The debate, however, did not end. Despite the near
m_mmmm Mw.namm_oo“w M”M Mwﬂﬂ:im,m M\a:ma continued to @NMMM mmmﬁa.m ]
e worki i i i
of .90 allowable exercises of :vwawmo%h_mcww Mamn%o_ﬁww,\:.rw: Em,,..
MMM:M of OE England” wrote the Times that the :M%ﬂ msw.:w.w N
” M ._R<_<m volunteer forces to combat the working-class o
2! MM:MMWV% 3.:5 the .Eocmm of Lords, the Marquess of hM”%ms
oy :m.ﬁ ﬁ.m relative success of the great march had onl -
e Lo ol :G.G. ﬁwooo new members had recently signed cw 3..,
workers wele sing t e w::.mnm_m of their fellow members as Emmﬁ_,,
additonal der onstrations in the streets, and “In his :mwmr_uo:}oé,
o BM i:m_ w:mmwo,wmm %:oﬁ mm&ian than 6,000 or 7,000 men nosmMM_,.
and a
MM& well-disposed inhabitants” M_MWHWON”MRWMMM% HMMMH. %MVEM :
o _Mmmﬁ MM”*@MMMMM MN_MMM %%:.Mmbmmma vendors, and street ?mmnwﬁ”wmw
m : sidewalks, dissident ordinary citiz _.,,
:Mw MWNHWGMMM& m%mna provided by public festivals mM& nmawwﬁ“mw
Bmmmm:mﬁmw@mmn_mam e the same reference to “terror” as had the di
phrase in RQQR‘MMMM“NW)\ %T%MWM%&OR .&M Mﬁnmmmmosﬁ ot e
, i I, as sanctifie the 1714 Ri Vi
Mﬂ ”““M s memwwzmu Mgmm_m.ﬁmﬂmm could label as a awﬁ any mmmm“w%w WM:,
s The Wmi 0 frightened ﬂrw public and threatened to breakil
e by monm:_wﬂm hour, magistrates could have such assembi
i rm. mM the Marquess of Londonderry, Chief Magist
o il te oaﬁ _o Old England, and the Morning Chronicle all facd
2 proble m_mml ; &r W.Solnﬂm who marched through London’s stré
e W me ing any law, not even threatening to break af
s s ha ﬁ.o recognize that this sort of mobile meetin stajt
Hs oiemwﬁ: Ehmmm_ rB:m. and built on many precedents. By 1834 mrag
i Smm QMMM”W:MH:MMW had _mmvm_ standing as a way of making clai®
a particular program, mQNMMM.DMHMHMM.&QQBE& people stood "
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arge numbers, as such; thousands of people also moved through

e
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& ﬁcv:n ceremonies as the procession of Lord Mayor’s Day.
su resentation of a petition, which had been common

public P years. The thronged petition march and the funeral

for seventy . i
‘nuR.osm <tood out from other gatherings by the fact that ordinary
i

fly Ema._m& with formal associations—in this case, trade
ablicly &%_mﬁa their numbers, determination, uprightness,
discipline in support of 2 well-defined set of claims. They
»Eo:oaocm? and they made demands of the national government:
hand, demands to pardon the Dorchester Jlaborers.

we can see as precedents the behavior of partisans during
nth-century elections and the many marches of John Wilkes’s
e disputes over his elections to Parliament in 1768
and 1769. BY 1780 some public leaders had argued that Committees of
Correspondence and similar associations had the right to put pressure on
parliament and the government. The idea of a “mass platform” on which
ordinary people could state their views concerning matters coming before
parliament, promoted by such militants as Henry Hunt, had gained
credibility after the end of the Zw@oﬁo:._n Wars (Belchem 1978, 1981,
1986). But the right of associations involving relatively powerless people
to voice their claims by gathering publicly and marching became well
established only in the 1820s and 1830s. The Morning Chronicle’s com-
mentators were observing a relatively new form of contention.

The newspaper’s editors also mentioned «strikes; “picketing,’ and
“scouting”—not only concerted withdrawals from work, but also organ-
ized exclusion of potential strikebreakers from places of employment—as
unacceptable novelties. In 1834 these forms of collective interaction hov-
ered at the brink of legality; they were becoming common but lacked the
standing of the street march or the public meeting. In a longer perspective,
nevertheless, it is remarkable how many different forms of contention
that remained standard into the twentieth century began 10 dominate
popular action during the four decades from 1790 to 1830.

The newcomers included the public meeting, the petition by a special-

interest association, the demonstration, the mwzmﬁ-mmgc:mrama strike,
forms of

and the national social movement. As compared with the
tontention that prevailed in the eighteenth century, the innovations more
NMMMSOW a national scale and aimed at :mmo.bwﬂ ro_mm.nm .Om power. Hrm.v\

less frequently on patrons and other intermediaries to transmit

the
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their m::mm:mm or demands to authorities. The partici
mamnjm:zw E the name of a self-identified interest mmumw:a “Pokg
wcvwﬁ B.mmc:m S.m:mmm:mm with relative ease from m.qocw ﬁm moqs.
QMM anm“ww”mmmﬁmm_wmcm. In comparison with relatively UmnOn%MSF.M
ghteenth-century forms of action, they w ©Parg
tan, me:_mh and autonomous. A new 3@28? vm o oy
crystallizing, and displacing an older one © O contenti
mcwﬁw%gnm:wwp.mﬂﬂzwsm of popular contention have either misre da
e Fwﬁ ri am o:m-ﬁm::. trends—supposedly toward n_mmm-w .
o MMBMMMM n%:::o::mm m:.a pacification, toward Saomv»_..,...u
a6ty e Bm Mmmlﬁa.:: U:wﬁorm historiography leaves c:nry.
to explain the gre M ﬂxn ain. Accordingly, my aim in this chaper
T great ¢ m.:mm,f but 6 clarify what happened. Later :,._
ow in explanation, but this one will skim lightly over Enm
f

T o .
he chapter will, in compensation, plunge deeply into the available evide

Problems, Sources, Methods

T
QWM\ Mwwwmmﬂimgmﬁ follow do not recount the full history of British colf
fve ¢ im:u.H ey concentrate on moments in which people gathe ‘
e Eqsm%,ﬁwﬂﬂun nwmmﬂmu acted on those claims in one way or anof
then turned 10 m:ma_ usiness. In .m:m.mm.m:m open, collective, discontiniol
el e o onenion ot vt s el
. ! eration of political parties, labor uniof
nee w© parties, labor unio
mo? mxn_m_mwgﬁiﬁmaﬁuwww@, and other .n.oémn?_ means of collective inte
T Cleept nen M%\ produce visible contention in the public AEHE
e i nmo owﬁ .ﬁ.o make the analysis of collective intera on
e wmmm Lt :Srn:o: that contention is an important subjecti®
contention SM: m_mo___w M_m r.ovw .Sﬁ.ﬁrw careful analysis of colled
e ki n .Em_mrﬁ 58. individual action, continuous &=
" contentious collective interaction.

wmmﬂwgmmmmwﬂ %%ﬂm_.m:& during ::Zm.m: years scattered from 1758 t0 18 ]
e In Gres mml_. E:M.m a whole during the seven years from 1828 t0 a&..
SN, _m.a thirteen years as a compromise among mm<m_‘m_ m»_.&,__

ictory desiderata: (1) spread over the entire period from 1750 ¥

fesources made it im
.Ilwﬂ.bm Great Britain as a whole,

ources (for example Kent's trade directory for
; ittin is of the geographic and social contexts of
on) vﬁ“ of contentions; (3) adjacent years, where possible, in order
gent K" uity of the record; and (4) few enough periods that

e the honmb :
% Bap of readers and transcribers could actually get through the
WM four or five years of part-time effort.

agh one might defend 1758 as a starting point because of its
.a in the midst of the Seven Years War, in historical perspective
ff from its neighbors; as the inquiry began, 1758

sets that year ©
. seemed the first year for which my group; working chiefly in the

could assemble broad evidence that would be roughly
Jble to evidence available for later years. Sheer lack of time and
possible for me to collect systematic evidence for all
the thirteen earlier years. When it came to
continuity became all the more

ly because of the desirability of following recurrent

3 .v wﬁ—ﬁw‘caﬁ% Om .
L g an analys

of Great Britain during

gzv not on
conflicts through their courses but also because of the necessity of exam-

vidence on the contexts of contention. After a good
h different sets of years, 1 chose 1828-1834
because in that period the British state made decisions—notably on
parliamentary reform—that significantly affected the politics of the rest
of the century. These two decisions yielded an odd array of years, but an
interesting one.
" In a contentious gathering (CG), a number of people—here, ten or
more—outside of the government gathered in a publicly accessible place
EAB»% claims on at least one person outside their own number, claims
Which if realized would affect the interests of their object. My collabora-
tors and I searched publications of the time and cataloged a total of 8,088
CGs; the appendix provides a detailed description of our sources and
Eon&a.nnm. This catalog constitutes the core of my evidence on changes
and <»m_mao=m in collective-action repertoires.
&.“.srn ‘contentious gathering” acts as a spotlight. If we run a spotlight
Ez&w Mﬂ.omm a dark terrain, how much we see at any instant depends as
. Mﬁrm power and focus of the beam as on the contents om. the
the mvmm.ﬁ M_Q m.Zm:._ooF .?372508, .ﬂrn ?m@.ﬁm:nv\ and mix of objects
K. msa_m t Uzz.mm into view are unreliable guides to their actual num-
proportions across the whole terrain. If the beam sweeps from

ining a great deal of e
deal of experimentation wit
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am:vmwm:w? arbitrary, by¢ broad 8¢ of eyl
interaction, The definition takes in j

authorities and observers ysed
or affray, but alse includes 4 gr
and other assemblies that €scaped the wr.
cheers, and professions of sup
tious” m:.mr:v\ Misstateg the ch i m_om
possible 825!@38? Q&S,Bm_c.:m_ and so on—are eithe
bersome, more misleading, or both.)
Support for one party typically inyo]
Almost al] the 8atherings identified by the definitj
conflicts of interest; they includeq the publ;

interaction that were

2 Magnifying Glass
- i catalogs of events
reference to large, E:mo::m Al ocamentol
T 8:8:&0: .3 to let a few %mﬁmnc_ma.m: e
] - ﬁmaﬁnm.:OD — nTm:mw..?g mves Mm _uv\ one, had a
ficts domina€ Eﬂmq”manmm, however trivial gw.mnvo i e pe
th .oosﬁn:ao:.m mmMme on the conduct of public o sufficient infor-
::Bc_mz,\mm t reports in periodicals o.o:.x:: iy Bl o
i ready to argue :wm larger changes and <m:mmo:w think it possible
B 10 moQ::wE t th and nineteenth centuries. B 1 o e
i o v 1 ot |
ify and allo ; vide some evi i
.M_Nvam:ao:mmmmw”wm:nm”:mMMS» interaction, such as the day-to-day
range of con

. Y-
hanges in the nu

‘ ose that large ¢ ; .
i GEWOrks. | Supp i onstitute evi
use of Eﬁémao_.a_ ms% different kinds of mm%mm:m _n<m5m:ﬁ in political
. @Hovoiﬂu.ﬂa il charaster of popu ar 5<0m.0a social changes
of more mmsmam_ shi onfidence that traces of the maj
N have some ¢
struggle. 1

ul ious
isti s of contentiou
tention appear in existing account
i ar conten
g pop

ut.
: ity to search them o
_,_: : : has the patience a : sivayad Byt 6
serings, if only o:%z% ebb and flow of contention convey

e o

The general sens

sources deserves some credence.

v — > m

“The
1, warns that .
= ds of conflict between 1793 WD.& Mmﬁwzﬁozﬁ:\_mm/\m source
into local recor d of the eighteenth century, is an leteness. Wells is
pre ~m<mmwm: nwwvmﬂm we are looking for czmﬂr.noa_usm periodicals, for
s 1955: . . ultiple archives a
i . Drawing on m = . or Sussex
Enznwco«\dmw_ﬁnwmwnﬁwm :Mw:mm: “disturbances” in Kent, Surrey.
example, Wells ta

isis (ibid.:
ing the great mccmmmﬁm:nw =l ?.g
ffom January %qocmrazm%omwwr QMM_%mmoE wm these méiw Mmﬂwwmwﬁmw
425). My group mo.cw mmw:m:sﬁ Mogazing. ar e umug onm did not
wn%mﬁomcmﬁmﬂmﬁmmwa rules disqualified vmwmmmommwﬂmﬁwmv in the same
ons ha

B e
Publicly accessible pia conflict over food at Brighthe Br Inn where
moéa # mocw - oﬂm:oBm: S s e gt Gl o € Mroima on
ME:, Srnﬁm. mﬂunwmﬁ w,mﬁra\,\m loaf of bread and a mﬁmm._n of UM_.mDm that those
B ol v 1 e
E.mn_hw must be lowered in price” (LC 23 >©E_OHD~ @ Tilly Only 1, Both
Misses that event. Thus the score runs Wells Yy
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A.stv\oo_:vm:.mo:momo:w sample with detailed MOnograpp ol
in similar fashion. Wells has suggested, furthermore, that even hig Me
underestimate the number of “disturbances” (Wells 199¢. 157).

So what should we conclude? Certainly that the enume
from periodicals miss many releva

nt events, especially smal]
reported events; that should warn

can, after all, usually adjust for known biases—vit
among periods, regions, social 8roups, or forms of et
confirmation wherever possible from other sources, I arg
draw reliable conclusions from those comparisons (see
further discussion of 3:»@:#5. The rigorous, unifor
well-defined procedures reflects what happened betwee

ue that we o
Appendix |
m mvnznmmg ,._

more, we can correct for the angle of vision t

That reply, to be sure, leads _.BBQ&NHF t
Harrison has complained that my research em
for data related to collective behavioyr which
retrieval needs of the computer, rather than
text” (Harrison 1988: 17). On the contrary,

is designed to mm:.m@%_
a rich appreciation of cone
I 'have had to push and bend

€ contexts and internal sequences of the
a certain limit, comparability, coveragé
at different directjons, But over 8,000

best-documented events; beyond
and density pointed in somewh
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: in the same sorts of events 2.:5: ﬁrﬂ wo_MMMMM
eof &Rnwcmmw 4, and a reasonable case for shifts on the n
Lo 1758 an y
,<“m=. in any case, on what we are :Nm:m to :Mmm_,mcaﬂ_gwww
+ich depends - should be studying something nm:m. social p :
that historians it gauges ordinary people’s m:::a.om .stm:
umably because freeing of the grain market, Eo_ma:msﬁmmo?
e Poor Law (Wells 1990). He is essentially
L oﬁﬁm wmemeHMSmQ%a: carrying shared but concealed Mw-
ing for E ~.: tions that James Scott (1990) argues become t M
e bly subordinate group and serve as Em bases Om
o @Em mwn that reason, Wells insists on the :Euo:mwn
e mination of big public events to the accumulation
i on:mMwmowxmnmimlammaw:mv machine-breaking, perhaps even
; ﬁ;«&%:% on »

» pres
ch change
mﬁ-ﬁOmmﬂ

B r ; i the current
B QM:N. is important to recognize that depending on
~ Indeed it 1

i ublic demands to
ical situation the same people turn from Emwim ﬁ:&m_:o: 5% 1830,
Eugn: hayricks and vice versa; coming R.u the m,.z_:.m R
ping GNQ e exactly that sort of alternation. It is __w.mé_mm " m prh
we will o.m_“mﬁ would be to infer a general state of mind an W -
gﬂn roi:ﬂm one variety of action. But I reject .ﬁrmﬁ wﬂwmwz esumably
.&mwnnmwﬁ MS::%. first because it conflates the mnco:v%: e Nosdmnaoz
- i ing for the problem :
u i ttitude without allowing : < book’s
H.szﬁswﬁm two; second because it hinders Qmmﬂawa .Om H.r_ﬂmm o
" : f collective in
hy the very means o . ;
central problem, how and w m in history. How and why, in particular,
ehange and vary so dramatically in ? The study of changing attitudes,
did mass national politics take shape? Felem. T ot Sl
HoWever profound, will not solve that probl it
Inquiry toward social interaction, toward relation
Struggle, toward contention. dof
b lorers was not the first to tread the groun
g i ore Iready described by R. B. Rose,
sontention, We often encountered events alr y s BT T
é Fri the Hammonds, the Webbs, E. P.
George Rudé, Eric Hobsbawm, th, and other cartog.
Joh n, Andrew Charlesworth,
i eec John Stevenson, ulting their analyses seldom
fphers of British conflicts. Although cons rmm& o ana e seom
identifieq outright errors in the narratives xﬁw presstion while ofisring
SOurces, it provided essential context and interp
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. inating in a resolution
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Forms of Contention, Old ang New ugh a famil
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«s thro

3 . in contention altered sig-
/ . chan ol sitior m:mno%mm. groups S_a:m. Mmz. in ¢ bably changed much
presents the proportions of meetings and violent mm:gm:.:mm i same .wn f individuals participating probably
cast over the span from 1758 to 1834 (Meetings include gath  The kinds 0
named associations, official assemblijes and other

le,
in which they participated. Workers, for examp ’
v workers, but they also appeared asi e
 iined contention as ) B i Friendly Societies, as
ned ants in F Y
R bers of crowds, as particip ing our records
5, as BaB. 4 d in many other roles. In creating
of candidates, an orded and used the names our sources
.. 015 S, we rec ﬁTm REOU
e m<mm: if we suspected, for example, that o e
- .
,moanzoz.m es consisted entirely of workers, we :m:mm .
ey ﬁ:wnmw gave more than one name to the same fo o
i F re
- all but gave priority to the one that was mo wmmﬂ_m o
rded them prominent in the accounts. Of the mwuo -
more o
: 3 nﬂmv ho took part in one or another of the m,owm e ately
e the names of only about 26,000, m.:a o:. em ties they
, We know than the names and the Umn:namn _mmbcw m:m
£ . i
B:nrr Somrmlnm The evidence therefore says little about ¢ o Mmm |
ug ttot mmm . R . . ﬁmgﬁmog. Hﬂ mN%m a mﬂm 5
i . QR 2! participation in con ublicly involved.
ace heard , relatively small number. about the kinds of constituted groups p d categorics of
P i B ly aggregate
i i or greatly agg )
e 2.7 provides information ~ g it e, fp il s ool
mation. I use these broad, debatable ru o e ssive formations”
ing the major trends in mounds of detail. (“Repre i
; g m ) . tables UOEGP sheriffs, mmamrmmﬁmﬂmw an
include military units, cons : bers of the public, while the term
Who have the legal right to coerce Bﬂmqw 5 flhienets. nill Tanibeth.
Sinhabitants” refers to freeholders, e Mn o V_M identified by attachment t6
habitants at large, and other sets o peop ef changes—including
i ight summarize the chief chang ‘
#0mmon locality.) We mig . ces of observations.
i i ions not shown here—in a seri
iformation from tabulations

the

one kind or another rose from 15 or 20
CGs. With the exception of 180] (whe

peace, of the king, and of popular h

eroes swel
omitted category of p

onviolent gatherings other th
to run from 5 to 1 percent of the total,

In the capital and m_mms&mam.
entire period from the 1750s to

from 1807 onward, The complex, mobjje events of the eighteenth centy
gave way to the standardized meetino. ; i .

in a hall or another enclosed sp

80

o))
(=]

Public meetings

% of all CGs
BN
(=

: S
i in . ically designated group
Violent gatherings I Cro ds, repressive formations, and economic Y g

20

. " ion, with each

fell from major to minor importance in British nosﬁm_:mmﬁo% .
One Stabilizing at around 5 or 10 mmanmbﬁ of .ﬁﬂm Sﬂmﬁrm absent object
& Parliament (which “participated” in O.Om.oEw i’ mmm in the 1750s to a

0 of oth le’s demands) rose from insignificanc
1758 1768 " 1780 " 1789 1301 1811 1820 " 1829 " 1831 ' 1893 R CP'es de .
dominant position in the 1830s, . b Teiss appedied
Figure 2.6, Crude event types, Southeastern England, 1758-1834 3. The E:mv ministers, and high officials (who
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| standing acquir
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tate, then citizens
g claims on the n
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research group trans
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Figure 2.7. Selected formations, South N and calle
. eastern England, 1758-1834 es the picture of changes in contentious repertoires. In Figure
e find the verbs from actions having an object, which excludes such
as “move” and “end” (Roughly half of the 51,000 verbs in the
he entire file covers 2,474

contentious gatheri i
ngs primaril i
erably in im : y as objects of claims) s
o portance, but typically constituted f; ) S
o enth of all formations rom one- i
. Fluctuations in the (i |
participation of i :
generally oc of inhabitants and ffic
in imaw\m W:Mc:mm together, but over the long run Ermhmnﬁ: o._.w
s portance while officials stayed in the vicini ants g
all formations. yed in the vicinity of 15 pere
. Named indivi :
iduals, religiou
’ s groups, and iood i ;
rose nor fe Bad ps, ¢ oqmm:_Nm& n eith
- :. decisively, but all had a few .@‘mma s
wolvement in contention years of fairly CEuu
. Between 1828 i
and :
kinds of moidmaozﬂmﬁ changes in the relative involvement of different
and the rest of Gre WW:wE._? occurred simultaneously in the Southt
officials, and me:MBmM_Mm_MM :m&Bma individuals, religious groups local
offered partial excepti ,
ptions to the rule. _

ent verbs,

If we restrict th ; _
At “mﬂﬂwm_m to mo:.:m:o:m that participated directly in the
move in the same &R_:ﬂ.m or serving as absent objects of claims, the trends
as Parliament, royalty, nm_%%m, g.z obviously the values for mcnr, nmﬁmm%a *
: ’ ’ national offici . i 3
Appendix 1, Tables A.3, A.4, and A mo moﬂmm__mmﬁwﬂs considersbly 108 1
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are as follows:

ATTACK: alarm, annoy, assault, attack, batter, beat, beat off 1o
beset; ’ s

CONTROL: apprehend, arouse, arrange, arrest, calm
off, catch, caution;

CLAIM: accede,

DELIBERATE: add to, address, adopt, amend, answer, appoing
argue, bring before, call op. i
(See Appendix 1, Table A5, for more details on verb Sﬂmmo:.mﬁ

gether, thege four POrtmanteay Categories plys the trendegg «
(for €xample acclajm, mn_ﬁsoim&mmv admire, ajq, applaud, approve, 4

gross grouping of verbs,
1834 are Unmistakab]e, “Attack” verbs declined _.Smmc_mlw from the |
(when they ran aboyt 30 percent of 4 verbs) to 18]] (when the
about 10 Percent), thep remained jn the Tange from 10— Percent of g

The majo, 'ssues of contentioyg 8atherings, un]ike most items
SmnE:m-RmmmEm records, do not come &wmnzv\ from the texts; they

.
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_ munn t for the now unsurprising decline of attacks,
issues .m%_@ no long-term trends. They do,
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Religion, m“n MMM Qmwmnﬂz issues, largely as a functi |
1819 (a strug _m:du e, shoots up in 1780 (again _Ms a :mmo_s_,
gle over proposed increases in En, . ord nmo_jmm
ax-s ag

Om. H\OEQOD O~®H
gy), a
Emancipation). Mjrm Nmnwwwwlmwo (Test and Oogoﬂmﬂgoz& i
1769, 1807, and 1832 s for elections emphasize Ewo: plus ¢
' Pivotg] »

Most revealing i
Wi mcwmm _w :M_‘:m chronology of parliamentar
e o Scom_wow m_nmzmnmm years miss the mS:M oy s_”
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