3 pre . Lee Courte House or Lee |Manorial ‘coux.'t‘hous_e
1567 Mote Hall = ‘ ’
HXL C.P.?, 1599 - | Free Grammar School of Benefactors:
. Queen Elizabeth The Savile-
(Skircoat) family
H:'(5 ~gxre | The Shamﬁles .
‘ 1609 |-
wYé - - 161 ps Hovkinson's ard Residence for 18 20 rooms * | Benefactors:
B . Crowther's Almshouses ang widows, & charity ' : E. Hopkinson -
RO School (near Parish ~ . | scheeol R ; & J. Crowther
’ | Church) S E :
PXT - . pre whe Wollen Hall and .| 2 houses used for the
S R ’ 1616 Lynnen Fall -~ - | sale of. cloth .
r‘,}r& 1l .‘C,P.? The Vorklouse Housed and set the. | Large house Benefactor:
= . SRR AL poor to work ' L T i Nathaniel *
T Waterhouse




c.1720

re-established (in‘ N
original fbun.ld;ng)

.1'

No., | Start 7 Compln. Name of Building Function Size - - |Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of " S
IR ¢f bdge. date and its Location Katl. Finance L:bnd Building , J, :
HX9 . CsPe ° pre - Waterhouse's Almshouses Housed 12 poor widows {12 houses Benefactor: '
e 1642 (CauseY-Head) Co TS : o Nathaniel
. ) Waterhouse -
HX‘)O . 1642 The Blue Cba.t School ' For habitation, main-;- 82 sq. yce. . {Benefactor:
PR . tenance, employment & |20 scholars . |Nathaniel
training of orphans 12 storeys - |Waterhouse
FX14 1662 | The Manor of Wakefield's 2 storeys Duke of Leeds
. Debtors' Prison . ’ C : '
wx12 | c.B.2 |.8 quly | The Dissenting Chapel
: | 1688 ° (Northowram)
FxX13 | . 1693° | The Puritan_School 6 scholars’
- (Northcwram) ‘ N
XL 1699° | Northgate Chapel . - Presbyterian chapel Donations . E. 300
HX15 6.1 700s The Cloth Hall Market for undrest | "_Spaoious". ’ Exitreprerieur: .E. 500 - -
) . (upper end of town) - { cloth . Lord of Manor e
C.P. . c.”1 700 - Thé Séssloﬁs H.ourser ' Venue of W.R:.Quérte_:r ; Charity funds
1700 ° * | (in converted workhouse | Sessions - : .
T bullrh’lg) o :
The Workhouse -

479




1778 .

~ 3 storeys

No. 'Eart Ccmpin. - Name of Building - Funetion . Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of ‘bdg, date and its Location ‘ : Matle Finance Lagd. Builging
HX18 p’re' . Smyth's Charity. School 6 'borys or girls ‘. Benefactor: - E. 100-
‘ - 1726 o taught R John Smyth R :
HX19 ¢.1750° The Anabaptist Chapel . E. 300°
P , ‘ : (Pellon La.ne) S
HX20 " 1752® | The Wesleyan Chapel. Methodist chapel 300
T (nr. South Paraae) ‘ oo o
HX21 4752% | The Methodist Meeting "Spacious" 500
' L Fouse (Church Lane) ‘
w22 | c.p. | 1769 | The Subscription
. . Library
‘HX23 1771 1772 The Square Chapel Independent Dissenter "Large" B 2,0C0+
HZ2h pre | The Cross
: 1775 (The Market Place) )
HX25 1775 A Court Room Venue "of W.R.. Quarter E. 500
: y o : | Sessions, - .‘.)

; - . - . . . X . - - . . PN . . . .
HK26 1775 :| Dec - | The Piece Hall ¥arket for woollen 315 rooms S - | Bubnms.: Gift 12,000+
R R (Price's Square) cloth : 10,000 sq. Merchants & ‘

- . . yd. clothiers




t (nr. Trinity Church) =

N
No. | Start Corpln. Name of Building Function Siza Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. | date. and its Location ’ Matl. Finance Land Building
. ' £ £
HX27 1777 | The Yethodist Chapel Accom. 3000 E. 3,000
o (South Parade)® . . 3 _ bt
HX28 1788° - | The Theatre ) "Spall® Subns. E. 1,000
ol : (Ward's End) - g : >
-HX29 | 1795 4798 | Trinity Church C/E Donations " E. 9,000
' X (w. of town) o ‘ ’
HX30 17985' Methodist New Connexion - Ee 500
' Chapel (North Parade) h
"HX31 | C.P. 1807 | The Dispensary . | Medical treatment to Donations & ‘
o el o (Causey—Head) out—patients subns. *
HX32 | 1810- New Narket Place and | Meat shambles, market . B .| £50 shares E. 7,000
L S Shambles | © | & shops ' o - ' _ I
CHX33 | 1812 .| 1813 ‘J:’aterhouseis Almshouses-- | 'Housed 12 poor widows E. 600
. RO EE - rebullt ' : S R
HXZ | - G.P.?- i;rer rThe Assembly. Rooms _ |
ol 181, (adj. Talbot Inn) .
HX35 © 4815%. | The Natioral School Accom, 400 | B | Donations -  E. 700

Ly




1822

(‘ estgate)

‘No. |Start | Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date | and its Location - Matl. Finance Land | Building
: - L £ £
HX36 O T 58 »Salem Chapel New Cormexlon Metho=- S . E, 2,000 -
- . (North Parade) dist . : : ‘ AR
HX37 \ 1818° The ‘Lancasterian School Bbys_ & girls taught | Accom. 350 Donations E. 700
| v_(.ublon St. ) e »- ik
HX38 C.P.? pre Southcottlan Chapel Chapel for followers
~ 1819 (1 rade St.) of Johanna Southcote
%39 | 10'May | 1819° | Sion Chapel. Independent s . 6,000+%
: . 1819 - (Wade St.). L o ' . ~
HXLO | -'C;P._? ¢.1819% | The Court of Requests Court house for W.R.
. » and Sessions House & manorial business
(Union St.) L
X4 18245 Suyth‘s Charity Schocl - 40 scholars Sckcol funds - 100
. rebuilt (Xing St.) . & donations _
mi2 | C.p.2| .pre | The Police Office
- | 1822 | (copper St.)- e
HXA3 - 'C.P.?_. -‘pre - The Post Office

8y¢




(Harrison Lane) -

committed by Court of
Requests

Requests -

No. Start Compln. Nage of Building. - Function - Size Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of E
qf bage date and its Location - ' ; Matl. | . Finance Lapd Buil£ding ‘
muh | c,p.? | pre | The Maglstrates' Office. |0ffice of W.R. Magls- 2
' o) 1822 (Ward's End) ' trates for Petty
o Sessions & business
EXL5 pre : The Baths Cold, warm, swimming, ‘1;3. 2,000
1822 (south of town) shower & vapour baths .
X6 | C.P.?° |- pre Newsroom and Subseription 2 storeys
. ' ‘ 1822 Library (Ward's End) .
“HEXLY 4822°% | Ebenezer Chapel Primitive Methodist S E. 1,000
: v - (Cabbage Lane) ‘ o ’ -
EXL8 | 1823 .| 1825 The New Rooms - Subscription library, Subns. E. 1,000
e % | (Harrison Lane) newsroom, billiard ; » :
. room, & assembly rooms
: HXLS C.P.7 1823 Newsrcom and Subscriptiony
. g Library (01d Cock Yd.) .
FX50 | c.P. -1825 Subseription Newsrcom
HX51 c.1828 The Court of Requests Court Room & debtors’ "Laréé" Commissioners E.':)',OO(.J.
R - prison fcr prisoners -~ of Court of e

(344




1837

« (Haley H111

'No. |Start - Complne Name of Building Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
T of odg. date and its Locationm Matle Finance Lﬁnd ,Builging
HX52 | 3Mar | Wov Yesley Chapel - 14,000%
- 1829 | 1829 (Broad St.) . ~
HX53 | 25 Mar | 1831 St. James' Church C/E Accom. 1206 | § ' |Park grant & 1223
- | 1830 , : o - : : - donations - (Stone
~ N a gift)
HX54L | 16 May - ‘Literary and Philo- 4 Lecture room, museum,» 2 storeys S E. 2,506,
1834 - sophical Society Hall ete. : : e
o (Harrison Lane).
155 | 1 Oct | 1835 | Hanover Chapel Methodist New Con= - E. 1,000
" 183 - | (Xing Cross Lane) nexion o -
HX56 1835° | Baptist Chapel 1,600%,
o (Pellon Lane) : -
HX57 pre | Manor of Wakefield Gaol ‘| Manor of Vakefield's -
. 1836 (adj. Duke of Leeds Inn)| debtors' prison .
7,HX58 pre | Quaker Neeting House. .
1836 | ( ward's End)
HX59 " CuP.? pre Baptlst Chapel

05¢




No. | Start Compln. Name of Building - Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdge. date and its Locatiom - - : ' : Matl. Finance Land Building
o | | £ £
HX60 | 21. Sept Halifax Infirmary énd Medical treatment for. Dispensary's A ,7,500qv'
~ 1836 Dispensary (Blackwall) both in- and out- - trust funds
Ce T ' patients . : & subns.
HX 61 o 1836° . | Independent Chapel -3,000%
' . (Harrison Road) . T
mxé2 | 20 Sept| 1837 . | The Catholic Chapel 1460 sq. yd. 2;500%
. 1836 ' - | (Gibbet St.) o o o
HX63 | 1837 The General Cemetery £5 shares : 2’5001
HXéL 1837 1838, Halifax Union Workhouse ‘ Accor. 420 . 10,000q
EX65 1840 The 0ad Fellows' Hall 1,000

19%
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VSources for Halifax Gazetteer

Abbreviations andbshort.titles:‘

Antiquities - Jo Watson, The History and Antiquities of the Parish
of Halifax in Yorkshire (1775). |
History - o - Jo. Crabtree, A Concise History of the Parish and

Vicarage of Halifax, in the County of York (Halifax,1836).
End., Char, Hx. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities '

(England and Wales) — Report on the Parish of Halifax
(P.P. 1899, IXXI). = :
Hx. Antiq. Soc. = Halifax Antiquarian Society Papers.




353

HX4 History p.'324.'
HX2 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 184; W, White, 1837 D. p. 400,
HX3 L.C.A. TN/HX/69 and T1 Deed dated 31 Jan. 1566/7.

- HX4 Transcript of Letters Patent dated 1585 in Antiguities PPe
684'910 .

EX5  L.C.A. TN/HX/A160 Deed dated 1609.

HX6 Antiquities pp. 583, 589; History p. 181.
HX7  L.C.A. TN/HX/A208(a) Lease dated 1 Mar. 1614/15.

HX8 Letters Patent establishing Waterhouse 8 Charity dated 14 Sept.
1635 ~ transcript in Antiquities pp. 592-606.

HX9 Will of Nathaniel Waterhouse, 1 July 1642 = transcript in
"~ Antiquities pp. 609-15,

HX10 Ibid. pp. 609-15.

X141  J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of Corrsction (1904), p. 115.

HX12  History p. 85.
m;X13  Ibid. p. 140.

HX14 End. Char, Hx. P. 414; History pp. 339-40. |

HX15 History p. 304. -
mX16  Antiguities pp. 628-34.
HX17 Ibid. pp. 628-34.

HX18 Will of John Smyth dated 1726 - transcript in Antiquities pp.
642‘50 o .

" EX19  History p. 340.
EX20  Ibid. ». 340,

m21  E. Baines, 1822 D. pp. 186-7; History p. 142.
ﬁXé2 History p. 355.

HX?B Ibvid. p. 343.

IX24  Antiquities p. 203,

HX25 V. R Q. S,-Gen. Index, Brad. July 1775, EE122,

Hx26 L I, 31 Jan, 1775’ W, White’ 18 Ei De 399 Histog! ppo
357-8, Additional information in J. H. Ogdeﬁ, "Building the

Piece Hall", Hx, Antig, Soc. (1904), pp. 187-94; anon, "The
Halifax Piece Hall", Hx. Antig. Soc. (1921), pp. 169-208;




HX27
HX28

HX29 .

HX30
HX31
HX32

X34
X35
X36
EX3T
HX38
RX39

X441
FX42
HX43

EX44

HX45
HX46
HX47
HX48
HX49
HX50

354

R. Bretton5 "The Square and the Piece Hall, Halifax", Hix. Antiq.’

Soc. (1961), pp. 67-78.

History p. 340.

History p. 3463 W. White, 1837 D. p. 403. Additional information
in A, Porritt, "The 0ld Halifax Theatre", Hx. Antiq. Soc. (1956),
pr. 17-30.

History pp. 17, 338; W. White, 1837 D. p. 401.
History p. 343. '
Ibid. ppe 344=6.

An Act for Regulating the New Market Place at Halifax, Acts
Local and Personal, 3 History pp. 333-4, 356-T.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 402.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 1873 J. Mayhall, The Annals of Yorkshire
(Leeds, 1865), ppe 245-6.

History p. 344; W. White, 1837 D. p. 402.
History p. 343. ! '
Tbid. pe 344.

Ibid. p. 343.

. Ibid. Pe 343; Je Ma.yhall, OE. cit. Pe 2770

. History p. 356; R. Bretton, "Halifax Courts of Justice", Hx.

Antigo SOC: (1951)’ ppo 57"610
W. White, 1837 D. p. 402,

E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 187.

Tvid. p. 188,

Ivid. p. 187; History pp. 322, 356; R, Bretton, op. cit.
(1951) pp. 57-61,

E, Baines, 1822 D, p. 187; History p. 358.
E., Baines, 1822 D, p, 187.

History p. 344.

;2;4,13'Mar( 1823, 19 May 1825;
W. White, 1837 D. p. 403,
History p. 356.

History pp. 347-8.



HX51

HX52

BX53

- HXS4
HX55 .

HX56
BX57
HX58
HX59

HX60

HX61

HX62
HX63
. HX64
HX65

- L.I. 29 Oct. 1829; History pp. 340-3.

Hiszgg1 Pe 3393 J. Mayhall, op, cit. p.
P .

History pp. 348, 352-3.

Ibid. p. 343.

Tbid. p. 3405 “V. White, 1853 D. p. 550.
History pp. 59-60; W. White, 1837 D. p.

" History p. 340.

W. White, _‘I__ﬂ__ P 401.

Ibid, pp. 402-3.

Ibid. p. 401,

Ibid. p. 4015 W, White; 1853 D. ps 505.
W. White, 1837 D. p. 401.

W. White, 1853 D. p. 547.
Ibid. p. 551.

3593

394.

355

W, White, 1837 D. p. 3953 R. Eccles, "Notes on Halif "
Hx! Antig: SOO. 1922), PPe. 89"'1040 ’ = GaOIS ’

W. White, 1837 D.
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HUDDERSFIELD PUBLIC BUILDINGS



1G¢

No. | Start ‘| Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. | ~Source of |Cost of | Cost of '
of bdg.| date and its Location Matle. Finance Land Building
- £ £
HD1 1506 - St. Peter's Church. Par:ish__church- L
ms | CP.2 | 1563 The Grammar School
‘ v ‘ (Almondbury)
HD3 | C.p.? 1608 King James' Free Grammar
o School (Almondbury)
m, | .post | ¢.1672 | The Market Cross Lord of Manor} .
: 1671 o | ~
¥p5 | 1765 | 9 De¢ | The Cloth Hall Market for cloth Accom. 2000° | S - |Lord of Manor E. 2,500
Sl 1766 - o clothiers '
1 storey
HD6 1770 ° Partown Grammar Schodl Boys & girls taught : Subns.. ) ‘”;BOLL
- ;! (Fartown) ' "Religious and useful . o
. knowledge" :
HD7 AT The Independent Chapel ° Congregational. - _ E. 1,000
: ' (¥ighrield) S T . . -
‘L.——-——"— = =



No. | Start Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Locatiom Matl. Finance Land Building
’ ; o £ £
8 "1 1775® | 01a Bank Chapel Methodist - |"spa11” B E. 500
- (Buxton Road . ‘ ’ - : :
}mg 17805 Thé. Cloth Hail - enlarged Uppér storey added . Lord of 'Mvanor
'm)uj c.P. pre The- Concert Rooin
| 1791 (at the George Inn)
HD11 1801% | The ¥ethodist Chapel "Small" . E. 1,000 _
(predecessor of Queen St. g
Chapel) :
HD42 c.P? 1807 The Subscrmtioh Zi’brary |
: : (at ¥r. Brock's in
Westgate)
i3 | C.P. | 1814 The Dispensary
i | 1816 | 1815 | A fethodist Chapel |uetnodist New Con-“‘ {accon. 700 1,,0001
, * ; (H:Lgh St.) 7 . nexion : ‘ . : - -

G¢




No. | Start Compln, Nage of Building. - Function . - Sizz Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
- "] of ‘bdg. date and its Locatiom " f - Matl. | Finance Land Building
‘ : : | £ £
HD15 c.p.? | 1816 The Theatre "Large barn"
Coe : (Kirkgate) i :
m16 | 1817 | 10 Oct | Trinity Church C/E accom. 1500 Benefactor: 12,000%
‘- 1819 (Greenhead) S : B. H. Allen
ED17 | 29 ¥ay' | 1819° [ Queen St.  Chapel, | ‘ethodist Accom. 200 8,000%
' - 1819 o 816 sq. yd.
HD18 | 3 Sept-| 1819° | The National School - 150 boys and 130 girls|Accon.280 Leased 1,000
1819 o (Seed Hill) - taught o . .
HD19 c‘:..1821 . pre The New Concert Room
. « Sept : \ e
: 1822
I'DZO C.P.7T pre. The Qusaker TJeetihg Hc?use‘
o .o 1822 (the Paddock) | -
wpoq | C.P.2 | pre | The Riding School .
' . . 1823 ) i'.
- ’ . - ‘ N . - T " ) ‘. . ) _q
po2 | 24 Julyl Cet -] Christ Charch C/E Accom. 600 Benefactor: - 6,000
v 1323 1825 (‘J-’codhouse) L. oot 0 : J. Vhitacre

6G¢




1827

No. | Start Complne Nanme of Building. ‘ Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. | date and its Location ‘ Matle Finance Land Building
1023 |11 ‘July | 28 Dec  |Ramsden Street Chapel - |Independent Accom. 4250 Donations 6,000%
' . 1@24 ‘I 1825 ‘ ’ . : : : )
mD24 | C.P.. | April | The Mechanics' Institute
| o | 1825 -
fID25 18255' Trinity Church - enlarged C/E Parl. grént 1,000
7 (Gréenhead) - : 4 : .
HD26 1825°%° | The Court House {Venue of Court of Parl. funds B Z;OOO :
: - o Requests & Petty !
Sessions . -
HD27 | /C.P.? |  pre The Post Office .
» ’ 1826 (fiear Castlegate)
HD28 C.P.?2 | pre The Post Office
' 1827 | (the Shambles)
c.p.? | gre | The Prison’
.1827 R
C.P.? mpre“ The Commegcial.Builaings -

09¢



1836

rebuilt -

Donations

No. Start Complne. " Name of Building- . Functlon Sim Bdge. | Source of Cost of | Cost of
of ‘bdge. date and its Location : ; : Matl. Finance | Land Building
ED31 1827% | Lockwood Spa Baths Swinming, “cold, tepid, E. 2.000
(s. of town) ‘ warm, vapour & shower M
' e : “1baths '
ED32 5 Nov | 24 June | All Saints Church =~ - c/E Accom. 867 Parl. grant 2 ,606q
1828 ! (1830) | (Paddock) : o ST : : L
m33 | 13 Mov 1831 St, Paul's Church c/E Accom. 1243 Parl. grant Gift - - 5,700
: © 1828 | (Ramsden St.) o . ' »
HD3A 29 June 29 June | Huddersfield and Upper In—patienté & out-f Accoms 40 S Donations 7,51'8q
1829 1831 Agbrigg Infirmary _patients treated I - AR
. (Trinity St.) h .
1{335 C.P. 1829 The Law Library
. Y¥r. Lancashire's, Market
Pl.)
HDZ6 C.P.7’ 1829 The CAommerciz_a..l Newsroom ) .
w37 | © .| 1832 The Catholic Chapel - Donaticns 2,000
#p33 | 11835 27‘O¢t St. Peter's Church - : _ | Parish church T |Accom. 1620 Pew sales" 9,000
, \ . _ - - . : : : Parl. grant

19¢

e . s e £ O A S



D46

. No. | Start Compin. ‘Name of Building. " Function ' Size Bdge. | Source of | Cost of | Cost of
‘ of bdge. date and its Location Matl. Finance Land Building
- £ £
.‘ _ ) ’ .
1 HD39 | 14 Nay | 24 Yay The Ph:lloSOphlcal Hall Lecture room/hall for Accom. 1280 £10 shares - 3,4 502
: 1836 1837 . (Ramsden St.) philosophical soclety 780 sq. yd.
: & newsroom . )
.‘ . )
HDLO .+ | 1836° | Primitive ethodist E. 1,000 -
' Chepel (Spring P1.) e
"IDM . 1836° Christ Chuirch Schools E. 800
, ' (Sheepridge) . 4
D42 post . pre The Infant School Accom. 160 6002
| 1529 | 1837 .
EDL3 C.P.?-{ rpre The, Conservat:.ve News- .
. "1 1837 room
DL | 18 Juy - Tesleyan Chagel Accom.® 1400 Donations 6,000
11837 (Buxton Road ' : S
mL5 | 1838° 1839 Huddersfield Collegiate £20 shares E. 5,000 |
- ‘ Scheol (New North Road) 4 . - o T
1838% | .The British Schoal: E. 800

29¢ .




No. | Start | Compln. ~ Nage of Building. ' E Function Siza Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of.
of ‘bdgs date ~and its Location - C - | Matle Finance Land - Building
' : : : £ £
o '.S . . N . .. .' s L . .
mwy7 |- 184,0° - | Trinity Church National E. 800 -
. : Schoql - oo .
. ' :
B ° \

b —

¢ot -
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Sources for Huddersfield Gazetteer
Abbreviations and short titless

End. Char. Hd. - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities

(England and Wales) - Report on the County Borough
of Huddersfield (P.P. 1899, ILXXI).
Story - = R Brook, The Story of Huddersfield (1968).




HD1
‘HD2.
HD3
HD4
HD5

HD7

HD8

HD10
ED14
:HD12
HD13
FD14

HD15
HD16
HD17

HD18

HD19
HD20
HD21
HD22
HD23
HD24
HD25
HD26

565

W White, 1822 D, Pe 5970
Story p. 196.

End, Char, Hd. pp. 644, 7023 Story pp. 196-T.
Sto;z PP. 26‘80

L.I. 9 Dec. 1766; E. Baines, 1822 D. pp. 204-5; W. Wnite,
1857 D. p. 363; Story pp. 52-3.

End. Char. Hdo‘pp. 672-30

E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 206{ E. Parsons, The Civil, Ecclesiastical
a...HiStory of Leeds II, P. 4180

J. Mallinson, History of Methodism in Huddersfield, Holmfirth
and Denby Dale (1898), pp. 24, 101, 221-2; Story p. 65.

W. White, 1853 D. p. 595; Stogx De 52.
L.I. 3 May 1790.

| T
J. Mallinson, op. cit. pp. 52, 223,

‘W. White, 1837 D. p. 365.

E. Baines, 1822 D, p, 206; L.I. 26 June 18233 Story pp. 124-5.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 365; C. P. Hobkirk, Huddersfield: its
History and Natural History (1868), p. 8: Story p. 8.

Story.p. 272.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p., 206; W. White, 1837 D. p. 364.

E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 2063

Je Mayhall, The Annals of Yorkshire
(Leeds, 1865), p. 277; C. ’

P, Hobk;rk, op. cit. p. 8.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 206; W. White, 1837 D. p. 365; W. White,
18§§6§é pé8297; J. Mayhall, op. cit. p. 277; ¥nd, Char, Hd,
PP. ’ .

L.I. 16, 30 Sept. 1822,

E., Baines, 1822 D, p, 206,

L.I. 2 Sept. 1822.

Ibid, 4 Nov. 1624; W. White, 1837 D. p. 364.

L.I. 22 July 1824; W, White, 1837 D, p. 365; Story pp. 125-6.
J. Mayhall, op. cit. p. 318,

Story p. 130,

W. White, 1837 D. p. 362.



HD27

HD28

HD29
HD30

HD31

| HD32
HD33

HD34
HD35
HD36
w031
HD38
HD39
HDA40
- HD41
HD42
HD43
HD44
HD45
ED46
HDAT
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G. Crosland, A Plan of Huddersfield (1826), reproduced in Story
facing p. 113,

Ibid,

Ibid,

Ibid. |

V. White, 1837 D. pp. 365-6; W. White, 1853 D. ps 598.

W. White, 1837 D. pp. 364-5; E. Farsons, op. cit. II, p. 410.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 364; M.H. Port, Six Hundred New Churches
(1961), pp. 168-9.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 365; C. P. Hobkirk, op. cit. p. 4. -
W. White, 1837 D. p. 365; W. White, 1853 D. p. 598.

W. Wnite, 1637 D. p. 365.

W. White, 1853 D. p. 597; Story p. 128.

W, White, 1837 D. p. 364.

Ibid. p. 365; W. Wnite, 1853 D, p. 598; Story p. 276.
W. White, 1837 D. p. 365.

V. White, 1853 D. p. 597.. _

w. Whi:te, 1837 D, p. 365.

Ibid. p. 365.

jﬁ_b_i_t_i_; p. 365; J. Mallinson, op. cit. pp. 101-3,
W. White, 1853 D, pr 297-8; Story pp. 125, 199.
W, White, 1853 D. p. 597.

Ivid. p. 597.
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KNARESBOROUGH PUBLIC BUILDINGS




KHS

1709° -

¥o. | Start Gompln. Name of Building. - Function Size  |Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
: cf -bdg. date and its Location ' ‘ - |Matl. | = Finance Land Building .
XH1 12th C. | St. John's _Chu‘ré.h' s Parish church Accom.1300 )
KH2 pre The Court House
, 1555 : -
XH3 ’ 1592s The Toll Booth Bov'ough court house
(Market Place) . with shops and town .
« - prison beneath
‘XHAL C.P.?2:| 1616- The Free Grammar School |Boys taught Benefactor:
i ' : ) o * Peter Benson
XH5 . 17th C. | The Court House and Court house and prison 2 storeys .
- Prison (re_rovated part for the Forest of : , :
castle rulns) Knaresborough
-XH6 1701° The Quaker Meeting House Ii’. 200
: (Graclous St. ) S
a7 pre The Almshouses ' For 9 poor‘wi‘d.ows e Benefactress: : E. 100
: . 11707 {Tanners-row) S T Lady Hewley
| S. 1 The Markét Cross . . Donations ) " E. 50 7

89¢



- No. | Start Compin. Name of Building Function Sizé Bdge. Sourcé- of |Cost of | Cost of '
‘ of bdg. date . and its Location : Matl. Finance Land Building
‘ : £ s
) .‘. - . : L d
KH9 ‘| pre The Congregational I Benefactress:
1729 . - | Chapel (Vindsor Lane) Lady Hewley
KH10 | 1737. The Workhouse Maintaining, lodging Poor rate - © E. 100
: . o & employing the poor EAPER
KH11 ) “i72+1s,’ The Free Grammar School - Donations " E.. 300‘
. rebuilt .~ ‘ g ’
w12 | - c.p.2 | 1765 | Richardson's Bchool 30 boys and girls Benefactor: .
T - : taught the 3 R's and Thos. ‘
. religious knowledge Richardson
KH13 17793 The Congregational Independeht : E. 1,000
Chapel (Windsor Lane) . :
YHAL b 178-’{ .| The Sessions House arnd .| Court house for . County Yate . 200+
, Prison - rebuilt (Market | borough courts & W.R. C - |
. Place) - Quarter Sessions. | .
' Prisons for debtors
& felons Peneath C
‘2}{15 1795 : { " Wesleyan Methodist - - E. 500
: IR . .Chapel . ) o
"'E’.H‘i6 C.P.. 1795 | The Subscription Library A

5t



Function . Size Bdg. Sourée‘of Cbst of | Cost of L

-No, | Start - Corpln. Neme of Building
‘ of bdg. date end its Locatiom R , . Matl. Finance ~Land Building
17 | 181 3°] 1814 - The National School  [Boys taught ~ " 1180 scholars " |Donatiohs . : / 1,200+%.
KH18 1éf5 . ';" ' Wesleyan'Methodist Chepe Accom. 800 - s S | E. 1.50 )
S (Chapel St.) o : ' o ' » - 1’,5(10
- s ’ ’ N - .
KH19 | | 1817% ‘| The Congregational Accom. 700"
.0 _ - | Chapel - enlarged _ .
(Windsor Lane) : : o |
KH20 post .| ¢.1823" | The Market Cross - T 7 L ' , Benefactof: _ E. 200
“1822 . ' rsbuilt ) - 4 R T _ |¥r. Malan o
xezt | 1827 | Tre Prison - rebuilt County rate | - 350
: y < (under the Court House?) o 4 .
KH22 .| 18313 | The Catholic Chapel and [Chapel & school where |Accom. 500 ol - ' ‘ E. 2.000
‘ ) - School - 1100 children taught : - : " _ - ,
k23 | - - .| 1837° | The Girls' National = 80 girls taught 3R's,| .  |ponations & | 13549
Vol SR ) School and Infants' =~ |knittirg & sewing. 80 I . parl. grant : (E. 500) -
: Sehool - . . .t infants taught the - ' ) : ; , .
N . alphabet,etc. '
wuzn | 1837 | 1838 | The Sessions House . - Magistrates! sessions . Town & county| - 2,600%
R AT S LT S rate ~ v -

& public meetings °

5%‘.____
R

oI




No. | Start Complne. Naxe of Building o " Function ‘ Si.zé Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of I
of bdge. date and its Locatiom ' ' - Matl. Finance Land Building
i o _ £ £
¥H25 C,P.?‘ . pi'e ' The Dispensary RS Free medical treatment Donations
. < T for 'the poor ' :

184

LLE
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Sources for Knarésborough Gézetteer

Abbréviations and short titles:

Fnd. Char. Kh, = Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities
‘ (England and Wales) — Report on the Parish of
Knaresborough (P.P. 1897, IXXII).




KH1

KH3

. KHS

KH6

K87

KHS

KH10

- KH11

KH12
KH13

KH14

KH15
KH16
KH17
KH18
KH19
KH20
kKH21

KH22
KH23
K124
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M. Calvert, The History of Knaresborough (Knaresborough, 1844),
pp. 50, 66-7; N. Pevesner, The Buildings of England: Yorkshire,

The West Riding (1967), P. 294.

Y.A.S. DD56 B4 Papers relating to a dispute over rents, c.
1555=6.

Y.A.S. DD56 B4 & § Papers relating to the Toll Booth and Court
House,c. 1592,

End. Char, Kh. pp. 250-1.

N, Pevesner, op. cit. p. 297.

E. Hargrove, The History of the Castle, Town and Forest of ~
Knaresborough (York, 1775), De 57s

M. Calvert, op. cit. pp. 80-1.

E. Bargrove, op. cit. p. 56.

End, Char. Xh. p. 280.

M. Calvert, op, cit. p. 79.

- End. Char. Kh, pp. 250-1.

Ibid. rp. 2501,

Ibid. p. 280,

W.R.Q.5. Gen. Index, Wetherby Jan., 1784; IZ. Hargrove, Op.
eit. P 56.

E:n.do Char. Kho' pp. 279-80.

M. Calvert, op. cit. p. 91.
L.I. 4 Oct. 1813; M. Calvert, op. cit, p. 77.

M, Calvert, op. cit. p. 69; End. Char. Kh. p. 279.

M. Calvert, op. cit. p. 69; Ehd. Char. Xh. p. 280,

M. Calvert, op. cit. p. 93, .

¥é§%Q.S. Gen. Index, Knaresborough Oct. 1824, Pontefract April

M. Calvert, op, cit. p. 68.

Ibid, P. 8.

Ivid. p. 94.

Ibid, P. 84.
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\

LEEDS PUBLIC BUILDINGS




[
‘No. | Start | Compln: Name of Building Function Size  |Bdg. |  Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. | date and its Location - . | Matle. Finance ‘Land | Builéding
LS4 ' 14th C.i St. Petér's‘Chur'éh' : Parish church . 1 2340 sq. yd.f S Donations
. (Xirkgate) ' - SR ﬁ SR '
1s2 ' pre Hall of Pleas Manorial court house
o 1357 (Leeds) IR I
IS3 . pre The Chantry Chapel : Chépel; schocl from Maintained by
: 1376 (on Leeds Bridge) | Dissolution to 1728 charity funds

LSk founded | Chantry of St. Mary Size of &

1470 Magdalen (West side of dwelling :

. Cross Parish) St .

LS5 - pre Moot Hall and Bakehouse |Manorial .court house

1476 (Leeds) - and oven .
Lsé C.pP. - [founded | Leeds Grammar School - .

.| 4552 | (nr. Lady Lane) ' ~
LS7 " C.P. " 1580 Leeds Grammar School,
| . (in The New Chapel)

LS8 pre .Moot Hall and Common’ Venue of Sessions of
' ' 1598+, | Oven (Kirkgate) - the Peace and manorial

S L A courts : :

GLe



t

oLg

¢ d
Ffo. | Start Coxpln.. Name of Building. - Function Sizo Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
| of ‘bage date . and its Locationm -+ |Matle |  Finance Land Building
: ‘ A ' ' £ £
L59 i 1615 . | The Moot Hall - - : Venue for Leeds Corptn| 243 5q. yde w Charii_:y funds
‘ s S (Briggate) . ' - |courts, Quarter 2 storeys . : :
o : ' Sessions, public ‘
meetings ’
s10 | 7 1619° The ¥arket- Cross . Shelter for sale of | - ‘ Renefactors:
, (Briggate) . .| produce : R | John Harrison|
LS11 ; ' 1621;s Leeds Grammar School Classical education o S Benefactor:
| (North Town End) = ’ : S ' John Harrison
Ls12 1631 | 1624 St. John's Church- C/E ~+ | Accom. 1200} S Benefactors:
. (New Briggate) : . . John Harrison
ﬁS1} v 16383 The Workhouse Workhousé and home - "Large" S Donations
-1 (Lady Lane) _ : for aged poor
LS1L | q.1643 pre | Jenkinson's Almshouses - Housing 16 impotent 8 cottages . | Benefactor: : .
: . 1644 (Quebec) S and aged personms in- | - _ . J. Jenkinson
g habiting Leeds ' -
‘1315 | ¢.1655| pre | Harrison's Hospital Almshouses for 40 2 sets of S | Benefactor:
) 1 165, ’ (St. John's Church ~ = . | poor women » .| almshouses | John Harrison
. ) gx_-ounds) _ )
\ . -




" 1698 .

(l"a.ter Lane)

and school ;

No. Start Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. Source of ‘lcost of | Cost of
: of :bdg. date and its Location ~ : Matle Finance | Land Building
1S16 pre | The Prison _ |Short-stay® town gaol. "Small®
' .| 1655 . | (Briggate, nr. Iuarket ' o : '
' Cross) s
1317 .16555 The Prison Recéptiori ct offendér,s "Small”
R ' ‘ (top ot Kirkgate) within the borough '
1518 | 1672 | 25 lar | Mill Hill Chapel Unitarian | Accom. 700 Shares 15. 400
o tem . | (mill HiL1) | = . - : o
1819 1691° | call Lane Chapel Dissenters Accom. 530 B E. 350
(Call Lane) ' S
1.S20 . c.1 691‘s Aeeds Grammar School Library with school- 2 storeys S |Benefactor: .
o : ' ' lerary (North Town End) room beneath - G. Lawson :
1.521 c.169_5$ Iveson's Almshouses 3 houses * |Benefactor:
3 . (rr. Workhouse) : L. Iveson -
1822 1698° The Town's Warehouse Public werehouse for - | "Large! .
i - (north bank of the Ajre) reception of imported -
. . C AR goods
L523 16995 . Frlends' Iueetlng House Qﬁaker meeting house * " E. 350 -

<




1727.

No. |Start | Complu. Name of Building- . Functlon Sizo = |Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of

of ‘bdge. date and its Locatiox : ‘ : Matle. Finance Laﬁd Buié];.aing -
Ls2. | c.p. 1705 The Charlty School Blue coat school for L0 schb;Lars Donations

(Lady Lane, formerly the poor children L :
Workliouse) 4 ‘ ‘

LS25 | 12 "Aug farch | The Moot Hall . Butchers' shops and | 243 sq. yd. S Corptn. funds| 210

’ 1710 ° 1711 (Briggate) court house for Leeds | 2 storeys 1 and charity |
' ‘ - ‘ Corptn., Leeds and V. - funds
R. Quarter Sessions, (p.U.C.)
manorial courts '
‘1526 | c.Aug - | 29 May | The White Cloth Hall’ Market for un;‘inished 2 storeys |S or Shareholders: 1,000
1710 1711 (off Kirkgate) cloth ' . B merchants and]
~ 2 tradesmen
usz27 pre The Almshouses 2 houses
: 171L - | (Viear Lane)
‘1528 ‘pre © | The Tythe Barn | Barn and venue of
1715 (Kirkgate) manorial courts
1529 1715 Itbetson's Almshouses - | For foor men Benefactor: : E. 200
. (Call Lane) - » ' Jas. Ibbetson R
1S30 23. Aug | 27 Aug" | Trinity Church c/E Accom. ‘iLOO S Donations and - 175 1;;563
11721 ‘(Boar Lane) - ' pew sales- .

8Le




]

1538

(Hunslet Lane

L
"'No. Start 1 Compln. Name of Building Functi.on-' Size  |Bds. Source of | Cost of Cost of
of bdge. date and its Location : : = ' Matle Finance LaEd Buildirg
LS31 pre | The 014 Assembly Rooms . . .
S .| 1726 ' | (Kirkgate)
LS32 | 1726 The Prison - - ‘\" Short-stay gaol 5 or 6 cells Parish funds?
G : (Kirkgate) : : : : : :
L8353 C.P. | 1726 . | Cherity School _ |Blue coat school for | 120 scholars|® Donations
- , (chapel in St. John's poor boys and girls . (in 1806) :
churchyard)‘ v : RN R .
LSS&- C.Pi. June The Workhouse Housing poor and Accom. 100 [ S or B _Poof- rate and
e 1726 (Lady Lane) infirm R 2 storeys - | charity funds

. ’ - o ¢ (p.u.C.) _
I835 1736° Potter's Almshouses - For 410 widows of Ten 2-roomed Benefactress: 250 |, . u82-
- . (Wade Lane) deceased tradesaen tenements Mary Potter : s
LS326 April 1740 Workhouse -~ extension Workroom, infirmary, | .90 sq. yde. B ° | Poor rate
T 1740 . (Lady Lane) .~ | grainery, brewhouse, 2 storeys

- : I wash house,- coalhouse _—
1537 { .1750 |~ 1751 | The Nethodist Chapel...-  E. 300
. - | (loéation unknown) . o .

. 175,% | 01a White Cha§e1 : Calvinist Independent E. 1,000

- 6LE




(Woodhouse)

Connexion .

L rd
- Fo. | Start ‘Compln. Naze of Building. A Function- Sizs Bdge. Source of | Cost of ‘Cost of
‘ of bdge. | -date and its Location o ' : Mztle | ~ Finance | Land Building
. - . N - . Lo £ £
1S39 1755° Methodist Chapel. . ‘E. 300. .
= (nr._ The ca11s) - co
Lsy0 '} 1755 Cct Tr:mlty Church - vallery Additional seating
: . 1755 added ' . o
B ‘ - . R
zsu1 [ 1755. ] 1756 he White Cloth Hall'™ Market for unfinished 700 sd. yd. | § or B Shareholders: go | E. 2,500
' . Ll (Meadow Lane) 'cloth ' 3 storeys - | clothiers - .
1su2 | post | 1758° | The Mixed Cloth Hall. |Market for coloured o 1770 stalls| B | Sale of 5,300
- Nov - (Quebec) finished cloth; venue | 8382 sq. - | stalls to ' :
1755 fqr public meetings . yde clothiers .
1543 | -C.P. 1767 Leeds General Inf1rmary Hospital treating in-
- ' . (Kirkgate) patients ,
14k | c.p.-| 1768 The Circulating Library | Subscription Library S nSmall” B
: _ : (under Rotation Office, -f -~ - _ ' .
Kirkgate by 1806)
1S45 10 Oct | 5 March Leéds General Ir.f'j.rm_arj H03p1ta1 treating in-| 27 beds B&S Donations Leased 4,599
' 1768 .| 17N ’ ' patients 650 sq. yd. ' :
6 |, 1769° " | Woodhouse Chapel Methodist 01d - E. 500

—U9%




<
¢ A

(Low St., St. Peterr"s)

Ko. | Start Coxpln, Nage of Building o Function Size Bag; Source of |Cost of | Cost of
_ of -‘bdg,. date and its Location ) ‘ Matle Finance L?d Bui‘tding
LSL7 17715 | The 01 Methodist Chapel T .| "Large" ‘B |Donations E. 1,000
(Low St., St. Peter'sg_ E ' : B o
LS8 1771% | The Theatre Playhouse/theatre - "Small" and | B E. 1,000
1 (Hunslet Lane) ' "barn<like" o
LS49 | C.P. 1775 The_‘Rotation Office Everyday business of Corptne. Leased
’ (Call Lane) borough magistrates . funds? :
LS50 c.i‘.pril Sept The White Cloth Hall Market for unfinished 6930 sq. yd.] B Donations: 200 4,000
. 1775 1776 (The Calls) cloth - i 1210 "stands cloth ' :
; L : . ) merchants
1551 1 775 | 1777 The Assembly Rooms Ballroom, card rooms, B Shares 2,500
(over north side of new etc., for upper and ’ .
White Cloth Hall) middle classes
1S52 17763 The Market Cross | Shelter for sale of "Large" Charity'f‘unds : = 50+
(Cross Parish, Briggate) | dairy produce . (P.U.C.) and (E. 150)
i . , donations N
1S53 L1 1780° | Master's House for the | House for headmaster School trust E. 300
: "~} Grammar School " { and accom. for ) funds .
o boarders - Ce
‘ ° .-, .
LS54 1 1781% | The Stone Chapel . Baptist - S E. 500

I8¢




T

(Albion St.) -

yre. apprenticeship.
Upper storey:. concert
roon & education room

280 sq. yd.

No. | Start Compln. Name of Building Function - Sizé Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of f, _
of bdge. date and its Locatiom . Matle. Finance Land Building
i o £ £
1555 ‘| 1782° . |1eeds Infirmery - a New . . | Tota1 68 B 500+

' ' Wing ° I beds ' '
1856 ' 178,% | Charity Day School 40 pupils ‘E. 500
. o (Woodhouseg : _ .
LS57 . ‘1'186"3 Leeds Infirmary - a New 20 extra B -
, ' . Wing beds
1S58 1788°% | Friends'Meeting House’ Quaker meeting house | Accom. 1000 |B or S E. 2,000
. | (Watef Lane) with school 2 storeys . ‘
1355 | post- | 1789 Fbenezer Chapel Baptist Accom. 500 | B 500
:; 1787 | * | (Sbenezer St.) ’
1860 1791 Salem Chapel Calvinist Independent | Accom. 1000 | S E. 2,000 -
. ’ (Hunslet Lane) : ' .
1561 |26 Sept| Deg | St. Paul's Church C/E - Accom. 1500 |B & S [Donations Gift - 10,000
1791 . | 179 (Park Square) : : - . -
1362 2 July | 1793 The Music Hall and Basement storey: hall-| 550.sq. yd. B Shares 1,000 ‘
1792 - Irregulars' Cloth Hall = |for sale of cloth made Music saloon : o
: by clothiers lackirg 7 .

8%




A Y

.
- - ¢
No. | Start Compin. Name of Building- -+ Function ,‘ Size Bdg. Source of | Cost of | Cost of ’
- of ‘bdg. date and its Locationm : ‘ : Matl, | . Finance LaEd Builging ,
1S63 | post 1792 | Leeds Infirmary. - attic . ‘ 20 extra B | Donations -
' June storey added to.-central beds - T
1792 section of building . S
1S6, | post Mixed Cloth Hall = B&S
Jily - extension.to the south
1793 - part
Lsé5 | c.P. 1793 New Subscription Library | For seceders frém‘fhe 4100 members
. (Albicn s»c.ﬁ’ Leeds Library
, 1566 " 17943 | zion Crapel (later called Offered service pre- Accom. 1000 | Lady Betty 'E. 5,000
o St. James' Church) " ferred by Countess of : Hastings' ’
: (York St., off Kir;cgate) Huntingdon; later C/E Charity? )
1367 | 12 apr'| Roman Catholic Chapel "Neat" ‘B E. 500
1794 (Lady Lane) : . |
1LSE8 pre Bethel Chapei ; ¥ethodist followers B
1796 (ste George's"St.) of ¥r. Thoresby
1569 c.p. | fpril The Rotation Office and Magistrates'office, B
o ) . 1796 Circulating Library L 1ibrary & 2 éwellings
' . | (Kirkeate) for Chief Constable.
v o & Librarian

ege .




No. | Start Coxplne Name of Building Function Sizs Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of.bdg. date and its Location Matle Finance Lde : Bui{ging
LS70 . 25 Sept | The Albion Chapel | C/E when ovpened; B Ee 1,000"
| 1796 (Albion St.) '| Independent from 1802
LS71 C.P. 1799 The School of Industry Girls taught reading, | Accom. 25 Donations &
: | (Beezon's Yd., Briggate) knitting & sewing from| pupils fees
[ . . ) age of 9 &013 yrse
1S72 | c.1799 | 7yre The.ﬁiding School Training the gentle- 700 sq. yde.
: : J 1800 - | (York Road.) men cavalry _ . -
1573 |. C.P.. | pre The Post Office
1800 (Boar Lane) -
1S7L |30 April| 1802 Albion Street Kethodist "Large" . E.5,000
‘ 1801 Chapel (Albion St. ) ' ' '
LS75 £.P.? July - The School of Indust:y So'children taught Accom. 25 | Donations & -
' 1802 (Burley Bar) | sewing, knitting and pupils subns.
. ’ readlnv . _
L$76 1802 1 . Sept The House of Recoveny Hospital fbr infec= "Subsfantia}" Donations & Leased 2,500 |
N S 1804 (Viear Lane)" tious diseases - o subns. ° ' g
% 1S77 C.P. . | 1800-6 The Post Cffice A house
| .
4

(Call Lane/buncan St. )

78




1809.

Newsroom)

nen

No, | Start Complne Naze of Bui.lding._' - Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of Cost of -
L of ‘bdge. date. and its Location T : ‘ Mztle |  Finance Land Building

'LS78 c.‘1870_6 | pre The Workhouse - building- i nof conside- i

~ 1806 ~ | added (Lady Lane) : rable
- : - . extent"
1879 | C.P.? | 1 Jan The Commercial Newsroom Newsroom for com- | "Large" Subns.  ._ :
’ “] 1806 and Leeds Exchange’ mercial men & suite of| .-
. S (Briggate) o apartments for trans-
) . acting business
‘1580 Jah 1807° ' | Jenkinson's Almshouses = Housed 8 poor widows 8 tenements Donation & _ 165+‘
18C6 " | - rebuilt (Mill Hill) - | -site 368 sq. charity funds (. x00) .
. ’ . i ydo ° o . T
1581 . The Subscription Library Newsroom & shops with 30,000 booksl S & B | Shares . 5,0(50q '
and Union News Room Library above, 500 2 storeys. - .
(Commercial St.) subscribers S

rsgo | <1808 | 1812 | st. Peter's Church - | Parish church S E.3,000

: . _ rebuilt (Kirkgate) : ' A : ‘

1583 | C.P.? pre . | Anabaptist Chapél g )

. 1 1809 (Arminian St.)
LSEs - pre | The Coffee Room Newsroom and coffee
: ' (Brigzate adj. Commerciall room for percantile

19




1

« -
- No, | Start Compln. Nape of Building Function Size Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Locationm Matle Finance Lasnd ' Bui];gding
LSBS_ 1810° The Mixed Cloth Hall - . Additional storey for
.| - | enlarged (north side of |sale of undyed ladies'
nall) .- _ Lo cloths
1586 | 2 Sept | 4 Oct | The Court House and Venue for W.R. & Boro. S & B | Local and 10,000+
' 1811 | 1813 Prison (Park Row) Quarter Sessions and -} county rates T
, | (1815) - ‘ S meetings of: Corptn., . i :
: Improvement Commissiony .
Watch Cmtee, Turnpike
Comns, etc. Lourt -
room, magistrates'
offices, prison,and
cellar for fire
engines
1887 July Royal Lancasterian Free - Boys taught 3 R's Accom. 50 B Donations & . 2,1001
. 1812 | School (Alfred St.) N , pupils subns. |
375 sq. yde o
2 storeys .
1S88 | 8 Xay-.| 7 Feb The National School School for 320 peor | . . 71,208
o 4812 | 1813 (kirkgate) : ‘boys & 180 poor girls; i
5 - ‘ : - T teaching on Madras
S _ Systen : :
L5389 , 1815° The Charity School | Trainirg girls for - -80 pupils Charity g 1,000+
B ' (Harrison's Hospital - domestic service - School funds L
! Grounds) ' K T < ' =3
[




- 1817

(5t. George's St.)

[
Yo, | Stert Compln,. Naze of Building- - Function Sizs Bdge. Source of | Cost of‘ Cost of -
of ‘tdg. date and its Location : ' : Matle. - Finance Land Building
o » ) _ £ £ '

LSS0 post pre- Harrison's Hospital - Almshoused for 2 12 houses Benefactor:. E. 6007

‘ 1790 | 1817 additional houses . people R .Arthur Ikin S

: (St. -John's Church yard) ,
1S91 g 27 June | Wesley Chapel Wesleyan Methodist B E. 2,000
' 1816 (Meadow Lane) ) . )

LS92 pre _ The Exchange =~ Transacting business.

. . 1817 (adj. Mixed Cloth Hall) | of Hall's trustees

1374 | .
LS93 - C.2, ‘pre » The Girls' Free School Girls taught to sevi,“ 173 pupils Donations &
. o 1817 (Assembly Court) ' read and write o subns.
LSQA ‘C.P.2 pbe School of Industry Evéning school; girls | Accom. 30
: 1817 (Clarkson's Yard) teught sewing, reading pupils
and knitting
1595 { .C.P. pre Bark Chapel | Independent Dissenter | "Large roon'
. 1817 (or. Richmond Hi11) : ' .

1596 | G.P.? pre Southcottarian Chapel . Accom. 186

Les



_z
No. |Start 4 Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
I of bdg. date and its Location ) Matle. Finance Land Building
F oy £
1597 | ©€iP.2.| pre’ | Antinomian Chapel Philadelphtian ;
.| 1817 | (York St.) Universalists
LS98 pre - Inghamite Chapel Followers of Mr. | Accom. 200
1817 (Duke St.) Ingham
1599 | C.P.? pre . | The Tabernacle Swederborgian chapel )
R 1817 (Timble Bridge or R
Kemplay's Yd., Kirkgate)
1LS100| - c.r.7. | 1818 The Végréncy Office Housed vagrahfs over- Poor rate
(Vicar Lane) night ~
1101} 15 Xay 1820 "The Public Baths Various types of B &S |£100 shares . 7,'000q
© 181§ , (Wellington Road)- baths : * -

18102 c.1819 The Temporary Barracks Accom. for cavalry ) Cbrpt_n. funds 8233
LS103 _1819.' 1820 The Horse Barracks .H.Q. of regimeﬁt of "Site 11 * Parl. funds 22;,000q

e o . (Buslingthorpe) cavalry - quarters, acres . ‘ o

. ' : Co stebles, hospital and

; . riding school .

Lston] 9 July | March | The Philosophical Hall | Premises of Leeds 'Site 855 sq{ S |&£1C0 pro- g25. 1 ° 6,150
o 1819 1822 (Park Row) . | Philosorhical &nd | yd. S B prietary .
o ' i o -2 storeys shares

Literary Society

88¢




%

1823

«
No. | Start Compln. Name of Building Function Sizé Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of .
of bdg. date and its Location Matl. Finance La}}d Builging o
1S105 ! 1821° Music Hall - addition of | To increase light . :
\ : Lanterns (Albion St.) =~ o
151061 - C.P.? | 1821 Guardian Society and | Asylum for prostitutes "Commodious" |
' ) "~ | General Penitentiary. . : : o '
N (st. James' Squgre) )
rs107] C.P.?"| "1822 | The Eye Dispensary | Gratuitous relief of
(St. Peter's Square eye diseases
"1.51C§ 1822° | Primitive Methodist . | E. 1,000
Chapel (York St.)
5109 1823% | The Grammar School - Accom. 100 School trust 1,087
R ‘ enlarged (North Town End) boy's funds
Lsi10| 29 Jan | Oct - t, Xary's Church C/E Accom. 1207| S |Parl. grant . 10,807
~ ] 1823 | 1826 (Quarry Hill) - : ' |
15111} 29 Jan | -1826 | Christ Church C/E Accom. 1329| § |Parl. grant 10,555
4823 ° (Meadow Lare) . ) o
15112]23 Apria] 1826 | St. Merk's Church c/E Accom. 1200| S |Parl. grant 9,637
' . (Woodhouée) . - SR :

68¢ -
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No. | Start Compln. Name of Building . - Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of blge date and its Location ‘ Matle. Finance Lazd Builging
L3113| 17 June| Aug The Bazaar and Shambles | Meat sham¥les, fish 60 shops, " | s & B| Partnership [c.6,000 E.12,000
_ 1823 ,| 1825 (between Bs'iggate and market, shops and 1000 sq. ydd
. Vicar Lane bazaar 2 storeys
15144 ] 23 Oct Dec The South Market General retail market,| 49 shops B&S £50 shares 6,600 15,400
: 1823, 1824 (between Hurslet Lane rartially covered: 88 stalls 1 . .
: and Meadow Lane) shops, stalls,. 9 slaughtex-
slaughterhouses and houses '
dwellings ' 18 dwellingg -

LS115 11 Dec |27 April Queen St. Chapel Indepéndent thapel Accom, 1200 B E. 5’000' ,

: . 1823 1825 (Queen St.) ‘ : e = ' o
-15116]26 April} 9 Sept Brunswick Chapel Methodist chapel Accom: 2417 s | e.?,OOOF

Coo |, 182 | 1825 (Brunswick St.) | 3 .

LS117 C.P.’ June The Lying-in-Hospital Maternity hospital for .

: 1824 (St. Peter's Square) poor married women
15118 c.p. '} 1 Oc‘l':' The Dispensary Medical treatment for : Sﬁbscriptions »
bt 18 (The House of Recovery, | outpatients ' & donations
Vicar Lane) ’ . . . ) : .
LS1 19] 26 ?fo;' € Oct | The Central Market . Covered gereral retaill 67 shops S . | £50 shares 5,200 E 24,800
o - 1824 1827 (Duncan St.) = - rarket: bazasr, shops, 56 stalls : . : .
- e 2T W offices & a hotel - 2 storeys .

- 06%




- 1826

‘Library (Park Row)

limitedkto 100 menbers

[
No. | Start Complne Nape of Building - Function’ Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of LCosﬁfof:
of bdg. | = date ‘end its Locatiom Matl. Fingnce Land - | Building
15120 C.P.* | 1824 | The Post Office .
S ' - (%111 -Hi1ll) .
1s121] - 1820 | 4824 | The Grandstana . Boarded, unpainted  |Accom., 1000 | W ]
’ . (Haigh Pk, Races, 3 race stand o .
. miles s. of Leeds) ‘ |
1s122] 23 Feb | 25 Oct | Baptist Chapel | Accom. 800 |S & B E. 1,000
: 1825- 1826 (South Pa,raae) L :
1s123| . 7 ¥ar | 1826 | Female Revivalist Chapel | Female revivalists "Small" .| E.500
- 1825 . (Regent, St.) o : : : . o
15124| C€.P.2 | 15 Yay | Zion Chapel New Connexion
e -} 1825 (Zion St., Bank) Nethodist .
18125| 1825. | c.1826 New Jerusalem Chapel Swedenborgian ; ~ E. 500
ot ; 4 (Byron St.) - - e
- ’ . . . ’ .
13126] C.P.7 pre - | Zoar Chapel : Particular Baptist
' 1826 - | (George's Court, George '
St.9
181271 €.P.?°| pre The New Subseription Subscription library

Y44




>LS135

" (Brigzate)

museud

No. | Start Cozpln. Naze of Building Furction Siza Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
: of big. date and its Locsation - Matl. ‘Finance - ~L‘;§‘a ,Bui;glding ‘
15128 | C.P.? | pre Rehoboth Chepel |Methoaist ®
- 1826 (spitalfields, Bank) B
P ' ) -
L3129 C.P.? pre .Independent Methodist
. S 1826 Chapel (Harper St.)
1s130| C.P.?2| pre | Bethesda Chapel Primitive Methodist
~ ‘ 1326 (Hi11's Yard, Meadow : o
' Lane) R
L5431 | 18 Kay| 12 0ct | The Commercial Buildings |ilerchants’ exchange, s |50 shares. 6,000 23,000
1826 1829 (Boar Lane) newsroozn, -dining room, - : : "
: ’ : concert room/dining
room, hotel, offices
1S132{ 31 May] 1828 The Corn Exchange Corn exchange, ware— - S |£50 shares Leased 12,500‘
: 1826 ‘ (Top of Briggate) houses, shops, offices, o
' -1 hotel and tavern
1s133] 1826 | 1827 - | The Philosophical Hall - 1,300
- ‘ extension ‘ -
LS124 1826 1827 | The Free ¥Market Open air market for 9,758 sq. yd. Local rate 8,00 L
1 . (Kirkzate) . agricultural products ' o (E. 2,000)
c.P. | 1826 Calvert's Xuseum Natural history Entrepi'eneur:
: . ' . John Calvert

- 26¢



<«
No. | Start Compln. Nape of Building. . - Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of -bdgs date and its Location L - : Matl. Finance Land Building
. ' : _ £ £
15136 0ct” | Colvert's Museum Natural history nSpacious" E. 1,000 .
1827 (Commercial St.) | museum : 15,000 . .
' R specimens
LS4 371 C.P. ‘Nov The Dispensary XJediéal treatment for Subns. and 1,625
- 1828 (North Sto) outpatients’ dorations. :
15138} C .P.?.- 19 April | Wesleyan Protestant
: 1829 . Nethodist Chapel _
(Czroline St., West St.)
15139 pre_. Leadenhall Tholesale Under‘gro.und market
b . 1,831 Carcase Market (Vicar " where animals killed
: 1326 | Lane) and dressed for retail]
. . butchers
Ls140] 1 Mar | 12 July | St. Patrick's Chapel Roman Catkolic 2,500%
1831 .| 183 (York Read) o , _
LSHL‘! C.P... . 1832 The Ckolera Hdspital, : Temporary hospital for A house °
(St. Peter's Square) cholera cases -
15142 “| 18323 | Wooanouse School - - . Accom. 40 | S | Subns. and E.. 1,000
-} rebuilding : National e '
’ o . School Societ
' « . grent

{34




L5150

(Oxtora Place)

¢ A
No. | Start | Compln.|  Name of Building ~ Function Size  |Bag. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Location ' Matle. Finance Land Building
. ) . i £
LS1L3 ‘] 1833 Bethesda Chapel |¥ethodist New E. 1,000 *
: - | (Wellington Street) Connexion T, '
1S144 '} Xarch 1834 Waterloo Swirming Bath Swimming bath | Shares E. 2,000
1833 . | - (Leeds and Liverpool - o
S caral ‘pasin)
LS1L5 | 19 Feb | 10 Oct St. Peter's Chapel - Wesleyan Kethodist Accom. 2500 | B "E. 6,000
_— 183, - 1834 (St. Peter's St.) . L . S -
LS146 | April Dec The Court House - - Additi_.or:él rooms . County rate . 1,009
163, - 1834 enlergement (Park Row) o B :
18147| c.P.? | 1525« | Leeds Infants School |
o : 35 | Society School (nr. .
South Market) _
LS148 .| 23 July -| Leeds General Cemetery - -|Buildings for private ) S~ |Shares L ,000 ) 7,000
. 1835 Chapel and Buildings cemetery o . ;
- (adj. Woodhouse Xoor)
1S149| ¥May -.| 6 Jan Belgrave Chapel Iﬁdebendeht ' Accom, 1800 B -.E. 5,000
1 1835 .| 1836 - | (Belgrave Street) : : . :
- 1835 Oxf'ord Place Chapel. Wesleyan Accoms .3500 B " E. 6,000

1434
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[
No. | Start Cozpln. Name of Building Functioﬁ- Sizs Bdge. Sourca of [ Cost of | Cost of
of bldg. date and its Location ' Matle Finance Land Building -
£ £
15151 | 1836° | Baptist Chapel - . Accom. 700 1,000
; Low Road, Hunslet)
185152 1836s South Parade Baptist Accom. for 1,700 .
' Chapel - enlargement 600 added -
15153 1826° °| st. Mary's Church - Accom. for
’ Gallery added (Quarry 800 added
Hill)
1S54 18368. Christ Church - Gallery Accom. for
added (Meadow Lane) 650 added
15155 1836% | St. Mark's Charch - Accon. for _
- | callery adde@ (Woodhouse) 300 added |
15156 1836° | Leeds Infants School * E. 800
. o Society Schcol (Park.St.) :
15157} c.P.?-| 1836° | Public School on Infant
S . : System (Sp.italf'ields).
L§153 16 Tec’ ﬁov - St.,George's'Churchv ’ C/E Accom. 1500 Donations _e.5,960
: 1838 (Mount Pleasant) 1075 sq. yd{ .

© 1836,

- S56%




: 1.841

rebuilt. (Kirkgate)

1700 sq. yd

o

¢ A
No. | Start | Compln. Name of Building Function ° . Size Bag. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
. of bdg. date and its Location Matl,. Finance Laéld Builging
15159 | C.P.7 | pre fethodist Associationist . "Spall” ,
T 1837 Chapel (o0l1d Rotation
.| office Yarad)
LS160 .| 1837° | Independent Chapel E. 2,000
- (Xarshall Street)
L5161 "1 1837° | The Tabernacle Methodist Association ¢ " E. 1,000
. (Yieadow Lane) ¢hapel . . - : ‘

Is162] - 1837 Court House - altered .

) - and repaired ‘

15163 8~Aué 1838- | St. Ann's Church Roman Catholic Accor. 1000 E. 5,000
T 1837 (Park Terrace) . ) .
1s1én post':‘ c.1838 Jenkinson's Almshouses 9 almshouses ' 9 tenements E. 1,000

] 1837, -} (St. Mark's Road, ‘ : site '526 sq.

' , ‘Woodhouse) yde ‘ .
‘ . 1 storey :

LS165 ¢.1838% | Association Yethodist i E. 1,000
o : Chapel (Lady Lane)

1S166] 1838 Sept St. Peter's Church - Leeds Parish Church Accom, 3800 S Donations & T 29,770

. ‘ ' . | Parl. grant o

56r
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No. | Start Corpln. Name of Building. - Funotionm Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
' of big. | . date and its Location ’ ’ ' : Matle Finance Land Building
| ' e £
151671 3 Sept | 6 Jan Fast Parade Chapel Independent S E. 5,000
1 1839 1841 (East Farade) : .
LS168 8 July Zoologicai and Botanical Shares E. 5,000
’ . 1840 Gardens Buildings . -
- : (Feadingley)
L5169 1841% | St. Luke's Church Principally for Accom. 500 E. 3,000
(Morth St.) soldiers at the
Barracks
LS170 pre Spa Well Spring Baths Tepid and warm baths.
e ) 18,2 (Xeadow Lane) - NI
IS171} C.P.? | pre. Wesleyan Methodist
1843 Chapel (Russell Street)
15172| ¢.p.? | pre . | Associationist lethodist.
. 1843 Chapel (St. Peter's St.) .
Ls173 1826~ | Harrison's Hospital - 8 tenements
. 45 additional almshouses '

(Harrison St.)

Lok
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Sources for Leeds Cazetteer

Abdbreviations aﬁd short titles:

Ducatus - Ralph Thoresby, Ducatus leodiensis (1715).

End, Char, I, «~ Renorts of Comuissiorners for Endowed Charitieé
(England and Wales) = Report on the City of Leeds
(Eouse of Commons Order Papers 1898, No. 45).

L.C.D. -~ Leeds Corporation Deeds.
LC/QSV = Leeds Quarter Sessions, Order and Indictment Books,
N 1698-1809.,
LC/M : - Leeds Corporation Court Books, 1662-1835,
LO/M , . -~ Minute and Order Books of the Vestry Workhouse Committee

of Leeds Township, 1726~1824,



L51

1s2

1S3

LS4
- LS5

156

1S8

LS9

LS10

LS11

1512

LS13

LS14
LS15
- LS16
1517
1818

LS19

1520
1521
1522

399

Leeds 1817 D. p. 24.

Information from Prcfessor M, W, Beresford,

E. Parsoﬁs, The Civil, Ecclesiastical, Literary, Commercial,

and Miscellanecus Histo of LeedS,..esand the Manufacturing
Leeds, 1834, (hereafter Historz; I,

Districts of Yorkshire
PDPe 1 04"5 °

leeds 1817 D. p. 22.

P.R.0. DL5/1, fo. 104.

Leeds 1817 D. ©ppe. 34-5; End, Char, Is. . 29,

Ind. Char, Ls. pe. 29,

DB/213/47.

DB/197/1, part 2, "A Table of Writeings in the 0ld Church",
and "The First Decree of Pious Uses, 1621"; DB/204/8, "Pious
Uses Committee Estate Survey Book, 1792-4"; LC/M1 passim;
1¢/Qs. passim; Ducatus p. 15. |

Ducatus P 160

LeEdS 1817 Do po 35; Eo Pa.rsons, Histozz II, P. 83; End.

.__Chal‘. LS. Ppo _3’ 52. , !

J. H. Leach, printer, A Walk Throurh Leeds (Leeds, 1806); p. 303

"Jeeds 1817 D. p. 24; E. Parsons, History I, p. 426; { White,

18593 D. r. 19.

I8/197/1, part 2, "The Second Decree of Pious Uses, 1663"'
Ducatus pr. 57, 87-88,

Ducatus pe 43 Leeds 1817 D, p. 34; End, Char, La. p. 6.

Leeds 1817 D. pe. 343 End Char, Is. De Te

Tucatus p. 16,

ivid. p. 37.

!

Ducatus p. 4; leeds 1817 D. p. 26; W. White, 1643 D. p. 11;
V. L. Sghroeder, Mill Hill Charel 1674—1924 (Leeds, 1925),
PPe 25-6.

Ducatus pe 793 Leeds 1843 D. p. 113 T. Fenteman, An Historical
Guide to Leeds and its Invirons (Leeds, 1858), p. Ti.

End, Char, Ls. p. 52.

Ducatus pe 88,

Ibid. p. 80,



1923
TS24

1525

LS26

Lsa27

LS28

1529
1530
LS31

1532
L333

1534

LS35
1536

400

Ibid, p. 101; E. Parsons, History II, p. T4.

Ducatvs p. 248; End, Char, Is. pp. 9, 85.

1c/12, fo. 69, 5 June 1710; Lc/QS. (1725-36), fos. 17, 182;
DB/197/1, part 1, fos. 151~-5; DB/197/1, part 2 "The First
Decree of Pious Uses, 1621"; DB/204/8; D. H. Atkinson, Ralph
Thoresby the Tovographer: His Town 2nd Times (Leeds, 1887,
II, pp. 314 53.

Ducatus pp. 249-50; E. Parsons, History II, p. 209; D. H.
Atkinson, op, cit. II, pp. 31-2.

Ducatus p. 37.
Tbid., p. 38.

Tbid. p. 576.

Jeeds 1817 D. p. 25; E. Parsons, History I, pp. 428-9.

leeds Mercury 20 Sept. 17263 leeds 1817 D.  p. 38; L.I. 1
July 1811. ‘

J. Cossins, A New and FExact Plan of the Town of leeds (c.1725);
1c/qs. (1725-36), fo. 16, larch 17263J. Ryley, The Leeds Cuide
1805 (Leeds, 1806), p. 65; E. Parsons, History I, p. 136.

J. H, Lleach, op. cit. pp: 32-3; leeds 1817 D, p. 363 End,
Char. Ils. pe. 9. .

«
1c/es. (1725-36), fo. 17, 2 Mar, 1826; LO/M1 18 June 17263
Leeds Parish Vestry Finutes, 6 Mar,, 26 May 1726; DB/197/1,

‘part 1, fo. 320; Leeds Mercury 28 Nov, 1738,

leeds 1817 D. p. 34; Fnd, Char, Ls. pp. 1112, 83.

Leeds Parish Vestry linutes, 22 Sept., 11 Oct. 1738; LO/il1
26 Mar, - June 1740.

E. Parsons, listory II, p. 47.
Leeds 1817 D. p. 26,

E., Parsons, History II, p. 47.

IJ.I. 18 }‘:ar., 28 octo 1755.

White Cloth Hall Papers, A4, F2, ¥5; L.C.A. FW211, Abstract
of deeds, 3 April 1765; X, Parsons, History II, p. 209,

DB/197/1, part 2, fo. 448, 24 Nov., 1755; Thors. Soc Ms., Box
IV, 29; P. Parfoot and J. Wilkes, 1790 D. p. 534; Leeds 1817
D, p. 28§ E, Parsons, History II, pp. 209-10, ,

L.I. 9 June, 11 Aug. 1767; W. White, 1837 D. pe 525; S. Ts
Anning, The General Infirmary at Lceds (1963), I, Pe 4e

J. H, leach, on. cit. p. 355 J. Ryley, on. eit. v. 66}
E. Parsons, History 1I, p. 109, ALUER 2 AT R
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LS45 I3 32/18, Lease, 29 Sept.'1778; Leeds 1817 D, pe 313 S. Ts -
Anning, ov. cit. I, pp. 4, 7-11. : \

1346 Leeds 1826 D. p. 253.

1547 leeds 1817 D. p. 273 -E. Parsons, History II, p. 47.

1548 Leeds 1817 D, p. 383 Y, White, 1837 D. p. 527.
1S49  L.I. 14 Mar, 1775; 1c/as (1766-75), fo. 418, 10 July 1775.

LS50  White Cloth Hall Papers, C. 3, 182; D. 2-4, 6, Ta; DB 197/1,
part 2, fos., 514-5, 20 Dec, 1774; Leeds 1817 D. DP. 29.

1851  Vhite Cloth Hall Papers, D, 7a, 9; Leeds 1817.D. p. 383
. E, Parsons, History I, p. 136. '

LS52  DB/197/1, part 2, fo. 521, 26 Feb. 1776; J. H. Leach, op. cit.
P. 28; E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 18.

LSS3 E, Parsons, History II, p,. 86.

1S54 E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 26; E. Parsons, Hisforz 11, p. 38.

' 1855  E. Parsons, History II, p. 157; S. T. Anning, op. cit. p. 12.
1556 ~ E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 29; W. White, 1837 D. p. 521,

157  E. Parsons, History II, p. 157; S. T. Anning, op. cit. p. 12.
1558 Leeds 1817 D, p. 273 leeds 1834 D. p. 11,

g .

\

LS59 Sun Assurance Policy 361/560711, dated 1789; Leeds 1817 D
pe 273 T. Fenteman, op. cit. p. 68,

1.860 J. B. Leach, op, cit. p. 49; leeds 1817 D. p. 263 T, Fenteman,
op., cit, p. 70. ,

LS61 Leeds 1817 D. p. 25; L. Parsons, History I, p. 429; W. White,
1837 D. p. 5173 T. Fenteman, op, cit. p. 58, -

LS62  Royal Exchange Insurance FPolicy 26/133484, dated 1793; L.I.
13 Jan. 1794, 16 Dec. 1811; Leeds 1809 D. appendix pp. 14,
15, 213 leeds 1817 D. vpp. 29, 33; £. Farsons, History II,
pe 2113 V. White, 1837 D, p. 5273 H. Cullingworth, publisher,
The Strancger's Guide Throuch Leeds (Leeds, 1842), p. 20; J.
Mayhall, The Annals of Yorkshire (lLeeds, 1365), p. 177.

LS63 L.i. 18°June 1792; E. Parsons, History II, ppe. 157-8; S. T.
Amning, op. cit. p. 12. -

164  L.I. 22 July 1793.

1565 Leeds 1809 D, appendix p. 13; leeds 1817 D, p. 30.

L866 !IO HC LeaChO 02. Cito ppo 46-7; Leeds 1817 Dol po 250
1567  leeds 1817 D. p. 273

J. Mayhall, op, cit., p. 180,

We White, 1837 D. pp. 502-3.

1568  Leeds 1817 D. p. 26



1569

1570
LST1
LS72
L573
LST4
1575
1576

L577

LST8
1S7T9

LS80
1581

1882 -

1583
1584
1585

1586
1587
1568
iLss9

1S90

1891

1592

LS93

L o 402

s

\
\

Royal Exchange Insurance Folicy 32/1506¢8, dated 12 April 1{96'
J. H. leach, op. cit. p. 35; J. Ryley, cp. cit. rpe 65-6.

leeds 1817 D. p. 263 J. Mayhall, ov., cit. p. 186,

J. Ryley, op. cit. p. 53; ILeeds 1817 D. p. 36.

Leeds 16800 D. p. 87; Leeds 1817 . pe 38; L.I. 18 Nov, 1823,
Leeds 1800 D. p. 87. .

" Leeds 1817 D;. P. 273 E. Parsons, History II, p. 47.

Leeds 1817 D. Dpe. 36,

DB 197/2, fos. 57-8, 5 June 1805; leeds 1817 D. p. 31; E.
Parsons, History II, p. 158.

Leeds 1817 D. »p. 29,

Je Ryley, op. cit., bpe.

L.T. 16 Dec. 1805; Leeds 1809 D, appendix p. 14; Leeds 1817
Ds e 30 _

End. Char., Is. ppe 6=T, 79

L.I. 14 Mar, 1808, 2 Jan, 18093 leeds 1809 D, appendix pp.
12, 143 leeds 1817 D. p. 3C; PF. Beckwith, "The Beginnings -

- of the -Leeds Library", Thors, Soc, Pubns, XXXVII, (1941), 145-65.

Leeds Mercury 15 Jan. 1831; E. Parsons, History I, Pi 42Q

Teeds 1809 D, appendix p. 11,

Ibid. appendix p. 13; Leeds 1817 D. p. 30,

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 20.

L.I. 20 Feb, 1809; 29 April, 2 Sept. 1811; 4 Oct. 1813; 6
Nov. 1815. Leeds 1817 Do PPe 22-3. )

Leeds 1817 D. p. 353 E, Parsons, Histogxlll,.pp. 105-63
T, Fenteman, op. cit. p. 98,

Leeds 1817 D. p. 35; E, Parsons, History II, p. 106; W, White,

End, Char, 1s. pp. 9, 84; PF. Beckwith, "Thomas Taylor: Regéncy
Architect", Thors, Soc, Pubns. = Monograph I (1943), pp. 24-5.

Leeds 1817 D, p. 34; End, Char, Is, p. 8.

Leeds 1817 D. p. 27;
teman, op. cit. p. 68,

/ ,
Leeds 1817.D, p. 28

E. Parsons, Histog& 11, p. 473 T. Fen-

Tbid. p. 35.



LS94

LS96

LS97
‘Ls98
LS99
'LS100

L5101,

LS102
L5103
- L5104

L5105

LS106 -

15107
15100
15109
15110

LS111
LS112

Ls113

15114

403

Ibid,  pe. 35.

Ibid, p. 26.

Ibid, pe 27; W. White, 1837 D. . 519; W. White, 1843 D.

Pe 11e

Leeds 1817 D. p. 27.

Tbid., Pe 27; W, White, 1842 D, Pe 11.

leeds 1817 D. 7p. 273 Leeds 1826 D, p. 253.

E, Baines, 1822 D, p. 17.

Bjelaws and Rerulations of the Public Baths at Leeds (Leeds,

~1826); E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 22; £E. Farsons, Listory I, p. 152,

10/M3, fo. 199, c. Oct. 1822,
E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 20; E. Parsons, History I, p. 152.

Records of Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society: "Subscriptions
and Building Account Book", (1819-22); Society minutes, 31

May 1822, L. Baines, 1822 D, p. 223 E. Parsons, History II

p. 103; T, Fenteman, op, cit. pp. 86-73 E, Kitson Clark,

The History of 100 Years of Life of the Leeds Fhilosonhical

and Literary Society (Leeds, 1924), ppe 20-3.

L.I, 16 Dec. 1824,
E. Parsons, Histogx II, P. 159.
E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 27; L.I. 25 Mar, 1824.

Leeds 18}4_ Do Pe 404; W. White, 1821 D. p. 518.

Fnd, Char, Ls. " DPe 34 4, 35.

1. I. 19 Oct. 1826 E, Parsons, History I, p. 4313 M. H Port,
Six Hundred New Churches (19613, PP 138-9, ‘ v

E. Parsons, History I, pp. 430-1; M. H. Port, op. cit. pp.
138-90.

E. Parsons, History I, p. 432; -V, White, 1837 D p. 518,
M. H. Port, op, cit. pp. 138=9,

L.I. 19 June 1823, 4 Aug. 1825; E, Parsons, Histogx I, . 143-43
Leeds Mercury 14 FMay, 11 June 1836; \, White, 1837 D. ©Dp.

. 165‘950

509-10; K. Grady, "Profit, Froperiy Interests, and Public
Spirit: The Provision of Markets and Commercial Amenities in

Leeds, 1822-9", Thors. Soc. Fubns, LIV, Iiscellanx (1976),

_ ﬁ;C.A. Fw211: "South Market Committee Order Book", esp. 18

Oct. 1823, L.C.D. 12716, South Market Trust Deed, 6 Aug., 18303
L.I. 19 June, 30 Oct, 1823, 16 Dec, 1824; Leeds 1826 D. D.
260; E. Parsons, History I, ppe 146=T; W, White, 1837 Do

ppe. 510-115 K. Grady, on. cit. - passim,




LS115

L5116
LS117
15118

1S 119

15120
15121

15122
15123
15124
15125
15126

15127

15128
15129
15130

15131

LS132
15133
15134

15135
1.8136

404

%.I. 28 April 1825; W, White, 137 D. p. 519; J. Mayhail,
0D, Git. p. 3060 :

- s e

L.I. 7 July 1825, leeds 1826 D, p. 252; E, Parsons, History
II' Pe 47. ’ . .

Leeds 1826 D, p. 256; W. White, 1837 D, p.526.

E. Parsons, History II, p. 158; S.T. Anning, "The Leeds Public
Disnensary", Thors, Soc, Pubns. L1V, Miscellany (1974), pr. 135-6

L.C.D. 2252 Central Market Trust Deed, 12 Nov, 18273 Memorandum
of an agreement regarding land purchase, 11 Nov, 1823, L.I.

2 Dec, 1824, 6 Sept., 25 Oct. 18273 E. Parsons, History I,

rPe 145-6; K, Grady, op. cit. passim.

'E. Parsbhs, History II, p. 258,
Ivid, I, p. 167.

) 1 I. 19 Oct, 1826; E, Parsons, History II, p., 38; W. White,

21 D. p. 5193 T. Fentcman, op. cits. p. 70.

W. Parsons and W, White, 1830 D. p. 2013 E. Parsons, History
11, p. 76. , ‘

Leeds 1826 Do po2530

Ibid. Pe 253,

Ibid.A Pe 253.

Ibid, p. 259; E. Parsons, History II, p. 110,

Leeds 1826 D. pe. 252,

Ibid. p. 253,
Ibid,  p. 253,

Thors, Soc, 31D1, Commercial Buildings Balance Sheet, 2 Aug. 1830;
L.C.D, 216, Commercial Buildings Trust Deed, 2 Dec, 1830; L.I.

18 May}1826, 15 Oct, 1829; K. Grady, op. cit. passim,

.LsCeD,s 217, Abstract of the title of J. A. Jowett to the old corn

exchange, 22 Oct, 18683 L.I. 1 June 1826, 28 June 1827;

}w..Whitp, 1837 D. p. 5103 K. Grady, op. cit. rassim,

- Records of Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society: Annual Reports

[

and minutes of general meetings, 27 May 1825, May 1826, 30 June
1826 Building Committee Minutes, 25 May 1827.

. LoIc 28 Augo 1823; 22 July, 12 Augc 1824; 14 Dec, 18260

lLeeds Mercury 30 Mar, 1833;
V. White, 1831 D. Pe 510,

- Leeds 1826 D, p.

E, Parsons, History I, ppe. 144-5;

W. Parsons and V. White, 1830 D, D, P. 2155 V. White, 1837 Do p. 527.
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1$137  S. T. toning, op. cit. (1974), pp. 135-6.

15138 L.I. 6 April 1829; Leeds 1834 L. .p. 404,
15139 E, Parsons, Histogx II, p. 253,

15140  Ibid. p. 20; T. Fenteman, op, cits p. 72.

15141  Fnd. Char. Ls. p. 98.
18142  W. White, 1837 D.  p. 521.
15143  Ibid. pe 518.

1S144 Leeds Mercury 3 Mar, 1833; Leeds 1834 D, p. 416,

15145 - Leeds 1834 D. p. 4033 T, Fenteman, op. cit, p. 68; J. Mayhall,
op, cit. DP. 416-7.

LS146 L.C.A. L.C.J./1, 21 April, 26 Dec. 1834.

LS147 - W. White, 1837 D, p. 521,
15148 Ibid, Pe 519.

' L5149  Leeds Mercury 2 May 1835; ‘w; White, 1837 D. p. 519.
15150 W, White, 1837 D. p. 518; T, Fenteman, op. cit. p. 68.
15151  W. Wnite, 1837 D. p. 519, '

1s152  Ibid, P 519.

Ls153  Ibid. p. 517.
18154  Ibid, p. 517,
15155  Ibid. p. 517,
L5156  Ibid, p. 521,
15157  Ibid. p. 521.
L5158  Ibid, p. 518,
15159  Ibid. Pe 518,
LS160 - Ibid, p. 519.
15161  Ibid, p. 518,

15162 Leeds Mercury 14 Oct., 1837,

vLs163 Wo White, 1843 D. p. 113 J. Mayhall, op. cit. p. 459.

L5164  End, Char, Ls, pp. 79-80.

LS165 We White, 1843 D. p.11,

15166  H. Cullingworth, op. oit. pp. 27-8, 30; W, White, 1843 D. Tp. 10-17.



‘406

4

L8167  W. White, 1843 D. p.11; ' J. Mayhall, op. cit. p. 463;
T, Fenteman, op, cit, p. 70. '

L5168  W. White, 1837 D. p. 5273 H. Cullingworth, op, cit. p. 25j
JO I'Iayhall’ OE. Cit. p. 468.

15169 V. White, 1843 D. p.113 J. Mayhall, op. cit. D. 469.
IS170  H. Cullingworth, op. ofb, p. 22. '
LS171 V. Vhite, 1843 D. p. 11

- LS172 Ibid, p. 11,

LS173 E:n.d. Char, LS. PDPe ?4—5.
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PONTEFRACT _PUBLIC BUILDINGS




Sir Robert ¥nolles - or
Trinity Almshouses
(Trinity Fold)

women

No. | Start Corpln. Name of Building Function Size Bage Source of |Cost of | Cost of
oo of bdge. date - and its Locationm Matl. Finance Land Building
'PT{ h 1090° St. John's Priory

PT2 ¢.1090 St. Nicholas' Hospital Almshouses

L (Monkhill Road).

PT3 ' c.11003' St,. Clement's Church

T (ws.thin the Castle)

rr, | c.1135 St. Giles' Church Parish church "Sma1l®

PTS 1286° The Lazar House Hospital for lepers Benefactor:

' : (on site of Frank's ' - Henry de Lacy

Hospltal) ,

BT © 13225 | The Chantry of St.
S Thomas

PI7 pre The Mote Hall

e ) 1363 ' SR .

P8, Ce.377 | A1, Saints or All Hallow#

ggj; . L Church ‘

PT9 . c.1385 | Almshouse and College of | Housed 7 wen and 9 Benefactor:

o S . « Robt. Knolles

gob



towver rebuilt

No. tart Complh. Name of Building - Function Size Bdge. Source of | Cost of | Cost of .
Co of bdg.| . date and its Location ‘ Matle Finance Lagd Builging
PT10 |- (‘J.P.?. c.1547- | King Edward's Free.
. ) 53 - Grammar School
PT11 | -¢.1620 Thwaites'! Hospital Almshouse for 4 women | 2 tenements Benefactor: .
. : . : : - ~ Rd, Thwaites
Pri2- . pre Frank's Hospital Alzshouse for 2 Benefactor:
' 1629 (Micklegateg widows M. Frank
PT13 1657 | The New Town Hall _-
. (0ld Moot Hall site) .
L pre Cowper's Hospital For L poor widows ° 2 houses Benefactor:
1668- (Boner Hill) - - Rd. Cowper
P‘i“:5 1670s Bead House Hospital Almshouse for 16 8 rooms 101
(icklegzte) : indigent persons :
PT16 1. c.1673 St. .Nicholas' Hospital - Almshouses for 13 men | 2 houses * Beriefacfor &1. 100+
' ' -t rebuilt (Monkshill Rogd) & women : charity funds ‘
PTi7 post c:1685 The Quaker Méeting House 8 E. 250 '
1684 - ' (Scuthgate) -
v . - -
Pr48 1’707 St. Giles' Church - Parish church
| 4 -~




1765

(Tke Butts)

| No. | Start Cozplne Name of Building. - Function  Size Bdge. Source of | Cost of | Cost of
cf ‘bdg. date and its Location : S : ¥atle Finance . Land Building
PT49 | c:P. | ¢.1709 | The Charity School 124 boys and 12
' T e taught and clothed
PT20 pre - | The Dissenting Chapel
o172 (Tanshelf) -

PT21 173,% | The Market Cross S | Benefactor E. 50
?1‘22 17355_ 4 St. NicholasA' Hospital - ] Almshouse - Aécozp. 122 - A:t expenseA E. 3C0
rebuilt (Monkhill Road) - ‘ of town
o723 | £.1736 pre Frank's Hospital - Almshouse Accom, 2 Benefactor: E. 50

1737 | addition C Robt. Frank
,.&21* Aug Sept The Max:ket Cross - . The inhabi- B ué
i 4763 1763 rebuilt tants .
?225 ').iay July | Cowper or Butt's . Almshouses Accod. 4 Poor rate & 90
. 4765 . Hospital - rebuilt ' Corpn. Funds '

oLy




Cost of

No, | Start "1 Compln. Name of Building . Function Size Bdge. Source of Cost of
of bdg. date and its Location ' : Matle Finance . | Land Building
. - ' £ - . £
Pr26 . 1767s. Perfect's Hospitai' Almshouses for 6 poor 3 tenements Benefactor: E. 130..'
: ' (Micklegate) . peoPIe S Wm. Perfect '
PT27 1778 1779 Dr. Watkinson's Hospital Almshouses for 4 poor . 485
’ ! (Northgate) men & 5 poor women Co
PT28 1779% | The Charity School -  E. 500
The Horsefair) '
PT29 | 'C.P.7 | 1783 The Newsroom
. (Market Place)
"PT30 ‘.7855 The Town Hall Couriroom for borough | 2 storeys ' County Rate E, 2,000
(Market Place) sessions, rotation = & Corptn. '
' R office, prison. Also * | Fands
- used as assembly room /
PT31 1789 '| 4'April | The Wesleyan Chanel Accom.4000? E. ,500
{1 -1790 (Horsefalr) : = ' . .
PT32 ¢.1792° | The Theatre s | subns. E. 1,0C0

(cillyggte)'

T




{822

(Finkle St.)

No. | Start | Compln. Name of Building Function = . Size Source of | Cost of | Cost of
: of bdg. date - and its Locaticnm : Finance La:.gna. ' Bui]i:ding
P33 e.1792 Xing Kdward's Free - Classical education - Accom. 4+ Donations & - E. 500 .
- Grammar School - rebuilt |for boys - . . : Corptn.- Funds
Pr3, | ©4795 | 1796 . | Protestant Nonconformist Donations E. 1,000
S Dissenters' Chapel o N
S (Finkle St.?)
PT35 "| 1806° | The Catholic Chapel Accom. ¢.100 E. 200 -
oo .| (Tanshelf) : o
PT36 | ‘C.P. 1811 The Workhouse - extension 6 rooms .
. : (premises formerly Bead S
House Hospital)
‘PT37 | C.P.?| 1812 The Dispensary .
Pr338 C.P. -y 1816 The National School For boys and girls Accom. 2_00
> : ) (in enlarged charity - - ’ , - :
, school) ‘
PT39 1820° The Test Riding Court - {For the W.R. General ] Cou;nty Rate E. 3,000
: House (Beast Market) Sessions of the Peace ‘ , ‘
Pr40 | c.P.? | -pre «The Post Office -

!

484




PTL8

1837

No., . | Start Compin. Name of Building - N o Function Size Bdge. Source of Cost' of | Cost of
cf bdg. | date and its Location : Matl. Finance Laé?d Building
, | z
pry1 | c.P.? | pre The New Assembly Rooms .
: Aug ' S ' T
182}, .
PIL2 | Feb 482, | Wesleyan Methodist Chapel "Large" E. 1,500
1824 - (Micklegate) : _ .
PTL3 pre The Grand Stand
1827 (1 mile n. of town). . ! |
PTLY 1829 The Mational School For boys Accom. 200 Donations, ¥ 7002
- (Northgate) . ' subns. & Nat. .
, Soc. grant
Pm5 | c.p.? | 1831 | The Infant School f Accom. 100.
PIL6E | C.P. 483 | The British School . . |Subns.
T . (the Methodist School- - : -
rocm) 'v : .
pr7 | €.p.2 | 1835 . | The Subseription Library
-pre " Ward's Hospital . 6 tenements

gLy




T e

No. 1 Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. Source of " Cost. of
‘date ~and its Location : ‘ Matl. Finance Builging
PTL9 1837° | A11 Saints or A1l Hallows
Church - restored- ~
PT50 1837 | The British School Accom. 400 Subns. & " conversion
c : (formerly the theatre) o _ ‘| Govt. grant

675

TE
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‘Sourdes for Pontefract Gazetteer

Abbreviations and short titles:

End, Char; Pt, =~ Réports of¢Commissioners for Endowed Charities

(England and Wales) — Report on the Parish of Ponte-
fract (P.P. 1899, IXXIII). a |



PT1
PT2
PT3
PT4¢
P15
Pré
pr7

P78

P19

PT10
P4
PT12
PT3
PT14
PT15

PT16

7

PT18
PT9
PT20
PT21
PT22
PT23
PT24
PT25

PT26

pT27

pPT28

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 237.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 281; Pnd. Char. Pt. p. 353.

416

G. Fox, The History of Pontefract (Pontefract, 1827), Po 287

E. Baines, 1822D. p. 237.

B. Boothroyd, The History of the Ancient Borongh of Pontefract

(Pontefract, 1807), PPe. 382-5, G. Fox, op. cit. pp. 296, 327.

E. Baines, 1822 D, pe 237e

G. Fox, op. cit, PPe 75, 180.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 237.

G. Fox, oD. cit. pp. 317, 324; W. White, 1837 D, p. 281.
E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 238; W. White, 1837 D. p. 279

G. Fox, op. cit. p. 330; End Char. Pt. p. 338..

G. Pox, op. cit., p. 327,

W.R.Q.S. Gen.Index, Pontefract April 1657; G. Fox, op. cit.

P. 357.

G, Fox, Op. cit. Pe 297; End, Char., Pt. pe. 339,

G. Fox, op. cit, pp. 295-6; End. Char. Pt. D 356.

-

End. cbar; Pt, pp. 334-6.

B. Boothroyd, op. cit. p. 491, G. Fox, op. cit, p. 352;
White, 1837 D. pe 279. .

W. White, 1837 D. p. 218,

Erld. Charo Pt. pp. 341-20

B, Boothroyd, op., cit. pp. 490-1.

G. Fox, op. cit. p. 355.

Ibid. p. 281; W. White, 1837 D. p. 281.

W. White, 1837 D, p. 2823 End., Char. Pt. p. 339.

G, Fox, op, cit. p. 355.

Ibid, p. 297; W. White, 1837 D. p. 282,

We

Ge Fox, op._cit. p. 327; W. White 1837 D. p. 2813 End, Char,

2t. pp. 337, 356.

G. Fox, op. cit. p. 3443 V. White, 1837 D p. 282,
G. Fox, op. cit. p. 364,



PT29

- PT30

PT31

PT32

PT33 -

PT34
PT35

PT36
PT37

PT38

PT39

PT40
PT41
PT42
PT43
PT44
PT45
PT46
PI4T
PT48
PT49
PT50

417

W. White, 1837 D. p. 279.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 240; N, Pevsner, The Buildiﬂgs of England:
Yorkshire, The West Riding (1967), p. 395.

G. Fox, op, cit. p. 352; W. White, 837 D, Pe. 279.

L.T. 23 July 1792; G. Fox, op. cit, p. 3573 E. Baines, 1822 D.
Pe 240,

W. White, 1837 D. p. 279; End. Char. Pt. pp. 346-9.

G. Fox, op. cit. p. 352; W. White, 1837 D. p. 279.

B. Boothroyd, op, cit, p. 4853 G. Fox, op. cit. p. 352 Ve
White, 18 éz D, P. 2790

End, Char. Pt' Pe 3370

Ibid. p. 385.

E. Baines’ 1822 D. p. 238; .w. White,’ 1822 D. p. 280.

E. Balnes, 1822 D. p. 240; G. Fox, ov. cit. p. 357; W. White,
1837 D, pe. 2803 W,R.Q.S. Gen, Index: Pontefract, April and
June 1807, April 1811; Wakefield,May 1818.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 241.

L.I. 5 Aug. 1824.

L.I. 4 Mar. 1824; G. Fox, op, cit. p. 352.
G. Fox, op. cit. pe Se
W. White, 1837 D. p. 280;. End Char, Pt. p. 378.

W. White 1837 D. p. 280,
Ibid, p. 280.

Ibid. p. 279.
Ibid, p. 282,
W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 218,

W, White, 1837 D, p. 280; End. Char, Pt., p. 352.
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- RIPCN PUBLIC BUILDINGS



‘No. | Start Compln. Name of Building. . - Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
- | of ‘bdg, date and its Location ’ . : Mztl. Finance Lagd Buildirg
_ | ) , £
BNt | ‘pest | pre The Hospital of St. Mary | Almshouses’ for 6 poor
’ 1100 1135 . | Magdalen (Stammergate) women & chapel. ‘
RN2 c.1109 Hospital of St. John the | Almshouse and chapel " |1 st'or.ey Benefactors
' — : Baptist (Bondgate) for 2 poor wcmen S Ce
H oy -~ 8 : - . '

BN3 | .1331 .| 149y - | St. Peter's Collegiate "{c/E -

' Coe o Church ' )
ENL C;?.?, . 1555 The Free Grammar School | Children -end young . Accom. LO° Royal -

' C (St. Agnesgate) ‘ men taught .o . endowment .
KNS "| pre . | The Tolbooth A town hall
- . 1599
RN6 1611 The New Town House Town hall, venue for |2 storejs _ Corptn. funds

L . . : corptn. neetings : ’ '
RN7 C.P. | 1629 The House of Correction | Poor set to work ) Benefactor:
: S | (Archkbishdp's Palace) ' : Archbishop of} -

. T R York

RNS s Hospital of St. Anne or - | Almshouse relieving.

£ e oo
Y

1654° .

¥aison Dieu -

.8 poor women & chapel

6L



N i
¢ ot . o
ot

Chapel-(Coltsgate Hill )

‘No, | Start Corpln. Name cf Building - Funqtion: Size Bdge | Source of |Cost of Cost of
of bdg. date and its Location | Matle Finance Lagd Builging
PNQ C:P. - | .1672 . | Jepson's Hospital or |Accommodating and - 2 storeys ‘| Benefactor: Conversion
e | Blue Coat School (Lows | educating 20 orphan L ‘| Zacharias 100
| Skellgate) boys : Jepson :
PN10 K 6745 Hospital of St. Mary Housed 6 poor women - | Benefactor:
' o fagdalen - restored = e .| R&. Hooke ]
(stampergate) ! .
RN11 1684 A Vorkhouse and House | Setting the poor to
o - of Correction : work and punishing
criminals
RN12 . 17th C. Thé Prison and Hbuse ot ” Housing prisoners of 5 rooms ”
“ | Gorrection (St. ¥ary- | Liberty of Ripon; & 2 storeys:
. . ) gate) : the Dean & Chapter's .
: ) : court ot pleas
RN13 | 1702 | The Merket Cross - " | Benefactor: 500+
, . rebuilt (Market Place) John Aislabie :
N1 - CiP. 1776 The Workhouse - new Benefactor:
RO _ premises. (Allhallowgate) | .- wm. Aislabie 3
T i‘ ‘ s ‘ ;'»" .'_. ‘-. - - ) .
RI15 1777 Vesleyan Methodist ) . E. 500

ozy




Fo. | Start Complh. Name of Building  Function Sizs. Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
o of 'bfig. ~ date and its Location o : Matl. Finance | Land “Building
: ! M ' » A ¥ £ -
Y . .' \V . B N . BN . . . . i ‘
‘RN16 | c.p.?.] 1790 | The Public Dispensary Medical treatment Subns.
o . . | (Agnesgate) o ‘for out-patients :
RN17 . ' 1792% | The Theatre . . E. 1,000
EN18 1796° New Methodist Comnexion U E. 500
.| Chapel (Low Skellgate) .
ﬁN19 2‘Feb | - 1801 The Town Hall Assembly rooms, com- 456 sq. yd. Beneféctress: Eo L OOO
' ~ 1798 : (Maxrket Square) - mittee rooms, & rooms| 2 storeys Mrs. Allansor] ° T
. Tt for Petty & Quarter . ' ' { )
’ . Sessions. , .
gn20 | CeP.2| 10 Jan | Ripon Subseription . =.: 12 boys taught
1803 School ‘ S .
21 pre | The Prison for the | & rooms for debtors, . Archbishop - .
. 1806 - | Liberty of Ripon (n. of | 2 cells for felons of York - =
’ ' &hurch) : _ T . ot J B T
KN22 pre The Court House for -the ‘Archbishop
' 1806 | Liberty of Ripon (n. of: - o2 York
o g 1. church) ' -
w23 | 4810 | 1810 | The Gramsar School - School trust 180
. - repaired S i ] funds

ey



Liberty

No. | Start Compln. Name of Building. - Functlon Siza - |Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
' of -bdg, date and its Location - ) ’ - Matle. Finance Land Building
| e . £ £
RN24 | c.P. | 1813 | The Boys' Natiomal = - .
\ School (Hospital of St.
John -the Baptist) '
RN25 " 1813? | The Girls' Natiomal = Benefactress: E. 500
' ! - Sehool - * .. o+ Mrs. Lawrence s,
BN26 1815° Prison for the Liberty E. 1:000 ‘
of Ripon Sl "
RN27 "1818° Independent Chapel V E. 2,000
‘ (A1lhallow Gate)
RN28 | - 18215 | Prinmitive Kethodist E. 1,000
. ' Chapel.(Priest Lane) ’
RN29 | 28 July| 31 Cet Trinity Church. c/e Accom. 1000 Benefactor: 9,000
. 1826 1827 (w. of town) - ' A Ed. Kilving- -
. : : ‘ . ton;
RNZO0 18293 St. Peter's Collegiate '3,0001-'
S . . Church - repaired
. 18308 The Court House. Venue of Quartef, ‘ ®. 1,500
) : , e Sessions of Borough &

L




Cost of’ ‘

I e e T T
Y PN RS
5 .i ) ’

14 Fedb -
1835 -

(held in Public Rooms)

r

out-patients -

No. | Start Corpln. Neze of Building - - Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of
o of bdge. date - and its Location : Matle Finance Land ‘Building.
ne .£ o
RNZ2 - 183%4° | The Public Rooms |Library, newsroom & £12.10s. 2,500%
: ‘ (Low Skellgate) largsd room for public shares =
c ' business - i
‘RNSB ‘|Instituteq The Public bispensany i‘ Medicai treatmént for

- gey
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Sources for Ripon Gazetteer - ¢

Abbreviations and short titles:

Ripon Hisfory - w; Farrer, The History of Ripont Comprehending
‘ a Civil and Ecclesiastical Account of that Ancient
Borough ....(Ripon, 1801).
Tourist's Guide - The Tourist's Guide; Being a Concise History and
Description of Ripon ....(2nd edn. Ripon, 1838).
End, Char, Bn, =~ Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities .
' (England and Wales) - Report on the Parish of Ripon
(P.P. 1899, LXXII), ' ‘

L. SR S BN X



RN1
RN2

RN3

RN4

RN5

RN6
RN
RN8
RN
RN10
RN11

- RN12

RN13
RN14
RN15
RN16
" RN17

RN18

RN19 .

RN20
RN21
RN22
RN23
RN24
RN25

RN26

425

Ripon History pp. 152-9.

Ibido p. 160; End. Charo R—no PP. 617_190

E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 248; J. R. Walbran, A Guide to Ripon,
Fountains Abbey .... (15th edn. Ripon, 1885), p. 32.

Ripon History, p. 44; W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 797; End,
Char. BRn. p. 593, .

W, Harrison, printer, The Ripon Millenary Record (Ripon, 1892),

. pexr%t II, pe 49; Ripon Ciyic Trust, Ripon Some Aspects of its

History (1972),p. 13.
W. Harrison, op. cit, part II, p. 50.
Ibid. p. 55, Corporation Minutes 3 Nov. 1629.

Ripon History p. 161; End. Char. Rn. pp. 599-600.

Ripon History pp. 162-6; End. Char, Rn. pp. 597-9.

mdo Chal‘. Rn. pp. 615"6.

W. Harrison, op, cit. part II, pp. 77-9.

Ripon History p. 1513 J. H. Turner, Wakefield House of Cor-
rection (1904), pp. 110-11; Ripon Civie Trust, op, cit. p. 67.

Ripon Civic Trust, op. eit. p. 85.
W, Harrison, op. cit. part II, p. 107.
Tourist's Guide p. 75.

Ripon History p. 443 V. Harrison, op. cit. part II, p. 113,

Ripon History p. 433 W. White, 1837 D, II, p. 797.
Tourist's Guide pe T5. '

Ripon History p. 423 E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 247; W. Harrison,
op. _cit. part II, pp. 117-18.

w. Harrison, OE. Cit. part II’ p. 1190

Ripon History pp. 150-1.

Ivid. p. 150,

End, Char, Rn. p. 594.

W. White, 1837 D, II, pp. 797-8.
Ivid, II, pp. 797-8.

Ibid. II, p. 795.




| RN27
RN28
RN29
RN30
RN31

RN32

w33

Tourist's Guide p. 75,

Ibid, Pe 75.

W. White, 1837 D. II, p. 796; Tourist's Guide p.

J. R. Walbran, op. cit. p. 32,

W. White, 1837 D, II, p. 795.
Ibid., II, p. 797; Tourist's Guide p. 75.

Tourist's Guide p. 75.

70,
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ROTHERHAM PUBILIC BUILDINGS




No. | tart 7| Compln. Name of Building - Function Sizs’ Bdg. Source of | Cost of | Cost of
: of bdg. date and its Locatiom - Matle Finance Land Building
- . . - £ £
RM1 | post.| pre A1l Saints' Church | Rotherham parish
1 ou61 .| 1483 o . church .
RM2 - ‘| founded pre_v_ Jesus College For a provost, 5 Benefactor
1481 15C0 S priests, 6 choristers :
' . & 3 schoolmasters .
RX3 pre . | The Bridge Chapel Long used as town's
7 15007 (on the Bridge§ prison E
R, pre The GCrarmar School "4 house wherein 3 Benefactor
s 1548 (Jesus-Gate) ' free schools be kept -
' . o : and taught". ‘ A
‘1;“5' 3 'pre The Bakehouse - ' ' 30' long
’ 4553 ‘(Jesus-Gate) 2 storeys
7¥5 pre | The Town Hall -}
., 158l+ ’ ’ c .
RM7 " pre The Almshouses L
<1594 - s Tt
a8 : pre . The Market Cross s
: * B .l : N~
\ ; ®

8

1610




No. | Start Coxplne. Namé of Building - Function - Size Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Locatiom Co : Matle Finance La:éld ’ Builsding '
RM9 - pre The Tollbooth . *
RM10 pre - | The Workhouse
' 1660 I
RMA4 pre The Yoot Hall
1684 e
“RM12 C.P.7 1702 . | The Hollis School Charity school for‘ 30 Benefactor:
: . boys and girls Thos. Hollis
RM13 1708s The Feoffees' Charity ¥aintaining poor chil- Subns,. & E. 200
. School (or Petty School) | dren and teaching them| | charity funds . : :
: T to read, write, knit (Feoffees)
and sew
Rif1 4 - 1720° Lhe Unitarian Chapel |Benefactor: - -1-- E.Ajoo
. (Beast Iuarket) . |Thos. Hollis :
rud5 | 8 Aug ]-1C Feb | The Town Hall and . - |Grammar school for 2 storeys Charity funds 550
) 1739 Grammar School’ (Varket boys, with hall above | - (Feoffees)

JATLS

Place)

for public business, .
Quarter Sessions & -
assemblies. Also -
prison .

6zv -




[

¥23 |

(% mile from town) '

J. Walker

No., | Start Corpln. ‘Name of Building. ' : Function Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
o of ‘bdg, date - and its Location ot = Matle Finance Land Building
. . ) - - v o ? g
RM16 | 1760° | Methodist Chapel . . Donations & o719 .
S . | (Bunting Croft) . Methodist S
L. , . Conference )
grant
| RM17 ‘ 17768 The Feoffees' ‘Charity Schoolroom and héuse' Accom. ¢.50 Charity funds| Gift 254
| school - rebuilt (Beast | for master. Boys & pupils (Feoffees) + stone
Market) _ girls taught 3R's & - '_ |
: clothed AU
R¥18 CoP. | co1779 | The Prison | Charity funds
: : T (in ol@ almshouses) (Feoffees)
19 C‘.?. 1 1780 Bellamy's Almshouses Housed L po_dr,woxnéh- Benefactress:
R A B : M. Bellamy
pe20 | 1780 | 1781 | The Market House Shelter for con- Charity funds 173
S R - (Market Place) venience .of .market (Feoffees) L
Rx21 C.P.? | pre - | The Baptist Church '
. 1789 . | (Masborough Qom:non) .
2 71 1385° | The Hollis School = new: | Charity school for | Accom. 24 School's E. 500
7‘ PR R . | building .. boys and girls . trust funds
- L i ’ . I - N .
R ol 795? 'Nonconformist College - | Training priests Benefactor:  B. 4,00G '

42




No. | Start | Compln. Name of Building - Function Sime - |Bag. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of bdg. date and its Location o Matle Finance Land Building
hachd : sy S
RM2L | 10 Feb . jo:LAug The Market Place and .| Market bui.ld;.n"gs con-. £50 shares - : 7,M 5’q T
’ 1802 1803 Shambles - taining 20 butchers' ‘ ~
’ ‘- e shops, 8 slaughter-
' houses.& 9 clamming )
n houses
RM25 1605° | The New Nethodist. Chapel - 2,5004+2
‘ . : (Talbot Lane) :
RU26 C.P. May The Dispensary
- 1806 (W_ellgate) _
RK27 -1810° The Grammar School - Residence for Schoql Charity funds 517
D : Master's House rebuilt master . (Feoffees) -
- (nr. Town Hall) . o
R%28 CePe * 1816 The Schoél of Industry Training girls as - Subns.
. S (in_ old college building) servants ' . : .
ru29 | G.P.2| pre | The Subscription Library .
SR 1822 ' o ' S
“R¥30 C.P.7 | pre | The Post Office
e i 1822 (High St.) ' . _
) - N - - - : . - 4’. A -’
' .
\ i _ ‘ R




'(Pennyless Walk Close)

N o | Start Coczpln. Nage of Building. " - Function Siza Bdge. Source of | Cost of | cost of
of ‘bdge. date and its Location T ' : Matl. Finance - |- Laﬁd Builging
M3 .1825 : 1826l * | The Town Hall | Venue for Quarter & County rate, - 5,000+q'
A R L o Petty Sessions, Court .charity funds o L
S of Requests, Courts (Feoffees) &
B . Leet subns.
RM32 4827+ 1829 The New Dispzrsary, . Grammar school, dis- Charity funds| 2,000
._ . Newsroom, Library and . | pensary, subscription (Feoffees) & | AR
. Grammar School ' library & newsroom. subns.
R¥33 . 1832° | Wesleyan Kethodist Chapel Accom. 1500
: - enlargement (Talbot ‘
Lazne) S
i3, ‘ 1833% | The British School Boys and girls taught | Accom. 400 Charity funds| Gift E. 1’060 :
', 3 - - (Feoffees) & B
donations
ru3s | 27 Apr The Baptist Chapel S &B 1,1002 .
) 1836 (Westgate) . -
Rez6 | -1838 | 1839 The Union Workhouse Accom, 200 4,000 > 3,988

.



433

Sources for Rotherham Gazetteer

Abbreviatioﬁs and short titles: .

Notices - J, Guest, Historic Notices of Rotherhams: Eccleéiastical,
, Collegiate and Civil (Worksop, 1879).
End, Char, Rm,- - Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities
| (England and Wales) — Report on the Parish of Rother-
- ham (P.P.1897, IXVII, pt.6).




RM1

13

RM
RM6

alic

RM10 -

RM11
RM12

RM13

© BM14

RM15

RM16

BT

RM18
RM19
RM20
RM21
RM22
RM23
RM24
RM25
RM26

RM27

434

E. B;ineé, 1822 D. p. 256.

Fnd, Char. Rm, pp. 381-3; E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 256, Additional
information in J. Guest, Rotherham Ancient College and Grammar
School (Rotherham, 1876).

Sheffield 1845 D. p. 337,

End. Char. Rm. pp. 381-3; Egjiggg p. 333.
Hotices p. 355.

Ivid. po 417,

Ibid. pp. 387, 395.

Ibid. p. 392.

Ivid. p. 394.

JTvid. pp. 398, 433-4.

Ibvid. p. .190.

Ibid. p. 469.

End, Char, Bm, p. 3773 XNotices pp. 418, 420,

End. Char, Rm. p., 410; E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 256; Sheffield
1845 D. pe 3393 Notices p. 454.

End. Char. Bm. p., 357; Notices pp. 65-6, 288, 403-4, 406=T,
411, 413.

Notices pp. 476-T.

End, Char, Rm, pp. 357-8, 378; Notices pp. 410, 420, Additional

information in J. Guest, History of the Feoffees' School, Rother-
ham (Rotherham, n.d.).

Notices p. 411.

End, Char, Rm., Pe 3550

Notices pp. 65-6, 411,
Ibvid. p. 467.

Ibid. p. 469.

Ibvid, pp. 461, 466,

Ibid. pp. 412, 415, 542-3,

Sheffield 1845 D. p. 339; MNotices pp. 480-1, 483.

Notices pp. 409, 412, 434.

End. Char, Rm, 357; Notices p. 409,



RM28
RM29
RM30
RM31
RM32

RM33

RM34
- RM35

RM36

Notices pe. 409,
E.‘Baines, 1822 D, p. 256.
Ibid. p. 258.

Sheffield 1845 D, p. 3413

Sheffield 1845 D. p. 3413

Sheffield 1845 D. p. 339.

Tbid. pe 340; Notices p.

 Sheffield 1845 D. p. 339;

Sheffield 1845 D. pe 3423

Notices p. 40; 410, 413,

Notices p. 341, 346, 413.

413,

Notices p.'467.

‘Notices pp. 413, 434.

435
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SHEFFIELD PUBLIC BUJLLDINGS



No. | Start | Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date ‘and its Location ‘ Matl. Finance Land Building
i _ ' * 2 £
SD1 | c.“ﬂi‘ B St. P;eter's Church . Sheffield parish churcH
sp2 1155% | St. Leonard's Hospital Benefactor: | .
: ' (spital Hill) : De Lovetot )
$p3 | C.P.?7 : 1390. The Grammar Séhool
SD4 pre The Markel Crdss
‘ 1568° ~ ', :
‘85 1568% | The Market Cross - rebuilf ‘
SDé pre The Sembly House Manorial court house
- 1571 (The Wicker) : : .
SD? pre The "Cage” or "Lock-up" |Short-stay prisbn '
e | 1612 . - R
&8 pre | The Grammar School House
R 1619 ' ' ‘ T /
. ) . . o - | » .
S99 ° 1630 - | The Vorkhouse : Charity funds{ Leased
o T & dorations -

- Ley

s

o

Ly



-18th Cs

No. | Start Compln. Name of Building. ‘Function Size Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
cf ‘bdg. date and its Location ‘ ‘ Matle Finance Lgnd Builging
"sp16 pre The Town Hall | Hall for public Lord of the
1638 (on Church Wall) business with 11 Manor®
' . shops beneath - i S e
SD11 1638 1638 The Cutlers' Hall" Social and business "Small" -8 Company' s €9 86
S (Church Lane) affairs of the A funds and N
' Cutlers' Company donations
SD12 16,8° | The Grammar School Leased
(nr. Townhead Cross) - :
SD1 1665 1666 Hospital of Gilbert Almshouses and chapel Benefactor:
3 ) P :
. L .| Earl cf Shrewsbury zE. for 10 men and 10 Earl of
: bank of river Sheaf, nr. | women Shrewsbury -
: the bridge) '
'spih 1678 The New Hall Dissenters' meeting E. 300
. ~ g : house v e .
SD15 pre ' 01 Almshouses’ ' .
o 18th C. | (foot of Lady's Bridge) . )
Sp16 '] pre. The 01d Shambles te

ke el

8¢t

Je e




- No. _Startr 1 Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdge. Sourcae of | Cost of | Cost of
o of bdg.| date and its Location. Matl. Finance Land Building
: , : £ £ '
SD17 Méy - “c.May The Town Hall Venue of W.Re Quarter | 2 storéys ' B Charity'funds - 220
v 1700 | 1701 (Church Yard) | Sessions, manor courts _ (T.T.) and
: - - | 2nd meetings of the benefactor:
Town Trust. Lower Duke of
storey: cells and Norfolk
’ shops ‘
SD48 4700° | The Upper Chapel Dissenter B | Donations E. 300
: | {Norfolk St.)
'$D19 C.P. . 1703 | Hollis's Hospital and 16 almshouses for Benefactor:
- : School (The Brown School)| cutlers' widows and Thos. Hollis
(in the New Hall, New school for 50 boys .
Hall St.) "~ | and girls
spzo | cop. | 1707 The Parochial Library )
: R (Parish Church Vestry) i
'sD21 ‘Aug | Sept The Boys' Charity School | c.30 boys taught end Donztions - Leased 275
' ' 1708 1710 (Parish Church Yard) ‘accommodated between ‘ ;
: t : o age of 7 and 12 yrs. *
SD22 " 4715 | The Nether Chapel Tndependent B &S E. 300 .
i, 0 (Norfolk St.) L T ﬁ ,
s§23 o8 'Nay | 17212 St. Paul's Church C/® Accozm. 1250 S Benefactor: 1,000+ gg
- | 1720 (Shaw's Close) 491 sq. yde Robt. Downes 2 .
B ' R R T & 'donations
-\ o i o et g, R I o o _.‘.:; L: i -y - prge e g R ey VTG A O I o ov “‘“ e "‘»Jj"?:*ﬁ:



. lane) -

'No. |Start | Compln. Nagme of Building. - Funetion Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of ‘bdg. date and its Location T : : Matle Finance | Land Building
' - : £ £
SD2k T 4721% | Birley's Free Writing  |Boys taught reading. | Accom. 60 Benefactor:. " E. 300 .
' . School (Townhead St.?A and writing » " VWm. Birley .
5025 1722° | The Almshouses B | Charity funds 31,72
- ) ' (West Barr) : (T.T.)
sp2d | .May .| Aug The Cutlers' Hall Social & business Accom, 260 |B & S | Co. funds 142
S 1725 - | 1726 (Church St.) -~ - affairs of Cutlers' : :
. _ - Company; Petty
Sessions
.kSD27 CsPe? 1733 The Workhoﬁse | Housed poor adults & Accom. .24+ ‘B Pbor_Raté?
N (West Barr) ‘children® :
s028 | 1737 The Quaker Meeting House P _E. 250
- 8D29 c.1738 c.1711 The Shambles Butchers' shops and  E. 5CO
. P (on site of 0ld Shzmbles.| stalls ..
in Market Place)- S
130 11 Apr | The Market Cross - E. 100
. g1 (Market Place) Y
8331’ . J1‘Sep§. Wesleyén.bhapél Wesleyan M;thodist" "Smwall® - - w? | Donations. - " E. 100
1717 (Cheney Squzre, Pinstone ' S . T - :

R R e

ovy .




Ko. | Start Compln,. ‘Naze of Builaing'. Function Siza Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of -
of bdge date and its Location : Matl. Finance Land Building -
) : £ £
$p%2 “%.1745° | Union Street Chapel - Vesleyan "Small"’ Benefactor: E. 200
Do -, ' . N : James Bemnet '
Sb33 ‘ 17563 | A Public Brewe Entrepreneurs:
' : (Townhead Crosg’ John Taylor
SD34 | C.P.? | pre Calvinist Chapel Shared by Calvinists | "Small"
' L 1757 (Orchard St.) and Wesleyan ‘
‘ ‘ Methodists
SD35 | C.P. '] c.1757 | Mulberry Street Chapel |Wesleyan Methodist Acconm. 60
SD36 | 12 Feb The Workhouse - To be enlarged, Accom. 156 )
S ' 47597 ' enlargement ordered improved, & school in 1781
, room to be built :
SD37. C.P.? | pre A Theatre A roon .
= 1762 (Angel Yard) 3 I '
SD38 1762% | The Assembly Rooms and - | Assembly room & cerd Theatrs £100 shares "3,000+
Theatre (Norfolk St.) . |room, with theatre . accom. 800 ' - ‘ :
, : T R adjoining : - ‘
! R . . o - L
176,% | Methodist Chapel A

(Norfolk St.)

(874 200




T

No. | Start Coxpln. Name of Building - . Function . |  Size |Bds. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
' of bdg. date | and its Location ) , Matle Finance Land Building
i : ' : fsi £
N . ;
SO0 . 1?624.5 The Quaker Meeting House Te 300
R ' - rebuilt (Hartshead) . o
Sch1 | - 1767 | scotland Street Chapel Followers cf Mr. R "Built by Mr. : . E. 300
) S _ ' ; - |Bryant - Methodist : _ . { Bryant" ' o
’ . : Lo ‘ C seceders ' ' :
SD42 é.P. -1 1 Thé Town Library Subscription library L9 members
‘sp43 | LuPe | 20 Sept:| The Assay Uffice Office where metals L -
1773 (Norfolk St.) . assayed and marked . ‘ < .
-39 22+'Srep't 1777 Duke ‘of Nortolk's iHos- 3.€ain1y‘f6,r worshiia ot . Bénefactor: o - 1,000
o A7 rital - repaired and +he almshouse . : Duke of ~
S Chapel added ' pensioners Nortolk
SDL5 S R b /A Coal Pit Lane Chapel Independent . o © |Benefactor: " E. 500
- ) : g ' : : Ed. Bemnett ' .
sou6 | | 1776° | Hollis's Hospital — Almshouses - 16 dwellings| B E. 800
: b rebuilt ' I . g :
8347 post c.1776 The Grammar School =* . e -| Donations : S - E. 400
’ 1775 1 : repaired . ' - D
spn3 | post | .17772 |-The Theatre - rebuilt B |Shares - E. 1,000
o -1776 : (Norfolk St., adj. ‘ o ’ : o
: Assemb‘ly'Roorn) »




No, . | Start Corplne Name of Building- - Funetion Size Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
of ‘bdg,. date and its Location ' : Matle. Finance Lgpg Bui%?ing

SpL9 prer Duke of Norfolk's Prison Debtors' rriscn, 2 storeys S Duke of

p 1777 1 {Xing St.) : jneluded workroom Nortolk
sp50 | 4779 | 30 Jume | Mortolk St. wesleyan Accom, 1300 | B 1,30 2,070-

, 1780 Chapel (Alsop's Field, . .
: Norfolk St.)
Sp51 21'Ségt Garden Street Chapel Independent Protestant "Erected by 700+
17807 S - Dissenters Mr. Bristol”
SD52 - .1 1780° | Lee Croft Chapel 1ndependent Methodist E. 5C0
SD53 1783 178&.s Quesn Street Chapel Dissenters ' Donations Leased 1,100 -
SD5H4 .post 31 Aug The Shambles and llarket . Covered area for Site 4COO B & S | Entrepreneur: .41,00C+
. 1783 7 1786 Place butchers' stalls, sG. yde Duke cf :
: ' dziry produce, fruit 1 storey Nor{olk
& vegetable shops :
SE55 4737 1788 The Girls' Charity School| Training girls to Accom. 50 Donations 1,500%
: . (Parisb Church Yard) read, and for domestic| girls . ,
: service,from ages 7 to o
15 yrs. : .
spss | -post» | 5 Aug | St. James® Church e 7 - Accom. 700 - Pew sales -3,000
1786 1789 (Vicarage. Croft) T 4 : '
v - . - ' :

SU57 .- ¢.1787° | The Freemasons' Hall . Freemasons' meetings | “Spacious” F. 500

(Paradise Square)

47




. No., | Start Coxpln, Nape of Bullding - . Function Size Bdge. Source of | Cost of | Cost of
o of bdg. date and its Locatiom ' o : Matle Finance Lagd Buiélzding
- SD5Y 1789° | Park Free Schoal Sheffield National E. 300
: o i’ L District. Society
school
SD53 .| 1789% | xethodist Sunday School |Donations’, .
'SD60 _pre The.Race Stand Shares
RS 1790 (on Crookes Hoor) 1 ’ -
SD61 11 Apr | Howard Street Chapel Dissenters Donations E. 1,000
o 1790 , - o « - S - R
sD62 Jﬁhes The Parish Church - .
E 1790 partially rebuilt -
spe3 | 27 July| 1794° | The Barracks | Cavalry berracks Accom.200 s E. 10,000
- 4792 L (beyond shales Moor) . - - : . - '
spal | Nay. .| 9 Jan The New Coffee House’ A coffee house _|Shares ) DR -1,'050+-
- 1793 - 179% (George Sts} . - : o

L~ )

b
<

K2




re'bull t ( Hart shead)

No. | Start Coxplne Name of Building. - Function  Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of -
: of ‘bdg. date and its Location : Mztle. Finance Land Building
S . . £ )
SD55 | L4 Sept |- 4 Oct The General Infirn'lary‘ .\Iedlcal treatment to Site 31 S Donations 5,991 17,697
: 1795 1797 (n.w..of the town) " |m-patients and out- acres
‘ ‘ ; : patients - :
SD56 « .1 1795° | Nethodist Chapel "Small® s E. 500
(Bridgehouses) . 7
5057 57955 .The Assay uffice’ Testing & marking of E. 500
: ( argate) articles of plate = ‘
. manufactured in
Sheftield .

SD63 C.P.? | Jan The School of Industry Teaching poor children

[ . 1797 (Hartshead) | to read, knit and sew
sp59 | post *| 6 Cct | The Parish Church - Accom. 3000 [ S
R Nov - 1805 - extensive renovation .

sSp70 4.}ar | 25 July | Carver Street Charel sethodist Connexion- | Accom. 1400 B Donations . . 250 l;.,_?zoq
| s8¢, | 1805 | (Cadman's Kields) . | IR - . : Y
SD7M 18067 . | Quaker Meeting House — o Accom. 1200 | B E. 2,000

K47




No. { Start Compln. ' Name of Building Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdg. date and its Location [ Matle Finance L%Ed Bui%glngr
§D72 post |~ pre Feelesall Gaol Debtors! prison be- Donations Gift
1790 - 1808 (Bm.ght St.) longing to Ecclesall :
- ’ ‘ .| Court Baron .
$D73 | 23 June| 19 Apr | The Town Hall Venue for W.R. Quarter 5§ | Charity funds| Gift 5,600
) 1808 1810 - | (Haymarket) Sessions, Town Trust (T.T.)
' o ' meetings, Gourt of '| Poor rate
Requests & other pub- Cutlers' Co.
lic business. Prison funds
incorporated ‘
5974 pre - Ecclesall Bierlow Court | Venue for Court of N
1809 House (Tudor St., Little | Requests for Manor of
Sheffield) Ecclesall
sD75 kC.P;, 5 June | The Lancasterian School |Boys' school Accom.'1000 Donations ’
: 1809 (Glbral’car St.) :
SD76 C.P.? | 1.Jen | The Public Mewsroom .
: 1810 ( old Church Yard)
so77 ﬁ1é12 1 17 Oct The National School Day school for boys Accom. 500+ Donations ‘& 700
NV T 1813 (Carver St.) and glrls : : Nat. Soc. :
S | -7 grent
73 | 1814° | Townhead Chapel ' Baptist (E. 1,000

(Townhead' Cross)

L

- 9v¥



‘To. tart . Complne. Naze of Building Function Sizh; | Bag. Source: of’ Cost of | Cost of '
-~ | of bdge. date and its Location Matle. Finance Land Building
dge . ‘ , ‘ p ri
»SD79 | Tpre The Lord's House Roman Catholic chapel
D 1816 (Norfalk Row) cwned by the Duke of '
. | Norfolk -7 ’
speo | c.p. | 1816 Lancasterian School for [400 girls taught .
T Girls (Gibraltar St.) |
5p81 *| 1 May | The Catholic Chapel B & S |Benefactor: ' E. 1{000.
' 1816 (Norfolk Row) ' Duke of
‘ . - ’ Nerfolk &
donations
SDE2 ¢.1817 | The Subscription News- E. 1,000
room {East Parade)
sp33 | c.p. '| Jan | The Town Library - new | Subscription library | "Large” -
I 1818 premises (George St.) _
o84 | c.p. " | 22 Aug - | The Cacl Duke of Norfolk's 3 |Duxe of
_ . 'l 1818 (Scotland St.) debtors' prison +  |Norfolk
5D85 1820° Independerit lethodist . o E. 1,000 -
' Chapel (Bow St.) A : o
sp26 | ¢.P.? | 22 Apr | New Independent Methodist
. Chapel (Church St.)

1821

Ly

- g e



No. | Start | Compln. Name of Building - Function Size Bdge. Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of bdg. ‘date and its Locatiom ' Matle Finance Land Building
' : : & £
sp87 | 19'July| 29.June | St. George's Church C/E Accom. 1933| S | Parl. grant 15,181
4821 .| 1825 (Broad Lane) - L 900 sq. yde ' ' \
5083 | 26 Sept| 13 July | St. Philip's Church C/E Accoi. 2000 Parl. grant | Gift 13,116
‘ 1822 1828 (Infirmary Road) 832 sq. yd. " .
5D89 | 21 Oct | 27 July | Fbenezer Chapel Wesleyan Methodist | Accom. 1579| S Gift L,069
1822 1823 (Shales Moor§ ' ' :
'SD90, 21 War.| Dec The New Music Fall ke Music‘saloon/iecfure 'S Shares - ‘E. 10,000
: - 1823.. | 1825 (Surrey St.) room, subscription . :
‘ library, newsroom,
nerchants' exchange
Sp91 | " 0ct | &4 Aug The Free Grarmar School 25 boys taught Sife 2400 Subns. and Leased 1,606
1823 | 1825 (Broad Lane) ' sq. yde. donations
sbg2 | 6 Apr | July - | The Boys' Charity School * | Accom. 100 Subns. - " 3,000
o 1825., | 1826 - rebullt (Church Yard) ’ .
8393‘ 111 Apr | Cooke's Olymplc Circus : Lo E. 1,000 .
RIS . 1825 (Syéamore St.) D -
Sb?h '3 July Yiay - Hospital of Gilbert, Chapel_an&'almshouse§ "35 ‘ N Gift i 10,183
R . 1825- ¥arl of -Shrewsbury - e dwelllngS' B : : L

13}‘ .

1827

rebuilt (ovo*look1rg
Claywood) ,

2147




(Arundel St.)

~ Fo. Start Coxplne. Name of Building. * Function Size Bdse Source of |Cost of | Cost of
‘ - | of -bdge date and its Location : ' : Matl. Finance Land Building
' ' £ L
sD95 | 12 Oct | 21 July | St. Mary's Church. ¢/t Accom.. 2000 Parl. grant. | Gift 13,927
oo | 1826 | -1830 (Bramhall Lane) e - _ : ,
SD326 -7 Yay | 19 Aug' The New Nether Chapel | Indépenden*_t "Spacious" B Donations E. 2,000'
T 4827 1828 | (Norfolk St.) = 374 sq. ydo -
SD37 1827s Birley's Free Writing Acccm.'.30 Charity funds E. §CO
o School - rebuilt (School - : B .
‘ Croft) o
Sp28 § June - | The Methodist Connexion |New Connexion Accom. 1C00 E. 2,500
1828 Chapel (South St.) Methodist ’
5,399 - 25 MNow- The Corn Exchange Corn exchange - part "La.rgé" S Entrepférieur: E. 12,000
' -4828 (The Parkx) of the new Sheffield Duke of - ' '
Market scheme 1827-30 Norfolk
SD100 2L May Scotland St. Chapel =. New Connexion ) E. 1,000
1829 rebuilt o Methodist . -
SD101 | ¢.1827 | 30 June | Ecclesall Bazaar Market place sur- Entrepreheur: "B 5;000
' -1 1829 (Sheffield Moor) rounded by shops Earl Fitz- . '
. o , : S williaz
s0102 | c.p. .| 4 ¥eb | The Post Office A house :
' : ; . 1828 - ‘ Co

v




¥ethodist Chapel (Surrey
St.) .~

..

'Fo. | Start | Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
' of bdg. te and its Location IR Matl. Finance Land Building
B ' £ £
'SD103} 9 July | 2 July Sheffield Medical Ins- |Medical & anatomical Subns. - Leased { E. 1,000
‘ 1828 | 1829 titution (Surrey St.) . |academy for the town's : ' o
: : . med_ical students
D104 (f.P. .| 18 June | The New Workhouse . Accoém, 600 Poor rate. Conversion
o Aug | 1829 (a converted mill in ' . 3,000
1828 . Kelham St.) .
SD105 1829% | Infant School E. 800
, (The Park) b ‘
SD106| 1830 7 Jan | Wesleyan Chapel | chapel & Sunday school| Accom. 2000 | 8 ! Donations 750 2,000
’ . 1831 (Duke St.) - o . .
sp107] . 1830% | Infant School Benefactor: E. 800
SR B (Hermitage St.) R. Hodgson &
, » | donations
sSD1G8 1831? Lancasterian Infant . E. 800
| | School (Bowling Green
' Ste)
T . : ot o o~y . o ;
SD109 1 18313 Wesleyan Protestant 3 Accoz. 500 TUnder
¢ - K - 3,000

(E. 1,5C0)

ogP




Ko, | Start - Coxplne. Nage of Building - Function - Size Ba.g.' Source of | Cost of | Cost of
' of ‘bdg. date 7 and its Locationr . : ' - |Matle Finance Lagd. Builging
s0110| ‘c.p. | & June | Sheffield Public Dis-. |Medical relief to out-|
: 1832 pensary (Tudor St.) ~ |patients , S
SD111 { 11 Juns| 1833 | The Cutlers' Hall - Hall, dining room, | 2 s{;oreys '8 & B |Cutlers' Co. Loo | 9,939
: 1832 R rebuilt’ (Church St ) . assembly room,etc. for] T funds - B
‘ i : Cutlers Co. - ’
so112 | C.P. | Aug Cholera Fosnitals } 2 hospitals for Poor rate
1832 (at Workhouse & The Park)| cholera victims :
2143) 1832% | Infant School | 2 storeys |B &S 1,200
| R - | (Hoyle St.) S o - | . . . - ,
oLl o - ¢.1832% | Wesleyan Protestant | S I o E. 1,0C0
o : Methodist Chapel ' ‘
(Stanley St.)
s3115! 3 Apr | 30 May | Brunmswick Chapel | wesleyan Metnodist | Accom. 2000 E. 6,000
1833 1834 (South St.) o chapel with school | = - = .
- SR beneath . B Lo
sp116| ° -] 1833° | The Town Hall - ~ | Venue for Quarter Charity funds
R o enlargement ©©" -} sessions, Manor-Courty 4 (TeTo) - -
) ' S e etc. Prison, offices . :
=Y & Police office - &
S } - W_.W.,,M,_...., porep , ‘fm“m,f;‘f;if””;‘”i_,"”f?f - =




1835 . |

education on principle
of C/E S

e

'No. |Start | Compln. Neme of Building Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
. | of bdge. date - and its Location Matle. ~ Finance ngd Builging
so1471 G.p." | 1835 | Sheffiela Public Dispen- [Relief of the sick & | ®A house”
~ : 1 sary (West St.) lame poor -»
SD118 ' 18355 Norfolk St. Wesleyan
‘ , S Chapel - enlargement
Spi19| 1833 13 Feb Bridge Houses Chapel - Wesleya.h Methodist ] 1 E. 1,OOOF
. 1834 rebuilt (Rock St.) - . S : EE
sp120| 7 Apri1l]| 12 May | Mount Zion Chapel Accom. 1000 |B & S E. 5,000
' 1334 1835 - ”(Westfield.Terrace) .
sp121 | '183,% | Carver St. Chapel School E. 800
S22 1 83!.,3 The Commercial Buildings Post office, newsroom, | 2 Qtor'eys A - |£25 shares 5,000q
g (High St.) offices ' _
sp123| 20 July| c.Aug | Bethel Primitive - Accom. 1800 | B 3,000%
: 1835 1836 = | Methodist Chapel (Coal SRR :
S Co PitrLane) : :
Sp124§ 23 Sept| July Sheffield Collegiate School for bgys; giving| Accom. 120 S £25 shares 9,00031
R 1836 ]| School (nr. Broomhall) - |classical & commercial| .- , :

vt e AVt 4 ot

25y




!

(Glossop Road) -

lectures,or newsroom/
subscription.library.
Also 15 houses -

216 sq. yde

Ho. |Start - Compln,. Name of Building - Function Size - Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of _'bdg. date and its Location Matl. Finance Laéxa Builging
sp125| c:P.?. | 20 Dec | The Operative Conserva-® - - _
e .| 1835 tive Newsroom (Chapel
' Valk).
sp126 29 June | The Botanical Gardens Gardens including . | Site 18 £20 shares Total cost
‘ ] 1836 (1% miles s.w. of town) | various buildings acres 16,000
' (E. 5,000)
sD127 30 July ‘Sheffield General . Chapel & cemetery . S £25 shares - . Under
S . 1835 Gemetery (Ecclesall surrounds . ' 13,000
Bierlow) ‘ : (E. 7,000)-
Sp128 18356% | Norfolk St. Wesleyan: "Large" B, 800
. : , Chapel School (nr. : * -
) chapel) '
0129| 28 Sept| 26.July | St. John the Evangelist | C/E Accom. 1200 Gift 3,440
: 1836 | . 1838 Trustee Church (Park . : . . . S
R Hill) ' : ;
SD130 ‘1 1836% | The Catholic School. - “Aocom. .80 | B &S E. 1,000
.':-"MA ‘ .‘\ | S : o ) «,- . : . . ’/ ﬂ. ‘ ’ . . " ) ‘ ‘ .‘
Sb131 1836 The Public Baths - Public baths &'room .| Large room £20 shares c8,000
’ over, suitable for - : ‘

114




No. | Stert | Compln. | . Name of Building . | ~  Functiom .  size  |Bag. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
| of bdg. | . date | and its Location - . : Matle. Finance . LaBd Builging
sp132} 4836'.] 1837 The Circus and Theatre Building for dramatic | 850 sq. yai S | £25 shares - 6,000%
- . (opp.-Cattle Market) = |¢& equestrian perfor- oo : -
. : mances. - _
SP133 . 'pre | The Vapour Baths | Suite of medicated
1837 (Portobello) =~ | vapour_baths
SDA34|  post 1840 '. Wesleyan Proprietary [ Boarding school for Accom. 200 : £10fsharés L,218 | = 19,752 -
- 1835 College - . ' boys, teaching clas- : ) L e
. : -{ sics, commerce,
science ' e , N - i ,
sp135| £.P. | 10 Apr | Eldon St. and Portmahon | Baptist
REE EEE - 41839 Chapel ' : ' ‘
| I B 5,000%

8136 ﬂ.p'ost ‘ 13'0ct | The Fever Hospital Used as general wards
' 14 Jan 1843 (nr. Infirmary) for Infirmary .

LA
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Sources for Sheffield Gazetteer

Abbreviations‘and short titles:

Register ) = J. Thomas, The lLocal Register and Chronological

Account of Occurrences and Facts Connected with
‘the Town and Neighbourhood of Sheffield (Sheffield,
183%0). .
Hallamshire R, 38 Hunter, Hallamshire: The History and Topography
' of the Parish of Sheffield in the County of York.
(A. Gatty's edn. 1869).
‘BEnd., Char, Sd, . = Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities

(Encsland and Wales) - Report on the City of Sheffield
(pP.P. 1897, IXVII, part 6), -
18th C, Sheffield - R, E., Leader, Sheffield in the Eighteenth Century
. (Sheffield, 1901), )
Cutiers' History - R. E. Leader, History 6f the Company of Cutlers-

in Hallamshire in the County of York (Sheffield,
1905 & 6).




- SD1
SD2
SD3
SD4

SD5

SD6

- SD7
SD8
529
 SD10

Sh11

SD12

. SD13
SD14
SD15
SD16
SD17
D18
SD19
SD20
SD21
SD22
SD23

SD24

456

Register p. 3.

Ibid. pp. 6, 19,

Ibid. pp. 6, 18.
Tbid. p. 12.
Ibid, p. 12.

Sheffield 1833 D, p. 27.

18th C. Sheffield p. 262.

Registér DPe 18.

Ibid. ppe. 19, 21; 18th C. Sheffield pp. 320-2,

18th C, Sheffield p. 262.

A. Catty, Sheffield: Past and Present (1873), pp. 76-T; 18th
C. Sheffield pp. 218-9; Cutlers' History I, ppe. 178-833 M.

Walton, Sheffield its Story and its Achievements (4th edn.
Sheffleld, 1968), Pe 760 ‘

Register Pe 24; End. Char, Sd., Pe 4250

Register p. 253 W. White, 1837 D. p. 893 Hallamshire p. 315,
Register p. 26; Hallamshire pp. 318-19. '

Registér Pe 50.

Ibid. p. 40,

Hallamshire pp. 153-43 J. D. Leader, The Records of the Burgery

. of Sheffield, commonly called the Town Trust (Sheffield, 1897),

PP. 271-863 18th C, Sheffield pp. 238, 262-4.

Sheffield 1828 Dl ppo XIix-l, W. White' 1 Ei Do P. 73, Hallam-
shire pp. 292-33 - End Char. Sd. pe 657

Sheffield 1774 D. appendix; Sheffield 1828 D. pp. lix-1x;
Ind Char. Sd. P. 433,

Register Pe 32,

S C.A, MD 2079, "An Account Book of the Charity School for

Poor Boys, Sheffield" (1706-1821), fos. 13-20; Sheffield 1774 D.
appendix; Hallamshire pp. 320-1,

Sheffield 1828 D, p. 1i; W. White, 1837 D. pp. 74, 783 Hallam=
shire p. 296, , = :

Sheffield 1774 D. appendix; Sheffield 1828 D, pp. X1iv=v;
Register pp. 34-5; Hallamshire pp. 156, 273=5.

Sheffield 1774 D. appendix; Sheffield 1797:D. pe 15; Hallam-
shire p. 321, . .



§D25
SD26
- sD27
SD28
SD29
SD30
SD31

SD32

SD33
" sD34

SD35
SD36

SD37
SD38

SD39
SD40
SDA1

SD42
SD43

SD44
SD45
SD46
SD4T
SD48

SD49

SD50

457

18th C., Sheffield pp. 320-3,

18th C. Sheffield pp. 220, 2383 Cutlers' History I, pp. 183-9.

Register pp. 38, 40-1; 18th C, Sheffield pp. 322-3.
18th C. Sheffield p. 289.

Register pp. 40-1 .

Tbid. Pe 41e

Ibid. p; 413 T. A. Seed, Norfolk Street Wesleyan Chapel, Sheffield

Hallanshire p. 302; T. A. Seed, op. cit. pp. 15-24.
Hegister P. 47.

Je Everett, Historical Sketches of Wesleyan Methodism in Sheffield
and 1ts Vicinity (Sheffleld, 1823), pp. 111-13,

J. Everett, op. cit. pp. 111-13; T. A, Seed, op. cit. p. 25, .
Register p. 48.
18th C. Sheffield p. 134.

Sheffield 17744D. appendix; 18th C, Sheffield p. 135. TFor
background information see F. T. Wood, "Sheffield Theatres in
the 18th Century", Hunter Soc. VI, (1946), passim,

A, Gatty, op, cit. p. 204,
Register p. 49.
T. Ao Seed’ OE. Cit. pp. 31—2.

T. A, Ward, A Short Account of the Sheffield Library, Its Founders,
Presidents and Librarians (Sheffield, 1825), ppe 4-6.

Sheffield 1797 D. pp. 16-17; E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 285; A,
Gatty, op. cit. p. 140,

Sheffield 1797 Do Pp. 9"12.

Sheffield 1828 D, p. 1ij Remister p. 53.
End, Char. Sd. p. 603,

Hallamshire p, 306,

© 8.C.A. Ms, Wil, D256, minutes of meeting about rebuilding the

theatre, 30 Dec. 1776; Register p. 52,

18th C, Sheffield p. 1713  J. H., Turner, The Annals of Wakefield
House of Correction (Binvley, 1904), p. 113,

Sheffield 1828 D. p. liv;

T. A, Seed, op. cit. pp. 40-42,



458

SD51 Sheffield 1828 D. p. liii; Register p. 56; T. A. Seed, Op.
‘ cit, pp- 235-T.

SD52 Sheffield 1828 D. P. 1ii.

SD53 Sheffield 1797D. Pe 10; Sheffield 1828 D, p. liii,

SD54  Sheffield 1797 D. p. 16; Sheffield 1828 D, p. xxxivi W. White,
1857 D. pps 48-49; 18th C. Sheffield pp. 166-9.

SD55 Sheffield 1797 D. pp. 13-14; Hallamshire p. 322,

SD56  Sheffield 1797 D. p. 93 Sheffield 1828 D. p. xlvi; W, White,
1837 D, p. 713 Register pp. 60. 62-5.

SD57 . W, White, 1 51 D. p. 91,
SD58 Tbid. p. 79.A

-SD59 T. A. Seed, op. cit. p. 215,

. SD60  Register p. 64.

SD61  Sheffield 1797 D. p. 10; Sheffield 1828 D. p. 1ii; Register
- Pe 62, :

SD62 Register p. 64.

- 8D63 Ibid. p. 70; ghéffield 1833 D. pPe 595 W, White, 18 2[ D. P. 94,

SD64 S.C.A. Wil D. 260, Articles of agreement for erectlon, 23 May
1793; Register P T4. :

SD65  Sheffiéld 1797 D. p. 133 Sheffield 1828 D, p. lxi; Register

pr. 70, 73, 78-9; W. White, 1837 D. p. 873 J. D. Leader and
Se S?ell, The History of the Sheffield Royal Infirmary (Sheffield,
1897

SD66 Sheffield 1828 D. p. ly; W. White, 1837 D. p. 753 Eallamshire
: Pe 305. o S .

SDS? Sheffield 1797 D. pp. 16=17.

SDES  Register p. 83.

SD69  Ibid. pp. 64, 68; W. Wnite, 1837 D. p. 68; FHallamshire p. 235.
SDJ0  Sheffield 1828 D, p. 1lv; T.

A, Seed, op. cit. pp. 236-9.
SDT1 Sheffield 1828 D, pl lii; W. White, 1837 D, p. 3.
SD72 Hallamshire p, 1603

A, Gatty, op, cit. p. 196.

SD73 W.R.Q.S, Gen. Index, Pontefract - April 1805, April 1809,
' April 1811; E, Baines, 1822 D. p. 293; Register pp. 107, 111,
113, 124-5; Sheffield 1833 D. p. 68; W. White, 1837 De P« 93.

SD74 Register p. 120; W. White, 1837 D. p. 94.

SD75  Register p. 120; Eallamshire p., 330; Frd, Char, Sd. pe 688,

<



SD76
SD77

SD78

SD79
SD80
SDB1
SD82
SD83
5084 .
SD85
SDe6
SDa7
' spee
SD89
SD90
SDI1.

SD93
SD94

S095 ©

SD96 -
sDI7
SD98
SD99

SD100
SD101

D102
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Register p. 123,

S.C.A. MD1752, "Minute Book of Sheffield National District
Society" (1813-22); E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 291; Register p.
130’ w. Wh-ite, 1 22 D. p. 79.

W. White, 1837 D. p. 74; Hallamshire p. 283,

W. White, 1837 D. p. T3.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 291; W. White, 1837 D. p. 79.

 Register p.'146 W. White, 1837 D. p. T3.

V. White, 1 31 D. P. 83,
T. A. Ward, op, cit. pp. 9~-10.
Register p. 155; W. White, 1837 D. p. 94,

Sheffield 1828 D. po lvxi‘ W. White, 1837 D. p. 75,

Register De 164.

Sheffield 1828 D..pp. xlvi-vii; Hallamshire p., 278,

Sheffield 1828 D. p. xlvii; Register p. 198; W. White, 1837 D.
Pe 723 : Hallamshire p. 277. ‘ , -

Sheffield 1828 D, pe 1lv; T. A. Seed, op. cit, pp. 243-4.

ek wemana———

Sheffield 1828 D. pp. lxiii-v; Register pp. 169, 171, 180,

Register pp. 170, 172, 182; End Char, Sd. pp. 425-6.

Registexr p. 1815 W. White, 1837 D. p. 78; Hallamshire p. 321,

Register p. 181.

Register pp. 172, 182, 1913 W. White, 1837 D. p. 89; End,
ChaI‘. Sd.o pp. 465, 567. '

Sheffield 1828 D, p. x1lviii; Hallamshire p. 278.

Sheffield 1828 D, p. 1i; Register pp. 191, 199; W. White,
2‘ D, Pe 740 '

w. White, 1822 .. Do 81,

Sheffield 1828 D.’p. lviii; Repgister p. 197; W. White, 1837 D.
P. 75, |

Register pp. 191, 201; W, White, 1837 D. pp. 49, 62, 95;
Hallamshire pp. 197, 223-4.

Register'p. 205; Hallamshire p, 303,
Register p. 205; W. White, 1837 D. p. 95.

Register p. 195.



460

SD103 Register pp. 197-8; 205; W. White, 1837 D. Pe 83.
SD104 Register pp. 199, 205, 208; W, White, 1837 D. p. 92,
SD105 Register p., 120; W, White, 1837 D. p. 80,

SD106  W. White, 1837 D. p. 75; Hallamshire p. 303; T. A. Seed, op.
- ¢it. pp. 245-6.
SD107 W. White, 1837 D. p. 80.

SD108  Ibid. p. 80.

SD109  Ibid. p. 75; Hallamchire p. 303; S.C.A. N.R.14, "United Methodist
Free Churches Special Chapel Schedule 1881",

SD110  Sheffield 1833 D. p. 80; Hallamshire p. 326.

SD111 W, White, 1837 D, pp. 94-5; Hallamshire p. 175; Cutlers' History
pp. 190'30 : ‘

SD112  W. White, 1837 D. pps 64-5.
SD113  Ibid. p. 80,

8D114 Ibid. p. 75; Hallamshire p. 303,

SD115 W. White, 1837 D. p. 75; T. A. Seed, op. cit. p. 250,
SD116  W. White, 1837 D. pp. €9, 93. |
sD117  Ibid, p. 88; Hallamshire p. 326; End, Char, Sd. p. 710,
SD118  W. White, 1837 D. p.75. |

sD119  Ibid. pe. 75; Hallamshire p. 303,

SD120 Leeds Mercury 30 May 1835; W. White, 1837 D. p. T4; Hallamshire
P. 3010 . -~

$D121 W, White, 1837 D. p. 7T5.
snizz: Ivid. p. 83.

SD123 Ibid. p. 76

SD124  Ibid. p. 81; Hallamshire p. 2253 End, Char. Sd. p. 482,

SD125 W. White, 1837 D. p. 83,
Sp126  Ibvid., pp. 85-6.

SpD127  Ibid. p. 763 Hallamshire p. 303,

SD128 W. White, 1837 D. pe. 75.
SD129  Ibid. pe. 72; Hallamshire p. 278,

SD130 w' White’ J—E}lZ_DL p' 80; Endo Charo Sdo Po 6560




SD132  Ibid, p. 85.

sD133 Ibid. pe. 87.

SD134 Ibid. p. 823 Hallamshire p. 227.

SD 135 W. White, 1837 D. p. T4; Hallamshire p. 301.

SD136  Sheffield 1845 D. p. 16;
.. PPe 43-4, 139.

J. D. leader and S, Snell, op, cit.
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WAKEFIELD PUBLIC BUILDINGS .




e
Y o

- T A R AR

(yakefield Bridee) .

TN
L

No. | Start - Compln. Name of Builaihg Function Simé Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of .
of bdg. date and its Locatiom ' Matle Finance L?d Building
A . : £
w1 * |o.1100 | Wakefield Parish Church . |C/E.
o - (Market Place) .
%D2 “CuPe? e |A School
o] 126 -
¥DJ3 .| pre . | The Tolbooth , ¥anorial prisén' '
g 1277 (Market Place on Biche ' '
. . | Hil1) - _
WDk - pre St. Swithin's Chapel Chentry chapel .
1284 ' - '
¥D5 . pre - Chapel of St. John the Chantry chapel
R 1300 Baptist (Leeds-Wakefield. ..
. Road) ‘
w5 | 4315 | 1329 | Wakefield Parish Church —|U/E . . 4
‘ , rebuilding : ‘ .
wD7 early | The Market Cross
o 14th C. | (Market Place) A
wng .pre Le Wodehalle Manorial court house
s 1323 S - o . e
0 | eums2 | Lady Chapel Chantry chapel
s : : o : e T

¢or



BRE IR

Westgate)

Yo, | Start Cczpln, Name of Building. - Functlon Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of ‘bdg. date and its chation ) ' - Matle. Finance Land Building
: £ £

w10 1090~ | The Manorial Bakehouse

‘ 13,7 .(Bread-booths)
w11 pre | The Hanorial Gaol 30 sq. ydo Earls

- " 1383 (Marygate) . Wareme
wD12 pre | The Tolbooth or Kidcote | Gaol with court house| 16 sq. yd.

: 1384 (Biche Hill, the Market | above '
, Place) :
WD13 1461~ | The Market Cross King kdward
; 83 (Kirkgate) Iv ‘
wo1L | ° pre Chapel of St. Mary Chantry chapel
o 1388 Yagdalene (Chald Lane) ' ‘
wD15 1470°% | Vakefield Parish Church | C/E | 1200 sq.-yd.] S
BRI , - rebuilding (Market ' 1 ~ -
Place) - o .

¥D16 6.1509-] The Moot Hall - rebuilt | Xanorial court house W
. -~ 47 | (south side of Parish & residence of '

' o . Church) - _ . { manoriel steward .
w17 | ' ¢,1580 pre- _ Leonard Bate's Alms— Housed 5 poor peépley ,

e houses (Brookbank,’ , , R 5
§

vov

e

JE———




No. |Start | Compln. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of | Cost of

~ | of bdg. date and its Location Matle. Finance Land Building

voRee - , * £ £

: N . 3 . : ,
wD18 1596s The Grammar School .Free school for S & Wi Benefactors: Gift
' (Goodybower) teaching children ‘ Savile
o ) farily .
W19 | C.P.? 1597S ‘| The House of Correction | Prison where priso-
(Vestgate?) : ners set on work

WD20 ‘C.P. 1612 The House of Correction | House converted for

' ' (Vestgate) use as a prison for

. prisoners ccemmitted .
by the West Riding
Magistrates
D21 }:,1 645 pre Cotton Horne's Alms- Housed 10 poor women . Benefactor: -
; ‘ 16,6 houses Cotton Horne
wp22 | 1662 The House of Correction | 100
C ! - repaired‘(Westgate) | . -
wD23 ,C;P.: 1669 william Horne's Alms- Housed 10 fodemen Benefactor:
\ SR houses S e Vm. Horne

wzh | ¢.P. | c.1670 | Dissenters' Meeting

o Tl s e e i AT

S

" House (Flanshaw Lane) -

e D Y,

g

a9t

o B i



\

No. |Start 1 Compln. Name of Building - Function Size  |Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
: of "bag. date and its Location’ - Katle Finance Land Building _
| ’ : £ £
WD25 C:P. - | 1689 The Yorkhouse =~ . Employing the poor’of
‘ T (vacant rocms in the Wakefield . :
House of Correction)
WT26 1.695 1697 - | Westgate Chapel or "Bell Dissenter 20 sq. yde B 200
S Chapel" (Westgate End) - — . .7
w27 | 17th €.?| The Moot Hall Manorial court house &
. 1. (Yanor House Yard) venue of W.R. Quarter
R | Sessions during 17th B
WwD28 C.P.? 1704 The Register Office . Office for regist;- .
, : , : . ration of deeds ’
wp22 1797s The Charity School or Children maintained & Benefactors o E. 200 .
- Green Coat School taught the 3 R's . & charity -
s G * | funds
W2 30 | 1707 | The Market Cross Colonnaded area for 5 400+
- L (farket Place) & markets with room (E. 150).
o G . zbove for publie - o
oy business -t
t’; _A : . - ’ N - W)“ b
WD |-, 1710% | The Cloth a1l .- - Market for cloth + E. 500
P i‘yw;xmu}vﬂc};‘f‘"].,’hl‘r,-, St o Eet e ot e T ST i 0 "j—v m ';;___“ »' )

o9t -




(Goodybower) -

-
. -
R A A 0 T A A R i

s i s W

No. | Start | Complne Name of Building. - Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of ‘bdg. date and its Location ‘ ‘ : Matle Finance - Land Building
; ; . £ £
wos2 | c.p. |- 1716 | The Friends' Meeting | Quaker
o ' . House (Kirkgate) |
WD33 . 1717° | Grammar School Library - | Library to serve the " E. 100
; (coodybower) ' Grammar School pupils -
WD 3L 4724,% | The Parish Church -
~ | south front rebuilt
‘WD35 1727 | The Assembly Room: Assembly room and | 217 sq. yd. | | " E. 200
. - | (2dj. White Hart Hotel) | card room. Dining 2 storeys
: ‘ room and other room
f beneath . :
WD 36 mid The Grandstand « - -
. 18th C.| (Wakefield Outwood) . .
W37 " 1752 | Westgate Chapel Protestant dissenter ) _ E. 500
PRI S ( Westgate) L ' o
) ' . o
w38 | ° - | 1758 -| The Grammar School - a _
S A - ‘writing school added .

LoV




8%

N‘o.‘ Start | Compln. Name of Building Function . | Siza Bdge Soufce of |Cost of | Cost of
of bdge date and its Location ‘ . Matle. Finance Land Building
- - , £ £
WD39 pre’ The Riding School. For military gents.
: . 1765 (Vestgate) - . o
¥DLO 1766 1768 The House of Correction | County gaol ‘ County rate 2 ,772'
. .| - rebuilt | | R S A
WL 1770° | The House of Correction County rate | B, 2,000
: - | = Women's Prison . .
TDL2 c.p..| 1772 | Friends' Meeting House | Quaker
- e - (Agbrigg, Donc.- Wak. |
Road)
wre3 | /30 Aug 27 April| Vesleyan Chapel . -. c.500 -
T ATy T (Thernhill St:) - ‘
TDLA C.P."?‘ pre A Theatre "Piny"
= ' 1776 | -(Bull Yard) ~
Y{Dl)-q C.P.?.. bre N A Theatre "Tiny,!
i g T 4776 (George Yard) = - PR . .
g ‘ : - L N - ) ‘ . . N .‘ ., q‘ v' V
wou | 1775 | 1776 | The Theatre ' B’ E. 1,000
e (Westgate) . -
ot 54




_ rebuilt

' No, |Start | Complm.| Name of Building " Function Size Bdg. | Source of |Cost of | Cost of '
of bdge. date | and its Locatiom : ‘ Matl. Finance Land | Building
WDL7 ' 1,777'. 1778 . The Tamn'y Fall Market for tammies, | 400 Stails Shares & 367 1,8C0+"
: : - (George and Crown Yard | -shalloons, worsteds 700 sg. yd. donations - R
Wood-St.) : & other woollen goods| 2 storeys |
. . - ) .
WD48 1782 | 1782 Zion Chlapel Independent 70 E. 1,000
‘ " : (George St.) : '
VDL C.P. 1787 The Dispensary o Medlcal relief to out
. o (Church Yard) , . | patients
w50 | ©.1788 | <1795 | The House of Correction | Additional wings with | County rate - | .=, 8,000
S ‘ : - = enlarged solitary cells & : : ‘
enclosing wall -
¥p51 | 5 Sept ' The Parish Church Vest ) E. 200" -
‘ 1789 (on east wall of Churcg ' :
wh52 | 1790° -] The Shazbles : . ‘E. 3,000
' ‘ (14arket Place) . L
¥p53 | & mov| 28 July| St. John's Church . Accom, 1000 | S | Benefactor | Gift 9,228 -
. 1791 - 1795 (st. John's Place) - . PR : & pew sales
L N g IR o ' . '
wD5L - 179} - Hornes' Almshouses ! 1,000

(514




-

_room

Ko. | Start COmpln; ' Name of Building Function . Size Bdge Source of |Cost of Cost of
of bdg. date | and' its Location ‘ Matle Finance Land Building
. - . ’ . L £
%D55 c.P.2| 1796% | The Subscription
o RS Library
WD56 . .\ 1798 | The New Assembly Rooms E. 1,500
(Crown Court) ‘ o :
: - pre The Poorhouse’
-WD57 : 18c0 (George 3t.)
: .1801 | salem Chapel Independent - | B. 1,000
w58 (George St.) } ' .
"T59 ~-1800 - 4800 - The Kidcoté ' Town prison . : Site 63 sq. Town com=- ' 55 3z, 500
o - (George St.) . yd. . missioners - : L
wo6o | 1802% | The Methodist Chapel Wesleyan Methodist . Z. 1,000
. | (West Parade) SR : L e
D61 1806, -‘ 1809 The Court House Venue of West Riding S | Ccounty rate E. 5,000
S . ~ (Wood St.) Quarter & Petty . -
v Sessions - : N
. B
wD62 C.P.? * The Newsfoom Su‘bsbription news-

oLy



No. |Start Complne Neme of Building Function Size Bdge Source of | Cost of | Cost of
of bdge. date and its Location E Matl. Finance Land ‘Building
£ -
WD63 | C.P.? 1842 The School of Industry
Wb 1812° .Lancasterian School Boys & girls taught E. 1,000
(Margzret Ste) '
Y65 C.P.? 1813 The National School Boys taught
(Cross Ste)
D56 | C.Pe? 1813 The National School Girls taught
: (Almshouse Lane)
W57 C.P. c.1816 | Green Coat School for Charity school for
: o cirls (Frovidence St.) | girls ‘
HHB Keb - 23 Nov ,| The West Ridirg Péuper Eous_ing and.treatihg accome 250 B County rate A0,000
41316 | 1818 Iunatic Asylum the insane in the '
(Waketield outskirts) county
WD59 Nov . Temporary,Extehsion to County rate 500
‘ 1317 Touse of Correction ,
wD70 |  1819“ 182, The House ot Correction | Cells, treadmill, County rate ‘ 28,305

-~ enlarged.

governoxr's hovse

s

(A2




- (Rorthgats

Ko. | Start Compln. Naze of Building - Funstion - Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
of vdge. date and its Locztion ’ Matl. Finance . Land Building
. : ‘ : o £
WD"{"I‘ 1820° The Corn Exchange torn exchange and Entrepreneurs: E. 2,000

(Westgate) auction mart [Chomas ‘ - .

1 Rishvworth s
wh72 1821 12 Dec The Public Rooms Assexbly/concert room 2 storeys s le2s shafés ' 571 - 4,600+
1823 | (Wood St.) & newsroom, likrary & : : - .
S dispensary
D75} CePe? pre whe Post Uffice and
1822 stamp Office (Post Office
‘ Yard, Market Place) ‘

D 7L pre Tne Clerk ot the Peace's| = ‘

- 1823 orfice (Kirkgate)
w75 ) 1823° | The Primitive Methodist E. 1,000

: .| Chapel (Quebec St.) .

W76 C.P.? |.- pre The Manor of Vakefield

e , 182, | Rolls uffice (opp.

' Church Yard)
. L : . : 7 /”’.
w77 C.P.? pre , | A School . ) ' B
S : 1024 " (nr. IVak.-Huddersfield :
. -] Road) ‘ :

’ '\‘TD‘78 CJP.Y - 1824 ' The Dispensary

2Ly




No. | Start Complne Naze of Building. - Function Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of
- . | of ‘bdg. date and its Locatlon ' : Matle | Finance Lagd Bui%ding
WD79 C.P.? - 1826 - The House of Recbvery' Hospital for fever -

o . - | (wédstgave Common) cases o

wpB0 1828° | westgate Chapel Unitarian . 'E. 2,000

: o (Westgate) - ' ‘
. \
WD81 4828° | The Catholic Church “Ee 2,000
: ‘ (Wentworth Terrace) T

D32 c.P. | 1830 The Borough Police Office Police office, .vagrancy “300' :
o] 1829 and Station for Fire ~ |office, lock-up and :

B Enginés (King Ct.) fire station '
wDA3 ) 1829° The Register Cffice - .

’ enlargement o

m&{- C.P.? - 1829 The Infént SChOOl o

R . ‘ (Quebec- St.) ‘
D35 | C.P.? 1830 | The Museum .
. 1829 o (North Gate) .
D36’ | pre - | The Tesleyan Chapei

S 1830 { East Noor) ' :

¢Ly



' Fo. | Start | Compln. Name of Building Function . Size Bdge Source of |Cost of | Cost of S
) of bdge. date and its Locatiom o Matl. Finance Land "Building
ha -l v A P N
W87 1830° | The Pauper Lunatic *
: ‘ : Asylum - enlargement
wp83 | C.P. 1831 The Dispensary .
e (Barstow Sq.)
’;-*JD8§ -6 Teb* 6 Aug The West Riding Provided commercial £25 shares E. 7,8001
o 1833 183, - Proprietary School educaticn for middle- . L .
: S (Northgate) class,boys
TT90 1836°% | Kethodist Chapel - .
enlargement (West Parade) )
?;‘.?D91 2L ‘May | 1840° The Corn Exchange Corn exchange, shops, |Site 2000 S & B |£25 shares, 5,780 9,044+ .
- 1837 - (Westgate) - coffee rooms, offices |s5Qq.-yde - f : ’
R & cormmittee rooms
W92 .| 1837% | The Pauper Lunatie |
' Asylum - enlargement
D93 1837° | The House of Corrsction '5,100%
: - enlargement - /’\. S
avon | 4838 - | 1839 | Trinity Churen - |C/E |rspaz1 Gift | E. 3,000

viv

T I R TR S At e




No. Stai-t ‘Comyih. Name of Building Function Size Bdg. Source of |Cost of Cosﬁ of

| of bdg. date and its Locationm Matl. Finance . | Land Bui:&eding
™I . 1838° Crowther's Almshouses Row of almshouses for Benefactor: ‘E. 1,000"

- | (George St.) - | 'dissenters : Caleb
' B Crowther
‘.-'."1)96 .1 10 July | The Zodlogicai Gardens , )
R 1839 (Back Lane) E. 2,000 -
-‘ ”~ t‘,. !
- ; ”"‘*""“"’ g o0 3,,: ST 2 LT T —f'* T e :" “‘- :-:‘ P o T e ¥ ey TR A R LR —,i»}f;'ﬂ'«‘-::v;ﬁ;?*-‘-,“-':,"‘;' AT

sl
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Sources for Wékefiéld Gazetteer

Abbreviations and short titles:

Wakefield .. =J. W, Walker, Wakefield its History and Pebple
. (Wakefield, 1934). .
End., Char.‘Wd. ‘ -\ﬁepbrts of Commissioners for Endowed Charities
‘ C ‘(Ensland and Wales) - Report on the Parish of
 Wakefield (P.P. 1899, IXXIII).
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WD1 E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 423; Wakefield p. 153.
wD2: vWakefield Pe. 316,

wD3  Ibid. p. 114.

WD4 Ibié; é. 193.

wD5 Ibid. p. 184.

WD6  E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 423; Wakefield pp. 156-8.
WD]  Wakefield p. 116.

WD8 Ivid. pp. 75-6, 128.

WD9  E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 423; MWakefield pp. 197-8.
VD10  Wakefield pp. 85, 115.

wD11 Ibid. p. 443.

WDi2 Ibid. ppe 89, 114, 473

WD13 lhii;vpp- 145. 403.

wd14  Ibid. pp. 190-2.

wD15  Ibid. pp. 164-6.

WD16  Ibid. p. 118.

e

WD17  End, Char, Wd. p. 579; Wakefield p. 192.

wD18 End, Char. Wd. pp. 570, 609; Wakefield pp. 319-20, Additional

2ata %n M. H, Peacock, The History of Wakefield Grammar School
1892).

wD19 V. S, Banks, Walks in Yorkshire: Wakefield and ites Neighbourhood
k (Wakefield, 1871), pp. 91-3; Wakefield (2nd edn.), D. 425.

?ddit%onal data in J, H. Turner, Wakefield House of Correction
1904 . . ‘

WD20  Wakefield (2nd edn.), p. 425.

WD21 End. Cha.ro Wd. ppo 579"‘800

WD22 J. H, Turner, op. cit. p. 61.

wDh23 End, Char, Wd. p. 581.

WD24  Wakefield pp. 307, 309.

wD25 J. He Turner, op., cit. pp. 74-7.
WD26  Wakefield pp. 308-9.

wD27 B, Baines, 1822 D, p. 4223

W. S, Banks, op. cit, p. 473 Wakefield
pp. 88, 482, v -

\



- WD28

wD29

wD30

WD31

wD32

WD33
D34
WD35
WD36
WD37
WD38
D39

wD40

o4
_WD42
WD43
WD44
WD45

wD47

wD48

wD49

WD50

D51
Wp52
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W. S. Banks, op. cit. p. 37; W. White,1853 D. p. 347; Wakefield
Pe 347,

W. S. Banks, op. cit. p. 45; Wakefield pp. 323-5. Additional
data in M, H, Peacock, History of the Wakefield Green Coat
School (1928),

E., Baines, 1822 D. p. 420; W, S, Banks, op. cit. p. 45.
Vakefield p. 343.

Ibid. p. 311.

End, Char, Wd. p. 609.

E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 423..

Wakefield pp. 400, 434, 448.
Ibid. p. 432..

W. S. Banks, op. cit., p. 90; Wakéfield pp. 309-10,

End, Char, Wd, p. 609,

L.I. 16 April 1765.

‘Ibid. 22 July 1766; W. S. Banks, op. cit. p. 113 J. H. Turner,
op. cit. p. 88.

W, S. Banks, og. cit. p. 913 J. H. Turner, op. cit. p. 90.
Wakefield p. 311. |

Ibid. pp. 311, 314.
Ibid. p. 434.
Ibid. pe 434.

E. Baines, 1822 D. p. 4243 Wakefield pp. 434-5.

" Wakefield Tammy Hall Papérs: Abstract of Title of the Trustees

eeeeeto the said Tammy Hall .....1829; Expte. Wood = 1829 =
Statement of Facts to accompany Abstract of Title .. o

Universal British Directory (1793), pp. 654-5; Wakefield pp.
544-5 .

E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 423; W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D.
PP. 348-9; Wakefield p. 312.

VWakefield Ppe. 400-10

Universal British Directory (1793), p. 6563

J. H. Turner, op.
cit. pp. 119-25, '

Wakefield p, 226.

Ibid, p. 115,



417
wD53 Y.A.S. 106D30, printed papers relating to the foundation. of
, the church; Wakefield pp. 254-5.
WD54 w. SQ Ba.nkS, OE. Cit. P. 99.

wD55 A Catalopue of Books in the Wakefield Subscription Library
(Wakefield, 1821).,

WD56 Wakefield p. 418.
wD57  Ibid. pe. 402.

WD58  W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 346-9; Wakefield p. 313.

WD59  Wakefield (2nd edn.),p. 473; W. S. Banks, op, cit. p. 86.

WD60  E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 423; W. Parsons and W, White, 1830 D.
DPo 348-9; ~Vakefield p. 314.

WD61  Vakefield pp. 474-5; Wakefield (2nd edn.)spe 555.
WD62  Wakefield p. 481.

WD63 W. Parsons and W, White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9.

WD64  Wakefield p. 330. -

wD65 W, Parsons and W, White, 1856 D. pp. 348-9.

WD66  Ibid. pp. 348-9.

wD67 Ivid. pp. 348-9; VWakefield p. 325.

WD68 Watson and Pritchett, Plans, Elevations, Sections end Description
of the Pauper Iunatic Asylum lately erected at Wakefield (1819);
E, Baines, 1822 D, p. 424;. W. S. Banks, op, cit. p. 109,

WD69 J. H, Turner, op. cit. p. 149.

wD70, L.I, 22 July 1822, 30 Jan. 1823; Lleeds Mercu;x»20 Feb, 1836'
J. H. Turner, op. cit. pp. 148-50, 166, 171,

WDT1 E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 424; W. S. Banks, op. cit. pp. 82-33
Vakefield p. 444. ' ' '
wD72 Wakefield Public Rooms Papers: Copy of the Subscription Deed
~ for the Fublic Rooms, Wakefield, 23 Feb, 1820; Land Conveyance,
22 Dec. 1820; Receipt for loan, 26 July 1830, L.I. 8 Dec.
' 1823; E. Baines, 1822 D, p. 424; Wakefield p. 479.

WD73 E, Baines, 1822 D, p. 425.

WDT4 J. Walker, surveyor, Plan of the Town of Wakefield (Wakefield,
1823) (hereafter Makelield ¥lag). .

wD75 Vakefield Plan; W. Parsons and V. White, 1830 D, pp. 348-9.

A WD76 Wakefield Plan,

WD77  Ibid.
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wD78 W. White, 1853 D. p. 349.

WD79 W, Parsons and W. White, 1830 D, pp. 348-9; Wakefield p. 479.
wDSO  W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp 348-9.

a1 Ibid. pp. 348-9.

WwD82  W. S. Banks, op. cit. p. 80.

WD83  W. White, 1853 D. p. 347.

WD84  W. Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9.

wD85 Wakefield Literary and Philosophical Society, The lLaws and
 Regulations of the Wakefield Museum (Wakefield, 1830); L.LI.
2 April 1829; W, Parsons and W, White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9.

WD86 W, Parsons and W. White, 1830 D. pp. 348-9.

WD87  W. White, 1853 D. p. 349.
WD88  Wakefield p. 479.

wD89 West Riding Proprietary School, The Proceedings at the Opening
of the West Riding Proprietary School (Wakefield, 1834), pp.

17-18, 61-2, 66-70, 89-93; W. White, 1853 D. p. 349; Wakefield
P. 323,

wD90 Wakefield p. 314.

wWD91 Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers: especially, Barff v,
Micklethwaite = Instructions for Dieton and to Advise (undated);
Minutes of a general meeting of subscribers, 21 lar. 18363
V. L. Moffatt, Specifications fcr the Wakefield £xchange Buildings,
6 Feb, 1837 (Wakefield, 1837). Wakefield pe 444.

WD92  W. White, 1853 D. p. 349.
WD95 .I_b_i_‘.i.:. P. 3480

wWD94 . Ibid. p. 348.

wD95 Rules and Rezulations Respecting Dr, Crowther's CharLﬁx»(wakefield,
' 1839); W. S, Banks, op. cit. p. 98.

WD96  Wakefield pp. 482-3.
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Appendix 1

Sources for West Riding Pooulétion Stétistics

The figures in Table I for 1600, 1700, and 1750 are my own estimates
based on contemporary estimates and descriptions of the towns. shere
no statistics are available a town's population is estimated from data
indicating its size relative to towns for which population estimates
are available, Hence, at the very least, the table is a reasonably
accurate indicator of the towns! relatlve sizes. It is comforting to
note that my estimates for 1750 are fairly similar to those made by
C. M. Law in "Some Notes on the Urban Population of ingland and wales

in the Eighteenth Century", The Local Historian X, part 1 (1972-3),
86.

The figufes for 1801 and 1841 are taken from the Census Reports of
Great Britain, 1801 and 1841,

Sources for town populations 1600, 1700, and 1750:

Leeds: ' F. Beckwith, "The Population of Leeds during the
i Industrial Revolution" Thors. Soc. Pubns, XLI,(1948);
. R. G, wilson, Gentlemen Lerchants (fanchester, 1971),
p. 197; H. Heaton, 1he Yorkshire i.collen and viorsted

Industries (Oxford, 1965), pp. 21, 220; C. W. Chalklin,
The Frovincial Towns of Georsian anland (1974), p. 21.

~ Sheffield: A. J. Hunt and S. Pollard, "The Growth of Population"
in D. Linton, ed. Sheffield and its Recion (Sheffield,
1956), pp. 172-3; C. w. Chalklin, op. cit. p. 21.

Bradford: J. Alkin, A Description of the Country from thirty to.

forty miles round Manchester (1795), pp. 552-4;

Huddersfield:  J. Aikin, op. cit. pp. 552-h; =. Baines, 1822 0. I,

205,

Halifax: J. MKn, op. cit. pp. 560 5665 W. vhite, 1837 0. I,
388'9 .

wakefield: - W. 'S: Banks, walks in Yorkshire: wakefield and its

Nei shbourhood (1871), p. 2

. H. Heaton, op, c¢cit. pp.
78, 203, 208, 271-2. '

" Barnsley: D. Defoe, A Tour Throush the whole Tsland of Great
Britain (1571 edn.), p. k83, J. tiKin, op. cit. p. 551

Doncaster: .. D. Defoe, _Ih_gl_ p. 481; H. Heaton, opn, cit, pp. 21,

265, 286 &, Baines, op, cit. I, 168-9.



Rotherham:

Ripon:

Knaresborouch:

Pontefract:

482

C. Morris, ed. The Journeys of Celia Fiennes (1949),
P. 95; D. Defoe, op., cit. pp. 482-3,

p. 508.

C. Morris, ed., op. cit. p. 83; D. Defoe, op. cit.

C. Morris, ed. ov, cit, p. 78; D. Defoe, op. cit.
Pp- 506-7. . . '

C. Morris, ed, op. cit. pp. 94~5; D. Defoe, on, cit.

vt ————

p. 505; J. S. Fletcher, Pontefract (1920), pp. 92-3,

115.
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Appendix II -

Methods of Estimating the Cost of Public Buildings

and Apegregate Expenditure on them

(a) Estimates of Fxpenditure on Individual Buildings

To pérmit the calculation of total expenditure on public buildings
and fhe‘constfuction of the annual expenditure time series, it has
been mecessary to estimate‘the cost of many buildings. These
‘escimates are derived from the cost of similar buildings for which
eibenditure data are available. The comparability of places of
worsﬁic; for example, has been adjudged om the basis of their
“date, bui}ding>materials, seating capacify, denomination, and
appearance. Buildings for which data other than date and function
are noc available are usually omitted from expenditure calcmiations

or glven nominal valuations, since the scanty notice paid them by

contemporary guides and directories suggests they were of little

cohsequence. The estimates of expenditure on individual buildings,

which are shown in the gazetteer, always err on the conservative side.

(b) The Construction of Aggrepate Expenditure Figures

The estimation of aggregate annual and decennial expenditure figures,

whether for all sectors or the public and private sectors individually,
requires a-knowledge of the timing of building projects, so that

expendlture can be distributed over the years of construction.

The most 1mportant dates needed are those of foundation and opening

ceremonies: these being assumed to approximate to the dates of a

- building's commencement and completion. In our calculations the

cost of buildings has been divided by the number of calendar years

taken for conctruction, the resulting amount being regarded as the

expenditure incurred in each of the years. Thus, in the hypothetical
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case of Building.x - foundétion stone laid in April 1791, opened

November 1793, cost £3,000 - an e¢xpenditure of £1,000 would have

been attributed to each of the years 1791, 1792, and 1793.

A major difficulty is that often we have only one date for a
building, i.e. its date of foundation or opening, or worse sfill

a directory entry such as "erected 1793" or 'built 1793", 1t

has been assumed, with considerable justification, that in the

latter case the directory entries mean completed in thé years.

cited. Given-only oné.date, the duration of buildings' construction
has been estimated by taking an average of the time taken to

_complete buildings of a similar type for which the construction

dates are known.

The aggregate figures presented throughout this study include all

those buildings credited in the gazetteer with either a known or

estimated cost. Whnere possible, expenditure on sites is not

cantained in these calculations. ~Two points with regard to
specific tables should be noted. Firstly, none of the time
series include expenditure on buildings whose dates could not be

estimated with some reliability.  This expenditure, however, is

included in the decennial and overall totals. Secondly, the
public and private sector expenditure time series do not include

expenditure made jointly by the two sectors.

(c) The Construction of the Annual Number of Buildings
in Progress Time Series

This time series, like the long-term aggregate expenditure series

depended partly for its gonstruction on estimates of the length

of time taken to erect buildings. ' The estimates were the same

as those used for the expenditure series.



485

BIBLIOGRADPHY




486
* FORMAT OF THE BIBLIOGRAPHY
I. Manuscript Sourcgs

II. Printed Sources
(1) Parliamentary Papers and Official Publications -
(a) Reports |
(v) Acts |
~(¢) Miscellaneous
(2) Directories
(3) Newspapers
(4) Maps
(5) Books
(a) published up to 1840
" (b) published after 1840
(6) Articles
(a) published up to 1840
(b) published after 1840
(7) Miscellaneous Printed Material
including handoills, company prospectuses,

building specifications, reports of societies:

III. Unpublished Theses



I. MANUSCRIPT SOURCES

Bradford Central Library: Archives Department

Bradford Court House: mentioned in document dated 1632

(15 D 74/Box 1/Case 7/1)

Bradford Piece Hall: An estimate of the cost of building,
April 1773 (Deed Box 30, case 31)

Bradford Piece Hall: Bond of indemnity, 11 Aug. 177k (Deed
Box 6, case 5)

Brotherton Library, Leeds

lLeeds wWhite Cloth Hall Papers

lLeeds Philosophical and Literary Society Papers (on
temporary deposit)

Guildhall Library, London

Royal Exchange Insurance Policies
Sun Assurance Policies
(A1l references by courtesy of Prof. M.W. Beresford)

i

L

Hertfordshire County Record Office, Hertford

Report of surveyors to Earl Cowper on his Leeds estates,
1619 (T.4951)

Leeds‘Central Library, Archives Department

Halifax Linen and Woollen Halls, deeds 1%66, 1609, 1614/15
"(TN/HX: 69 and 73; Al60; A280(a))

Indenture made between Richard Wilson Esq. of Leeds and
~ John Rogerson «.... 9 May 1757 (IB/24/3)

- leeds Borough Quarter Se551ons, Order and Indictment Books,

1662-1209 (LC/Qs)
, Leeds Corporation Court Books, 1662-1835 (LCAi1-3)

lLeeds Overseers Querie Book, 1503-1310 (10/Q2)

Leeds Bazaar and Shambles Joint Stoci Estate Deeds (BS 1/14)

Leeds Borough Hagistrates Minutes (L C J 1)

48T
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Leeds Coloured Cloth Hall Papers, 1755-1859 (mB/24)

 Leuds Geﬁeralginfirmary, lease, 29 Sept. 1778 (IB 32/18)
VynerJEstate Papérs
Minute Books of the Pious Uses Commitfée, 1664-1844 (DB/197/1-2)

Minute and Order_Books of the Workhouse Committee for Leeds
Township, 1726-1u24 (LO/M1-6)

Leeds Pious Uses Estate Survey Book, 1792-4 (DB/20L/3)
Littlewood Petition re Leeds Moothall, 1598 (DB/213/47)
Leeds South Market Deeds and Order Book (FW/211)

-Leeds White Cloth Hall - Miscellaneous (Fw/211)

leeds Civic Hall'

Leeds Corporation Deeds o ’

216 Leeds Commercial Buildings
217 Leeds Corn Exchange
225 Leeds Central Market

12716 Leeds South Market

1
.

Leéds Parish Church

Vestry Minute Books, 1716-184kL

Public Record Office, london

Leeds Mote Hall and Bakehouse referred to March 1476 (DSS/1, fo.lOkL)

Public Works Loans Board: Reports and minutes (1817-46) (PWIB 1 and 2)

Sheffield Central Library, Archives Devartment

Account Book of the Charlty School for Poor Boys, Sheffleld,
1706-1821 (MD 2079) |

Articles of agreement for the erection of a coffee house,
23 May 1793 (Wil D260)

Minute book of uheffleld National District Society, 1813-22
(MD 1752)
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Minutes of meeting concerning rebuilding Sheffleld theatre,
30 Dec. 1776 (Wil D256)

Subscription list for Sheffield Charity School, 1708 (MD 1103-2)

United Hethodlst Free Churches Special Chapel Schedule, 1881
(NeRs 14)

A]

Thoresby Society, Leeds

Leeds Mixed Cloth Hall - subscription list, 1756 (Ms. Box IV, 29)
- sale agreement, 1889 (Ms. Box V, 8 )

4

Wakefield Metropolitan District Archives, Wakefield

Goodchild Loan MSS (formerly held at Cusworth Hall, Doncaster)
- Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers

- Wakefield Public Rooms Papers
-~ Wakefield Tammy Hall Papers

West Riding Record Office, VWakefield

West Riding Quarter Sessions: General Index;
and cases for the opinion of counsel

Order Books;

Yorkshire Archaeological Society, Leeds

Knaresborough Toll Booth and Court House = mlsc. documents

1555, 1592 (DD56 B4 and 5)
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II. PRINTED SOURCES

(1) Parliamentary Papers and Official Publications

‘(a) Reports : o

P.P. 1806, III  Report from the Select Committee vee. oON
: . eseese the State of the Woollen Manufacture
in England

P.P. 1831-2, XL  Boundary Commissioners: Reports on the Borourhs

of Knaresborough, lLeeds, Pontefract, Ripon, and
~ the Town of Sheffield

P.P. 1835, XXIIT Reports from Commissioners on Municipal
Corporations in England and Wales

P.P. 1894, IXIV Reports of Commissioners for Endowed Charities
. ‘ (England and Wales): County Borough of Bradford

P.P. 1897, IXVII Réports eses Endowed Charities: Parish of
part 6: ~ Doncaster, Parish of Rotherham, City of
o Sheffield, Barnsley in the Farish of Silkstone’

P.P. 1898, 1LXVI Reports ...+ Endowed Charities: City of Leeds

P.P. 1899, IXXI  Reports .... Endowed Charities: Parish of
_ Vo “Halifax and County Borough of Hudderstield

o

P.P. 1899, IXXII Reports .... Endowed Charities: Parish of
: Knaresboroush and Parish of ripon

P.P. 1899, LXXIII Réports «ses Endowed Charities: Parish of
. Pontefract and Parish of Wakefield

|

(b) Acts

(i) Public General

An Act for Punishment of Rogues, Vagabonds, and Sturdl Begrars
39 Eliz., Ce3y (1557-5)

. An Act for Erecting of Hospitals, or Abiding and Working
Houses for the Poor

39 Eliz., c.5 (1597-8)

An Act for the Rating and Levying of the Charges for
Conveying Maletactors and Offencers to the uaol
3 Jac.I, c.10 (1605=0)

An Act for the Due Execution of Divers Laws and Statutes
Heretofore lade Arainst Rorues, Varapbonds, and sturdy
Bepgpars, and other Lewd and ldle Persons

? Jac.I, c.4 (1609)
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An Act for Amendlnp the lLaws Relating to the Settlement,
Employment and Relief of the Poor
9 Geo.1, c. 7 (l/22)

An Act for the More Easv Asse551nw, Collectlng,and
Levying of County Rates
12 Geo.II, c.29 (1739)

An Act for the Better Care of Lunatlcs, Belng Paupers
or Criminals in England
Ly Geo III, c.96 (1800)

An Act to Amend an Act Passed in the Forty Eighth Year of
the Reign of His Present Majesty entituled An Act for the

Better Care and Maintenance of Lunatics, Being Paupers or-
Criminals, in bngland

55 Geo.IlI, c.kb (lol5)

(ii) local and Peréonal

An Act for the Sale and Infranchisement of certain Copyhold
“Tenements and Premises, in the Parisn of Leeds in the County
of York, Part of the Estate Belonsing to the Free Grammar

.School there, for the Purpose of nrectlng a Public Cloth Hall
15 Geol.III, c.90 (1775) ' _

An Act to Fnable the Justices of the Peace for the Vest
Riding of the County of York, to Provide Convenient Court
Houses for Holding the General Quarter Sessions of the
Peace within the Said Riding

Lo Geo.III, ces (1000)

An Act to Amend .... and for Erecting a Court House and
Prison for the Borourh of Leeds

49 Geo.III, c.l22 (1c09)

. An Act for Repulating the New Market Place in the Town of
Halifax in the Vlest Riding of the County of York
50 Geo.III, c.50 (1010)

(c) Miscellaneous

Census Reports of Great Britain, 1801, 1811, 1821, 1831, 1841

Calendar of Home Office Papers, 1773-1775 (1899)

House of Commons Journals

House of Lords Jedrnals
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(2) Directories

% (i) General

1761 V. Bailey, Northern Directory
1784 -~ W. Bailey, British Directory for 1734
1790, 1798 P. Barfoot and J. Vilkes, The Universal British
Directory '
- 1814-15 Wardle and Bentham, The Commercial Directory
for 1614-15.
1822 E. Baines, History, Directory and Gazetteer of
the County of York
1830 W. Parsons and W. White, Directorv of the Borough
of leeds and the Clothing District of Yorkshire
1837 W. White, History, Gazetteer, and Directory of
¢ the West Riding of Yorkshire, with the City of
York and the Port of Hull
1842 W. White, Directory and Toporraphv of the
Borough of lLeeds and the VWhole of the Clothing
District of the West Riding of Yorkshire
. 1843 W. White, Directory of Leeds and the Clothing
' District of the VWlest Riding of Yorxkshire ‘
1853 W. White, Directory of leeds and the Clothing
o Districts of Yorkshire
(ii) Leeds
1797 J. Ryley, The Leeds Directory for the Year 1797
1800 Binns and Brown, A Directory of the Town of Leeds
1807 G. Wilson, A New and Complete Directory for the
Town of Leeds
1809 - E. Baines, The Leeds Directory for 1809
1817 E. Baines, Directory, General and Commercial of
the Town and Borourh ot Leeds for 1lobl?
1826 W. Parsons, General and Commercial Directory of
' the Borough of Leeds
1834 Baines and Newsome, General and Commercial

Directory of the Borough of Leeds




(iii)
1774
1787
1797
1828
1833

1839
1845

Sheffield

Je Sketchley, Sheffield Directory

Gales and Martin, A Directory of Sheffield

J. Robinson, A Directory of Sheffield

J. Blackwell, The Sheffield Directory and Guide

V. VWhite, Directory of the Borough of Sheffield,
with Rotherham ....

W. Robson, Robson's Birmingham and Sheffield Direcfory

W. White, General Directory of the Town and Borough of
Sheffield with Rotherham, Chesterfield and all the
Parishes and Townships within 12 miles

(3) Newspapers

The Leeds Intelligencer

* The Leeds Mercury

(4) Maps

(1)

(i1)

1781 | J. Tuke, Map of the Parish of lLeeds
1815 N. and F. Giles, Plan of the Town of‘Leeds
’ - and its Environs
1821 C. Fowler, Plan of the Town of Leeds
1826 . C. Fowler, Plan of the Town of Leeds
1844 C. Fowler, Plan of the Town of Leeds
| 1850 .. Ordnance Survey 60" to 1 mile (éurveyed 1647)

Huddersfield
1826 G. Crosland, A Plan of Huddersfield
Leeds

c.1725 J. Cossins, A New and Exact Plan of the
Town of Leeds

See K.J. Bonser and H. Nichols, 'Printed laps and Plans

of Leeds, 1711-1900', Thors. Soc. Pubns. XLVII - (195%)

493
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(iii) Sheffield
O

1771 W. Fairbank, A Correct Plan of the Jown
. of Sheffield in the County of York

1822 J.H. Frank, Plan of Sheffield

1863 ' J. Brigby, Sheffield

(iv) Wakefield

1823 J. Walker, Plan of the Town of Wakefield

(5) Books

(a) Books published up to 1840

Je. Aikin A Description of the Country from'thirtz
\ to forty miles round lianchester (1795)

" Anon. The History of Ripon (2nd edn., Ripon, 1806)
Anon. The Tourist's Guide; Being a Concise
: History and Descrivption of Ripon eesee
(2nd edn., Ripon, 10630)
Baker, R. Remarks on the Abuses in the Infirmary and

. an Inquiry into the Advantaces and Disad=

vantazes of a Public Dispensary in Leeds
- (Leeds, 1v27)

Boothroyd, B. The History of the Ancient Borough of
Pontefract (Pontefract, 1o07)

Crabtree, J. A Concise History of the Parish and Vicarare

of Halifax, in the County of Yorx
(Halifax, 1530)

Defoe, D. A Tour Through the Whole Island of Great
Britain (1971 edn.)
Dodsley, A Description of Leeds (1764)
R- and. Jo_ :
" Everett, J. Historical Sketches of Wesleyan Methodism

in Sheffield and its vicinity (Sheffield, 1823)

Farrer, W. - The History of Ripon: Comprehending a

Civil and Lcclesiastical Account of that
Ancient Borourh .e... (Ripon, L00l)

Fox, G.

The History of Pontefract (Pontefract, 1827)

HarErOYe. E. The History of the Castle, Town and Forest

of Knaresborough (York, 17¢9)




Heaton, J.

Holland, G.C.

Howard, J.

Leach, J.H.,
printer

Morris, C., ed."
Nield, J.

Parsons, E.

Ryley, J.-
Smith, A.

Stamp, W.W.

Thomas, Je.
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Walks Through Leeds (1835)

An Inquiry into the Moral, Social and
Intellectual Condition of the Industrious
Classes of Sheffield: Part I, The Abuses
and Evils of Charity, especially of
Medical Charitable Institutions (1c39)

The State of the Prisons in England and
Wales (1Y77)

A Walk Through Leeds (Leeds, 1806)

The Journeys of Celia Fiennes (1949)

The State of the Prisons (1812)

The Civil, Ecclesiastical, Literary,
Commercial, and Miscellaneous History of

Leeds «ess and the Manuiacturing Districts
of Yorkshire (Leeds, 1034)

The Leeds Guide 1806 (Leeds, 1806)

The Wealth of Nations (1776)

Historical Notices of VWesleyan Methodism
in Bradford and its Vicinity (Bradford, c.1540)

The Locai Register and Chronolocical

Account of Occurrences and Facts Connected

Thoresby, R.

1

Thoresby, R.

Tﬁrner, V.

with the Town and Neirhoourhood of
Sheffield (Sheffield, 1c30)

The Diary of Ralph Thoresby, F.R.S.
(Rev. J. Hunter, ed. 1c30)

Ducatus leodiensis: or The Tovorraphy of
the Ancient and Populous Town and Farish
of Leedes, and Farts Adjacent in the Vest
Riding of the County of York (1715)

Beneficence Recommended in a Sermon Preached

- at Mill Hill Chapel at Leeds, li+ Octover

1770, for the Benefit of the General

Infirmary (Leeds, 1770)

Walker, J.K.

Ward, T.A.

Observations on the Expediency of Estab-
lishine Hospitals for the Admission of a:
Limited Number of In-Fatients, in lianu-
facturing Districts Addressed to the

Governors ot lludderstield Dispensary
(Hudderstield, 1020)

A Short Account of the Sheffield Library, Its

Founders, Fresidents and Librarians
(Sheffield, 1c2y)




(b)

Watson, J.

Watson and -
Pritchett

Vhitaker, T.D.
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The History and Antiquities of the Parish
of Halifax in Yorkshire (1779)

Plans, Elevations, Sections and Description -

of the Pauper lunatic Asylum lately erected
at Vakefield (lol9)

Loidis and Elmete (Leeds, 1816)

Books published after 1840

Anon.

Alexander, D.

Allsopp, B., ed.

)
Anning, S.Ts

Ashton, T.S.
Atkinson, D.H.
Banks, W.S.
Brett, C,E.B.
Briggs,vA.

Briggs, A.,
and C. Gill

Briggs, M.S.

Brooke, R.

.. Bruce, M.

Calvert, M.

Cannan, E.'

Chalklin, C.VW.

Chapman, S.D.,
ed.

A Reproduction and Transcript of the Leeds

Decrees of FPious Uses, 5 July 1620 and

1 December 1661 (Newlay, 1920)

.Retailing in England during the

Industrial Revolution (1970)

Historic Architecture of Newcastle;upon-

Tyne (Newcastle, 1907)

The General Infirmary at Leeds (1963)

Economic Fluctuations in England,
1700-1600 (Oxford, 1999)

Ralph Thoresby the Topographer: His Town
and Times (Leeds, 1507)

Walks‘in Yorkshire: Wakefield and its

- Neighbourhood (1¢71)

Court llouses and Yarket Houses of the

Province of Ulster (Ulster, 1973%)

Victorian Cities (1963)

History of Birmingham (1952)

The Architect in History (1927)

The Story of Huddersfield (1968)

The Coming of the Velfare State
(4th edn., 1900)

The History of Knaresborouzh (Knaresborough,

1okl)

- The History of Local Rates in Enpgland (1912)

The Provincial Towns of Georpian Enrland:
A Study of the Building Frocess, 1'Y740=-1020
(1974)

The History of Working Class Housine (1971)




Church, R.A.

Clark, E.
Kitson .

Clark, P. and
P. Slack

Clarke, B.F.L.

Clay, R.M.
Clegg, J.

Colvin, H.M.

1)
Crouzet, F.,
ed.

» Cullingworth{
He., publisher

Curtis, SeJ.

Dainton, C.
Davis, D.

Deane, P., and
W.A. Cole

Doncaster
Corporation

Dyos, H.J.

Fenteman, T.
Fletcher, J.S.

Gatty, A.
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Economic and Social Chanse in a Midland
Town: Victorian Nottinrham 1015=19C0 (1966)

The History of 100 Years of Life of the
Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society
(Leeds, 1924)

 Enplish Towns in Transition 1500-1700

(1976)

Church Builders of the Nineteenth Century
(Newton Abbot, 1969)

The Medieval Hospitals of England (1909)

Annals of Bolton (Bolton, 1888)

A Biographical Dictionary of English
Architects, 1660-1oh0 (1954)

The History of the King's VWorks
(1963 - , in progress)

Capital Formation in the Industrial
Revolution (1972)

The Stranger's Guide Thfough Leeds
(Leeds, 10}2)

History of Education in Great Britain
(17th edn. 1967)

' The Story of England's Hospitals (1961)

A History of Shopping (1967)

British Economic Growth 1688-1959
(2nd edn. Cambridge, 1969)

A Calendar to the Records of the Borourgh
of Doncaster (Doncaster, 1902)

The Study of Urban History (1960)

Victorian Suburb: A Study of the Growth
of Camberwell (Leicester, 19ol)

An Hisforical Cuide to Leeds and its
Environs (Leeds, 1050)

The History of the St. Leger Stakes
1776-1901 (1902)

Pontefract (1520)

Sheffield Past and Present (Sheffield, 1873) .
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Godfrey, V.H. The English Almshouse (n.d.)

Graham, F.  Yorkshire One Hundred Years Ago (Newcastle, 1969)

Guest, J. Historic Notices of Rotherham: FEcclesiastical,
Collegiate and Civil (WOrksop, 1079)

" ' History of the Feoffees' School, Rotherham

(Rotherham, n.d.)

" Rotherham Ancient College and Grammar

School (Rotherham, 1076)

Harrison, W., The Ripon Millenary Record (Rlpon, 1892)
printer

Hatfield, C.W. Historical Notices of Doncaster (1st series
' - 18663 2nd series 1cbb; 3rd series 1870)

Heaton, H. The Yorkshire Woollen and Worsted Industries
(Oxford, 1965)

3

~ Higgins, J.P.P., Aspects of Capnital Investment in Great
and S.Pollard, Britain 1750-10650 (1971)
eds.

Hobkirk, C.P. Huddersfield: its History and Natural
: History (lo6o)

Hughes, Q. Seaport = Architecture and Townscape in
h Liverpool (1Y6&4)

Hunter, J. " Hallamshire: The History and Topography of
‘ the Parish of Sneffield in the ‘County of
- York (A. Gatty's edn. 1069)

Jackson, G. Hull in the Eirhteenth Century: A Study in
Social and Lkconomic History (1Y72)

Jackson, R. . The History of the Town and Township of
Barnsley in Yorkshire from an wtarly Period
(1030) |

James, J. The History and T0porraphy of Bradford (lbhl)

Leacroft, R. The Development of the Enplish Playhouse (1973)

Leader, J.D. The Records of the Burrery of Sheffield,

Coumonly Called the Town Trust (bheiileld. 1697)

Leader, J.D., The History of the Sheffield Royal Infirmary
and S. Snell (1c97)

Leader, R.E. History of the Company of Cutlers in llallam=-

shire in the County of York (Shettield, 1u0> & 6)

" Sheffield in the Eirhteenth Century

(Sheffield, 1901)




Lewis, J.
Parry

Lewis, W.A.

Linstrum, D.

"
Linton, D.
ed. ;

Iondon Survey
Cammittee

Little, B.
Mallinson, J.
. ] ‘ :

Marshall, D.

Maghall, J.

Mitchell, B.R.,

end P, Deane
Moir, E.

Peacock, M.H.

\

‘Pevsner, N.
"

- Port, M.H.

Price, A;C:

Redford, A.

Reed, M,.C,
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*: Building Cycles and Britain's Crowth (1965)

The Theofy of Economic Growth (1955)

Historic Architecture of Leeds (Newcastle, 1969)

West Yorkshire: Architects and
Architecture (1970)

Sheffield and its Region (Sheffield, 1956)

The Survey of london (1900 - )

Birmingham Buildinrss: The Architectural
Story of a Midland City (1971)

History of Methodism in Huddersfield,
Holmfirth and Denby Dale (lu9u)

The English Poor in the Eighteenth Century
(1926)

The Annals and History of Leeds, and other
Places in the County of York, from the

Earliest Period to the Fresent Time
(Leeds, 1lv65)

Abstract of British Historical Statistics
(Cambridge, 1962)

The Justice of the Peace (1969)

History of the Free Grammar School of
Queen Elizabeth at Wakefield (1592)

History of the Wakefield Green Coat
School (1920)

The Buildinres of Enqland:..Yorkshire,
The West Ridins (2nd edn. Harmondsworth, 1967)

A History of Building Types (1976)

Six Hundred New Churches: A Study of the

Church Building Commission, lolG=-1b5b,
and its Church 3uildinr Activities (1961)

A History of the Leeds Grammar School from
its Foundation to the end of 1910 (Leeds, 1919)

The Ilistory of l.ocal CGovernment in
Manchester (1939)

Investment in Railways in Britain,
1020-104L (1979)




Rimmer, W.G.
Ripon Civic
Trust

Robinson, P.

[}

Rose, M.E.

Rostow,.w.w.
Schroeder, W.Ls

Seabourne, M.
Seed, T.A.

Senior, W.
Sihmons, Je

Sbeak, H., and
Js. Forrester

Stapleton,
H.E.C., ed.

Summerson, J.

Sy.mington ’ J.A.

Tate, W.E.

Taylor, A.J.
Taylor, J.

Taylor, Re.V.
. Thompson, A.

Thompson,
F.M.L.

Tidworth, S.

Toulson, E.,
and J. Deen

Turner, J.H.
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Marshalls of Leeds,. Flaxspinners 17¢8-1856
(Cambridge, 1960)

Ripon Some Aspects of its History (1972)

Leeds 01d and New (Leeds,v1926)

The English Poor Law, 1730-197%0 (Newton
Abbot, 1971)

The Stages of Economic Growth (1960)

Mill Hill Chapel 167L-192% (Leeds, 1925)

The English School: Its Architecture and
Organisation 1370-1670 (1571)

Norfolk Street Wesleyan Chapel, Sheffield
(1900)

The 014 Wakefield Theatre (Wakefield, 1894)

leicester - Past and Present (1974)

The West Riding of Yorkshire in 1842
(Reading, 1974)

A Skilful Master Builder (Ydrk, 1975)

~ Georgian London (1945)

Some Old Leeds Libraries: An Interesting
Retrospect (Leeds, 1919)

The Parish Chest (Cambridge, 1969)

laissez=-faire and State Intervention in

‘Nineteenth-Century Britain (1Y/2)

The Illustrated Guide to Sheffield

(Sheffield, 1v79)

The Biographia Leodinensis (18635)

Library Buildines of Britain and Europe (1963)

Hampstead: Building a Boroush, 1650-1954
(1974)

Theatres, an Illustrated History (1973)

A Guide and Description of Wakefield
City Museum (Vakefield, c.1972)

The Annals of Wakefield House of Correction
(Bingley, 190k)
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Walbran, J.R. A Guide to Ripon, Fountains Abbey eees
(15th edn. Rlpon, 1oob)

Walker, J.W. Wakefield its Hlsto;y and People
: (Wakefield, 195k 2nd edn. 1939)

Walton, M. Sheffield its Story and its Achievements
" (4th edn. Sheffield, l96b)

Wardell, J. . The Municipal History of the Borouah of
Leeds in the County of York (1loh46)

Waters, S.H. Wakefield in the Seventeenth Century
(Wakefield, 19353)

Webb, S.and B. English local Government: Fnglish Poor
"Law History - Part 1 (1927)

", English local Government¢ Part III The

Manor and the Borough (1900)

i
Wilkes, L. and Tyneside Classical (1964)

G. Dobson

Wilson, R.G. Gentlemen Merchants: The Merchant Community
in leeds 1700-1630 (Manchester, 1971)

Young, K.De. On the Evolution of Hospital Design (1910)

(6) Articles

(a) ubllshed up to 1840

Anon. : "The Central Market, Leeds", The Mirror
(c.1827)
» Anon. "The Commercial Buildings, Leeds",

Leeds Monthly Marazine IX, (1829)
(b) published after 18LO

Anning, S.T. "The Leeds Public Dispensary", Thors.

. Soc. Pubns. LIV, part 2 (1973) )

Anon, "The Halifax Piece Hall" Hx. Antig.
Soc.(l921)

Beckwith, F. "The Beginnings of the Leeds Library",

Thors. Soc. Pubns. XXXVII, (1941)

’ .
" "The Population of leeds during the

Industrial Revolution", Thars.Soce.
Pubns. XLI, (1943) -
" "Thomas Taylor - Regency Architect",
Thors. Soc. Pubns. Monograph I (1949)
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Beeson, B.H. "The Rise and Development of Wesleyan

Methodism in and around Sheffield

(Typescript dated 1953 held at Sheffield
Central Library) :

Bonser, K.J. "Spas, Wells; and Springs’of Leeds",
: Thors. Soc. Pubns. LIV, part 1, (1974)
Bonser, K.J. "Printed Maps and Plans of Leeds,
and H, Nichols 1711-1900", Thors. Soc. Pubns. XLVII,
g (1958)
Bretton, R. "Halifax Courts of Justice", Hx.Antiq.

Soc. (1951)

" "The Square and the Piece Hall, Halifax",

"Hx. Antig. Soc. (1961)

Chapman, S.D. "Fixed Capital Formation.in the British

Cotton Industry, 1770-1815", Economic
\ , History Review 2nd ser., XXIII (1970)

Crump, W.B. "The Leeds Woollen Industry", Thors.
Soc. Pubns. XXXIII (1931)

Deane, P. ' "Capital Formation in Britain before
the Railway Age" in F. Crouzet, ed.

Capital Formation in the Industrial
Revolution (1972)

Eccles, R. "Notes on Halifax Gaols", Hx. Antiq.
Soc. (1922)

Feinstein, C.H. "Carital Formation in Great Britain",

Cambridge Economic History of Europe VII
(1970)

7

Fraser, D. "The Leeds Churchwardens 1828-1850",
Thors. Soc. Pubns. LIII, part 1 (1970)

Grady, K. "Profit, Property Interests and Public
Spirit: The Provision of Markets and
Commercial Amenities in Leeds 1822-29",
Thors. Soc. Pubns. LIV, part 3 (1976)

Habakkuk, H.J. = "Fluctuations in House-Building in
T : Britain and the United States in the
Nineteenth Century", Journal of Economic
History XXII (1962)

‘Heaton, H. "The Leeds White Cloth Hall", Thors.

Soc. Pubns. XXII (1913)

Hunt, A.J. and

"The Growth of Population' in D.Linton,
S. Pollard

ed. Sheffield and its Rerion (Sheffield, 1956)




Jones, G.P.:

Ilaw, C'oMo

Marshall, D.
Ogden, J.H.
Porritt, A.

Rimmer, W.G.

"
\

Shahnon, H.A.

Sprittles, J.
Turner, J.W.

Weber, B.

Wood, F.T.
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"Industrial Evolution", in D.Linton, ed.
Sheffield and its Region (Sheffield, 1956)

"Some Notes on the Urban Population of
England and Wales in the Eighteenth Century",
The local Historian X, part 1 (1972-3)

"The 014 Poor Law, 1662-1795", Economic
History Review VIII, (1937)

L

"Building the Piece Hall", Hx. Antigq.
Soc. (1904)

"The Old Halifax Theatre", Hx. Antig. |
Soc. (1956)

‘The Evolution of Leeds to 1700", Thors.

Soc. Pubns. L, part 2 (1967)

-"The Industriél Profile of Leeds“,

Thors. Soc. Pubns. L (1968)

"eeds Leather Industry in the Nineteenth
Century", Thors. Soc. Pubns. XLVI (1957)

"Bricks = A Trade Index, 1785-1849“, in
E.M. Carus-Wilson, 'ed. Essays in Economic
History (1962)

"The Coming of General Limited Liability",
Economic History Review IXI (1931)

"Links with Bygone Leeds", Thors. Soc.
Pubns. LII (1969)

"The Bradford Piece Halls", Bradford
Antiquary I (1888)

"A New Index of Residential Construction,
1838-1950", Scottish Journal of Political
Economy II (1955) . »

"Sheffield Theatres in the 18th Century",
Hunter Soc. VI (1946)

(7) Miscellaneous Printed Material (located as follows)

(a) Leeds Central Library

‘Leeds New Baths Company, Extracts from the Trust Deed of
+ the Leeds New Baths Company (leeds, 1037)

Leeds New Subscription Library, Prospectus (Leeds, 1793)
- Leeds Philosophical and Literary Society Annual Reports

_ Leeds Public Baths, Byelaws and Rerulations of the Public
Baths at lLeeds (Leeds, 1620)




(b)
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Sheffield Central Libréry

" Extract ffom the Minute Book of Sheffield Theatre,

(¢)
(d)

(e)

(D)

1804=37 (J.C. 1552)

Thoresby Society, Leeds

Leeds Commercial Bulldlngs Balance Sheet, 2 Aug. 1830
(31D1) , ' _

Wakefield Central Library

Anon. A Catalopue of Books in the Vakefield
Subscription Library (Wakefield, 1c2l)

VWakefield Metropolitan District Archives

Anon. . ' Rules and Regulations Resvecting Dr.
Crowther's Charity (Wakefield, lo39)

i
Moffatt, W.L. Specifications for the Vakefield
. Exchange Buildings, © Feb. 103/
(Wakefield Exchange Buildings Papers)

Wakefield Exchahgé Prospectus for the Erection of a
Buildings Corn bxchance .... (Wakefield, 1336)
(Wakefield uxchange Buildings Papers) .

:Yorkshire Archaeological Society

St. John's Church, Wakefield: collection of documents
relating to its erection (106 D 30) '

Wakefield Literary The laws and Repulations of the

. and Philosophical ~Wakefield museun‘(daxefleld, 1830)

gociety 4 | 53 L 20) ) :

Ly

Wakefield Public  Wakefield, 20th January 1820, At a

Rooms Meeting held this Day cess (5§ L 20)

" “ Public lerary and Newsroom (Wakefield,

1 July 1620) (53 L 20)

Specifications of the Manner of Erecting
" a Public Building at \akefield
(Vakefield, 1020) (95 L 20)

. West Riding The Proceedinrs at the Opening of
Proprietary School the West Riding Proprietary School

(Wakefield, lo3h)



IIT. UNPUBLISHED THESES

- Barber’ BOJQ

Connell, E.J.

Cunningham, C.J.K.

McNicholas,‘J.

Ward, M.F.

505

"Leeds Corporation, 182(-1505: A History

of its Environmental, Social and Administrative
Services" (unpublished Ph.D. thesis,

University of Leeds, 1975)

"Industrial Development in South lLeeds,
1790-1914" (unpublished Ph.D. thesis,
University of leeds, 1975)

A Study of Town Halls of the Eighteenth
and Nineteenth Centuries and the Reflection
of Civic Pride in Public Buildings"
(unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of
Leeds, 197k4)

"The Development of Open-plan Schools"
(unpublished M.Ed. thesis, University of
Hull, 1973)

"Industrial Development and Location in
Leeds north of the River Aire, 1775-1014"
(unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of
Leeds, 1973)



	549257_001
	549257_002
	549257_003
	549257_004
	549257_005
	549257_006
	549257_007
	549257_008
	549257_009
	549257_010
	549257_011
	549257_012
	549257_013
	549257_014
	549257_015
	549257_016
	549257_017
	549257_018
	549257_019
	549257_020
	549257_021
	549257_022
	549257_023
	549257_024
	549257_025
	549257_026
	549257_027
	549257_028
	549257_029
	549257_030
	549257_031
	549257_032
	549257_033
	549257_034
	549257_035
	549257_036
	549257_037
	549257_038
	549257_039
	549257_040
	549257_041
	549257_042
	549257_043
	549257_044
	549257_045
	549257_046
	549257_047
	549257_048
	549257_049
	549257_050
	549257_051
	549257_052
	549257_053
	549257_054
	549257_055
	549257_056
	549257_057
	549257_058
	549257_059
	549257_060
	549257_061
	549257_062
	549257_063
	549257_064
	549257_065
	549257_066
	549257_067
	549257_068
	549257_069
	549257_070
	549257_071
	549257_072
	549257_073
	549257_074
	549257_075
	549257_076
	549257_077
	549257_078
	549257_079
	549257_080
	549257_081
	549257_082
	549257_083
	549257_084
	549257_085
	549257_086
	549257_087
	549257_088
	549257_089
	549257_090
	549257_091
	549257_092
	549257_093
	549257_094
	549257_095
	549257_096
	549257_097
	549257_098
	549257_099
	549257_100
	549257_101
	549257_102
	549257_103
	549257_104
	549257_105
	549257_106
	549257_107
	549257_108
	549257_109
	549257_110
	549257_111
	549257_112
	549257_113
	549257_114
	549257_115
	549257_116
	549257_117
	549257_118
	549257_119
	549257_120
	549257_121
	549257_122
	549257_123
	549257_124
	549257_125
	549257_126
	549257_127
	549257_128
	549257_129
	549257_130
	549257_131
	549257_132
	549257_133
	549257_134
	549257_135
	549257_136
	549257_137
	549257_138
	549257_139
	549257_140
	549257_141
	549257_142
	549257_143
	549257_144
	549257_145
	549257_146
	549257_147
	549257_148
	549257_149
	549257_150
	549257_151
	549257_152
	549257_153
	549257_154
	549257_155
	549257_156
	549257_157
	549257_158
	549257_159
	549257_160
	549257_161
	549257_162
	549257_163
	549257_164
	549257_165
	549257_166
	549257_167
	549257_168
	549257_169
	549257_170
	549257_171
	549257_172
	549257_173
	549257_174
	549257_175
	549257_176
	549257_177
	549257_178
	549257_179
	549257_180
	549257_181
	549257_182
	549257_183
	549257_184
	549257_185
	549257_186
	549257_187
	549257_188
	549257_189
	549257_190
	549257_191
	549257_192
	549257_193
	549257_194
	549257_195
	549257_196
	549257_197
	549257_198
	549257_199
	549257_200
	549257_201
	549257_202
	549257_203
	549257_204
	549257_205
	549257_206
	549257_207
	549257_208
	549257_209
	549257_210
	549257_211
	549257_212
	549257_213
	549257_214
	549257_215
	549257_216
	549257_217
	549257_218
	549257_219
	549257_220
	549257_221
	549257_222
	549257_223
	549257_224
	549257_225
	549257_226
	549257_227
	549257_228
	549257_229
	549257_230
	549257_231
	549257_232
	549257_233
	549257_234
	549257_235
	549257_236
	549257_237
	549257_238
	549257_239
	549257_240
	549257_241
	549257_242
	549257_243
	549257_244
	549257_245
	549257_246
	549257_247
	549257_248
	549257_249
	549257_250
	549257_251
	549257_252
	549257_253
	549257_254
	549257_255
	549257_256
	549257_257
	549257_258
	549257_259
	549257_260
	549257_261
	549257_262
	549257_263
	549257_264
	549257_265
	549257_266
	549257_267
	549257_268
	549257_269
	549257_270
	549257_271
	549257_272
	549257_273
	549257_274
	549257_275
	549257_276
	549257_277
	549257_278
	549257_279
	549257_280
	549257_281
	549257_282
	549257_283
	549257_284
	549257_285
	549257_286
	549257_287
	549257_288
	549257_289
	549257_290
	549257_291
	549257_292
	549257_293
	549257_294
	549257_295
	549257_296
	549257_297
	549257_298
	549257_299
	549257_300
	549257_301
	549257_302
	549257_303
	549257_304
	549257_305
	549257_306
	549257_307
	549257_308
	549257_309
	549257_310
	549257_311
	549257_312
	549257_313
	549257_314
	549257_315
	549257_316
	549257_317
	549257_318
	549257_319
	549257_320
	549257_321
	549257_322
	549257_323
	549257_324
	549257_325
	549257_326
	549257_327
	549257_328
	549257_329
	549257_330
	549257_331
	549257_332
	549257_333
	549257_334
	549257_335
	549257_336
	549257_337
	549257_338
	549257_339
	549257_340
	549257_341
	549257_342
	549257_343
	549257_344
	549257_345
	549257_346
	549257_347
	549257_348
	549257_349
	549257_350
	549257_351
	549257_352
	549257_353
	549257_354
	549257_355
	549257_356
	549257_357
	549257_358
	549257_359
	549257_360
	549257_361
	549257_362
	549257_363
	549257_364
	549257_365
	549257_366
	549257_367
	549257_368
	549257_369
	549257_370
	549257_371
	549257_372
	549257_373
	549257_374
	549257_375
	549257_376
	549257_377
	549257_378
	549257_379
	549257_380
	549257_381
	549257_382
	549257_383
	549257_384
	549257_385
	549257_386
	549257_387
	549257_388
	549257_389
	549257_390
	549257_391
	549257_392
	549257_393
	549257_394
	549257_395
	549257_396
	549257_397
	549257_398
	549257_399
	549257_400
	549257_401
	549257_402
	549257_403
	549257_404
	549257_405
	549257_406
	549257_407
	549257_408
	549257_409
	549257_410
	549257_411
	549257_412
	549257_413
	549257_414
	549257_415
	549257_416
	549257_417
	549257_418
	549257_419
	549257_420
	549257_421
	549257_422
	549257_423
	549257_424
	549257_425
	549257_426
	549257_427
	549257_428
	549257_429
	549257_430
	549257_431
	549257_432
	549257_433
	549257_434
	549257_435
	549257_436
	549257_437
	549257_438
	549257_439
	549257_440
	549257_441
	549257_442
	549257_443
	549257_444
	549257_445
	549257_446
	549257_447
	549257_448
	549257_449
	549257_450
	549257_451
	549257_452
	549257_453
	549257_454
	549257_455
	549257_456
	549257_457
	549257_458
	549257_459
	549257_460
	549257_461
	549257_462
	549257_463
	549257_464
	549257_465
	549257_466
	549257_467
	549257_468
	549257_469
	549257_470
	549257_471
	549257_472
	549257_473
	549257_474
	549257_475
	549257_476
	549257_477
	549257_478
	549257_479
	549257_480
	549257_481
	549257_482
	549257_483
	549257_484
	549257_485
	549257_486
	549257_487
	549257_488
	549257_489
	549257_490
	549257_491
	549257_492
	549257_493
	549257_494
	549257_495
	549257_496
	549257_497
	549257_498
	549257_499
	549257_500
	549257_501
	549257_502
	549257_503
	549257_504
	549257_505
	549257_506
	549257_507
	549257_508
	549257_509
	549257_510
	549257_511
	549257_512
	549257_513
	549257_514
	549257_515
	549257_516
	549257_517
	549257_518
	549257_519
	549257_520
	549257_521
	549257_522

