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(RECAP)

This narrative, prepared for publication

in the Preston Chronicle, having appeared

in that journal, is now, in compliance with

numerous suggestions, submitted to the

public in a more permanent form.

W. D.

Preston, July, 1856.



HISTORY

OP THE

PAELIAMENTAEY EEPEESENTATION

OF PEESTON.

There are few events in the annals of a borough

which cause more excitement, or rouse stronger pas

sions, than the election of members of parliament.

Apart, therefore, from the influence which the choice

of our representatives has on the national councils

and the destinies of a whole people, a narrative of

the selections made by a constituency can scarcely

fail to possess some interest on local and personal

grounds. Having, on many occasions, been applied

to for information respecting past elections, the

writer has been induced to prepare the following

sketch. There has never been as yet any correct

list published of the various elections, or of the

members returned, for Preston. In the prepara

tion of these pages not only the best published

authorities have been referred to, but a considerable

amount of information never before printed has

been obtained from private sources ; so that there is

every reason to believe that the statements may be

relied on, and that the narrative will be not alto

gether uninteresting.

Preston was one of the first towns in Lancashire

that received the privilege of sending members to

parliament. The first return made was in the

twenty-third year of the reign of Edward the First,

A.D. 1295, and at each successive election, seven in
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number, the inhabitants continued the exercise of

the same privilege until the 20th year of the reign

of Edward the Second, 1327,* when, along with the

other constituencies of Lancashire, they declined

the honour. The reason alleged for sending no

representatives to parliament was " the debility and

poverty of the burgesses." In those days members

of parliament, instead of spending thousands of

pounds to obtain a seat in the legislature, received

for their services the sum of 2s. 6d. a-day during the

session, which, however, was only about four or five

weeks long ; and the inhabitants of Preston were

returned as unable to pay the stipulated wages for

even that short period. In the first year of Edward

the Fourth's reign, A.D, 1461, the burgesses were

either better off or appreciated more the privilege

conferred upon them, for they re-commenced send-

ing representatives to St. Stephen's, and, with one

exception during the Commonwealth, they have con

tinued, without intermission, to answer the royal

writ to the present day.

This narrative it is proposed to confine to the

Representative History of the town for the last

hundred years. In taking this period for a

history one is naturally struck with the reflection :

—What an age it is to look back upon ! What

changes Old Time has effected in that period ! How

different were the phases of the times a century ago

to those of the age we live in ! How changed is the

whole nation ; and nowhere is the change greater

than in our own town. Preston was then a small

" elegant and economical town" of about six thou

sand " genteel" inhabitants, " the resort," according

to Dr. Whitaker,f of " well born but ill portioned

and ill endowed old maids and widows," the occa

sional residence of many of the Lancashire artisto-

cracy who had houses here, and it was as yet " uncon-

taminated" by the introduction of the cotton

manufacture.

A century ago (1756), the Duke of Newcastle was

Prime Minister, having succeeded his brother, Mr.

Pelham, in that high office, on the death of the lat

ter, in 1754. He was a Whig, which party was then

* Baloart Laooashire. f History of RIchmondshiro.



5

in power. George the Second was King. The elder

Pitt, Henry Fox (father of Charles James Fox),

Walpole, and W. Pulteney were the leading states

men of the day. The second Rebellion had been

effectually quelled, and its leaders put to death, and

their heads were yet rotting on Temple Bar and the

other sites of such exhibitions, but a strong Jacobite

feeling was still abroad, and the King was so much

of a German, and had so little sympathy for English

feelings and English institutions, that he was never

personally a favourite. At this time, Preston was

represented in parliament by Nicholas Fazackerley,

Esq., of Prescot, a barrister, and Edmund Starkie,

Esq., a barrister, who resided at Frenchwood.

Mr. Fazackerley, who was a member of an old

Lancashire family, was the Recorder of Preston,

having been appointed in August, 1742, on the

death of Thomas Whitehead, Esq. Mr. Fazackerley

was first returned for Preston in January, 1732,*

on the death of the Right Hon. Daniel Pulteney,

who had sat in two parliaments for this borough.

Daniel Pulteney was cousin and contemporary of

the great statesman, William Pulteney, afterwards

Earl of Bath. He was successively a Lord of the

Admiralty and Clerk of the Council in Ireland, and

was also a member of the Privy Council. He was an

occasional speaker in the house, and his death, which

took place during the recess, was a great blow to

his party. Tindal in the " Continuation of the

History of England" says—" The [anti-ministerial]

party had since the last session received a great blow

by the death of Mr. Daniel Pulteney." On the

occasion of the debate on the State of the National

Debt in 1798, in which Mr. D. Pulteney spoke, the

same writer says, " Mr. Daniel Pulteney was at that

time in high credit for his great knowledge of public

business and foreign transactions. He was a man of

vast application and uncommon talents. He was a

* Mr. Fazackerley, as a token of gratitude, probably, for his
election, presented, in Decembor, 1732, the sum of £20 to the
Mayor of Preston "to be applied in some charitable manner
amongst the poor of the town Mr. Fazackerley recommending
its application to the binding of poor freemen's sons to be
apprentices—Records of the Corporation—He was opposed on
the occasion by a Major Haldon ; the poll was—Fazackerley, 379
Halden, 133.



cold, but weighty speaker, and though other mem

bers in the opposition had brighter parts, none of

themhad equal abilities, because his natural capacity,

which was sound and vigorous, had been improved

by study and application. He put himself at the

head of the debate upon this occasion." The town

of Preston was indebted to Mr. Pulteney for the

present of a fire engine, the first introduced into

Preston. The following resolution appears on the

the subject in the book of proceedings of our Cor

poration under date the 18th December, 1724 :—

" Whereas Mr Mayor was pleased to communicate

to ye council at this meeting a lettr which he had

recd from ye HonWe Daniel Pulteney, Esq' one of

ye Representatives in Parliam4 for this Burrough,

signifying the said Mr Pulteney's incencons of

making a ^sent to ye Town of an engine for y°

extinguishing of fire, of late invencon & which has

been tried with success. It is ye sense of this

Council that ye same is a furthr instance of ye s"1

Mr. Pulteney's esteem & regard for ye Corporacon

& will be of extraordinary use & service to the

publick. And that y" Town may be effectually

supplyed for y» future with such proper Engines

upon such unfortunate occasions to extinguish and

invent ye dangerous consequences of such fires, it

is Ordered that ye sume of Twenty pounds be ad

vanced out of ye corporacons revenue towards the

buying anoth? Engine of such size, make, and

invencon as that intended to be given by Mr

Pulteney. And it is recomended to Mr Mayor to

appoint some proper ^sons to goe ab* in ordr to get

eontribucons to defray the remaining pt of ya

charge."

The portrait of Mr. Fazackerley, along with

those of his predecessor in the representation (Mr.

Pulteney), Sir Edward Stanley, Bart., M.P., after

wards eleventh Earl of Derby, and King George the

Second, hangs in the Preston Town Hall. The

portraits of Mr. Fazackerley and Mr. Pulteney were

painted by Mr. Anthony Devis, brother of Mr.

Bartholomew Devis, Mayor of Preston in the years

1774, 1780, and 1785 ; those of Sir E. Stanley and

George the Second by some other artist. The two

latter portraits were presented, it is believed, by
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Sir E. Stanley—that of the King* at least was ;

but, strange to say, the Corporation records contain

no minute respecting any of them.

The following information respecting Mr. Fazack-

erley's portrait may not be without interest. That

gentleman had as a pupil a Mr. Robert Boulton,

afterwards also a barrister, who died sometime at

the latter end of 1759 or the beginning of 1760,

and who in his will made the following bequest :—

" I give to my good and worthy master Nicholas

Fazackerley, Esq., if he be living at the time of my

decease (but not otherwise) the sum of Fifty pounds

with which I desire he will make a present of his

picture drawn at full length with a handsome frame,

to the Corporation of Preston, in order to be set up

in the Town Hall of the said borough as a memo

randum that the said corporation had once an honest

man to represent them in parliament."

Mr. Starkie was first returned at the general

election in 1754 (along with Mr. Fazackerley), his

predecessor being James Shuttleworth, Esq.,f of

Gawthorp and Barton, great grandfather of Lady

Kay-Shuttleworth, of Gawthorp. Mr. Starkie was

the eldest son of Nicholas Starkie, second son of

John Starkie, of Huntroyd. He was great grandson

of the Captain Nicholas Starkie who served in the

Parliamentary army in 1643, and who was despatched

from Preston, after its surrender, to take Hoghton

Tower. With sixty of his men, he lost his life in

* " Sir Edward Stanley, Bart., then Knight of the Shire, after
wards Earl of Derby, made a present of his Majesty's picture to
the Corporation of Preston, which was put up in the Town Hall
there SOth October, 1729, being the King's birthday, when he
entered the 47th year of his age." — Qregson's Lancashire
Fragments, p. 283.
f James Shuttleworth, after retiring from the representation of

Preston, was chosen for Lancashire at the elections of 1761 and
1762 ; his father, Richard Shuttleworth, having previously been
member for the county in ten successive parliaments. In the
minute book of proceedings of the Preston corporation there
occurs the following entry respecting these two gentlemen :—
"20th August, 1740. It is agreed and ordered that Richard
Shuttleworth, Esq., one of the representatives in parliament for
this county of Lancashire, in regard to his considerable benefac
tions and services to the town in many instances, and also bis
Bon James Shuttleworth, Esq., be admitted Free Inn Burgesses of
this Burrough and Corporation, and that the Town Clerk do
acquaint them therewith." An admirable family group repre
sentingJames Shuttleworth, his wife, and eldest daughter, painted
by the celebrated Wright, of Derby, hangs in the dining room of
Gawthorpe Hall.
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the mysterious explosion which took place imme

diately after they were admitted within the walls.

In 1761, and again in 1762, Mr. Fazackerley and

Mr. Starkie were re-elected. Mr. Fazackerley was

an occasional speaker in the House of Commons,

and there are in existence reports of the addresses

which he delivered on various questions of the day.

His speech in opposition to the government measure

for prohibiting the exportation of corn, proposed by

Wm. Pulteney in 1740, is one of those reported by

Dr. Johnson for the " Gentleman's Magazine." In a

debate on the Convention with Spain, in 1739, whereby

peace was secured on payment by the Spanish go

vernment for the losses sustained by English traders

through the depredations of Spaniards, he declared

that if Sir Robert Walpole were "determined to

carry it by a majority, he would never again appear

in the house till he perceived a change of measures."*

In 1767 Mr. Fazackerley died, and in his stead

Sir Peter Leicester, Bart., was returned. Sir Peter,

who was an ancestor of Lord de Tabley, was eldest

son of Sir Peter Byrne, Bart., and Meriel Leicester,

only daughter of Sir Francis Leicester, and sole

heiress of that distinguished Cheshire family. On

succeeding to the maternal estates he assumed the

name of his mother's ancestors. At the dissolution

of parliament, in 1768, Mr. Starkie retired, having

represented the borough in three parliaments ; not

in ten, as stated in the Starkie pedigree, in Baines's

Lancashire [vol. 3, p. 309] and in Burke's Com

moners [p. 1291]. In his stead Sir Frank Standish,

of Duxbury, the third and last baronet of that

family, was a candidate. Sir Peter Leicester so

licited re-election, and two other candidates ap

peared — Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart., of Hoghton

Tower and Walton Hall, and Colonel [afterwards

General] John Burgoyne, governor of Fort William.

Sir Henry was the grandfather of the present baro

net, and the sixth who had borne the title. His

uncle, and predecessor in the baronetcy, who filled

for some time the office of Judge Advocate, had

represented Preston in four parliaments, and been

on one occasion an unsuccessful candidate for the

* Cobbett's Parliamentary History of England, vol. x., p. 1318.
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(county. This baronetcy, the second in precedency,

was created on the first day the order was in

stituted, May 22, 1611, the first baronet of the

family being Sir Richard Hoghton, who entertained

James the First with princely magnificence, in the

year 1617, on that monarch's progress from Edin

burgh to London, on which occasion a local tradition

apocryphally states that the King of England

knighted the loin of beef. Colonel Burgoyne, at

the time of his first election for Preston, was a per

son well known in the fashionable world, although

not so prominent a character in political, literary,

or military circles, as he afterwards became. He

was the only son of John Burgoyne,* the second

son of Sir John Burgoyne, the third baronet of the

family of Burgoyne, of Sutton Park, in Bedford

shire, whose estates in the county are traditionally

said to have been granted by John O'Gaunt, Duke

of Lancaster, in the following quaint rhymes :—

I, John of Gaunt,
Do give -and do grant,
To Johnny Burgoyne,
And the heirs of his loyne,
Sutton and Fotton,
Until the world's rotten.

Colonel Burgoyne, while a subaltern in a march

ing regiment stationed in Preston, contracted a

secret marriage with Lady Charlotte Stanley, a

daughter of the eleventh Earl of Derby, and hence,

after his reconciliation with his noble father-in-law,

his introduction to the electors of Preston. Bur

goyne and Hoghton appeared in the Whig or Derby

interest ; Leicester and Standish in the Tory or Cor

poration interest. Judging from some of the

addresses issued it would appear that there was

something of a Jacobite feeling involved in the

contest, for the corporation were charged with

winking at, if not sanctioning, disloyal cries, such

* So says "Burke's Peerage and Baronetage;" and "Debrett's
Baronetage" gives him the same lineage ; but in the life of General
Burgoyne, prefixed to an edition of his " Dramatic and Poetical
Works," published in two vols. 1808, it is stated that "among those,
no memorial of whose youth remains, is to be numbered John
Burgoyne, a man who rose to no mean celebrity as a writer, a
senator, and an officer. Even his parentage is doubtful. Hewas
said, but upon what authority does not appear, to have been the
natural son of Lord Bingley, who died, at an advanced age, in
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as "Down with the Rump," "No King George,"

"Prince Charles," "King James," "White

Cockades," &c. The main question at issue, how

ever, was whether the Earl of Derby or the Corpora

tion should nominate the members for Preston. The

cause of the former was identified with the elective

franchise being vested in " all the inhabitants ;" the

latter with the right being with the " in-burgesses"

or freemen. This has always been spoken of as the

" great election," a designation it is well entitled

to, whether as regards the length of time the con

test lasted, the violence which characterised it, or

the important result to which it led in establishing

the extended franchise which Preston enjoyed from

that period until the passing of the Reform Act.

There is perhaps no one now living whose memory

goes back to the occurrences of that election, but

within a very few years there have been many of

our old inhabitants who could tell of the incidents

of the great battle between the corporation and

" my lord ;" how that the excitement continued for

about twelve months, how dissipation and lawless

violence reigned predominant, until, as we heard a

few years since an aged neighbour declare, " there

was'nt a how [whole] winda in t* tawn when Sir

Harry and Burgoyne polled wi' Sir Peter and Sir

Frank." Many houses in the town had their

upper rooms barricaded for many months. Of

the proceedings of the election the following

extracts give some idea :—The " Gentleman's

Magazine," for March, 1768, published the

following : " A letter from Preston, in Lancashire,

dated February 21, says—' The contest here is at

tended with imminent danger. I have just escaped,

with many friends. The country is now up in arms.

As the town is now abandoned by our men, the cry

is, Leave not a freeman alive ! God knows where

this will end. I think to-night or to-morrow may

be fatal to many. This is shocking work in a civil

ized country." ' The same periodical, in its number

for April, contains the following, under date March

7th : " By a letter from Lancaster, the violences

committed on account of the ensuing election at that

town and at Preston exceed belief ; murdering,

maiming, pulling down the houses, destroying places
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of public worship,* and breaking the furniture and

burning the effects of each other, are among the

acts of the inflamed mob." The town was for

upwards of six months before the voting, which

commenced on the 21st March, and concluded on

the 2nd of April, at the mercy of hired bludgeon

men. Lawless bands of colliers from the neigh

bourhood of Chorley were here in the interest of

the Corporation candidates, while Longridge, Rib-

chester, and the neighbourhood furnished their

quota of armed blackguards [about 2,500] for the

other side. Respectable inhabitants who interested

themselves for either side were murderously

assaulted. Upon one occasion the Mayor was

seized in Fishergate and put under the pump, and

on a neighbour remonstrating with the fellows on

their violence, they seized the intercessor, pumped

upon him, and his death was the result of the

cold he took from the compulsory ablution. The

friends of Burgoyne and Hoghton alleged that

their men were only introduced " for protection and

defence j" probably the corporation candidates

alleged a similar excuse. The town was often

placarded with criminating and recriminating

addresses, affixing serious charges on each other ;f

* The Roman Catholic Chapel of St. Mary, in Friargate, the
second erected hy this religious body in Preston, after the Refor
mation, was sacked at this election. This fact was alluded to In
an address from the Catholics at the election in 1796, of which
the following is a copy :—" The Catholics of this town think
proper to remind their dear brethren that their place of Divine
Worship, where the blessed Sacrament was kept, was scanda
lously and impiously plundered and violated by a band of unprin
cipled ruffians, in the year One thousand, seven hundred and sixty-
eight." The Rev. Joseph Smith, the priest, died in a month after
wards; it was said he died of a broken heart induced by the
sacrilegeous outrage. The Catholic Chapel of Cottam was also
all but destroyed, and the mob were on their way to wreak their
vengeance onNew-house Catholic Chapel, but a Protestant neigh
bour stayed them near Hollowforth Mill when on their
destroying errand, and regaling the fellows with bread and
cheese and ale, begged them to spare Newhouse, as Mr. Carter
[the priest*] was a respectable man and beloved by them all.
Their tempers being improved by their refreshment, the good
advice was followed, the rabble returned to Preston, and the
chapel escaped its threatened doom.
f One of the addresses issued by the Corporation party was—

"An exact and true List of all the Tubs-coats, who first pro
mised their votes to Sir P— L— and Sir F— S-* Baronets, for
the Borough of P n, immoderately wallowed in their
generous entertainments, and at last infamously deserted those
worthy gentlemen they bad long preyed upon, by giving their
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the Mayor and Bailiffs being charged with gross

partiality ; the Corporation with using their

patronage for the purposes of the elections ; Col.

Burgoyne with sanctioning brutal violence ; the

Corporation with delivering bludgeons from the

Town-hall, with depriving the inhabitants of the

benefit of lamps to give impunity to the rioters,

&c, &c. These lawless proceeding were after

wards the subjects of judicial investigation. The

records of our Corporation under the date of the 3rd

of August, 1768, contain the following resolution :

"Agreed and Ordered that Mr. Mayor be at liberty to

subscribe one hundred guineas for and on behalf of the

Corporation towards defraying the expense of pro

secuting such persons who already are or shall be

discovered to have been concerned in the Outrages

and violences lately committed within this borough

by the mobs ; and further that the said sum of one

hundred guineas be paid by the bailiffs out of the

corporation revenue to the solicitor for carrying on

such prosecution, or in case they shall not have suffi

cient for that purpose then that the said sum of one

hundred guineas be taken up at interest upon bond

under the common seal of the borough." The

" Gentleman's Magazine" for June, 1769, contains

the following item of news : " Saturday, 6th May,

1769. The Court of King's Bench gave judgment

in the case of the riot at the last general election at

Preston, when Mr. Justice Yates, after a most ner

vous and pathetic speech on the turpitude of riots

at elections, pronounced sentence ; an officer* was

fined £1,000 ; four other defendants £100 each,

and three months' imprisonment ; and three rioters,

on account of their low circumstances, six months'

imprisonment."

The candidates, declared by the mayor and

bailiffs, the returning officers, to be duly elected,

were Leicester and Standish, but this return was

petitioned against, and those gentlemen were un-

votes to the opposite interest, that alien B , &o. Published
for the Inspection of the Public, as a lasting and never-fading
monument of the Perfidy, Baseness, and Ingratitude of the vliest
miscreants, viz. :—" (Here follow 38 names, to which 3 have
been added in manuscript.)
* Col. Burgoyne himself; see extract from Junius quoted

page 19.
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seated . The state of the poll as declared by the

mayor, who admitted freemen only, was :—Leicester,

289 ; Standish, 276 ; Burgoyne, 259 ; Hoghton, 230.

The state of the poll, as given by the petitioners,

was—Burgoyne, 589 ; Hoghton, 558 ; Leicester,

290 ; Standish, 277. The following statement is

from a document published by the petitioners im

mediately after the election :—

Freemen, who were Inhabitants before the
Canvass made in June last

Out of 155 other Freemen who came to re
side in Preston since the canvass, and offered
to vote fn favour of Sir Henry Hoghton and
Colonel Burgoyne, the Mayor rejected 133, as
occasional Inhabitants, and allowed only.
Out of 74 other Freemen, who came to re

side in Preston since the canvass, and offered
to vote in favour of Sir Peter Leicester and
Sir Frank Standish, the Mayor only rejected
34, and allowed

These are the numbers admitted by the
Mayor, and upon which be has made his return

Although, by a resolution of the House of
Commons, and confirmed by act of parliament,
the right of election, for the said borough, is
vested in the inhabitants at large, who, altho'
rejected by the Mayor, voted for

This is insisted upon to be the true state of
the poll

A summary of all the persons polled, exclusive
of those who were rejected as paupers.

Freemen, inhabitants at the canvass
Freemen, who have come to reside at Pres

ton since the canvass
Inhabitants, who have a right to vote by

virtue of the resolution of the House of Com-

289

236

40

276

277

74

1

|*68l| 722' 324| 311
N.B There are 28 Papists included in the above numbers,

admitted by the Mayor, who have taken the oaths to the govern
ment, and voted for Sir Peter Leicester and Sir Frank Standish,
20 of whom are inhabitant Freemen, and the other 8 occasional
inhabitants.

The coffers of the Corporation contain many trea

sures to interest the antiquary. There are the

charters of twelve sovereigns of England, the rolls

of many Guilds, and the records of the doings of the

select wisdom of the town for nearly two centuries

and a half. There are also the poll books for many

elections. Among less important papers is a bun-

* So in the original. There is an error in the addition or in
some of the other figures.
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die of canvass or call books* of the election of 1768,

made up and used for the Corporation candidates at

that memorable contest. One of these books, which

appears to hare been compiled with great care, gives

the whole of the voters, i.e., of the resident freemen,

for the Corporation recognised none other as

having a right to the franchise. As the names

are arranged in house row, there is seen at a glance

a complete list of the occupants of the principal

streets of the then little town ; certainly of all the

gentry, tradesmen, and shopkeepers. The only streets

and places named in the book are Churchgate

[Church-street], Minspit Wheend, Fishergate, Frier-

gate, Anchor Wheend, Back Wheend, [now Lord-

street], Back Lane, Tythe Barn-street, Church

Wheend [now St. John-street], Shambles, Market

place, Old Shambles, Cheapside, Moorside. It may

not be without interest to give the names of the

then occupants of the Market-place. West side :

William Gornall, Mr.f Wm. Harrison, Mr. Jas. Har

rison, Roger Scarisbrick, George Ainsworth, Charles

English, jun., Mr. Thomas Pedder, Mr. Edward

Pedder, jun., Mr. Henry Carter, Thomas Crane ;

North side : Lawrence Rawstorne, Esq., George

Loftus, Thomas Cowell, Michael Emmett, Jo. Bram-

well, Mr. Richard Ingham, Richard Simpson ; East

side : Thomas Addison, Robert Wilson, Mr. John

Moon, Ralph Woods, Wm. Woods, Wm. Southworth,

Mr. John Gornall ; South side : Richard Addison,

John Talbott, John Ditchfield. In this book the names

are marked off as the parties had afterwards voted,

and there are stated the grounds upon which some of

the votes were rejected or objected to. The objections

alleged to the votes were that the parties had re-

* " The Town Clerk at every election makes a Call book,
wherein, after inserting the Mayor, Aldermen, Common Council,
and bailiffs, and some other of the principal gentlemen of the
town, the others are placed by house row, and this has been the
usage time out of mind, and the candidates before the election
generally take a copy of such call book and meet to adjust and
settle the disputes about residences ; and it is apprehended that
this method of polling shows plainly the right of election to be
in the fixt inhabitants."—Extract from a statement of the Cor.
poration to the Members for Preston in 1741.
f In this book, as in the municipal and ecclesiastical registers

of the time, there is usually the prefix of " Mr." to the names of
persons of position and property, who were, nevertheless not
entitled to be called " Esquire."
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ceived relief, that they were not bona fide residents

in the town ; that they voted through having a

promise of being put in Goosnargh hospital ; and in

one instance because the man " hath laid many

wagers y* Col. Burgoyne will be chose." The offi

cial poll-book, a copy of which, with many docu

ments connected with this and other elections, is in

the possession of Mr. Alderman Shawe, of this town,*

contains these and other objections. There is

also a supplementary list of those non-freemen who

were put forward to vote, but rejected. Richard

Arkwright, afterwards Sir Richard, the ingenious

machinist and wealthy cotton spinner, was taken

to the poll for the Corporation candidates ; but his

vote was rejected on the ground of non-residence.

He was a native of Preston, and lived here, prac

tising the trade of a barber, till manhood. He was

afterwards in business in Bolton, and travelled

through the country selling dyed hair, but had come

to Preston during the contest to obtain some pecu

niary assistance to prosecute his mechanical projects.

While here, he was so poor, and in so tattered a

plight, that a subscription was entered into to pur

chase him some decent clothing in which to appear

at the polL

At this election the Mayor and Corporation and

the tory party insisted, as has been said, that the

only persons entitled to vote were the in-burgesses ;

the Derbyites claimed that privilege for the whole

of the adult male population. The Mayor [Robert

Moss, Esq.], having declined to allow the votes of

others than freemen, and a majority of this class being

for the tory candidates, their names were inserted in

the return. On the 10th of November, 1768, tv

petition was presented to the House of Commons,

from Sir H. Hoghton and Colonel Burgoyne declar

ing that they had been " duly elected by a very great

majority of the persons qualified to vote by the con

stitution of the said borough ; but that Robert

Moss, Esq., barrister-at-law, the Mayor of the said

borough, with Robert Farrer, one of the bailiffs of

the said borough, presided at the said election as

* An inspection of these interesting and historically valuable
documents has been obligingly permitted by Mr. Shawe, for the
purpose of this sketch.
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returning officers, conducted the poll with the most

apparent partiality to the interest of Sir Peter

Leicester and Sir Frank Standish, Baronets, the

other candidates ; rejecting without any good reason

assigned, or any just exception, a very great majority

of the persons entitled to vote by the constitution of

the borough, the last resolution of the house, and

the statutes making such resolution final : and that

the said Mayor and bailiff, not content with a false,

arbitrary, and illegal definition of the right of elec

tion, also rejected, under the most frivolous pre

tences, many persons who voted for the petitioners,

although they were within their own description of

qualification, and although they received many

others in favour of Sir Peter Leicester and Sir Frank

Standish, in circumstances exactly similar to many

of the votes of the petitioners so rejected ; and that

under colour of a very small majority, obtained

through this and divers other arbitrary and illegal

practices of the said Mayor and bailiff, as having

been duly elected to represent the said borough in

parliament, contrary to the truth, the last resolution

of the house concerning the right of election of the

said borough, in defiance of the laws requiring fair

and free election, in manifest violation of the rights

of the electors, and the great injury of the peti

tioners,"* and they prayed for relief accordingly,

The petition was ordered to be taken into consi

deration on the 29th of the same month at the bar

of the house.

Two other petitions were presented from certain

inhabitants of Preston, on the same day, against the

return of Leicester and Standish.f These affirmed

that "the returning officers took upon themselves

to reject the votes of the petitioners and divers

others who voted for Sir Henry Hoghton and John

Burgoyne, under various pretences, all either devoid

of foundation in truth, or, though true, insufficient,

as the petitioners conceive, to support any solid ob

jection to the votes so rejected, particularly with a

view and design to render the sending members

of parliament for the said borough wholly sub

servient to the will and pleasure of themselves

* Journals of the House of Commons,
t 1)0. ilo.
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and the rest of the body corporate." The petition

goes on to say that the returning officers had alleged

that to be an " in-burgess of the said borough was

among the requisites of a qualification to vote," and

the petitioners aver that it is in " all the inhabi

tants," and that Leicester and Standish not having

a majority of such voters were not duly elected.

These petitions were ordered to be taken into con

sideration at the same time as the petition from

Hoghton and Burgoyne.

On the day fixed for taking the petitions into

consideration, counsel appeared on both sides, and

the " last determination of the house"* on the sub

ject was read. This was to the effect that " all the in

habitants had voices in the election of members,"

and was passed on the 18th of December, 1661.

The counsel for the sitting members insisted that

" all the inhabitants" meant only " such in-burgesses

of the last guild, or those admitted since by copy of

court roll, as were inhabitants of the place." The

counsel for tho petitioners argued that the term " all

' the inhabitants" meant the inhabitants of the town

at large, irrespective of municipal freedom. Counsel

on both sides offered evidence in support of their

respective views, and a motion was ultimately made

that " the counsel for the sitting members be ad

mitted to give evidence to show that the determina

tion of the house that ' all the inhabitants' meant

only in-burgesses." There voted for it 113,f and

against it 183, so the decision was against the nar

row franchise and confirmatory of the extended one.

Sir Roger Newdigate and Mr. Lowndes were tellers

for the minority ; Lord Strange (eldest son of the

Earl of Derby) and Mr. Onslow for the majority.

The counsel for the petitioners then proposed to

show that Sir Henry Hoghton and Colonel Burgoyne

* The act second George II. declared that " such votes shall he
deemed legal which have been so declared by the last determina
tion of the House of Commons ; which determination concerning
any county, borough, &c, shall be final to all intents and pur
poses, any usage to the contrary notwithstanding."
t There was published in Preston "A list of toasts for the

Corporation and freemen of Preston." There was his Majesty
King George, the Queen, and Royal Family, and then the names
of the 115 members of the House of Commons (including the
two tellers) who had voted for the exclusive electoral privileges
of the freemen.
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had a majority of the votes of all the inhabitants,

which was admitted by the opposing counsel, and

resolutions being successively put and negatived

that Sir P. Leicester and Sir F. Standish were duly

elected, and put and carried that Sir H. Hoghton

and Colonel Burgoyne were so elected, the clerk of

the crown was ordered to attend on the 1st Decem

ber to amend the return, which was done,* and the

two Derbyite nominees took their seats in parliament.

The Corporation candidates, Standish and Leicester,

were thus unseated, not by a committee who

enquired into the facts, as is now the case, and

was at a previous period, but by a vote of the whole

house, the influence of Lord Strange and of the

government being exercised to procure the wide

interpretation of the previous declaration.

It must not be supposed that the influence of the

Derby family was exercised in favour of this

democratic suffrage from the love of such an ex

tended privilege in the abstract, or because it was

their opinion that the inhabitants of Preston were

more than those of any other placefit for the privilege.

It was only when Lord Derby, or at least his son, Lord

Strange, who then sat for the county, and resided

principally in Preston,f and took much interest in

our local affairs, found himself unable to beat the

Corporation, who, having the power in their own

hands of creating freemen, could at any time add to

the constituency to suit their own purposes, that this

flaw was detected in the wording of the resolution of

1661, and its literal interpretation demanded. The

Derbyite candidates never canvassed any but free

men previous to the election, and for the first seven

* Journals of the House of Commons.
f Previous to the political feud between the Stanley family and

the Corporation, occasioned by this election, they were on the
best of terms, and many courtesies passed between them. Lord
Strange was married in March, 1747, and the Corporation paBsed
the following resolution, in the month of August in the same
year :—" Mr. Mayor at this meeting represented to the Council
that Lord Strange having lately brought his lady to the town, ho
thought it requisite that some publio regard and respect should be
shown to her by this Corporacon, but as to the manner of doing
it he desired the sense and thonghts of the Council and at the
same time recommended the complimenting of her Ladyship with
a public ball, which was unanimously agreed to, and Mr. Mayor is
desired to take the trouble of ordering and conducting the same
in such manner as he think fit, and it u ordered that the expense
thereof be defrayed out of the revenue of the Corporacon."
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days of the contest only freemen were tendered

as voters for Burgoyne and Hoghton. "A desperate

effort then became necessary ; and the Vicar of the

Parish* stood forward upon the hustings to expound

the resolution of 1661, which is proved to have been

long known at Preston in a sense which till that

time it had never received in practice, and to assert

in his own person a right which, if it existed, had

certainly never been exercised before."! A manu

script state of the poll at this contest which is

among the election papers in the archives of our

Town Council, has appended to it the following

remark, by some warm partisan of the Corpo

ration :—" Every voter was scrutinised, and when

the despairing party found they were short of

Freemen to gain their election, they insisted upon

polling a number of the inhabitants non-freemen, to

make out their tallys, that they might keep up the

spirit of their Mob ; and in the course of the

three last days they polled, besides such in

habitants, militiamen, sergeants, and drummers,

with many other such like, to carry a majority of

voices."

It was not only in this district that the election

excited interest. From the nature of the contest,

it was of more than local importance, and the

powerful pen of Junius drew attention to it more

than once in connection with the other important

political events which attracted the notice of that

distinguished writer. In his letter of the 29th

November, 1769, to the Duke of Grafton, he says,

" Come forward, thou virtuous minister, and tell the

world by what interest Mr. Hine has been recom

mended to so extraordinary a mark of his Majesty's

favour ; what was the price of the patent he has

bought, and to what honourable purpose the pur

chase money has been applied. Nothing less than

many thousand pounds could pay Colonel Burgoyne's

expenses at Preston." In the next letter to his

grace, dated 12th December of the same year,

Junius, alluding to the transaction, says, " No sale

* The Rev. Randal Andrews, who was vicar from 1743 to 1782.
t " The Case of the Inn-Burgesses Inhabitants of Preston," an

elaborate document, published apparently in the year 1781 for
circulation among members of parliament.
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by the candle* was ever conducted with greater

formality. I affirm that the price at which the

place was knocked down (and which, I have good

reason to think, was not less than three thousand

five hundred pounds) was, with your connivance and

consent, paid to Colonel Burgoyne, to reward him,

I presume, for the decency of his deportment at

Preston ; or to reimburse him, perhaps, for the fine

of one thousand pounds, which for that very deport

ment, the court of Queen's Bench thought proper

to set upon him. It is not often that the Chief

Justice and the prime minister are so strangely at

variance in their opinions of men and things. I

thank God, there is not in human nature a degree

of impudence daring enough to deny the charge I

have fixed upon you. • * * Perhaps the noble

colonel himself will relieve you. No man is more

tender of his reputation. He is not only nice, but

perfectly sore in everything that touches his honour.

If any man, for example, were to accuse him of

taking his stand at a gaming table, and watching,

with the soberest attention, for a fair opportunity

of engaging a drunken young nobleman at piquet,

he would undoubtedly consider it as an infamous

aspersion upon his character, and resent it like a

man of honour. Acquitting him, therefore, of draw

ing a regular and splendid subsistence from any un

worthy practices either in his own house or else

where, let me ask your grace for what military

merits you have been pleased to reward him with

military government. He had a regiment of dragoons,

which one would imagine was at least an equivalent

for any services he ever performed. Besides, he ia

but a young officer, considering his preferment, and

excepting his activity at Preston, not very conspicu

ous in his profession. But it seems the sale of a

civil employment was not sufficient, and military

governments, which were intended for the support

of worn out veterans, must be thrown into the scale

* " Sale by the candle" was in Junius's days a very common
mode of disposing of property, and is, indeed, not yet altogether
extinct in some parts of England. It was a sale by auction, the
duration being determined by the fall of a pin, the point of which
was inserted in a lighted candle, and was liberated when the
candle had burned to the place of insertion. The auctioneer then
declared the purchaser, or withdrew the property.
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to defray the extensive bribery of a contested elec

tion."

It will have been observed that the decision of

the House of Commons which seated Burgoyne and

Hoghton was based upon a previous resolution of

that body, of the date of 1661. The members re

turned for the Convention parliament of 1660, which,

voted the Restoration of Charles II., were Richard

Standish and Alexander Rigby.* This return ap

pears to have been petitioned or complained against,

and it was set aside. On the 20th June, 1660, "Mr.

Turner, from the Committee of Privileges and Elec

tions, reported to the house the case upon the double

returnf for the burgh of Preston, in the county of

Lancaster ; that upon the examination of the facts

it appeared to the committee that, at the time of

the election, the taking of the poll was denied by

the Mayor, and that in respect thereof the election

is void." The house thereupon resolved that the

election was void, and ordered a new writ to issue.

There is no record of the election that took

place in consequence of this proceeding. On the

dissolution of the Convention parliament, and the

election for the first parliament of Charles II., there

were three candidates for the representation of

Preston—Edward Rigby, Dr. Jeoffery Rishton, and

Dr. Fife. At this period the Corporation claimed

the privilege of being alone allowed to return the

members ; the in-burgesses insisted upon sharing it

with them. The Mayor and Corporation sent up a

return that Rigby and Fife had been elected by

them. The in-burgesses sent up a return containing

the names of Rigby and Rishton ;{ and on the 31st

of May, 1661, it was reported to the House of Com

mons, "by Serjeant Charleton, from the Committee

of Privileges and Elections, touching the return for

the borough of Preston, that Edward Rigby, Esquire,

and Jeoffery Rishton, Esquire, were returned in one

indenture, and the said Mr. Rigby and Mr. Fife in

* Cobbett's Parliamentary History of England.
tJournals of the House of Commons. It is not stated how

the double return occurred. Standish and Rigby were no doubt
the Corporation candidates.
J The Mayor signed both documents. The Mr. Rigby whose

name was inserted in both returns was an ancestor of Mr. Alder
man Shawe, of tbis town.
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the committee that the said Mr. Rishton be the

proper officer who shall sit till the merits of the

cause shall be determined,"* and the house passed,

a resolution accordingly.

On the 18th of December, 1661, the committee

reported, and their report was adopted by the house.

The words of this report became a century after

wards the electoral charter of the borough, and by

an ingenious rendering of the term " inhabitants,"

gave to Preston the distinction of being the only

town in England where universal, or at least man

hood, suffrage prevailed to an extent equal to the

aspirations of the most ardent democrat. This

resolution was as follows :—" Serjeant Charleton

made report from the Committee of Privileges and

Elections that upon the petition of Dr. Fife and Dr.

Rishton they had proceeded to examine the matter

touching their election for the borough of Preston ;

and the question being whether the Mayor and

twenty-four burgesses had only voices, or the inhabi

tants at large ; the committee is of opinion that all the

inhabitants have voices in the election ; and the ma

jority of such voices is with Dr. Rishton ; and that

he is duly elected and ought to sit. Resolved, upon

the question, that this house do agree with the said

committee, that all the inhabitants of the said borough

of Preston have voices in the election ; and that the

majority of such voices is with Dr. Rishton ; and

that the said Dr. Rishton is duly elected a burgess

for the said borough, and ought to sit in this house."!1

The dispute in this instance was, whether the

Corporation alone or the resident freemen at large

should have votes. The resistance of the Corpora

tion to the freemen produced, in later times, a result

neither of the disputants could have imagined. The

objection of the Council to a small body sharing the

electoral privilege with them was thus the means of

still further widening the franchise, and establishing

the most democratic suffrage in the world ! What

great reforms have often resulted from selfish resist

ance to a moderate demand ! There is no doubt that

the committee.in using the term "all the inhabitants,"

* Journals of the House of Commons,
t Do. do.
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merely meant the in-burgesses as distinguished from

the Corporation. That they intended non-freemen

to exercise the right is contrary to the opinion of

the house as expressed in every other case, and op

posed to the analogy of all other boroughs. A non-

freeman was in no case considered an " inhabitant ;"

but was regarded and spoken of as a " foreigner."

He could not open a shop or carry on any handicraft

in the town, and was no more a citizen than a man

of colour now is in the United States of America.

That this was the view of the case entertained at

that time may be judged from many occurrences in

the seventeenth century, and from numerous entries

in the municipal records. In one instance, " foreign

ers" were directed not to turn their cattle on the

Moor, to the " prejudice of the inhabitants."

Neither inhabitants nor foreigners were to keep open

their shops on the Sabbath day. In the year 1641,

one of the bailiffs, Luke Hodgkinson, having neg

lected or refused to render an account of his receipts

and payments, and having disobeyed the orders of

the Corporation in other respects, was, by a special

vote of the Council, " disfranchised and deprived of

of all liberties, rights, immunities, franchises, and

privileges within this Toune and Burrough of Preston

aforesaid, and to be henceforth reputed, taken, and

holden to be astranger andforrenerwithin this Toune."*

From 1661 to 1768 there were several elections

and many petitions against the returns, but it does

not appear that, until the latter date, any one ever

dreamed that the phrase "all the inhabitants"

meant any but freemen. Some foreign burgesses

resident in the town, i.e., persons free from toll, but

possessing no other privilege belonging to the in-

burgesses,however,had occasionallyclaimed and been

resisted, as the following resolutions in the books of

the Corporation show :—" At a meeting of the Maior

and Counsell the 28th day of February,! 1681-

* Records of the Preston Corporation. Having; had occasion,
in the compilation of this little history, to make frequent refer
ences to the records and papers of our Corporation, the author
has much pleasure in acknowleding the very great courtesy and
kindness of Mr . A scroft, the Town Clerk, in affording every facility

for his investigations.

t By a clerical error this is written March in the book of pro

ceedings.
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Upon full debate and consideracon had of the man

ner of Ellecon of yliament men for this Burrough,

and of the guild orders & usages constantly had and

practised within this towne relateing thereunto, It

is resolued and declared (nomine contradicente)

that noe forreigne Burgesse, although hee lives

within the corporation, hath or ought to have any

vote in such eleccon, But that the sole right of the

ellecon appertaines to the Innburgesses of this cor-

porason, either of the last guild merchant or by

coppy of Cort Roll that doe or shall inhabit within

the said Burrough att the time of such ellecon, And

that the vsage of this corporacon hath time out of

mind been accordingly, and that to offer or introduce

the contrary would be a great invasion upon the

rights of this Burrough." This was signed by

"Tho: Hodgkinson, Maior," and nineteen other

members of the Corporation. " At a meeting of ye

Maior & Counsell ye 28th day of March, 1681.

Be it remembered that at ye last eleccon of Bur

gesses to serve in farliam' for this Burrough

houlden here ye 28th day of February last, It was

(in the close of ye said eleccon) ^posed & offred to

ye Maior & Bailiffs yt several |>sons who were entred

InBurgesses of ye last Guild Merchant but then in-

habitated not within this towne should give their

votes in ye said eleccon which was refused by ye said

Maior & Bailiffs. However ye said severall ^sons

had their names set downe & votes taken de bene esse

vntill ye numbering of ye said votes And although

ye said Out Burgesses names were afterwards read

yet ye said Maior and Bailiffs declared yt they

should not stand for votes nor be reckoned in y«

number of y° poll but yt ye offring such votes was

an innovacon & invasion vpon ye rights priviledges

& vsages of this Incorporacon." Signed by " Tho:

Hodgkinson, Maior," and eighteen other members of

the Council.

Having thus digressed in order to explain the

resolution of the house setting aside the original

return at the " great election," and to give the cir

cumstances attending the first adoption of the terms

" all the inhabitants," the next election that claims

notice is 1774, when Sir Henry Hoghton and

Col. Burgoyne were re-elected without opposition.
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In 1780, they were again chosen, but on this occa

sion there was an opponent in the person of John

Fenton, Esq., who stood on the interest of the in-

burgesses, and was defeated. The state of the

poll was—Hoghton, 487 ; Burgoyne, 466 ; Fenton,

208. This return was protested against as ap

pears from the following entry in the official poll

book :—" John Fenton, Esq., one of the candidates,

Edward Pedder, Esq., and Richard Atherton, Esq.,

two of the aldermen of the Sd borough, did this

14th day of September, 1780, in open court,

severally protest against the return this day made

by the returning officers of Sir Henry Hoghton,

Baronet, and John Burgoyne, Esq., to serve in

the next parliament, such return not being made

by a majority of Free Inn Burgesses resident

within the sd Borough, the sd John Fenton claim

ing to have a majority of Free Inn Burgesses

resident within the sd Borough. J. Nabb, poll

clerk." Mr. Fenton also petitioned in March,

1781, against the return, as did also a num

ber of the in-burgesses ; but a committee of the

House of Commons reported, on the 10th April, in

favour of the franchise being " in all the inhabi

tants," and that Colonel Burgoyne, the only

member petitioned against, was duly elected.

On the committee appointed to examine into the

merits of this election C. J. Fox sat, being the person

chosen by the sitting member to watch his interest.

Although the committee reported Burgoyne duly

elected, and that the franchise was in all the inhabi

tants, it was " also the opinion of the committee that

such right of election ia too indefinite," and the

chairman was " directed to move for leave to bring

in a bill to ascertain the description of the inhabi

tants who shall for the future have voices in the

election, humbly recommending it to the house that

the right be confined to all Inn-Burgesses resident,

and to all other Inhabitant Householders, paying

Scot and Lot." This report was ordered to be

taken into consideration on the 1st of May, 1781,

on which day the " proper officers were to attend

with the Charters, Books, Polls, Returns, and other

Papers ;" but on the 1st of May an amendment was

carried, apparently without a division, that the
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order be read that day three months, so nothing wa»

done in the matter.

The exclusives were still dissatisfied. In April,

1784, they again raised the question ; Hoghton and

Burgoyne being returned by a majority of the votes

of all the inhabitants, were petitioned against as

being illegally returned, but with the same result.

On this occasion the unsuccessful candidates were

Ralph Clayton, Esq., barrister, of Grey's Inn, and

Michael Angelo Taylor, Esq., barrister, of Lincoln's

Inn. The petitions were presented to the house on

the 25th May. In that from the inhabitants it was

alleged that " no person hath (and as the petitioners

conceive and doubt not to prove) any right of voting

upon the elections of burgesses to serve in parlia

ment for the said borough but Inn-burgesses of the

said borough, inhabiting within the same." The

petitions were ordered to be taken into considera

tion on the 5th of August, but nothing was then

done. The petitions were renewed in the next ses

sion. They were presented on the 28th January ;

ordered to be taken into consideration on the 12th

of April ; and the committee appointed on that day

reported on the 22nd of the same month that Bur

goyne and Hoghton were duly elected.* The Cor

poration felt warmly in the matter, and interested

themselves for the in-burgesses during the election,

and subsequently subscribed from the Corporation

purse towards the expenses of the contest. On the

7th May, 1784, they resolved " that whereas at the

Election in April last of Burgesses to represent this

borough in parliament another effort was made by

the Inn-Burgesses of this borough to bring again in

question their exclusive right of choosing members

to serve in parliament for this borough. And

whereas the expences incurred upon that account

within the said borough amounted to more than was

expected [nothing unusual at an election], It is

therefore now ordered and agreed that in addition

to what has been already subscribed by Individuals

to defray such extraordinary expence, there be paid

out of the Corporation revenue, the sum of Ffty

pounds to be applied to the discharge thereof, And

if the said sum of £50 shall not be found sufficient,

* Journals of the House of Commons.
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then let any further sum not exceeding £20 be paid

and applied for the purpose aforesaid." At the

same meeting the Corporation paid the unsuccessful

candidates the barren compliment of voting them

the freedom of the borough.* The votes at this

election, according to the official poll-book, were—

Burgoyne, 536 ; Hoghton, 530 ; Clayton, 227 ; Tay

lor, 225. At the close of the book is the memoran

dum, " Michael Angelo Taylor and Ralph Clayton,

Esqs., candidates at this election, and also Robinson

Shuttleworth and John Grimshaw, Esqs., severally

protested against the return made at this election,

as being made by a majority consisting of persons

not Inn-Burgesses, and not by a majority of Inn-

Burgesses inhabitants only. J. Nabb, poll clerk,

6th April, 1784." The state of the poll as respected

freemen only, and as such alleged by Clayton and

Taylor to be the real state of the poll, was—Clay

ton, 228 ; Taylor, 225 ; Burgoyne, 161 ; Hoghton,

154. This was the last occasion on which there was

any attempt to dispute the right of " all the inhabi

tants " to the franchise. Great inconvenience was

howeverexperienced in determining who were inhabi

tants, as it was held that any person coming to

town with a bond fide intention of settling here, if

only the day before the election, was entitled to

vote. As points are often strained during an election,

and bond fide intentions hard to get at, and as many

persons had been brought into the town to vote

who did not intend making it their residence, and

as even soldiers and militiamen stationed here, and

tramps, pedlars, and strolling players, were polled

as inhabitants, an act of Parliament was obtained,

or at least a clause meeting the case of Preston was

* Corporation records. A letter from Mr. Clayton, addressed
to Mr. Nabb, the town clerk of Preston, under date May 12, 1784,
and which is now in the possession of Mr. Alderman Shawe, con
tains the following :—" Mr. Taylor and myself are very much
obliged to the Corporation of Preston for the high honour they
have conferred upon us by enrolling us Inn-Burgesses of that
respectable borough. I hope they will never find us ungrateful.
This mark of your approbation, so highly flattering in itself, is
the more pleasing by being bestowed after you have had some
knowledge of us." The other portion of the letter enjoins
secrecy in getting up evidence, bo as not to furnish information
to their opponents. Mr, Shawe has also a letter addressed by
Mr. M. A. Taylor to Mr. Nabb, in which he assures him he will
never desert the cause, and expressing his favourable opinion of
the inn-burgesses of Preston.
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inserted in the act, 26th Geo. 3rd, c. 100 [1786],

passed "to prevent occasional inhabitants from

voting in the election of members in Parliament

for cities and boroughs," by which no person ex

ercising the franchise as Scot and Lot voters,

householders, pot wallers, or inhabitants, should

vote unless they had been an inhabitant six months

previous to the election.

In 1790, Burgoyne and Hoghton were returned

together for the fifth time. At this election there

was no contest. On the 4th of June, 1792, General

Burgoyne died, and wasburied in the cloisters of West

minster Abbey. He wassucceeded in parliament by W.

CunlifFe Shawe, Esq., of this town, a member of an old

Preston family, the owner of the property known

as " the Park,' the extensive district yet called by

that name, although now occupied by streets, lying

to the north-east of the town. The ownership of

the land is now vested in that gentleman's second son,

Samuel Pole Shawe, Esq., of Hints Hall, Tamworth.

His eldest son, Robert Newton Shawe, Esq., of

Kesgrave-hall, Suffolk, for some time represented

the eastern division of that county in parliament.

General Burgoyne, who represented Preston for

twenty-four years, and for six months previously

the borough of Midhurst, distinguished himself as a

speaker on several occasions in the House of Com

mons, more especially on subjects connected with

our foreign and colonial policy. He also frequently

addressed the house on questions relative to the

military affairs of the nation, his opinions on these

points having apparently possessed great weight.

His military career was a varied one. He served at

Belle Isle in 1761, and in the following year joined

the Portuguese army under Count De la Lippe,

when he distinguished himself by surprising and

capturing the town of Alcantara. In 1777, he was

appointed to the command of an army in America ;

but after some successes at the commencement of

the campaign, the expedition was unsuccessful, and

he had to capitulate. His conduct on this occasion

brought down upon him much obloquy, for the con

vention by which he and his army agreed to retire

from that country was the occasion of the indepen

dence of the United States being acknowledged by
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France. The general, conscious that he and his

army had done all they could in the disastrous cir

cumstances in which they were placed, sought an

audience of the King, and demanded a court-

martial, both of which were refused. Even when

he defended himself in the House of Commons,

which he did in powerful addresses, his right to

be there at all was questioned on the ground of his

being a prisoner of war at large on parole ; but the

Solicitor-General and the Speaker decided in his

favour. He soon afterwards resigned all his appoint

ments, but he was afterwards nominated commander-

in-chief of the forces in Ireland, under the govern

ment of the Marquis of Rockingham, a situation he

held about two years ; and about the same time he

received the colonelcy of a regiment of foot. During

the negociations with America for an exchange of

prisoners, after Burgoyne's return home a prisoner

on parole, some misunderstanding occasioned the

American government to require his surrender,

when Burke interested himself to induce them to

forego this demand. He wrote privately to Dr.

Franklin to use his influence for this end, which the

doctor promised, remarking in his reply that " since

the foolish part of mankind could not settle their

disputes without wars, it was the duty of the wise

part of mankind to use their endeavours to alleviate

those misfortunes that attend wars."* The doctor's

influence was exercised as promised ; his mediation

was successful, and an arrangement was made for

an exchange of prisoners, by which General Bur-

goyne was liberated from his parole. He was ap

pointed one of the managers of the impeachment of

Warren Hastings, in which work he was associated

with Burke, Fox, Sheridan, Grey, Erskine, and other

leading members of the house ; but he did not live

to see the close of that fruitless state trial.

General Burgoyne earned no mean place in litera

ture, and he wrote many pieces which long held a

* Speech of the Right Hon. E. Burke, in the House of Com
mons, Dee. 17, 1781 As Franklin visited Preston twice while
Burgoyne was its representative, and as the latter would no
doubt often be at Lord Derby's house here, they probably met In
this town, and were thus personally acquainted. It has
been stated that the original house at Cooper Hill, Walton-le-
dale, was designed by General Burgoyne, and that a lightning

conductor was put to it by Dr. Franklin.
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high position on the stage, among them being " The

Heiress," "The Lord of the Manor," "The Maid of

the Oaks," &c. In a notice of his death, the " Gen

tleman's Magazine" for August, 1792, described him

as "an accomplished gentleman, an able scholar, and

a benevolent man."

A story is told of the general that, on returning

from one of his elections at Preston, he staid a short
time at an inn in Bolt6n, when he was fixed on byI

some of the company in the " bar" as fair game for

a joke, or what, in Boltonian parlance, is called

" trotting." One of the party, of opposite politics

to the general, sent his watch, a handsome gold one,

by the waiter, to ask the M.P. if he could tell what

time it was. The servant executed the insulting

commission ; but, being forbidden by the " trotter"

to divulge his name, could only tell the general that

he was one of the guests then indulging below stairs.

The general took out his pistols, and putting them

besides the watch on the waiter's tray, brought the

lot into the room where a number of persons were

waiting with glee the result of the servant's mission.

Having announced that the owner of the watch was

to take one of the pistols and he the other, and with

them to settle as an affair of honour the affront thus

attempted to be put upon him, the general offered

the tray to each in succession, putting the question

" Is this your watch ?" "No," was the response in

each case, the owner, like Bob Acres, having found

his valour gone at the prospect of handling a pistol

in earnest. "Then it is mine," said the gallant

officer, " at least till the owner claims it," and he

walked off with it. The watch, as the story goes,

was never claimed, and remained in the general's

family as a trophy of his personal valour and of his

triumph over a " Bolton trotter."

Sir Henry Hoghton died in February, 1795, when

he was succeeded, without opposition, by his eldest

son, Sir Henry Philip Hoghton, father of the present

baronet. That repository of antiquarian and bio

graphical lore, the " Gentleman's Magazine," in re

cording in its number for March, 1795, the death of

the member for Preston, says, " Sir Henry was edu

cated a Dissenter from the established church, and

continued invariably in communion with that body.
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He was, moreover, of that description termed

moderate Dissenters, both with regard to religious

and political opinions. When it was proposed in the

House of Commons to obtain a repeal of the Test

and Corporation Acts, consistently with his senti

ments, he lent his weight of countenance and argu

ment to the proposal by seconding the motion. The

uniform tenour of his conduct as a member of par

liament for near thirty years, during which he re

presented the borough of Preston, was highly res

pectable and exemplary. His attention to his duty

was unremitted. In the agitation of great political

questions he did not suffer his judgment to be con

trolled by party spirit, but conscientiously de

cided as appeared to him most for the welfare of

the state. To the local interests of the town he

represented, and indeed to the spirit of improve

ment which has of late so much distinguished the

whole manufacturing county of Lancaster, he ap

proved himself at all times a zealous friend. * *

Happy is it for society when eminence of station is

rendered still more attractive and respectable by

the most virtuous principles, the most amiable man

ners, and the most beneficent conduct." Sir Henry

was an occasional speaker in the house, principally

on questions connected with religious toleration, and

the obtaining of equal civil rights for Protestant

Dissenters. On these subjects his views were, for

the time in which he lived, of an enlarged and

liberal character. On one occasion, in the year

1772, on a debate upon a petition presented by a

number of divines and others, members of the Church

of England, for the abolition of subscription to the

thirty-nine articles, Sir Henry said " he was happy

in the exercise of his own opinions, and wished every

one the same happiness." In the same year he

brought forward " a bill for the further relief of his

Majesty's Protestant subjects dissenting from the

Church of England," which he carried through the

House of Commons, on which occasion he tersely

remarked that " a divine and exclusive right

belonged to man as a free agent to judge for himself

in religious matters." In the report of the debate

on the passing of the bill, in " Cobbett's Parliamen

tary History of England," Sir Henry Hoghton's
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speech, in thanking the house for its indulgence to

him throughout the whole business, is described as

«* modest yet manly." In the year 1780, a bill was

brought forward " to secure the Protestant religion

in Great Britain from any encroachment of Popery,

by more effectually restraining Papists, or persons

professing the Popish religion, from teaching or

taking upon themselves the education or govern

ment of the children of Protestants." This measure,

after passing the Commons, was lost in the

House of Lords. In the course of the debate, an

attempt was actually made to prevent these danger

ous Papists from taking Protestant children as ap

prentices ! The great Burke, with respect to the

amendment, and indeed the bill altogether, said he

was " sorry for the credulity of the age and country

in which he lived." Sir Henry Hoghton said he

" lived in a county where many of his neighbours,

many of his tenants, and many manufacturers were

Papists : he never heard any complaints of their

taking apprentices, and thought the amendment im

proper." In the various attempts to repeal the Test

and Corporation Acts, Sir Henry took a prominent

part, and spoke with good sense and liberality. It

took forty years' labour in parliament and out of it

before the enlightened views of the then member for

Preston were embodied in our statute book. This Sir

Henry was the last baronet of the family who took

much interest in the affairs of non-conformity. For

several generations previously, the Hoghtons had

been distinguished for their patronage of dissent, and

Tong, in his life of Matthew Henry, speaks of Lady

Sarah Hoghton, the wife of the third baronet, as " a

great patroness of religion and non-conformity."

At the dissolution of parliament in 1796, Mr.

Shawe retired.* Sir H. P. Hoghton was again a

candidate, and with him Lord Stanley [the late Earl

of Derby]. Stanley and Hoghton were the candi

dates in the Derby interest, which was now assailed,

not as before by questioning the right of the inhabi

tants generally to the franchise, but by appealing

for their votes in opposition to the Derby nominees.

Mr. John Horrocks, who employed many workpeople,

* Mr. Shave died on the 4th November, 1821, at the advanced
age of 77.
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and was a person of much wealth and local influence,

was selected as the champion of the Corporation (of

which he had just been chosen a member),* and

he became a candidate in the Corporation and

" manufacturing interest." He had the support of the

Council, of the then powerful Manchester Church and

King Club, and of the government, and ran the

other candidates hard. The poll was open eleven

days ; he was at the head of the poll each day for

the first eight days ; he was second on the ninth,

but on the tenth he was lowest. On the morning

of the eleventh day he retired, and the voting ceased,

when the poll was—Stanley, 772 ; Hoghton, 766 ;

Horrocks, 742.t

Sheridan once said that if the making of the bal

lads of the country were left to him, he cared not

to whom was left the making of the laws. In the

absence of those means of reaching the popular mind

which now exist in the press, songs and ballads were

an attractive means of obtaining the ear of all

classes, more especially of the uneducated. The

managers of this election would appear to have

been of this opinion, for the book of squibs con

tains a great number of songs, one of which

was "The King and John Horrocks for ever."

It is said to have been written by a local

poet and bookseller, Mr. Peter Newby, and is a

parody on the old Tory song of " The King and old

England for ever," which was very popular in Eng

land in the early part of the reign of George the

Third. It was sung to the same tune. The air was

* He was chosen a free in-burgess of the borough by the Coun
cil on the 26th of September, 1794, and served the office of bailiff

daring the mayoralty of Mr. James Pedder, in 1794-5. He was
elected a common councilman in January, 1796, and an alderman
in March, 1799; but he resigned the latter office in October, 1801.
Mr. Nicholas Grimshaw was appointed in his stead, and it being
the ordinary practice for the junior alderman to take the mayor
alty at the next succeeding vacancy, he was elected for the year
1801-2, and thus served the office during the Guild of 1802. Mr.
Horrocks never served the office of mayor ; his aspirations for
the representation of the borough, or his absorbing business
engagements, perhaps being his excuse.

f At this election, Mr. Scarlett, afterwards the noted advocate,
Sir James Scarlett, and subsequently Chief Baron of the Ex
chequer under the title of Lord Abinger, acted as " assistant" to
the Mayor. A memorandum that he was paid 200 guineas for his
services appears in the Corporation books. The money was
borrowed from Mr. Pedder, and a bond given for the amount.
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local song. Another favourite song, or air, for the

words sung to it were of the most puerile character,

was " Stanley for ever." This tune, long a favourite

one in Preston, was played at many an elec

tion, and during its long service was never, but

on one occasion, connected with a defeat. Whether

it was the composition of a local musician, or merely

an adaptation from some older air, cannot now, per

haps, be ascertained ; but its lively strains are not

yet forgotten, and when occasionally played at the

head of a local procession, or to accompany the

merry country dance, it seldom fails to recal to the

memory of a Prestonian not only incidents of past

political struggles, but associations of a more agree

able character respecting the connection of our good

old town with the most distinguished family in Lan

cashire.

The political differences between the Corporation

and the Derby family at this time, and for years

previous, divided the town into two factions, and

each election added to the "ancient grudge." While

the Derbyite nominees were the members, they were

never, except one of them on a single occasion, soli

cited to take charge of any of the numerous ad

dresses which the Corporation were accustomed to

present to the throne. Mr. Blackburne, the Tory

member for the county, was always selected to be

the medium of the corporate felicitations reaching

the ears of royalty. Not merely was the feeling of

hostility between the rival competitors for political

influence carried into the business of the town, but

even into its pleasures, and for six years, from 1786

to 1791, races were held under the auspices of each

party, the Corporation races being held on Preston

Moor, the Earl of Derby's races, as an opposition

meeting, on Fulwood Moor, a lease of which had

been obtained from the Duchy of Lancaster. The

political differences which divided the town ex

tended even to sedan chairs ! The coats of the

chairmen had collars of the colour of one or other

of the two great parties, and as the ladies were

equally warm in their political sympathies as

the rougher sex, they showed their predilections

not only in the ribbons they wore, but in the
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choice of their sedans. A lady of the family of

Pedder, or Starkie, or Gorst, would have walked

home in a thunder storm, before she would hare

been carried in a Derby or Burgoyne chair, while

the wives and damsels of the Shawes, the Hornbys,

and the Whiteheads, would have missed going to

the best ball of the season, rather than have been

taken there in a corporation sedan.

After the contest of 1796, Mr. Horrocks's energy

and enterprise continued still further to extend the

cotton trade in the town, and before the next election

his influence was so much greater that a compromise

was effected ; it being arranged that the Derby

family should nominate one member and the Cor

poration and manufacturing interest one, and that

each should support the other in carrying out this

bargain. " This coalition was made through the

intervention of Thomas Butterworth Bayley, Esq.,

of Hope, near Manchester, and ratified by the signa

tures of eleven gentlemen in Preston, the leaders of

the parties, to a written agreement prepared for the

purpose."* The coalition, though several times as

sailed, was successful against all opposition at six

general elections subsequent to the agreement. In

pursuance of this compact, Lord Stanley, the Whig,

and John Horrocks, the Tory, were candidates at the

election in 1802, and were returned without oppo

sition. Sir H. P. Hoghton, who then retired, never

again entered parliament, perhaps not unwilling to

be relieved from the exciting and expensive contests

which had occasioned the alienation of many a fair

acre from his paternal domain. He continued to

reside at Walton Hall, his family seat, and Astley

Hall, the paternal property of his wife, discharging

the more congenial duties of a country gentleman

until his decease at the former residence, on the

27th November, 1835, in the 68th year of his age.

After his death, that fine old mansion was razed,

and the site of the ancient baronial hall of the

Hoghtons, and previously of the Langtons, is now

let as a market garden, and broken up to grow

potatoes, and cabbages, and onions, for the factory

operatives of Preston and Blackburn ! The manor

* Baines's Lancashire, vol. 4, p. 34C.
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of Walton came into possession of the Hoghton

family at the close of tbe 16th century, when Mr.

Thomas Hoghton was killed at Lea, where he lived,

Lea Hall being one of the family scats, in an agra

rian feud, by Mr. Langton, the lord of the manor of

Walton, and to make peace the Walton property

was ceded by Langton to the Hoghton family by

way of Frumgil, the old Saxon payment to the kin

dred of the slain as a sort of atonement for murder,

and with them it yet remains. Its sheltered situa

tion and fertile neighbourhood becoming more in

viting as the country became more settled, soon

induced the Hoghtons to make it their principal

residence, to the neglect of their ancestral tower on

the heights of Hoghton. The Thomas Hoghton,

whose violent death thus enriched his family, was

a younger son of the then head of the Hoghtons.

His eldest son ultimately succeeded to the estates

and the representation of the family, and was the

first baronet.

Mr. Horrocks did not live to enjoy for any

lengthened period his senatorial honours. He died

in London in the year 1804, and the vacancy in the

representation was supplied by the unopposed return

of his brother and partner, Samuel Horrocks, Esq.,

in the same interest. Mr. John Horrocks was only

in his 37th year when he died. He was interred in

Penwortham church-yard, having, by the erection

of Penwortham Lodge, now called Penwortham Hall,

become a resident in that village.

Mr. John Horrocks was the younger of the two sur

viving sons of Mr. John Horrocks, of Edgeworth, in

this county, a member of the Society of Friends.

Mr. and Mrs. Horrocks had eighteen children, of

whom two sons, Samuel and John, and several

daughters, lived to maturity.* Most of their children

died young. A daughter, who was thus taken from

them in early youth, desired to be buried in a neigh

bouring church-yard, and her request having been

complied with, the Horrockses acquired a natural

interest in the place where their child was interred,

* The only surviving member of the family is Mrs. Whitehead,
of Winckley-square. Her husband, the late Mr. John Whitehead,
was a partner with John and Samuel Horrocks, being taken into
the firm at the same time as the late Mr. Miller.
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became occasional attendants at worship there, and

ultimately members of the congregation. They

originally resided at Bradshaw Hall, near Bolton,

but afterwards removed to Edgeworth, where Mr.

Horrocks had taken a quarry, adjoining to which he

erected, on a lease,' premises for the grinding and

manufacture of mill-stones. Both the young Hor-

rockses were employed in their father's business ;

Samuel, if not also John, worked in the stone delph,

and this employment was, in after years, during the

excitement of a parliamentary election, the theme

of many a joke and many a squib. While the young

men were thus engaged, the cotton trade had begun

to develope itself with marvellous results under

the stimulus it had received from the inventions

of Kay, and Crompton, and Arkwright. Young

John Horrocks saw evidences of its wealth-creat

ing powers, and soon imbibed a notion of doing

something in the new business. He obtained two

or three frames for spinning cotton, and in a corner

of his father's establishment pursued, with unceasing

ardour and industry, his newly-adopted trade. The

yarns that he turned off with his own hands he sold

to manufacturers, his principal customer being Mr.

John Watson, of Preston, then the only cotton spinner

and manufacturer in the town. He occupied the

first mill built here, the one in Moor-lane, as well as

the mill in Walton-le-dale, usually called Pen-

wortham factory. His warehouse was the buildings

on the east side, near the top, of what is now Aven-

ham-street, and his house stood where the opening

into that street now is. The yarns spun by himself,

as well as those from others, were " put out" to

weavers in Preston and other places to be woven at

their own homes into cloth. Mr. Horrocks brought

his yarns from Edgeworth to Preston on horseback.

On one occasion, he and Mr. Watson not agreeing

as to the price or quality of the goods, some words

ensued, and he told Mr. Watson he should have no

more of them, for he would come to Preston himself

to " put out," and be a "thorn in his side." Step

by step he had extended his operations at Edge-

worth, increasing the number of his spinning frames

and employing additional hands, and he now lost no

time in carrying into effect his threat of establishing



38

himself at Preston. It was in the month of January,

1791, when he first began operations in this town ;

he occupied a small building at the bottom of Turk's

Head Court, where, for a short time, his whole

machinery was just two carding machines, his spin

ning probably being done in private houses, until he

could arrange for having premises in which to spin.

The same success which had crowned his industry

at Edgeworth attended his labours here, and he

continued to extend his operations. The demand

for his yarns, &c, by weavers who wished to work

for him, and the calls for his cloth in the market,

as well as his own enterprising spirit, impelled him

soon to seek a wider sphere, and he began to

look about for a site on which to erect a warehouse

or factory near his then premises. He had made

and saved money, but the capital which he could

command was not near what he saw a prospect

of investing to advantage, so he proposed a partner

ship to Mr. George Bolton, of the firm of Shuttle-

worth, Bolton, Claytons, and Moore,* bankers, of this

town, the proprietors of the " New Bank." Mr.

Bolton knew, from many sources, what wealth the

new trade was creating, and eagerly embraced Mr.

Horrocks's offer. The latter made the arrangements

for the new factory, and with the quickness and

energy which marked all his actions, he was soon

absorbed in the cares of brick and mortar. Mr.

Bolton came down upon one occasion to see how his

partner was progressing, when he was startled at

seeing pretty far advanced a structure which, though

it would now be considered one of the smallest of

the small, was so far beyond his notions of what was

intended, that he remonstated with his partner on

the spot on the folly of his speculations, and pre

dicting that such a mad undertaking could only end

in ruin, renounced all connection with the new

factory and the cotton trade, and left Mr. Horrocks

to pursue his adventurous career without his aid.

Mr. Horrocks was not the man to be deterred by

ordinary obstacles from the prosecution of his de

signs, so he speedily remedied the inconvenience

* Mr. Alderman Moore, who was also a woollen draper, was a
leading member of the corporation at this period, and was the
most active of the tory party at the elections.
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occasioned by Mr. Bolton's withdrawal, by forming a

partnership with the late Mr. Richard Newsham, after

wards one of the partners in the "Old Bank." Scarcely

hadhe got thenew establishment into successful opera

tion, than its rapid money-making induced him to

look for another site for a still larger concern, and

he soon obtained land and erected another factory

at the east end of the town, in Dale-street. All this

was done within less than a year from his first com

mencing business in Preston. This mill, called " the

yellow factory," is still standing on the right hand

of the entrance to the present " yard works," of

which it was the commencement and the nucleus.

It bears the date " 1791," and when the motive power

was literally a " horse," if not before the invention

of the steam engine, at least before its application

to the cotton trade, the spinning and other attendant

operations were here carried on ; a mill horse in the

cellar turned the carding machines in the room above,

the spinning of course being done by hand. The de

mand for cotton goods was almost insatiable, and as

profits were extremely large, Mr. Horrocks lost no

time in still further extending his works. The

premises at Edgeworth had been converted into a

cotton factory, the mill-stone trade having been laid

aside for the more lucrative manufacture of cot

ton goods. He soon built another mill in Preston,

the one known as the " Yard factory," which was

erected in 1792 ; this was burned down in 1796, but

was re-erected the same year. The old Moss factory

was built in 1796 ; Frenchwood factory the same

year ; the new factory at the Moss in 1797 ; the

Canal factory in 1799 ; and the " top of the yard

factory" in 1802. These were all erected during

Mr. John Horrocks's life, and under his directions.*

* Frenchwood factory and the Canal factory were enlarged
in the year 1811. The large fire-proof mill at the "yard"
was erected in 1824. The extensive "field works" were built
in 1836, and the New Preston mill in 1853. The firm of
Messrs. Horrockses, Miller, and Co., have now ten mills,
containing 154,334 spindles, 2,775 looms, and 12 engines, with
an aggregate of 540 horse-power. They employ above 3,000 hands,
spin 95,0001bs. weight of yarn weekly, and make 400,000 yards,
or 227 miles, of cloth weekly. Mr. Miller, whose eldest son, Mr.
Alderman Miller, is now the sole proprietor of these extensive
works, joined Mr. John Horrocks in 1802, and his business apti
tude soon obtained for him a partnership in the concern. Mr.
Miller was recommended to Mr. Horrocks's notice, as a suitable
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He was also a partner with the late Mr. Leighton,

Mr. Riley* and Mr. Paley.f in the Heatley-street

mill and machine works, which he was mainly instru

mental in establishing.

He had not been long in Preston before he in

vited his brother Samuel to come over to Preston to

" make his fortune" in the trade, and he afterwards

induced his relatives Isaac and George Horrocks J

to leave Edgeworth and settle here. His

brother, after working for him some time, became

his partner in the " yard" and other works. He

afterwards gave up his Turk's Head Court premises

to Mr. Isaac Horrocks, who continued the partner

ship for many years with Mr. Newsham. On the

latter withdrawing, Mr. George Horrocks became a

partner. Shortly afterwards Mr. G. Jacson, and

subsequently Mr. John Horrocks, were introduced

into the business, and under the firm of Horrocks,

Jacson, and Co., the works have become an extensive

and important concern. For a short time Mr. G.

Cotton, a son of the late Dean of Chester, was a

member of the firm.

The various works planned and carried on by the

energy of John Horrocks gave an immense impulse

to the trade of the town. The erection of each of

his factories was necessarily attended with the

building of cottages in the vicinity. Shops, and

houses, and places of business, and then other

mills, rose in various quarters ; streets extended

and branched out ; fields and gardens became

covered with bricks and mortar ; and the popula

tion, which had been for centuries stationary at

about 6,000, and had received but little impulse

from the mill erected before Mr. Horrocks's

settling here, now increased with amazing rapidity,

person to take the management of a portion of his works, by the
late Mr. Ainsworth, of Bolton. He was then in business in
Bolton as a small manufacturer, and was considered very clever
in the department of weaving known as " clouding." Mr. Miller
was the first mayor of Preston after the passing of the Corpora
tion Reform Act, and twice previously served the office of chief
magistrate as a member of the old Corporation.

• Father of Mr. Richard Riley, late of Albyn Bank,

t The late Mr. Alderman Paley, father of Mr. Alderman J.
Paley, who now owns the mill, and Mr. W. Paley.
t Uncles of John Horrocks, Esq., of Ribblesdale- place.
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and has ever since continued to extend in as great

a ratio as that of any town in the kingdom.*

It is thus easy to see how the young quarryman

from Edgeworth, before he was twenty-eight years

of age, was fixed upon to contest, with the powerful

Stanley family, the representation of a borough

which had been for some time their unassailable

possession, and when he was little more than thirty-

three obtained a seat in the British House of Com

mons for a town whose material prosperity he had

been so instrumental in advancing. The history of

the cotton trade, nay, indeed, the history of the

commerce of England, contains no more notable in

stance of the accessibility of the wealth and honours

of the greatest nation on earth to the humbly born,

who pursue a life of industry and perseverance, than

that of John Horrocks, and it is a reflection on the

town of his adoption, and the trade of his founding,

that no monument or statue has been erected in the

town to perpetuate his fame. His parents lived to

see his advancement, and his mother, while on a

visit to Preston, attended the Parish Church, when,

as she described it, she saw one of her sons walk

down one aisle, the member of parliament for the

borough, and her other son walk down another aisle,

at the head of the Corporation as Mayor !f The

feelings of the maternal heart on such an occasion

can probably only be fully realised by a mother.

Mr. John Horrocks, as has been said, died at the

early age of thirty-six, when in London, attending

not merely to his parliamentary duties, but to the

extensive commercial operations of the house of

which he was the head ; for he not merely esta

blished the manufacturing business, but he founded

the extensive home connection and shipping business,

which has continued to extend and increase with

•The population of the township of Preston was, in 1801,

11,887; 1811, 17,065; 1821, 24,627; 1831, 33,112; 1841, 60,073; 1851,
68,366. Since 1832 the township of Fishwick has been incor
porated with Preston, and both now form one parliamentary and
municipal borough ; its population is now usually included when
speaking of the town. Fishwick had 287 inhabitants in 1801 ;
295 in 1811; 284 in 1821; 759 in 1831; 756 in 1841 ; and 1,005 in
1851. The total population of the borough of Preston was thus,
at the last census, 69,361.
t Mr. 8. Horrocks's mayoralty (1802-3) was during the ibor

parliamentary career of his brother.
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the large development of the works of the firm.

The ailment under which he sank was an inflam

mation of the lungs. He was a tall, handsome, well-

built man, and had a ruddy countenance, with an

intelligent and prepossessing expression, and a quick

observant eye. His manner was sometimes hasty ;

but he was liberal and generous with all with whom

he had to do. He was especially anxious to advance

the interests of those connected with him, and this

feeling he evinced in a remarkable degree to his

apprentices, with whom he often conversed in en

couraging terms. He was totally devoid ofjealousy

of the prosperity of others.*

Mr. Watson, remembering Mr. Horrocks's threat

of coming to Preston, to be a "thorn in his side," pro

bably saw with little satisfaction his young rival

outstripping him in his commercial career, and was

distant and shy towards him. Upon one occasion,

as Mr. Horrocks was coming from his home, Pen-

wortham Lodge, to Preston, he met Mr. Watson on

his way to Penwortham factory. He had had no

ill feeling in his threat about the " thorn," so not

withstanding Mr. Watson's distant bearing, he

accosted him, saying that he was sorry to hear

that he had been unable to work a portion of

his machinery, owing to some defect which could

not be remedied by any one in his establishment. Mr.

Watson admitted such to be the case. Mr. Horrocks

said he could perhaps find out the defect, and would

go back with him to look at the machinery. The

offer was accepted, and the two cotton spinners went

to the factory, and entered the room where the de

ranged machinery stood. Mr. Horrocks was there

but a few moments before his quick eye detected what

was wrong ; he immediately rectified the irregularity,

and very soon Mr. Watson was gratified by seeing his

spinning frames perform their accustomed movements

with unerring precision. From this time there was,

of course, a better feeling between the heads of

* John Bairstow, Esq., of this town, afterwards a member of
the firm of Horrockses, Miller, and Co., was one of Mr. John
Horrocks's apprentices. He remembers, with much pleasure,
this as well as other amiable features in the character of his
friend and master. The late William Taylor, Esq., the late
Thomas German, Esq., and the late George Jacson, Esq., were
also apprentices to Mr. John Horrocks.
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the two great cotton spinning concerns in Preston.

Mr. John Horrocks and one of his sisters* had the

advantage of receiving a somewhat better education

than the other members of the family. He was for

two years at a boarding school in Manchester, where

he was regarded by his preceptor as a person of

considerable intellectual capacity and high promise.

He, however, always retained much of the rustic in

his bearing. His conversation, too, was tinged with

the dialect of the district where he was brought up.

His brusque manner and broad Lancashire accent

were sometimes the source of amusement to his

aristocratic associates in the House of Commons,

where, notwithstanding, his shrewd common sense,

his indomitable perseverance, his practical acquaint

ance with commercial subjects, and his prestige as a

wealthy manufacturer, gave him a considerable de

gree of influence in the unobtrusive way in which

he discharged his duty. He was much noticed by

William Pitt, with whom he had frequent communi

cations on commercial subjects.

On one occasion while M.P., he visited Woolwich,

and saw the workmen boring cannon by hand.

" You are a bonny set," said Mr. Horrocks to one

of the heads of a department, "to do your work in

this way. You should have a machine." " Oh ! it

is impossible to use machinery," said the desciple

of red tape. " Well, I know whether you can or

not, but I'll see Pitt to-morrow." And no doubt

he did, for it has been stated that a boring

machine was not long after introduced into the

government works at Woolwich.

It has been stated that John Horrocks was liberal ;

but whether in an act of generosity or of business

he never dallied. An instance of his off-hand

liberality may not be uninteresting. In the year he

was elected M.P. for the borough, at a dinner party

given by Mr. Horrocks, at Penwortham Lodge, Mr.

N. Grimshaw, then Mayor,f mentioned that it was

desirable to have an organ in the Parish Church,

and that it was proposed to purchase one in time for

* Mrs. Bobbins, afterwards Mrs. Pitt, mother of Mrs. Miller
and Mrs. H. Miller, of this town.
t Mr. Grimshaw served the office of mayor of Preston seven

times. He was mayor at the Guilds of 1802 and 1822.
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the approaching Guild festival. The list of sub

scriptions, containing the twenty and the ten guineas

of the then heads of the town was shown to the

host, who asked how much the instrument would

cost. " About five hundred guineas," was the reply.

Throwing back the list to the Mayor, he said he

would make a bargain with them ; he would pay for

the organ himself, and they must give him the pack

ing case. The fine organ now in our Parish Church

was ordered ; it was paid for by Mr. Horrocks, and

was opened, as intended, at the Guild of 1802.

The packing case, according to the agreement,

was sent to the Yard works, and doubtless,

little as would be its worth, made profitable use of.

In the severe winter of 1800-1 he built at his

own expense a soup kitchen in Friargate, as well

as gave liberally to the fund.

Allusion has been made to some of Mr. Horrocks's

qualifications and characteristics. One of the most

marked features in his character was his unvarying

punctuality and the never-failing fulfilment of his

engagements. The writer of this sketch has more

than once heard the late Mr. Palmer, who for more

than fifty years was Town Clerk of Preston, and a

coroner of Lancashire, state that on one occasion it

was his duty, when acting as clerk to the trustees of

Penwortham bridge, to attend a meeting of that body

on the bridge. The meeting was called for 10 o'clock.

Mr. Palmer arrived there about half-past, when he

found the commissioners waiting the arrival of the

clerk ; among them, Mr. Horrocks, who had attended

punctually to the minute. " Palmer," said he, " have

you got a watch ?" " Yes," said the clerk, "a very

good one," innocently showing it to his questioner.

" What time is it ?" " Half-past ten." " The meet

ing," said Mr. Horrocks, " was called for ten, and

servants should be ready at the time fixed, whether

masters are or not." He afterwards said, to him,

earnestly, but kindly, " Young man, miss your meals

if you will, miss your rest, and miss your pleasures,

but never miss fulfilling an engagement." Mr.

Palmer, whose long official and business career was

almost like clockwork, so regular was he, had much

pleasure in narrating this incident, to which he was

accustomed to attribute the formation of those



45

habits which thenceforth so strongly marked his

own character.

The same determination which marked Mr . Hor

rocks's business pursuits distinguished whatever else

he undertook. In the year 1799, Mr. Palmer was

a candidate for the office of one of the coroners for

the county, and Mr. Horrocks interested himself

warmly in his favour. The other candidates for the

post were Mr. John Winstanley and Mr. Edward

Forshaw, and the friends of the three young men

were naturally anxious to settle the matter without

the prelude of an expensive contest. Mr. John

Addison (father of T. B. Addison, Esq., and John

Addison, Esq.,) seeing Mr. Horrocks one day going

into Mr. Grimshaw's office, where Mr. Palmer was

preparing his canvass books, followed him, and after

a little chat on the threatened contest said, " These

lads have no money to throw away in electioneer

ing ; couldn't some arrangement be made to save

a contest 1" " Oh, yes," said Mr. Horrocks, " yon

may make what arrangements you like ; only Palmer

must be the coroner." Mr. Addison wished to reason

with Mr. Horrocks in favour of one or other of the

opposing candidates, but Mr. Horrocks was inexor

able ; his ultimatum was, " Palmer must have the

place." The other two candidates withdrew, and

Mr. Horrocks's protege was unanimously elected ;

a result Mr. Palmer was accustomed to attribute to

his patron's determination on his behalf.

The rapid extension of the works with which Mr.

Horrocks was connected, so as to take advantage of

the increased demands of the market, showed in a

remarkable degree his prescience. This was also

shown in another matter. The power-loom was

not invented until long after Mr. Horrocks's decease,

but when he built the cottages and weaving shops

at New Preston he had some notion of arranging for

the looms being propelled by steam, and observed

that, to supply the market with cloth, the agency of

steam would have to be applied to the loom.

Although Mr. Horrocks had only been thirteen

years in Preston, he bequeathed, at his death, to his

two sons a fortune equal to ^150,000, a sum then

almost unprecedented for the short period he had

been in business.
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When Mr. Horrocks first came to Preston he lived

in Turk's Head Court ; he then removed to the

house in Fishergate, at the corner of Woodcock's

Court, now occupied as a shop by Mr. Fawcett. He

next became a tenant of the Earl of Derby, in Dale-

street, the house now kept as an inn (the King's

Arms) ; but having presumed to become a candidate

against his lordship's nominees for the representation

of the town at the election of 1796, he received

notice to quit, upon which he erected the house in

Golden-square, adjoining the mills, afterwards occu

pied for many years by the late Mr. Miller. He left

this house for Penwortham Lodge, which he built in

the year 1801.

It has been stated that when Mr. Horrocks first

visited Preston to sell his yarns, Mr. Watson was

the only millowner in the town, and he occupied the

factory in Moor-lane. This mill was built some

time about the year 1777. It was erected on a por

tion of a plot of land called Hallfield, which had

been purchased by Ralph Watson,* grocer, of Pres

ton, in the year 1774, from a person of the name of

William Hardman, of Cadeley, in whose family it

had been for several generations ; the only building

upon the two acres, which the plot comprised, being

a barn and a stable. A cotton mill was erected

upon it, and was occupied by a William Collison,

who appears to have been the first person who in

troduced the cotton trade, or at least the factory

system, into Preston.f The motive power, in the

first instance, was a windmill, which drove the card

ing engines ; afterwards horses were employed, and

subsequently steam, the first steam mill in Preston

being erected on these premises. In a few years

Collison was joined in partnership by John Wateon

* Mr. Ralph "Watson was mayor of Preston in the years 1772,
1778, and 1784.
t Previous to the introduction of the cotton manufacture, the

town was not altogether destitute of trade. A petition presented
to the House of Commons in January, 1705, from the mayor,
aldermen, capital and other burgesses, and tradesmen of Preston,
sets forth that " the making of linen cloth hath for many ages
been the settled trade in their neighbourhood, and is the sole
dependence of thousands of families." Bearing in mind what the
population of Preston and the neighbourhood was at that period,
the expression " thousands of families" appears somewhat hyper
bolical.
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(son of Ralph), then a linen draper, Jane Watson,

widow of Richard Watson, of Liverpool, John Myers,

of Liverpool, and Henry Fielding, of Catterall, and

by these the trade was carried on under the firm

of " Watson, Myers, Fielding, and Co." Mr. Myers,

Mr. Fielding, and Mrs. Watson withdrew, and

on Collison's death the concern came into Mr.

John Watson's hands, and he, with his sons John

Watson and Joseph Watson, worked the mill until

their disastrous failure in November, 1807. The

original Church-street mill, or "Lord's factory,"

now, with various extensions and additions, the

property of Messrs. Ainsworth and Co., was built

by Mr. Watson, or at least built for him by the

Earl of Derby, about the year 1794. It was erected

for the purpose of increasing the number of votes

in his lordship's interest, Mr. Watson* being one

of the leading political supporters of the noble earl.

For some time, Mr. Watson and Mr. Horrocks were

the only cotton spinners in the town ; but the success

of the latter soon induced others to embark in the

trade, and in a few years the tall chimneys rose in

various parts of the town, and almost every succeed

ing year has added to the number. The original

mill in Moor-lane is now in the occupation of Mr.

J. B. Williamson. On the failure of the Watsons it

became the property of Mr. Newsham, banker, from

whose son, R. Newsham, Esq., of Winckley-square,

it was a short time since purchased by the Preston

Gas Company, whose Walker-street station adjoins

the mill, so that probably, in a few years, as

the town extends and the demand for gas increases,

the oldest mill in the town, the precursor of so many

prosperous concerns, will be pulled down and re

moved to make way for retort houses and gas-holders.

The next election was in 1806, when Lord Stanley

* One of the tory toasts before the coalition was, "Damnation
to the four Ws." These were Watson, Wilson, Walton, and
Whitehead. Mr. John Watson was the then extensive manu
facturer. Mr. Thomas Wilson was a solicitor, afterwards
Thos. Wilson France, Esq., of Rawcliffe-hall. Mr. Richard Walton
was a woollen draper. He was the elder brother of Mr. Jackson
Walton, surgeon, and Mr. John Walton, afterwards steward for
the Earl of Derby. The Rev. T. Whitehead was rector of
Eccleston-on-Yarrow. Being a magistrate, ho was usually called
" Justice Whitehead." He was father of the late Lieut.-General

Sir T. Whitehead, of Uplands.
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and Mr. Samuel Horrocks were re-elected without

opposition.

In 1807, parliament was again dissolved, and Lord

Stanley and Mr. Samuel Horrocks were both candi

dates at the election which took place in the month

of May in that year. Although they scarcely ever

voted on the same side in the House of Commons,

they had in Preston one committee, they canvassed

together, and, strange as it would now seem, sub

scribed their names to the same address. The

coalition, as the town had become larger, and the

constituency more numerous, had excited strong

feelings among those who considered that other*

had rights as well as the Stanley family and the Cor

poration, and at this election Joseph Hanson, Esq.,

of Strangeways Hall, near Manchester, was brought

forward as the " independent candidate." The

leading members of Mr. Hanson's committee were

Mr. T. Wilson, banker, Mr. T. Sudell, attorney, and

Mr. T. Eminett, timber merchant, who disliked this

Whig and Tory combination. Mr. Joseph Hanson

was the son of a Mr. William Hanson, an eminent

manufacturer and merchant, of Cannon-street, Man

chester. He was for some time Lieutenant-colonel

commandant of the Manchester and Salford Rifle

Regiment of Volunteers. He was one of the popular

idols of the day, and had suffered six months' impri

sonment in the King's Bench for a speech which he

made at a public meeting in Manchester. In ac

knowledgment of his services to the people, and

in sympathy for his sufferings, he was presented with

a gold cup by the working classes, the produce of a

penny subscription from 32,000 individuals.* This

election lasted twelve days, the voting at the close

being—Stanley, 1,619 ; Horrocks, 1,616 ; Hanson,

1,002. Mr. Hanson resigned at the close of the

eleventh day, when he had received 1,001 votes,

principally plumpers, and this number was for years

considered the watchword of virtue and indepen

dence in a constituent body. It was the toast of

the " independent" party ; it was the cry of political

groups in the thoroughfares, and was painted at the

* A Short Sketch or Memoir of the late Joseph Hanson, Esq.,
of Strangeways Hall, near Manchester. Salford : Printed by
Cowdroy and Slack. 1811.
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corners of streets, where the figures remained for

years after the election had been forgotten.*

Although none of the principal actors in this

contest are now alive, there are still among us

several old townsmen who voted on that occa

sion. The following brief notice of an incident

in the election, which appeared in the Preston

Journal^ of May 16, 1807, will serve not only to

illustrate the riotous proceedings that then charac

terised such contests, but also show how meagrely,

half a century ago, the local occurrences of the town

were reported :—" We are concerned to have to

state that a man was killed in an electioneering

squabble last night. We trust the friends of all

parties will recommend more peaceable behaviour

than has hitherto been observed."

The next election was in October, 1812. Lord

Stanley left the borough to become a candidate for

the representation of Lancashire in the stead of his

relative Colonel Stanley, who then retired from

parliament. This gentleman was the head of the

next branch of the Derby family. He was for many

years colonel of the 1st Regiment of Lancashire

Militia. His portrait is fixed in the Manchester

Exchange, in acknowledgment of his public services ;

and one is also in the Shire Hall, Lancaster. Edmund

Hornby, Esq., of Dalton Hall, the noble lord's cousin

and brother-in-law, offered himself as the Whig or

Derbyite candidate, in conjunction with Mr. Hor-

rocks, as the Tory one. Mr. Joseph Hanson, or

Colonel Hanson, as he was generally called, being

dead, his brother, Mr. Edward Hanson, was the in

dependent candidate, although not introduced by

the same gentlemen who supported his brother. Mr.

Wilson now supported the coalition. Mr. Sudell and

Mr. Emmett did not vote. The parties to the coali

tion were so influential as to discourage those who

aspired for independence, and Mr. E. Hanson fought

t It is scarcely a dozen years since a wall was pulled down, on
the property of the Preston Gas Company, which had been the
boundary of the old road from Main Sprit Weind to Avenham,
on which the figures 1,001, traced at the election of 1807, were still
distinctly visible.

* The Preston Journal was established by the late Mr. Thomas
Croft in the year 1807, and published by him until 1812, when he
disposed of it to Mr. Isaac Wilcockson, who changed its title ts

the Preston Chronicle.
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a far less equal fight than his brother had done.

This election continued for eight days, the numbers

at the close being—Horrocks, 1,379 ; Hornby, 1,368 ;

Hanson, 727.*

In June, 1818, there was another parliamentary

election. Messrs. Horrocks and Hornby were again

candidates. The coalition was once more triumphant,

although warmly opposed, the candidate on this

occasion in opposition to the Derbyite and Corpora

tion nominees being Dr. Crompton, father of the

present Mr. Justice Crompton, who himself, at a

later period, solicited the suffrages of this constitu

ency. The election lasted seven days, the voting at

the close being—Horrocks, 1,694 ; Hornby, 1,598 ;

Crompton, 1,245. At this election many liberals

from Liverpool visited Preston to take part in the

proceedings, and to watch the working of universal

suffrage in a large constituency. ,

The death of King George III. occasioned a

general election in March, 1820. Mr. Horrocks and

Mr. Hornby were again coalition candidates ; John

Williams, Esq., of the Northern circuit, afterwards a

Justice of the court of Queen's Bench, was brought

forward by the Independent or Liberal party, and Mr.

Henry Hunt, a noted Radical reformer, then under

recognizances to appear to take his trial at York,

for the share he had in the " Peterloo" meeting at

Manchester, was introduced by the extreme Radicals.

The rapid extension of the town, and the enlarged

franchise, causedthe constituency of Prestonto benow

a numerous body. The influence of the Derby family,

and of Mr. Horrocks, and of the other manufacturers

who generally supported the coalition, and who, as

a rule, took care that the votes of their workpeople

were exercised on the same side as their own, se

cured another triumph. The election lasted thirteen

days, and the poll, at its close, stood as follows :—

Horrocks, 1,902 ; Hornby, 1,649 ; Williams, 1,525 ;

Hunt, 1,127. The number of persons who voted

was 3,206. This, of course, was not the real

number of the constituency, for there was theD,

* The numbers for this and all the succeeding elections are copied
from the official declarations as recorded at the time in the
Preston Chronicle. The states of the poll for previous contests
have been obtained from various sources.
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as now, a large number of Roman. Catholics

resident in the town, who were virtually dis

qualified from voting by the oaths which each elec

tor was in those days required to take.

Mr. Hunt had to leave the town before the con

clusion of the contest to prepare for the York as

sizes. The meeting in Manchester, for the pro

ceedings at which he was indicted, was held on the

16th of August, 1819, and Mr. Hunt presided. The

assembly was dispersed, while the chairman was

speaking, by a charge of yeomanry cavalry, who had

orders to apprehend Mr. Hunt and other leaders on

a charge of high treason. Several were killed,

great numbers maimed, and Mr. Hunt and his com

panions were taken into custody. After several

days' incarceration in the New Bailey, they were

committed to Lancaster Castle for trial on charges

of conspiracy and sedition. At the Lancaster assizes

the following month true bills were found, but their

trials were postponed, and they were then liberated

on bail.* The trials took place at York, at the

spring assizes of 1820, when Mr. Hunt was sentenced

to two years and a half's imprisonment in Ilchester

gaol. He had some years previously suffered six

weeks' confinement in the King's Bench, in addition

to a fine of £100, for challenging to a duel Lord

Bruce, the colonel of the Wiltshire yeomanry,

in which regiment Mr. Hunt was a subaltern. The

"Peterloo massacre," as it was called, was for some

time after a theme of popular indignation, and this

feeling was increased by the letter of thanks written,

before he could well know all the circumstances of

the case, by Lord Sidmouth in the name of the

Prince Regent, for the services of the yeomanry and

magistrates on that occasion. Sir F. Burdett ad

dressed a letterto Lord Sidmouth, denouncing the con

duct of the authorities on the occasion, and was in con

sequence fined £2,000 and imprisoned three months

in the Tower. Lord Fitzwilliam, for promoting and

attending a meeting of the inhabitants of the West

Riding of Yorkshire, to demand an inquiry into the

* It was on the occasion of Mr. Hunt's return from Lancaster,
after being released on bail, that his horse " Bob" died in this
town, and was buried in the garden of the house occupied by one
of his greatest political friends and supporters, Mr. James Huff
man, in High-street.
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circumstances, was deprived of the lord-lieutenancy

of that division of the county.

The triumph of the coalition at the Preston

elections was not entirely owing to the prestige

of the Stanley family or the influence of the Cor

poration. Other and more powerful stimulants

were at work than appeals to patriotic spirit

or local attachments. The author has before him

the accounts of the treasurer* of the three elec

tions of Horrocks and Hornby, and their con

tents are a strange commentary on the "public

spirit" and " independence" which, in election ad

dresses and after-dinner speeches, are so readily

attributed to the constituent body. In 1812, the

the thirteen hundred and odd votes which Horrocks

and Hornby received cost £5671 17s. 6d. First of

all in the accounts appear the names of " staffmen,

intended to act as special constables, at 20s. each."

These " special constables," or more properly blud

geon-men, were 276 in number, and cost (one of

them received 40s.) £277. Something beyond their

services was no doubt looked for in return for the

20s. ; as, out of the whole number, only seven voted

against their paymasters ; a few were apparently

not voters. Then follows " paid sundry others as

under," and twenty-four names are appended with

sums varying from 3s. to 40s., a total of £19 14s.,

but for what is not stated. Most of the parties

were voters. One non-elector's name occurs, " Betty

Spencer, 5s.," but there is no record of the nature

of Betty's assistance to the cause.f Then another

* The late Samuel Crane, Esq., was the treasurer. The
accounts appear to have been made up with peculiar care, the
various items being entered with great minnteness, and they are
scarcely less remarkable for their methodical arrangement than
for their singularity.
t Since this was In type the writer has been informed that

Betty Spencer at that time was a worker at the Moss Factory, of
Messrs. Uorrockses, Whitehead, Miller, & Co., as the firm then
was, and as "she knew everybody," she was stationed at the
Town-hall to object to any unqualified person who should come up
to vote for Mr. Hanson. Several women were thus always engaged
at the elections from thirty to fifty years ago. Among these
female electioneerers was a woman of the name of Alice Abbott,
a quakeress, of a respectable family in the town, who, during
the whole of the election of 1796, stood beside Lord Stanley and
Sir H. P. Hoghton, in the Town-hall, to object to disqualified
voters, and few men could have equalled the tact and spirit with
which she discharged her duty. At that time there were a con
siderable number of Lancaster freemen resident in Preston, and
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batch of "staffmen" for £54 6s. The music cost

£188 12s. ; the messengers, £29 15s. 4d. ; the cap

tains, or superintendents of districts, £7 8s. ; twelve
■waiters, at 4s. a day, £24 ; solicitors and clerks,

£367 7s. 6d. ; this included a retaining fee of £10

10s. to Mr. T. B. Addison, and one of £5 5s. to Mr.

T. S. Shuttleworth for their services at the next

election ; overseers of townships, £56 2s. These

were from all the neighbouring villages, and would

be in attendance to object to persons from the neigh

bourhood voting as residents, or to any residents in

the town who had relief from their rates, as a per

son having received relief within twelve months was

disqualified. The sum of £24 was incurred in

bringing twelve men of the 2nd Lancashire Militia

from Plymouth to vote, but they came too late ; £9

lis. to men attending the horses for "the riding ;"

£577 14s. 6d. for ribbons ; £94 14s. 6d. for printing

and stationery ; and £3,807 13s. 7d. for public-

houses ! Fifty-six publicans had bills varying from

£10 to £246,108. After the election, an expense

of £131 4s. 7d. was incurred in prosecuting some

parties for rioting, and Mr. Baines had £20 for

"keeping list of the inhabitants."

The election of 1818 was a little more expensive.

The music cost £233 12s. 6d. ; the messengers,

£19 4s. ; the attendants on members at " the

riding," £8 Is. ; court fees, £55 4s. ; ribbons, £712

lis. 5d. ; law agents and clerks, £422 6s. 6d. ; mis

cellaneous charges, £250 14s. 4d. ; overseers, £106

2s. 8d. ; public-houses, £4,111 4s. 7d. ! and printing

and stationery, £98 Is. One of the entries quaintly

enough describes the payment to "twelve men em

ployed the first day of the election by Mr. .

to assist in resisting any attempt that might be

made to create riot, £1 16s. !"

In 1820 the contest was more severe and more

costly. The accounts are very voluminous, and some

of the items singular enough. This election cost

she also exerted herselfso strenuously and successfully amongthese
voters for the Marquis of Douglas and Mr. Dent, then candidates
for Lancaster, against Mr. Cawtborne, that the two former, at
the close of the election, at which they were returned, when
passing through Preston, called to thank her for her services.
A townsman, from whom the author has these particulars, well
remembers the two members calling at Abbott's shop on thU
errand.
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the coalition candidates £11,559 12s. 8d. The music

cost £454 lis. ; attendance of overseers, £207 8s.

6d. ; advocates and attorneys, £753 Os. lOd. ; rib

bons, .£1,047 6s. 9d. ; district committees, .£403 5s.

6d. ; writers and clerks to committees, £117 12s. 6d ;

public-houses, £8,203 19s. 4d. ! ! and "O monstrous !

but one half-penny worth of bread to this intoler

able deal of sack ;" printing and stationery, £129

6s. Certain charges entered as expenses were

£244 2s. 3d. There is a memorandum in pencil in

the book to the effect that Mr. Williams's expenses

were £6,000, but upon what authority this statement

is made does not appear.

There was now no election until June, 1826. Mr.

Horrocks then retired from the representation of

the borough, and at the same time the Corporation

wisely resolved to interfere no more in their official

capacity with the elections. The constituency was

now so large as not to be easily influenced or con

trolled, although from the effect of old associations

there were yet a large number of the inhabitants

willing to vote, and shout, and throw up their hats

for " my lord and the Corporation." The powerful

coalition that had for four and twenty years kept

against all opposition the honours of our parliamen

tary representation thus died a natural death. Mr.

Horrocks had represented the borough twenty-two

years, and in six parliaments. He lived in compara

tive retirement at his seat, Lark Hill, in this town,

from this time until the 24th March, 1842, when he

died in the 76th year of his age, during the Guild

mayoralty of his son, Samuel Horrocks. Mr. S.

Horrocks, senr., was for many years a member of

the Corporation of Preston. He served the office

of bailiff in the mayoralty of Mr. James Moore, in

1796-7 ; having been admitted an in-burgess on the

31st October, 1796, chosen a capital burgess or

common councilman on the 3rd of May, 1799, elected

an alderman on the 18th December, 1801, and

served the office of mayor in the year 1802-3.

During his mayoralty, his Royal Highness the Duke

of Gloucester and his son, Prince William Henry

(afterwards Duke of Gloucester), visited Preston,

and were presented with the freedom of the borough.

He resigned his seat in the council in September,
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1832. Soon after the passing of the Municipal Re

form Act, he was induced again to become a mem

ber of the Corporation, and was chosen a councillor

for Fishwick Ward in January, 1836. He was

made an alderman in the month of November,

1838, which office he held until his death. Mr.

Samuel Horrocks, although not possessing the enter

prise or quick perceptive powers of his brother, was

a shrewd man of business, and was, like John Hor

rocks, remarkably punctual and regular in all his

transactions and engagements. He died possessed

of great wealth.

Mr. Hornby retired from parliament at the same

time as his colleague Mr. Horrocks. He had sat for

Preston in three parliaments extending over four

teen years. He yet lives at a hale old age at his

seat, Dalton Hall, Westmorland, the oldest magis

trate in the county of Lancaster, having qualified as

a justice of the peacesofar back as the 6th Oct., 1807.

In Mr. Hornby's stead the Hon. E. G. Stanley

(the present Earl of Derby) became a candidate. It

was intended that he should offer himself for the

borough in 1820, but at the election in that year he

was a few months under age. Two years after

wards, viz., in the year 1822, he obtained a seat in

parliament for the borough of Stockbridge, and when

he became a candidate for Preston had already

earned for himself a distinguished position in the

House of Commons. He had also for a short period

been in office, having, in the administration of Lord

Goderich (now Earl of Ripon), officiated as Under

secretary of state for the colonies, his superior being

Mr. Huskisson. Mr. Stanley, in his first address

to the electors, said he offered himself uncon

nected with any other candidate, "unassisted by

any other influence, and unfettered by any other

connection." The Liberal candidate was John Wood,

Esq., of Liverpool, a barrister on the northern cir

cuit, the present Chairman of the Board of Inland

Revenue. The Tories brought forward Captain

[afterwards Sir Robert] Barrie, R.N., and the Radi

cals introduced the noted politician and author,

William Cobbett, one who, like Henry Hunt, had

suffered imprisonment from the too free expression

of his opinions, and whom the masses were generally
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anxious to see in the House of Commons. This

election excited great interest throughout the king

dom. The large constituency, the dissolution of the

" coalition," and the notoriety of one of the candi

dates, gave it a more than local interest. The poll

was kept open fifteen days, the full time allowed by

law. The votes at the close were—Stanley, 2,944 ;

Wood, 1,974 ; Barrie, 1,653 ; Cobbett, 995. The

number of persons who voted was 4,222. On the

day after the nomination, Mr. Cobbett's friends put

forward as a second candidate on their interest, Sir

Thomas B. Beevor, a Norfolk baronet, the chairman

of his committee. This ruse, to prevent split votes

to his opponents, occasioned the committee of each

of the other candidates to nominate a second, and

Mr. John Lawe was put forward in the interest of

Mr. Stanley, Capt. Colquitt, R.N., in that of Capt.

Barrie, and Mr. Mark Philips in that of Mr. Wood.

Sir Thos. Beevor received twenty votes, and Captain

Colquitt two, but none were tendered for either of

the other gentlemen. We have not seen the ac

counts of this election, but the expenses of some of

the candidates were enormous, far exceeding those

of any previous contest. Almost during the whole

election, the town presented a complete saturnalia.

The immense sums expended, especially in public-

houses, produced their inevitable result—rioting and

destruction of property. On the third day of the

election the excitement was so great, and a prospect

of a breach of the peace was so certain, that the

authorities arranged to have the military stationed

within hail. A detachment of the 1st Dragoon

Guards was accordingly billeted at Kirkham, and

very shortly after the smashing of windows, &e, had

begun, up galloped the cavalry and dispersed the

mob. The people who knew that the military were

at Kirkham were astounded at the quick advent of

the soldiers, but " a scheme (and a very ingenious

one too) was devised, whereby to make known to

them at Kirkham that their presence was required

to suppress any riot. The signal was a flag, to be

hoisted on the staff upon the church steeple, which

could be observed distinctly at the house of Mr.

Langton, in Kirkham, and an observer was placed

there to watch, and at every five minutes to report
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whether any signal was made. The signal was made

in Preston at ten minutes after five p.m., and seen

in Eirkham in five minutes after, and the dragoons

immediately mounted and galloped to Preston, where

they arrived in forty minutesafter starting."* Several

persons were apprehended and committed to prison

for being concerned in this outrage. On the follow

ing morning, a body of Foot Guards came into the

town. The presence of the military was denounced

by Mr. Cobbett and others as a gross violation of

the liberty of the subject. The Preston Chronicle of

the 17th June says that the military "were sent for,

not on account of these outrages," which the civil

power could have coped with, " but to protect the

power-loom factories, information having been sworn

to by some individuals that an attack upon them

was meditated that evening, a fact which the great

influx of the country people in the course of the day

tended to support." The power-looms were then

being generally introduced ; like all improvements

in machinery tending to economise labour, they were

unpopular with the masses, and there had been, in

various parts of the country, riots and destruction

of these machines where millowners had commenced

working with them.

Mr. Stanley, after his return for Preston, increased

his influence in parliament as his talents ripened.

Mr. Wood, though he seldom addressed the house,

became an efficient member. Mr. Cobbett never

obtained a seat in parliament until after the passing

of the Reform Act, when he was returned for Old

ham, which he represented until his death in June,

1835, at the age of 73. One of his sons, Mr. J. M.

Cobbett, after unsuccessfully contesting the borough

twice, was chosen one of its members at the general

election in 1852. Captain Barrie never again sought

a seat in parliament. After receiving the honour of

knighthood for his naval services, he died some

years ago.

Before the election of 1826, the nomination and

voting had always taken place at the Town Hall,

but the Exchange, which had been erected since the

election of 1820, was then the place of voting for

* A MS. diary kept during the election by an old townsman.
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the whole town. The increased constituency had

rendered the Town Hall utterly inadequate for the

purpose, and the area of the Corn Exchange, though

so much larger, was not too large for the crowds who

congregated there to vote and to look on. The

voting in Preston was, at all elections up to and in

cluding this one, in tallies, or bodies of ten, who

were received alternately for each candidate or

each political party. The election could also be

kept open for fifteen days. In July, 1828, an act

was passed which limited the duration of the poll to

eight days, and provided for the voting to be divided

in boroughs where there were above six hundred

voters. The provisions of this act were enforced at

the two elections for Preston in 1830.

The next election was occasioned by the death of

George IV., and was held in July, 1830. Mr. Stanley

and Mr. Wood again came forward. Mr. Henry

Hunt was for the second time a candidate. He re

tired, however, after the third day's poll, and

his friends closed the voting on the fourth day.

The numbers then were—Stanley, 2,996 ; Wood,

2,489 ; Hunt, 1,308. The proceedings at this elec

tion were marked by many salient personal rencontres

between Mr. Stanley and Mr. Hunt, such as at the

preceding election had taken place between Mr.

Stanley and Mr. Cobbett. This election is notice

able as the first at which Roman Catholics could,

without violation to their consciences, vote for

members of parliament, the act for the removal of

the civil disabilities of the Roman Catholics having

received the royal assent in April, 1829.

The arrangements of the Reform ministry of Earl

Grey, which was inaugurated at the close of the

session of 1830, included the Hon.—then the Right

Hon. E. G. Stanley, who accepted the office of Chief

Secretary for Ireland. He accordingly vacated his

seat for Preston, when there ensued the memorable

contest in December of that year, which, after seven

days' voting, gave the seat to Mr. Hunt, and severed

the political connection of the Stanley family with

Preston which had existed for so many years. The

votes on that occasion reached the astounding num

ber of 3,730 for Hunt, and 3,392 for Stanley, and

the number 3,730 became a favourite one with the
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radicals, not merely of Preston, but throughout the

kingdom, as 1,001 had been with their predecessors

in the days of Joseph Hanson. As the population

of Preston at the census in the following year was

only 33,112, of which 17,421 were females, it is

easy to see that more than the number of adult

males in the whole town voted on that occasion,

without making allowance for unpolled voters,

paupers, and those who had not lived sufficiently

long in the town [six months] to acquire the fran

chise. Indeed, two years later, when the first

register of voters was made and the population had

somewhat increased, only 6,291 persons possessed

the right to vote by virtue of residence. It is well

known that many individuals voted more than once,

and that persons from the neighbourhood came to

exercise the franchise, for the system of taking the

poll indiscriminately prevented that check on

fraudulent voting, which is practicable when

voters poll in certain booths according to the

district in which they reside. Mr. Hunt was not

in the town at the commencement of the election,

nor was he, in the ordinary sense of the term, a

candidate, probably thinking that the overwhelming

majority against him so few months previously was

no promising feature. He, however, was nominated,

and at the close of the first day's poll had a large

majority, the numbers being : Hunt, 1,204 ; Stanley,

791 ; and ho was then sent for by his friends. On

the second day the majority was slightly increased,

and again on the third day. Each day's poll after

wards showed a slight majority for Mr. Stanley, but

on the seventh day he retired from the contest.

That a large number of bad votes were received is

undeniable ; on which side the majority of such

irregularities lay it would be now difficult, if not im

possible, to decide, and even if possible, it would be

profitless to determine. Mr. Stanley's friendsalleged

that the mode of taking the poll afforded facilities

for personation and fraudulent voting, which was

extensively resorted to on behalf of Mr. Hunt. At

the election of July, 1830, in pursuance of the act

of 1828, the Exchange was divided into ten voting

booths, and each booth was apportioned to one of

the ten districts into which, for parochial purposes,
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the town was divided. This arrangement Mr. N.

Grimshaw, the mayor, refused to adopt at the

election in December, and allowed the voters to

poll at which booth they chose, and as a natural

consequence, there being less check on fraudulent

votes, many more were received. Mr. Hunt's

partisans asserted that Mr. Stanley had as many

unqualified votes as his opponent ; that Mr. Hunt's

majority was obtained on the first day, and was

occasioned by the over-confidence of Mr. Stan

ley's committee, who had not provided the usual

" open houses," and of the great employers of the.

town, who, not anticipating a bond fide contest in the

absence of an opponent, had not given the usual direc

tions about the votes of their workpeople, who, in

consequence, exercised their franchise independently.

In the course of the election, Mr. Stanley threatened

to have a scrutiny of the votes at the close of the

poll before the return was made, the returning offi

cer at that time having the power of deciding as to

the validity of votes so objected to. Arrangements

were made for this purpose, and Mr. Serjeant Mere-

weather came down to conduct it on behalf of the

defeated candidate ; but after three days' prepara

tion, Mr. Stanley, frightened by the magnitude of the

task of an examination into some hundreds, perhaps

even thousands, of disputed votes, as there would of

course have been objections by the Huntites in re

turn, gave up the idea, and abandoned his intention

of disputing Mr. Hunt's election. It may not be

uninteresting to mention, as showing the changes in

political men and political parties, that though the

Mr. Stanley of 1830 is now the recognised head of

the great conservative party, his attachment to the

Reform Bill, and his general advocacy of popular

measures had then so excited the ire of the oppo

nents of progress, that at both the elections in 1830

a portion of the funds subscribed to bring Mr. Hunt

to this town was given by Tories in Preston !

Mr. Hunt took his seat as member for Preston ;

and each of his voters was presented, from the pro

ceeds of a national subscription, with a neat silver

medal, bearing the inscription on one side, within a

wreath, " One of the 3,730 electors of Preston,

1830 ;" and around it the words, "The grateful
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tribute of the people of England." On the other

side, within a wreath, were the words, "H. Hunt, Esq.,

MP.for Preston, Dec. 24, 1830," and round the wreath

the legend, " The time is come. The triumph of

principle." Mr. Stanley was elected for the royal

borough of Windsor, which Sir Hussey [afterwards

Lord] Vivian vacated in order to make way for our

ex-member, whose powerful oratory was required

by his colleagues in the debates on the Reform Bill,

then before parliament. Mr. Stanley represented

Windsor to the close of that and the whole of the

succeeding parliament. On the dissolution, after the

passing of the great measure for the reform of the

representation, he became a candidate for the north

ern division of Lancashire, the county having been

formed by that enactment into two constituencies,

and this he represented* until called to the House

of Peers in September, 1844, in his father's barony

of Stanley, of Bickerstaffe. He succeeded to the

earldom on the death of his father, the thirteenth

earl, in June, 1851. The present earl has succes

sively filled the offices of Colonial Under-Secretary

in the administration of Lord Goderich ; Chief Secre

tary for Ireland and Secretary of State for the

Colonies in the administration of Earl Grey, 1830-4 ;

Secretary of State for the Colonies in the second

administration of Sir Robert Peel, 1841-5 ; and

Prime Minister of England in 1852. His career for

some years back has been a part of the general his

tory of England.

Mr. Hunt took an active share in the debates on

the Reform Bill, but he never acquired much per

sonal influence in the house. His views were ex

treme, and he was generally impracticable in his

enforcement of them. He was, however, one of the

few popular agitators of the day who denounced the

evils of the corn laws ; but that question was then

not generally understood, and excited little atten

tion, except among the more philosophical political

writers.

* The present earl, his father, grandfather, great grandfather,
and great great grandfather, each represented the county in par
liament. Members of the house of Stanley have sat for the
county, with occasional intermissions, since the time of Henry
the Fourth.
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The first parliament of William the Fourth was a

short lived one. An amendment, moved by General

Gascoigne, one of the members for Liverpool, that

the number of members of the House of Commons

should not be reduced, as was proposed in the first

Reform Bill, being carried against government, they

resolved to appeal to the country on the question of

Reform generally, and the result was a large majority

in their favour. The election for Preston took place

onthe 29th April, 1831. There wasa desire on the part

of the more influential members of the constituency

to dispense with the parliamentary services of Mr.

Hunt. Mr. Stanley was asked to be again a can

didate, but he declined to renew his political con

nection with Preston, and some other Reformers

were applied to without success. At length,

Colonel fnow General Sir De Lacy] Evans, the

present member for Westminster, and the gallant

hero of the Crimea, visited Preston as a candidate

on the invitation of the Whigs. The gallant officer

had a favourable canvass, but a deputation arrived

from the now defunct borough of Rye, demanding

his services there, and he left here and was returned

for that place. The anti-Huntites were perplexed

at his departure, but there was little time to look

out for another candidate ; some were for nomi

nating Colonel Evans in his absence, but as others

thought that perhaps Mr. Wood's seat might be

endangered by the introduction of a third candi

date, especially with the system of voting that

had been allowed in December, no further attempt

was made. Mr. Wood and Mr. Hunt were returned

without opposition, the only uncontested election

since the year 1806 to the present time, a period

of half a century.

A local collector of autographs being anxious for

a specimen of the gallant hero's caligraphy wrote to

him three or four years ago, and supposing that the

veteran's own account of his brief electioneering

visit to Preston would be of interest, he solicited the

favour of his writing his impression of it. This

request was good naturedly responded to, and

permission to publish the letter has been kindly

accorded by the recipient. It is as follows :—

"20th November, 1852.—Sir D. L. Evans presents
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his compliments to Mr. . In reply to Mr.

's letter he begs to say that as far as he can

recollect it was at the dissolution of 1831 that he

was at Preston. He was there but from 6 in the

morning till 12 at night (18 hours.) The nomination

was to take place at 12 the following morning. He

came there recommended by Sir F. Burdett, Mr.

Pla'ce, and others of the influential Reformers of that

day in London, and by the Messrs. Potter and others

of Manchester. Mr. Henry Hunt, the popular

candidate, was not thought to be sincerely favourable

to the Reform Bill, then pending. The object was

to displace Mr. Hunt, and prevent his success. A

meeting of about a hundred of the most respectable

and influential liberals of the town took place, who

immediately formed a numerous committee, and

pledged themselves to support SirD . L. E. Energetic

arrangements were made, and success seemed proba

ble.

" But at 12 at night a deputation arrived from the

Borough of Rye, for which he had previously sat,

requiring him to fulfil a pledge he had given at the

previous election to contest that borough if called

on by the inhabitants to do so. This was most un

expected and embarrassing.

" He had no honourable alternative but to leave

a letter of explanation for the committee and start

instantly, as it required the most rapid rate of

travelling, before the introduction of railroads, to

reach that place in 10 hours—which he did, and was

returned by force, rather than by law, for three

fourths of the 14 electors there constituting the

constituency were in favour of the Anti-Reform

candidates. * * *"

The passing of the Reform Bill, in June, 1832,

rendered advisable a dissolution of parliament, in

order to give to the new constituencies the op

portunity ofchoosing representatives. This measure,

which gave the right to vote to all occupiers of

premises of the annual value of £10, and abrogated

other borough franchises, preserved to the then pos

sessors their existing privileges, so that those

who before the 7th of June, 1832, the day the

Reform Act received the royal assent, had resided

in the town six months, and were twenty-one
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years of age, continued to be electors of Preston,

although possessing no other qualification. The

constituency of Preston was thus a large one—

more numerous than it has ever been since,

for the old " potwallopers" have yearly been

reduced in number. The register of 1832 contained

the names of 6,291 qualifying by the old franchise,

and 736 by a ^£10 occupancy, but of the latter 675

had a duplicate qualification, so that the total

number of names on the list was 6,352.*

The election took place in the month of December.

The disruption of political ties between the Stanleys

and Preston had occasioned a feeling of regret

among a large portion of the constituency, who,

apart from political feeling, valued their association

with the most distinguished Lancashire family, whose

occasional residence among us, and whose attendance

at, and patronage of, our races, guilds, and other

festivities, as well as their liberal support of our

local charities, were of substantial advantage to the

town, while adding to its gaiety and importance.

Application was accordingly made to the Hon.

Henry Thomas Stanley, the second son of Lord

Stanley, and next brother of the present Earl

of Derby, to offer himself. He became a candi

date on the then principles of the family. The

Tories or Conservatives, as they now began to

be called, who had had no share in the representa

tion of the borough since the retirement of Mr.

Horrocks in 1826, when their candidate, Captain

Barrie, was defeated, brought forward Mr. [now Sir

Peter] Hesketh Fleetwood, of Rossall Hall, the

representative of the families of Fleetwood, of

Rossall, and Hesketh, of North Meols and Tulketh.

The Fleetwoods, of Rossall, are a branch of the

Fleetwoods, of Calwich, of which Bishop Fleetwood

and Charles Lord Fleetwood (one of Cromwell's

peers) the parliamentary general, were members.

Mr. Wood retired, having accepted the office of

Chairman of the Board of Stamps and Taxes, in

* The register of £10 voters has nearly every year shown an
increase since the above date ; the old franchise list almost every
year a decrease. The list for 1855-6, now in force, contains the
names of only 1,058 persons as qualified by the old franchise; but
1,918 entitled to vote by the £10 qualification, 192 names, how
ever, being on both lists. The total constituency is thus 2,784.
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which and subsequently as Chairman of the Board of

Excise and of the amalgamated departments, under

the title of Board of Inland Revenue, he has earned

the character of an efficient public servant. Mr.

Hunt became a candidate again, and encumbered

himself with a Captain Forbes, R.N., whom he in

troduced to the electors as " as good a radical as

himself," and whom he wished to be his future

colleague in the representation of Preston. There

was a fifth candidate, Mr. Charles Crompton, of

Liverpool, afterwards Judge of the Liverpool Court

of Passage, and now one of the Justices of the Court

of Queen's Bench, a liberal in his politics. One

great object with the more influential classes of the

constituency was to rid the town of Mr. Hunt, and

with that view the friends of Mr. Stanley and of

Mr. Fleetwood worked together ; the Radical party

voted as a general rule for Hunt and Forbes, so

between the two coaliations Mr. Crompton received

only 118 votes out of a constituency of above

6,000 ! One of the objects of the Reform Act was to

diminish the durationof elections. The voting, which

on some former occasions lasted fifteen days, was now

limited by law to two, and was no longer confined

to one spot, but took place in different parts of the

town. The state of the poll at the close was—Fleet

wood, 3,372 ; Stanley, 3,273 ; Hunt, 2,054 ;

Forbes, 1,926 ; Crompton, 118. Fleetwood and

Stanley were thus the first members for Preston in

the Reformed parliament.

This was the first election in Preston, at least for

very many years, that was not followed by the

" riding" of the successful candidates through the

streets of the town. They were induced to forego

this demonstration at the request of John Addison,

Esq., the mayor, so as not to prolong the excitement,

and to preserve the peace of the town. In Preston

the newly elected members were not " chaired" as in

some towns, but rode on horseback through the

principal streets, their horses splendidly caparisoned

and adorned with ribbons and favours ofthe winning

colour. Powdered attendants, profusely bedizened

with ribbons, walked by the side of the M.P.'s, and

bands of music, and multitudes of flags and

banners added to the excitement and gaiety of the
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procession, which usually comprised the principal

friends of the victorious candidates. Now that the

use of flags, banners, party coloured ribbons, and

other such favours are forbidden at elections, it may

not be amiss to place on record the colours adopted

by the different parties in times gone by, when

expenditure on such exciting items was so large,

being next to the cost of " open houses," the heaviest

charge a candidate had to pay. The Tory party

sported favours of dark blue, the partisans of the

house of Stanley, orange, and the independent Liberal

party, green. When Hunt was a candidate his

friends adopted red as their colour.

Mr. Hunt from this time took little part in

public affairs. He died on the 16th of February,

1835, in the 62nd year of his age. He had been

a candidate for other constituencies besides Preston,

but he never sat in parliament for any other

borough.

Although the political connection of the Stanley

family with the borough was thus temporarily re

newed, it never assumed the intimate relationship

which had marked it in olden time. In the year

1833 the races were discontinued.* The lease which

the Earl of Derby had of the Fulwood course from

the Duchy of Lancaster had expired, and he was

unwilling to renew it. The coolness engendered

by the result of the election of December, 1830,

had not been removed, and this, with the death,

about that time, of Mr. Clifton, of Lytham, an old

patron of the Preston turf, the rising into import

ance of other races, and various circumstances, caused

the close of a sporting meeting which, in its time,

had been one of the best in the north of England.

Shortly afterwards, the Preston residence of the

family, " Patten House," in Church-street, was pulled

down, the visits of the Stanleys having for years

previously been much less frequent.

Sir Thomas Stanley, Bart., M.P. for Preston in

the parliament of 1695, father of Sir E. Stanley,

afterwards eleventh Earl of Derby, married the only

* The first races wore on Preston Moor, in the year 1726, and
they were continued on that course until the year 1791. The
first races on Fulwood Moor were held in 1786; and they were
continued annually until 1833.—See page 34.
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daughter and heiress of Thomas Patten, Esq., of

Preston, and M.P. for the borough in the parlia

ment of 1688, and by that marriage succeeded to

considerable property in this neighbourhood, in

cluding the family mansion, "Patten House," in

Church-street, which was for many years afterwards

the frequent residence of the Stanley family, and

during our races, guilds, and other occasions, the

scene of much gaiety and hospitality. Other

families of distinction had also their town houses

here, and when it was an undertaking of no small

difficulty, and indeed danger, to visit London, this

town had its short "fashionable season" for the

county magnates. As cotton spinning extended

and the town increased, as the long pedigreed

residents and visitors were eclipsed by the long

pursed parvenus of the cotton trade, as improved

roads and better means of locomotion invited visits

to the metropolis, the sojournings ofthegentry here be

came less frequent and of shorter duration, and

their houses were gradually given up to be con

verted into shops and other places of business, the

owners doubtless consoled for the loss of their

almost feudal importance by the improved rentals

of their property in the town and neighbourhood.

One by one their residences were thus absorbed in

the vortex of trade. The Earl of Derby's was

the last so occupied, as it had been the principal

of it3 class ; but this latest memorial of the

old regime was, in the year 1835, razed to the

ground, and the site laid out for shops and build

ings of a less stately character than an earl's

dwelling, but more in accordance with the altered

position of the town. The only memorial of the

erection is the name of the street which forms

the western boundary of the property, Derby-street.

The twelfth Earl of Derby, his father, Lord Strange,

and his grandfather, the eleventh Earl, were all

born at Preston. The last named was for some

time an alderman of the borough, and served

the office of mayor in the year 1731-2. The

massive silver punch bowl used by our Corpora

tion on festive occasions, and which forms part of the

plate in the possession of each mayor, was given by

the Earl in 1742, after his resignation of the office
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of alderman. The twelfth Earl was for some years

a scholar at the Preston Grammar School.

The dismissal of the Melbourne government and

the formation of an administration by Sir Robert

Peel, led to a dissolution of parliament, and in

January, 1835, there was another general election.

Mr. Fleetwood and Mr. Stanley were again candi

dates ; Colonel [now General] T. Perronet Thomp

son, the author of the " Catechism of the Corn

Laws," and other political works, and at a subse

quent period, member for Hull and for Bradford,

was nominated by the Liberals, and Mr. Thomas

Smith, of Liverpool, an old friend and political

associate of Mr. Cobbett, and author of the

" Chairman and Speaker's Guide," " Evolution of

Numbers," &c, was a candidate on the Radical interest.

Col. Thompson did not issue any address or appear

at the hustings, but consented to sit for the

borough if chosen. Ho was represented during the

contest by Dr. [now Sir John] Bowring, the present

govenor of Hong Kong, who was an unsuccessful

candidate for the representation of Blackburn, in

1832 and 1835, and who sat for Kilmarnock in

the parliament of 1835, and for Bolton in that of

1841, and in that of 1847, until his appointment, in

January, 1849, to the governorship of Hong Kong.

The election, which, as in 1832, lasted two days,

concluded in the re-election of Mr. Fleetwood and

Mr. Stanley, the numbers being—Fleetwood, 2,165 ;

Stanley, 2,092 ; Thompson, 1,385 ; Smith, 789.

Mr. Fleetwood's votes were during this as in

the previous parliament generally with the Con

servative party, but he was never very hearty in

his political attachments to that cause, and at a

dinner of the Preston Conservatives, held to

celebrate his return, in January, 1835, he rather

startled his entertainers by proposing, as a toast,

" The cause of Civil and Religious Liberty all

over the world."

The death of King William IV. caused a dissolu

tion of parliament, and a new election for Preston

in July, 1837. The Hon. H. T. Stanley retired from

parliament. Mr. Fleetwood was again a candi

date. He had shown more decided evidences of

liberal views, but was yet scarcely looked upon as
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one of the Reform party. The Conservatives, some

time before, had fixed upon Robert Townley Parker,

Esq., of Cuerden Hall, near Preston, a country gen

tleman well known in the neighbourhood, and of

decided Conservative opinions, as their candidate.

Mr. Parker is the only son of Thomas Townley

Parker, Esq., of Cuerden, and grandson of Robert

Parker, Esq., of Cuerden, an alderman of Preston,

and Mayor at the Guild of 1762. Through

his father he represents the families of Parker

of Extwistle, Banestre of Bank, and Town-

ley of Royle ; and through his mother, daugh

ter and heiress of Peter Brooke, Esq., of Astley,

(who married for her second husband Sir H. P.

Hoghton, Bart.,) of the families of Charnockf of

Charnock and Astley, Molyneux of Sephton,

Molyneux of Crosby, Booth of Barton, and

Brooke of Astley. The Liberals selected as

their candidate John Crawfurd, Esq., a gentle

man who had filled the post of governor of

Singapore, and who had been associated with Colonel

Thompson and Dr. Bowring, in the literary

department of the " Westminster Review." On this

occasion Mr. Fleetwood had no very active partisans ;

the Conservatives worked and voted for Mr. Parker ;

the Liberals worked and voted for Mr. Crawfurd,

and in their opposition to each other they generally

gave their second votes to Mr. Fleetwood, so he was,

at the close, returned by a large majority at the

head of the poll. At this election, in pursuance of

an act of parliament which was passed on the 25th

August, 1835, the voting was limited to one day.

What a change from the " good old times," when the

town was kept in an uproar by a poll of fifteen days, to

f Stephen Charnock, an eminent Puritan divine, and chaplain
in the family of Henry Cromwell, governor of Ireland, under the

Commonwealth, was of this family. His portrait, with the quaint
inscription " Preserved dust," forms one of an interesting series
of ancestral pictures at Astley Hall, the property of Mr. Parker,
and the residence of his eldest son, Thomas Townley Parker,
Esq. Astley Hall is a good specimen of the domestic architec
ture of the time of its erection. The handsome south front
bears the date of 1600, that being the period when the principal
portion of the structure was built, but some parts are still
older. Captain Charnock, who distinguished himself at the
memorable siege of Latbom House, where, from losing an eye,
he acquired the soubriquet of " Single-eyed Charnock," was of
the same family. His portrait is also at Astley Hall.
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«ay nothing of the excitement of the antecedent

canvass, and subsequent " riding !" The poll was

declared to be as follows :—Fleetwood, 2,726 ;

Parker, 1,821 ; Crawfurd, 1,562. Mr. Feargus

O'Connor, the Chartist, was nominated at the hust

ings, but he did not go to the poll.

The government of Lord Melbourne, which had

been re-instated in April, 1835, were defeated

on one of their free trade measures in 1841,

as well as on a direct vote of want of confidence

moved by Sir Robert Peel, and they accordingly

appealed to the country. The elections were gene

rally favourable to the Conservatives, and shortly

afterwards Sir Robert Peel formed his second ad

ministration. In Preston there was a " stand-up"

fight with two candidates of each political party,

for the first and only time since 1784. Both the

old members offered themselves again. With Sir. P.

Hesketh Fleetwood (who had been created a baronet

on the occasion of her Majesty's coronation in June,

1838), now an avowed member of the Liberal party,

was associated Sir George Strickland, Bart., who

had represented the whole county of York in the

parliament of 1831, and the West Riding of York

shire in 1832, 1835, and 1837. Sir George, who is

the head of the Strieklands, of Boynton, a distin

guished Yorkshire family, and a branch of the

Strieklands of Sizergh, in the county of Westmor

land, is the seventh of his family that has borne

the title of baronet. Two members of the family

were Lords Strickland during the Commonwealth,

and members of Cromwell's "other house of parlia

ment." The founder of the Boynton branch was

William Strickland, the lieutenant to Sebastian

Sabot, the discoverer of America, and commander

of the maratime expeditions undertaken under

the patronage of Henry VIII. This William

Strickland was the first person who brought turkeys

into England, and being allowed new armorial bear

ings on account of his American discoveries, he as

sumed a turkey cock for his crest instead of the holly

bush, whichwas and yet is that ofthehead ofthe house.

The former crest is borne by his descendant, the mem

ber for Preston. With Mr. Parker, the Conservatives

nominated Charles Swainson, Esq., of Cooper Hill,
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Walton-le-Dale, the head of the firm of Swainson,

Birley, add Co., extensive cotton spinners and manu

facturers in the borough, a gentleman who had been

solicited by the Reformers to contest the borough

in opposition to Mr. Hunt in 1831, but who, like the

present Lord Derby and others, after the passing of

the Reform Act, had become more Conservative in his

political predilections. This contest was a severe

one, but the victory of the Liberals or Free-traders,

for Free-trade or Protection was then the question

at issue, was decisive. The votes recorded were—

Fleetwood, 1,655 ; Strickland, 1,629 ; Parker, 1,270 ;

Swainson, 1,255.

This parliament lasted six years. The next elec

tion was during the administration of Lord John

Russell, in July, 1847. Sir P. Hesketh Fleetwood

then retired from political life, having represented

Preston in four parliaments. In his stead the

Liberals brought forward, in conjunction with Sir

George Strickland, who was again a candidate,

Charles Pascoe Grenfell, Esq., of Belgrave-square,

London, an extensive merchant in London and

Liverpool, a copper miner in Glamorganshire, and a

director of the Bank of England. He is a son of

the late Pascoe Grenfell, Esq., of Taplow House,

Bucks, who represented for many years the

borough of Marlow in the House of Commons. He

had not before been in parliament, but he had been

an unsuccessful candidate for the borough of Wigan

at the election of 1841. He is connected by mar

riage with several Lancashire families, being the

son-in-law of the second Earl of Sefton. Mr. Par

ker was again a candidate, the only one in the Con

servative interest. The election was the closest

contested for many years in Preston, Mr. Parker

being defeated by only 17 votes ; two Liberals thus

again representing the borough. The votes were—

Strickland, 1,404 ; Grenfell, 1,378 ; Parker, 1,361.

The accession to office of the Earl of Derby in

1852 occasioned another appeal to the country. The

two members for Preston issued addresses soliciting

re-election ; but they had not, as on the preceding

occasion, one committee, nor did their friends work

together. Mr. Grenfell had expressed himself

strongly against the Papal rescript establishing a
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hierarchy with territorial title in England, and in

favour of the government measure known as the

" Ecclesiastical Titles Bill," rendering penal the use

of the titles granted by the Pope. This induced a

strong feeling against him among the Roman

Catholics, a very large portion of the population,

who were determined not to vote for any man who

had supported or approved of the obnoxious mea

sure. James German, Esq., an alderman of the

borough, and an ex-mayor, offered himself as a can

didate. His principles were not materially different

from those of the late members, but he claimed the

support of the electors on the ground of his connec

tion with and residence in the town, and the desir

ableness of a constiuency having a person locally

interested to represent it. The register was not

favourable to the Conservatives, but the presence of

a third Liberal in the field, added to the avowed

intention of the great bulk of the Catholics not to

vote for Mr. Grenfell, induced the Conservatives to

bestir themselves for a candidate, and they again

sought and at length obtained Mr. Townley Parker's

consent to address the electors. He did so, and

was easily returned at the head of the poll, having

1,335 votes ; Sir G. Strickland was second, with

1,253 ; Mr. Grenfell was defeated, with 1,127 ; and

Mr. German retired before the close of the poll,

having only received 692. This election is notice

able as being the first contested one that had taken

place, within memory, without more or less of riot

ing and destruction of property, many of the con

tests having been marked by disgraceful proceedings

in this respect. It was not altogether free from

that other scandalous accompaniment of a contest,

bribery ; electoral morality being in this respect yet

at a low ebb. The contest was also memorable

from there being no bands of music or display of

colours, the absence of which no doubt aided in the

unprecedented preservation of peace during an

election. Mr. Grenfell, during his connection with

the representation of Preston, earned the respect

of political opponents as well as friends by at

tention to the " local interests." In this respect, he

and his successor, Mr. Townley Parker, have been

particularly distinguished, as well as by the readi-
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ness with which their services and influence were

available when sought for to aid individual appeals

to govermental head quarters, where without such

influence appeals are often fruitless.

Four years have elapsed since a general elec

tion, and one may now happen at any time. Neither

of the present members, it is understood, will again

seek the honour of a seat in parliament. Politi

cal parties in the town are busy looking out for

suitable representatives of their views, and the

writer cannot perhaps close this sketch, which he

trusts will be interesting for perusal and useful

for reference, better than by expressing a hope

that, come when it may, the next election may be

free from those disreputable attendants upon the

choice of our members which tarnish the honour of

the elected and reflect disgrace on the electors ;

that it may be conducted within the requirements

of the law and in accordance with the dictates

of morality ; and that tho result may be such

at) to do honour to all concerned, and servo

alike the national interests and those of the

ancient and important borough, a portion of whose

history he has now ventured to'submit to the ap

proval of the public.
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APPENDIX.

For the convenience of reference, the following

tabular list of elections, and members returned, for

Preston, since the commencement of the eighteenth

century, is appended :—

1700-1.—Henry Ashurst, Edward Rigby.

1701.—Henry Ashurst, Thomas Molineux.

1702 Sir Cyril Wyche, Knt., Charles Stanley.

1705 Edward Rigby, Francis Annesley.

1706.—Death of Edward Rigby—Arthur Manwaring.

1708 Henry Fleetwood, Arthur Manwaring.

1710 Henry Fleetwood, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1714 Henry Fleetwood, Edward Southwell.

1715:—Henry Fleetwood, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1722 Thomas Hesketh, Daniel Pulteney.

1726 Daniel Pulteney appointed Clerk of the Council in Ireland—

Daniel Pulteney.

1728.—Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart., Daniel Pulteney.

1732 Death of Daniel Pulteney—Nicholas Fazackerley.

1735 Nicholas Fazackerley, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1741 Nicholas Fazackerley, James Shuttleworth.

1747 Nicholas Fazackerley, James Shuttleworth.

1754.—Nicholas Fazackerley, Edmund Starkie.

1761 Nicholas Fazackerley, Edmund Starkie.

1767 Death of Nicholas Fazackerley—Sir Peter Leicester, Bart.

1768 Sir Peter Leicester, Bart., Sir Frank Standisb, Bart., who

were unseated on petition, and in their stead the House of

Commons seated Col. John Burgoyne, Sir Henry Hoghton,

Bart.

1774 Col. John Burgoyne, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1780 General John Burgoyne, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1784.—General John Burgoyne, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1790 General John Burgoyne, Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart.

1792.—Death of General Burgoyne—William Cunliffe Suawe.



75

1795—Death of Sir H. Hoghton—BlT Henry Philip Hoghton, Bart.

1796 Lord Stanley, Sir Henry Philip Hoghton, Bart.

1802 Lord Stanley, John Horrocks.

1804—Death of John Horrocks—Samuel Horrocks.

1806 Lord Stanley, Samuel Horrocks.

1807 Lord Stanley, Samuel Horrocks.

1812 Edmund Hornby, Samuel Horrocks.

1818.—Edmund Hornby, Samuel Horrocks.

1820.—Edmund Hornby, Samuel Horrocks.

1826 Hon. E. G. Stanley, John Wood.

1830 Hon. E. G. Stanley, John Wood.

1830 Hon. E. Q. Stanley appointed Chief Secretary for Ireland,

Henry Hunt.

1831 John Wood, Henry Hunt.

1832.—Peter Hesketh Fleetwood, Hon. Henry Thomas Stanley.

1835 Peter Hesketh Fleetwood, Hon. Henry Thomas Stanley.

1837.—Peter Hesketh Fleetwood, Robert Townley Parker.

1841 Sir Peter Hesketh Fleetwood, Bart., Sir George Strick

land, Bart.

1847 Charles Pascoe Grenfell, Sir George Strickland, Bart.

1852—Robert Townley Parker, Sir George Strickland, Bart.
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ERRATUM.

Page 35, line 5 ; for damsels read daughters.



ADDENDUM.

PRESTON ELECTION, 1857.

The government of Lord Palmerston having been

defeated in the House of Commons on the 3rd of

March, on a resolution moved by Mr. Cobden, dis

approving of the recent proceedings of the English

governor of Hong Kong, Sir J. Bowring, the English

consul, Mr. Parkes, and the English admiral, Sir M.

Seymour, at Canton, parliament was dissolved. R.

Townley Parker, Esq., retired from the representa

tion of Preston, and Richard Assheton Cross, Esq.,

a barrister of the northern circuit, and brother of

William Assheton Cross, Esq., of Red Scar, was

brought forward as the conservative candidate. Sir

George Strickland, Bart., was again a candidate,

as was also Charles Pascoe Grenfell, Esq., who

represented Preston in the parliament of 1847-52,

and who lost his seat at the election in 1852. The

election took place at Preston, on the 28th and 30th

of March. Mr. Grenfell, who received a large number

of conservative votes, was returned at the head of

the poll, and Mr. Cross was second. Sir George

Strickland sustained, for the first time in his

electioneering career, a defeat. . The numbers as

declared by the Mayor on the evening of the day

of polling were—

The number of plumpers for each was—Grenfell,

54 ; Cross, 232 ; Strickland, 530. The total num

ber of electors who voted was, 2,504, leaving only

289, including dead and absent voters, unpolled.

At the previous election, out of a constituency of

2,854, 247 did not vote.

Grenfell...

Cross

Strickland

1,503

1,433

1,094



 



 


