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Chapter 

Propaganda 

... When Iwas living in Sallie's home, one of the male 
boarders who called himself a Socialist showed me some articles 
in a Sunday paper written by Robert Blatchford, 'Nunquam', 
dealing with slums and sweated industries. These articles 
excited much interest, and many were the arguments in Mrs. J's 
house as to the rights or wrongs of the matter. Later on, 
when Blatchford and his friends, A. M. Thompson, E. F. Fay and 
Montague Blatchford founded the Socialist weekly, The Clarion, 
I began to read it and became deeply interested in the theories 
put forward. Feeling very lonely at the time I began to hang 
round Socialist meetings in the public square. In this way I 
heard many speakers who afterwards became famous in the political 
world. I found that some of the young men I knew were also 
being attracted to the Socialist movement. From one of these I 
leaned that there were several women speakers in it. One night 
he asked me to go with him to hear one of them. She was to 
speak the following Sunday at a small chapel known as 'Duke's 
Alley' where the minister was sympathetic to the new cause. 
We found the chapel full when we arrived, but we managed to 
squeeze in and stand whey w could both see and hear the 
speaker. She was IIatherine, 3t. John Conway, a slight girlish 
figure in a black frock with a Medici collar, and her hair 
swept back from her forehead; she looked as if she belonged 
to some religious order. Though not much older in years than 
myself, this girl was already a highly educated, well-trained 
personality. 

Perhaps at first, I paid more attention to the speaker 
than to her speech, but heard enough to send me away with an 
inspiration which later sent me out to the street corners 
with the same message. 

At my new lodgings, I found that one of the male boarders 
was a convinced and keen Socialist who was always ready to talk 
or argue on the subject, so my reading of The Clarion continued. 
My fellow lodger also lent me a number of books dealing with 
inequalities in the social system. This I was forced to admit, 
although not yet convinced of the soundness of the new teaching. 
Perhaps at first I was more interested in the propagandist than 
the propaganda. Apparently the interest was mutual and the 
friendship developed into an attachment which led to our marriage 
about two years later. 

The above extract, from Hannah Mitchell's autobiography, 
i illustrates 

perhaps the most important factor concerning ILP propaganda; simply that 

1 H. Mitchell, The Bard «ay Up (1968) pp. 85-6 
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it cannot be regarded in a completely rational manner. Conversion to 

socialism was, for many individuals, an experience somewhat akin to 

that of St. Paul on the road to Damascus. It was dependent not just 

upon logical arguments, both spoken and written, but upon the 

influence and inspiration provided by individual personalities, the 

'atmosphere' of an enthusiastic meeting, or the attitudes which prevailed 

among small groups of friends and acquaintances. Hannah Mitchell was not 

the only person finally converted to socialism by marrying a socialist. 

Thus in a sense the following chapter, on social life, is also a 

continuation of this study of propaganda. It is obviously necessary 

here to consider in detail such factors as types of meetings, lecture 

subjects, work of individual speakers, publications and literature 

distribution. But to do so without first commenting upon the general 

'atmosphere' of ILP propaganda would be to omit perhaps the most crucial 

element in the process. The appeal of the ILP to the unconverted was 

never completely logical, and often highly emotional. Appeals to 

sympathy for children or the unemployed, and visions of a future 'N rrie 

England' were far more common - and more successful - than attempts to 

detail in hard economic terms the future process of nationalisation. 

Much of the propaganda took on a quasi-religious aura, reminiscent of a 

revival meeting, and the most popular speakers were those capable of 

inducing such an atmosphere. Muriel Nichol described the speaking 

style of her father, R. C. WWallhead, as being 'very histrionic ... very 

Henry Irvingish'. 1 Mrs. Plant, recalling Victor Grayson's speeches 

after more than half a century, commented: 

fly golly, ooh, he was a speaker; I was never one 

1 Muriel Nichol. Tape, 9 November 1976 
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that was over-taken by rhetoric but Grayson could carry 
me away any time ... He really was good ... 

The 'atmosphere' of ILP meetings was undoubtedly a major factor 

in the movement's success. Unfortunately it is the one aspect which 

defies description or logical analysis, and can only be glimpsed through 

contemporary accounts, or the reminiscences of older ILP members. But the 

ability simply to generate enthusiasm at meetings would scarcely have been 

sufficient to maintain a political party for two decades. To provide a 

firm foundation for this crusading socialism, lectures had to be organised, 

and pamphlets and newspapers printed and distributed. It is upon such 

practicalities that this chapter must principally concentrate, dealing 

in turn with the two broad aspects of meetings and literature. 

+++++ 

A. Meetings 

Undoubtedly the most common point of contact between the ILP and the 

+ 

unconverted public were the open-air public meetings, generally the smaller 

gatherings on street corners. As Muriel Nichol explained, 
2 there was 

nothing to keep people indoors. For large families living, most usually, 

in 'two up, two down' terraced houses (with, of course, the 'front 

parlour' generally out of commission), there was little opportunity to 

indulge in indoor leisure interests. To take a walk, meet friends and 

neighbours, and pass the time of day, was far less constricting than 

staying in the house. Street corner speakers provided at the very least 

free entertainment. One could stand and listen (or heckle, and still, 

1 Mrs. Plant, tape, 6 August 1976 

2 Muriel Nichol, tape. 
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if so inclined, have time to proceed to the pub. Thus in all but the 

very worst weather, it was comparatively easy for speakers to acquire an 

audience, and many people who would not deliberately have attended a 

socialist meeting came in this way to hear the propaganda of the ILP. 

Most of the smaller open-air meetings were organised by local 

branches, either (literally) on street corners, or on any area of waste 

land in the district. Borrowed boxes, chairs and carts (where space 

permitted) served as platforms, but it was possible for an enterprising 

branch to purchase a custom-built speakers' platform. These were 

advertised in the Labour Leader, in April 1907, at the price of 21x. 1 

Such meetings provided an ideal opportunity to sell literature, and also 

to recruit members. Manchester Central Branch decided, in November 1904, 

to have 2,000 forms of application for membership printed, for distribution 

at meetings. 
2 However drawing even sympathetic open-air audiences into 

the ILP fold was not always a straightforward matter. North Salford 

branch was complaining, in December 16,73, that a number of its open-air 

supporters remained unattached, and would not attend indoor meetings. 
3 

The ILP continued, throughout the two decades in question, its attempt 

to recruit the 'unattached', many of whom, one suspects, were just not 

sufficiently politically-minded to actually join anything, but may well 

have made up a large proportion of the ILP voters. 

Perhaps the most famous open-air meetings were those organised by 

Manchester' Central Branch at Tib Street. During the summer of 1903 the 

branch sought an open-air pitch for Sunday meetings in the city centre 

1 LL, 26 April 1907 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of meeting, 15 November 1904 

3 WT, 23 December 1893 
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and, having dismissed Stevenson Square as a possible location, planned 

a meeting at Tib Street on 26 July. 1 Initially, however, they ran into 

difficulties with the Watch Committee, and it was only after protracted 

neogitiations with the Chief Constable2 that the scheme went ahead, the 

first meeting being held on 8 May 1904.3 Despite complaints of inadequate 

support from branch members, and renewed problems with the police, 
4 the 

Tib Street meetings made their mark upon the Manchester scene. In an 

article for the Labour Leader of 7 April 1905, entitled 'Manchester 

Meetings', '{W. F. B. ' described a Sunday night visit to Tib Street, 

... which will shortly celebrate its anniversary and, 
at the same time, create a record as the only place in these 
islands where an open-air meeting has practically been held 

all the year round, at a cost of energy and devotion, not to 

speak of organising ability, which only those concerned can 
fully appreciate. 

On this occasion the speaker and chairman were both young men, '... and 

there were many earnest young faces in the crowd'... 

But the presiding genius at all the meetings was the 
same - Sam Robinson, the indefatigable. Only those I am 
afraid, who have had the experience of other branches will 
be able to appreciate the real value of the Lecture Secretary 
of Central Branch. 

The speakers at Tib Street, their subject matter, and the ensuing 

literature sales, must all be considered separately. It is necessary 

here only to comment that the meetings were still continuing upon the 

outbreak of the First World War. 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 21 July 1903 

2 Ibid., 11 August 1903 

3 Ibid., 10 May 1903 

4 Ibid., 21 June 1904; 18 April, 2 May 1905 

5 IL, 7 April 1905. The author was probably W. F. Black 
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Perhaps the biggest problem for open-air meetings was not the 

Manchester climate (of which audiences proved remarkably tolerant) but 

the attitude of the police and local Watch Committee. Attempts to hold 

routine meetings could occasionally turn into a full-scale campaign for 

the right of free speech. In the early days of the ILP, the local 

authorities were still concentrating their attention on what, to them 

at least, seemed the greatest threat to public order: the anarchist 

remnants of the Socialist League. Chief Detective Inspector Jerome 

Caminada recalled that: 

Towards the close of September, 1893, complaints were 
made by residents of obstruction, on Sunday mornings, at 
Ardwick Green, by a number of irresponsible young men who 
called themselves the 'Manchester Anarchist Communist Group' 

... it was also complained that very strong language was used, 
which tended to a breach of the peace ... 

According to Caminada, the Chief Constable 

to change their venue to Stevenson Square, 

gentleman who expressed disapproval of the 

protected by the police'. Consequently, of 

were arrested at the meeting. 
i 

tried to persuade the anarchists 

and only intervened when 'a 

speakers' views had to be 

a1 October, several speakers 

Two days before the arrests, the &echtive of Manchester and Salford 

ILP had received a 'friendly warning', that a raid on all street meetings 

was contemplated for that Sunday. The ILP immediately concluded that 

the Watch Committee was attempting to suppress free speech, 'beginning 

with the weakest and most unpopular section of the Socialists first'. 

Thus the Workman's Times asked: 'Do the Manchester Watch committee 

intend to suppress all political meetings, and is this attack on the 

anarchists a more pilot balloon to see how the attempt will be treated? '2 

1 J. Caminada, op. cit., (Manchester, 1895) p. 326 

2 Wli2,7 October 1893 
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The meetings and arrests, including those of some Social-Democrat 

spectators, continued through the autumn. ILP members were among the 

participants in meetings held in Stevenson Square, after successive 

arrests, to protest against police interference with the right of public 

meeting. 
1 In December a 'Free Speech Defence Committee' was formed, 

'for the pwr. pose of resisting the arbitrary interference of the police 

and authorities with the rights of free speech and public meetings, and 

to carry on the struggle at Ardwick Green'. The committee initially 

consisted of Manchester Anarchist Group, South Salford SDF, North 

Manchester Fabian Society (which had a large number of members in common 

with the ILP) and the Jewish Working Men's Educational Club. All Labour 

and Socialist bodies were, however, requested to send a delegate, 
2 

and 

by 30 December West Salford ILP had complied. The West Salford delegates 3 

duly suggested that Albert Square should become an additional site for 

the free speech campaign, but the implementation of this scheme, on 

? January 1891, led to the arrest of William IIorrocks. 
4 

Some of the local ILP were, however, opposed to the party's 

involvement. It gras unwise, considered one Workman's Times correspondent, 

to fight the battle for free speech under the auspices of the anarchists. 
5 

Moreover ILP meetings had generally been free from interference. The 

only incident which can be traced occurred in HSedlock Street Ward in 

October, when police had ordered a meeting at the corner of Jackson Street 

1 Ibid., 21,28 October; 

2 Ibid., 23 December 1893 

3 Ibid., 30 December 1893 

4,18,25 November 1893 

4 Ibid., 6,13 January 1894 

5 Ibid., 13 January 1894 
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and City Road to disperse, on the grounds that it was causing an 

obstruction. 
1 The new NAC, which met in Manchester on 26 February 1894, 

promptly disavowed any connection with the Anarchists and advised ILP 

branches 'to refrain from taking such action as may in any way associate 

the two organisations in the public mind'. 
2 The threat to the ILP's 

meetings however appeared more ominous in the summer of 1894. Stevenson 

Square was a pitch used also by the ILP, and in July the Anarchists, 

previously told that they would not be interfered with there, had a 

meeting broken up by Inspector Caminada. Moreover 'several ILP branches 

have been very needlessly harassed by the police of late, under the usual 

pretext of obstruction'. 
3 The Labour Leader warned its readers that: 

ILP men, while not in any way identifying themselves with 
Anarchism, ought to bear in mind the fact that the police may 
now at and time suppress their meetings and arrest their 
speakers. 

The right to hold socialist meetings in Stevenson Square appeared to be 

firmly vindicated after a mass demonstration of ILP, Labour Church 

and SDF had proceeded under the gaze of a solitary policeman: 
5 But the 

antipathy of many local officials towards socialist meetings remained, 

and as the Anarchists' activities petered out, it seemed not unlikely 

that the ILP would be the next victim. 

The confrontation actually occurred in the summer of 1896. Boggart 

Hole Clough was an open space of some sixty-three acres, to the north 

of the city, (see Illustration 10) and had been used for meetings of the 

North Manchester Fabian Society in 1892, and by the ILP in succeeding 

1 Ibid., 28 October 1893 

2 Ibid., 3 March 1894 

3 LL, 14 July 1894 

4 Ibid., 28 July 1894 

5 Ibid., 28 July 1894; C, 11,18 August 1894 
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years. At this time it was privately owned, but when, in 1895, it 

was acquired by Manchester Corporation, the summer propaganda continued, 

with the tacit sanction of the authorities. However in May 1896 the 
Co Jerva rtve 

Parks Committee, under the chairmanship of4Councillor George Needham, 

decided to put an end to the meetings of 'a certain Party'. On the 10th 

and 17th of that month, the speakers and chairmen were ordered to 

discontinue the meetings, and their names were taken upon refusal. The 

first summons was issued against John Harker (who had opposed Needham 

in the previous municipal elections). Harker was duly fined 10s. on 

the grounds that 'someone else might want to hold meetings in the same 

park and the result would be a disturbance'. 1 

There could be little doubt that the motive of the Parks Committee 

was political. The Clough could easily accommodate a mass meeting 

without the general public being in any way inconvenienced. As 'Dangle' 

commented in the Clarion: 

... So uneven is the surface, so deep are the ridges 
of this beautiful natural park, that in the days ere the City 
Fathers in their wisdom providentially decided to promote 
Manchester Socialism by trying to suppress the meetings, it 
must have been extremely difficult to find them, for two or 
three hundred people could be enveloped in a fold of these 
hills, and remain absolutely hidden from the knowledge of the 
passer-by. 2 

The Labour Leader on 20 June moreover suggested that the campaign against 

socialist gatherings was rooted in motives more sinister than the 

prejudices of the Manchester Parks Committee. Local authorities had 

attacked socialist meetings'in other areas, including Liverpool, Bradford 

and Ifalthamstow, and H. C. Rowe commented: 

We imow that seventy and eighty years ago Lords Sidmouth 

1 IL, 30 May 1896; C, 20 June 1896 

2 Co 4 July 1896 



-471- 

and Castlereagh flooded Lancashire with urgent instruct- 
ions to magistrates to use the full severity of the law 
on all Radicals and agitators, and also with agents 
provocateurs to supply the offenders. It has been 
suggested by some that this outbreak of local activity 
is not spontaneous. 1 

Whatever their motives, the Parks Committee and the City Council in 

general seemed intent upon continuing their suppression of meetings. 

When, on 3 June, the two ILP members, Sutton and Butler, tried to raise 

a discussion on the subject in a Council meeting by putting questions to 

Needham, they were ruled out of order. When Butler, at a Parks Committee 

meeting two days later, asked for a guarantee of no furthur prosecutions, 

this was also refused, and the committee endorsed the chairman's action 

in instructing for the summonses to be issued. 2 

The summonses in question, all heard at the Police Courts on 3 

June, amounted to 20: tiro each against John IIarker, Rev. Conrad Noel, 

harry Iienshall, Joseph Nuttall, S. Smalley, G. Vowers, Cash and Blunden, 

for nuisance and annoyance on 24 May, and 2 each against Rev. Conrad Noel 

and IN, reedale, for like offences on 31 May. With Dr. Pankhurst appearing 

for the defendants, Mr. IIeadlam, the stipendiary magistrate, ordered 

fines of L5 with costs against Harker and Noel, and 40s. with costs 

against lIenshall, Nuttall, Smalley, Vowers and Cash. The summons 

against Blunden was withdrawn, he having been away from Manchester on 

the day in question, but Cash was fined in spite of evidence that he 

also had not taken part. The second cases against Noel and Tweedale 

were adjourned. 
3 

1 LL, 20 June 1896 

2 Ibid., 13 June 1896 

3 Ibid., 13 June 1896 
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The ILP at a special meeting the following Saturday, decided that 

the Boggart Hole Clough meetings should be continued, under the charge 

of the EC, and that members should be levied to provide funds until the 

question was settled. Thus the Sunday meeting was held as usual, with 

Leonard Hall addressing a crowd of some 2,000 despite a downpour of rain. 
l 

As a result of this meeting, Hall, Harker, Vowers, Brierley, Smalley, 

Tveedale, Mrs. Pankhurst, 'the veteran Chartist Moss' and John Hempsall 

(ex-Elective Auditor) all appeared in court on the following Friday. 

Prosecuting on behalf of the Parks Committee was William Cobbett (grandson 

of the famous Radical). All the summonses except those against Brierley, 

Harker and Hall were dismissed, and if the Clarion's account of the 

defendants' activities is accurate, then evidence against them was 

flimsy in the extreme. Harker, it claimed, was prosecuted for writing a 

note and passing it to the speaker; Brierley for holding an umbrella 

over his head when it rained; Smalley for helping a park attendant in 

keeping order; Vowers for 'notfing in particular'; Tweedale and Moss for 

standing quietly for 10 minutes at the edge of the crowd; Hempsall for 

smoking a cigar within 6 yards of the speaker; MZrs. Pankhurst for lending 

her umbrella for the purposes of the collection; and Hall 'for the 

unpardonable crime of opening his mouth! Brierley, Harker and Hall were 

all fined £5 with costs, or three months' imprisonment. Harker, 'much 

to his disgust', was set atliberty, and a distraint order served upon 

him. Brierley, on the advice of Fred Brocklehurst (who was then 

studying law), allowed the ILP to pay his fine, 'as it would have meant 

the loss of his means of livelihood' had he been imprisoned. Leonard 

1 Ibid., 13 June 1896 
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Hall was duly taken off to Strangeways. 1 There he was treated as a 

common thief; denied books and paper, writing materials or visits, and 

limited to prison diet. His wife applied for him to be entered as a 

first class misdemeanant, but the request was refused. 
2 

The following week's meeting at the Clough again resulted in the 

prosecution of the speaker, Fred Brocklehurst. Upon his refusal to pay 

the 05 fine and costs, he joined Leonard Hall in jail. Brocklehurst, 

conducting his own case, stated that the police had confessed that he 

had violated no by-law. He had also elicited from the parks superintendent 

the fact that the latter had been instigated to take action by the 

Chairman of the Parks Committee. Prominent among the collectors at 

that meeting had been rirs. Pankhurst, whose activities the prosecution 

studiously ignored. Thus on the following Sunday she delivered the 

principal speech at the Clough, a well-chosen address on 'The Life and 

Times of William Cobbett'. Spectators crowded into the Clough in a long 

procession, and sang 'England Arise' to open the proceedings. After 

Mrs. Pankhurst's address, the collection was taken, but instead of the 

usual practice of receiving contributions in an upturned umbrella, 

women and girls (including the speaker's elder daughters) went round 

with collecting boxes and received over Ali. 

The names of Mrs. Pankhurst, Mrs. Harker and several other 

collectors were duly taken, but the Parks Committee now faced a 

dilemma. To prosecute and even imprison working men was one thing; 

to treat in the same manner the wife of an eminent local barrister was 

quite another. Mr. Needham declined to take responsibility for 

1 C, 20 June 1896 

2 LL, 20 June 1896 
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prosecuting the women. He duly consulted Mr. Cobbett, the Town Clerk 

and Lord Mayor, with the result that a special meeting of the Parks 

Committee was held to consider the matter. A tacit understanding was 

then reached, that there should be no further prosecutions until after 

the forthcoming Council meeting. As the Labour Leader remarked: land 

yet we are continually being told that social status counts for nothing'. 
1 

The situation soon reached stalemate. Mrs. Pankhurst, interviewed 

by 'The Pilgrim' for the Labour Leader, announced that she was prepared 

to go to jail. 2 The City Council, merely voting as to whether an enquiry 

should be held into the whole affair, was divided with 25 in favour, 

36 against, and 43 neutral. On Friday 3 July the ULP women appeared 

for trial. With Katharine Bruce Glasier and Mrs. Pankhurst were: 

Mrs. Smalley, quiet and serious but resolute, though 
under medical treatment; Urs. Lily Bennett, breathing defiance 
through a red bow at her throat; Mrs. Harker, strong with 
the consciousness of the justice of the side she had taken, 
though suffering much from bodily weakness; Mrs. Mellor, 
trained for this work in the Salvation Army and who disdained 
even to question the witnesses, thereby showing her contempt 
for the whole crowd of champions of kor' n' order. 

The NAC meeting, then taking place in Manchester 'had adjourned, that 

the members might see the proceedings for themselves'. Thus Tom Mann, 

Keir Hardie, Russell Smart, Pete Curran and France Littlewood were all 

in court, with Enid Stacy and Caroline Nartyn sitting at the back. There 

were, however, no spectacular scenes. Still hoping to avoid sentencing 

the women, the stipendiary announced that the summonses would be 

adjourned for a week, with the outcome being dependent upon what 

happened on Sunday. That evening 12,000 people in Stevenson Square 

I Ibid., 27 June 1896; C, 27 June 1896 

2i4 July 1896 
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cheered as the NtC and 'prisoners' declared that 'There wasn't a 

member of the ILP that wasn't prepared to go to jail if necessary in 

defence of the sacred right of free speech'. 
I 

The whole 'affair' of Boggart Hole Clough was turning into a 

massive ILP propaganda exercise. As 'Dangle' commented in the Clarion: 

However the struggle may end, its enormous assistance 
to the Socialist cause in Manchester is already assured. It 
has not only welded all the local sections of the party 
together in one determined common aim, but it has immensely 
advertised the principles of Socialism, and brought to our 
side at least temporarily, all the sincere friends of 
Democracy in the district. 2 

The non-Socialist press also expressed sympathy for the ILP's case. 

The Manchester Guardian asserted that Ftall'should never have been 

prosecuted, and that the Parks Committee could have set aside a 

convenient place in the Clough for meetings. 
3 From the Manchester City 

News came another reminder that meetings had taken place in the Clough 

long before its take-over by the Corporation, and that they were held 

far from any footpath. The by-laws did not provide power to prohibit 

meetings and, asserted the City News, Councillor Needham had issued 

the prohibition order on his own initiative, and before he consulted his 

colleagues. 
4 

More important, was the fact that vast numbers of people, 

who otherwise might never have attended a socialist meeting, all flocked 

to Boggart Hole Clough. Before the prosecutions only a few score people 

attended the meetings. Since then ... 

People have been attracted from all parts of Greater 

1 Ibid., 11 July 1896 

2 Ibid., 4 July 1896 

3 MG, cited in C, 27 June 1896 

1I Manchester City News, cited in C, 11 July 1897 
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Manchester, and last Sunday (28th June) there must have 
been five or six thousand people within reach of Mrs. 
Pankhurst's voice, and twice as many more on the opposite 
hillsides and lining the main avenue. For an hour after 
the meeting Rochdale Road from the Clough to Queen's Park 
was practically blocked with the stream of people going 
towards Manchester. In anticipation of the crowds the 
carriage company put on twenty extra cars for the occasion. 

On Sunday 5 July Mrs. Pankhurst, now accompanied by Keir Hardie, took the 

platform (see Illustration 11). 2 Dr. and Mrs. Pankhurst, with their 

children, Hardie and Miss Goulden drove up to Boggart Hole Clough in an 

open barouche. Travelling along Piccadilly and Rochdale Road, they 

passed and were cheered by, crowds of people going to the Clough. Trams 

were packed, while the Clarion Scouts were out in force on their bicycles. 

Socialist literature sold well at the meeting, and the collection amounted 

to £20.2s. IIardie, subsequently summoned for his part in the events, 

'staggered the bench by stating that he had 473 witnesses, including 

Liberals and Conservatives, to prove that the meetings were orderly and 

well conducted'. 
3 

Legally the whole situation was becoming a farce. The case against 

Mrs. Parkhurst was repeatedly adjourned, while Bruce Glasier, having 

twice refused to pay a £5 fine, was still at liberty. Hall and Brocklehurst, 

however, were still in jail for the same offence. 
4: 

The prisoners naturally 

1 C, 4 July 1896 

2 The photograph is loose in the Parkhurst Collection. Newspaper Cuttings 
Book - Dr. Pankhurst 1896 No. 7. All the cuttings in this volume refer 
to Boggart Hole Clough, and although no information is provided on the 
photograph, Hardie as the speaker and the Clarion 'Board' surrounded him 
are easily identifiable. LL, 11 July 189 aised photographs of 
Boggart Hole Clough for sale, with profits to the cause, and it seems 
likely that the photograph in the Pankhurst Collection is one of these. 

3 LL, 11 July 1896,2 October 1913 

4 Ibid., Is 7u1.6 1$96 
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received enthusiastic welcomes upon their release, and on each occasion 

a mass meeting at Stevenson Square followed in the evening. 
1 But the 

Council hesitated to imprison any more ILPers, particularly the women, 

and in court the adjournments continued? It now turned its attention to 

a new by-law, passed at a special meeting on 28 July, which prohibited 

meetings and collections in the parks unless permission was previously 

granted by the Corporation. 
3 (To the ILP this move by the Council 

appeared as proof that it had lacked such powers at the time of the 

prosecutions). The by-law was finally accepted by the Home Secretary in 

January 1897, 'in the confidence that the discretionary power of allowing 

meetings, which the by-law gives to the Council, will be exercised as 

to meet any reasonable demand'. Needham duly announced that the feeling 

of the Parks Committee 'was that they should not sanction the meetings 

of a certain Party'. 4 
However his later attempts (confined to Council 

meetings) to ban ILP meetings in the Clough proved unsuccessful, and in 

May 1897 North Manchester ILP opened its summer campaign in the Clough 

with an audience of 2,000.5 

Thus, apart from the sufferings of Brocklehurst and the Hall family, 

the whole affair of Boggart Hole Clough had been a great triumph for the 

ILP. Its real culmination came in November 1897, when Councillor Needham 

lost Iiarpurhey ward in the municipal elections - to none other than Fred 

1 Ibid., 18,25 July 1896 

2 Ibid., 25 July 1896 

3 Ibid., 1 August 1896 

4 Ibid., 16 January 1897 

5 Ibid., 17 April, 15 May 1897 
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Brocklehurst. 1 The local, and national, ILP had been united by a common 

aim, and the cause of free speech and general publicity had drawn into 

the ambit of the ILP many people who might not have been attracted to 

routine socialist meetings. After the 'battle of Boggart Hole Clough' 

ILP meetings generally remained free from interference by the local 

authorities, although there were occasional difficulties with the police 

over the Tib Street pitch. 
2 To some extent the Boggart Hole Clough affair 

must have proved a salutary warning to the local authorities, regarding 

the legal difficulties of prosecuting public speakers. But with the 

passage of time, the growing labour vote, and the presence of an increasing 

number of Labour and Socialist members on the City Council, also served 

as protection. In September 1913, Manchester and Salford ILP Federation 

celebrated its Coming-of-Age by holding a demonstration in Boggart Hole 

Clough, with Keir Hardie as chief speaker, and Tom Fox in the chair. 

As the Labour Leader commented: 

If those persecuting officials had had any idea that 
in 1913 the ILP would have held a meeting at that pitch, with 
an NP as chief speaker and that his chairman would combine in 

one person the chairman of the National Labour Party, the 

vice-chairman of the City's Parks Committee, and a member of 

1 Ibid., 6 November 1897 gave the election result. Apart from the 
detailed week-by-week accounts of the Boggart Hole Clough affair in 
both the Clarion and Labour Leader, references from other newspapers 
are contained in the Pankhurst Collection. Newspaper Cuttings Book 

- Dr. Pankhurst 1896 No. 7. These include: Courier, 23 May 1896; 
Manchester Guardian, 23 May, i, 6 June, 10 July, 6,10 August 1896; 
City News, 6 June, 8,15 August 1896; Evening News, 19 June 1896; 
Evening l_, 19 June 1896; Reynolds Newspaper, 19 July 1896. Other 

sources include H. C. Rowe, The Boopgart Jiole Contest (Manchester, 1896) 
18 pp, an illustrated account of the proceedings, and personal 
recollections of his experiences in F. Brocklehurst, I blas in Prison 
(1899). References are also contained in: E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., 
pp. 136-9 and L. Thompson, The Eathusiasts, pp. 99-101. It should be 

added that Sylvia Pankhurst, op. cit., p. 137, stated that Harker 

was imprisoned, but this is not mentioned in other sources.. 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meetings, 23 April 1912, 
5 August 1913; LL, 7 August 1913 



-479- 

+ 

its Watch Committee, the backing down process would have 
started much earlier. 1 

+ + + + 

But if the open-air meetings provided for many of the unconverted 

perhaps their first contact with the ILP, as well as an atmosphere of 

excitement and crusading fervour, a more detailed exposition of party 

policy was likely to be heard at one of the indoor gatherings. Lectures 

were of course part of the regular week-by-week life of the branches 

throughout the two decades in question, and because of their sheer volume 

can only be considered in terms of general topics and leading local 

speakers. There were, however, some series of indoor lectures, organised 

for Manchester and Salford as a whole, which are worthy of mention. 

During the winter of 1897-8, the central party arranged a series of 

Sunday evening lectures in the Lesser St. James' Hall. The programme for 

the end of 1897, advertised in the Clarion, comprised: 

October 31 
November 7 

" 14 

21 
28 

December 5 

Fred Brocklehurst 
Tom Mann 
Rev. T. Borne 
(Christian Social Union) 
J. Bruce Glasier 
Joseph Burgess 
Miss Ada Field 

it 12 Dan Irving 
19 Pete Curran 

'Industrial Combination and 
Commercial Conspiracy' 

'The Revolt of the Radicals' 
'Society, Past Present and 
Future' 

'Socialism and Freedom' 
'Trade Unionism: its Scope 
and Sphere' 

Manchester Socialist Choir were billed to sing on 31 October and alternate 

Sundays thereafter; Labour Church Hymn Books were used for singing by the 

audience. 
2 By November 27, the Labour Leader was able to report that the 

1 LLB 2 October 1913 

+ 

2 C, 16 October 1897 
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lectures were a 'distinct success'; 'already there are reports of 

numerous converts being made through the meetings'. 
1 When the series 

ended, at the close of March 1898, a total of 22 meetings had been 

held, with an average attendance of 375 and, a point not to be ignored, 

no financial loss. The literature sales had amounted to £18 for the 

series. 
2 So successful had been the venture, that arrangements were 

made for a further series of lectures the following winter, to commence 

on 2 October. Among the speakers engaged were Fred Brocklehurst, Pete 

Curran, Enid Stacy, John and Katharine Bruce Glasier, Leonard Hall and 

James Johnston. 3 During the beginning of 1899 several lectures were 

held in the Free Trade Hall, including Keir Hardie on 'Is Democracy a 

Failures, Eleanor Keeling (of Liverpool) on 'Universal Brotherhood', 

and Bruce Glasier on 'Socialism and the Coming Conflict of Races'. 
4 

The untimely death of Dr. Pankhurst prompted the Manchester, 

Salford and District ILP to hold a memorial meeting in the Free Trade 

Hall Assembly (loom, on 16 October 1898. With Tom Coolc in the Chair, 

and an audience of about 700, Fred Brocklehurst delivered an address 

on 'The Life and Times of Dr. Pankhurst'. 5 To mark the next anniversary, 

Keir Hardie delivered the address, 
6 

but the-memorial meetings failed to 

become a regular annual event, probably because of the timing of the 

1900 General Election. His memory was however to be retained by the 

1 LL, 27 November 1897 

2 Ibid., 2 April 1898 

3 Ibid., 24 September 1898 

4 Ibid., 28 January, 4,25 February 1899 

5 Ibid., 22 October 1898 

6 Ibid., 28 October 1899 
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building of Panlchurst Hall, where regular series. 1 of winter lectures 

became an important feature, and catered for a far wider public than 

the actual membership of North Salford branch ILP. 1 

Winter lecture series appear to have been neglected around the 

turn of the century, but past successes had not been forgotten. On 

6 October 1905 the Labour Leader published a letter from Thomas hinnett, 

who asked if the ILP branches were doing anything about organising indoor 

winter lectures in a public hall, after the style of the old St. James' 
Cs"cJ 

Hall Sunday afternoon meetings. He suggested that a meeting be 

arranged at once in the Lesser St. James' Hall, with ILP councillors and 

guardians taking an active part. This should be followed by weekly 

lectures. On the general propaganda situation he remarked: 'Judging by 

the very few lectures and meetings advertised in-the Labour Leader, I 

conclude that the movement is almost lifeless'. 2 But for several years, 

ILP lectures appear to have been confined to Pankhurst Hall and the 

local branches. In November 1908, City of Manchester branch did attempt 

to run a series of lectures by Percy Redfern, entitled 'Toward a Human 

Socialism', at the Onward Buildings, 207 Deansgate. Redfern should have 

lectured every Friday until 18 December, but the scheme was marred by 

his illness. 3 

Fortunately the winter of 1908 also marked the beginning of a far 

more successful venture, the Grand Theatre lectures. During that first 

season speakers included Russell Smart, Dirs. Bridges Adams, Belfort Bax, 

1 For examples of the Parkhurst Hall lectures, see Illustration 3 
above 

2 LL, 6 October 19O5.16o6 meeh.; 9s wh: ch Wý'+nafk rýcahtcl had bw- ý+eld on 
Suýdaj eveint3s, nol; a4vnoor4. (St. e abcwe-, P. 41CO. 

3 C, 15 November 1908. LL, 1 January 1909 stated that Redfern was 
unable to attend four of the. lectures. 
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Edward Carpenter on 'Socialism and Modern Industry', Frank Rose on 

'For the Labour Party', Mrs. Despard on 'The Problem of Poverty', Mary 

Macarthur oh Women in Industry', James Parker ASP on 'Socialism and 

Unemployment', Rev. J. Stitt Wilson, Ramsay MacDonald, Rev. Conrad Noel, 

Joseph Burgess, Heir Iiardie, and G. H. Roberts MR'. Moreover, the series 

also made a profit. 
' Not surprisingly plans were made to repeat the 

scheme for a second winter, and on 8 October 1909 the Labour Leader was 

able to list the speakers engaged for the season: Philip Snowden, 

Cecil Chesterton (Church Socialist League )t J. Macpherson IWO Leonard 

Hall, Edward Carpenter, J. R. Clynes, Denis Hird, J. A. Seddon NP, Frank 

Smith, T. P. Sykes (NUT), Mrs. Despard, Pete Curran, Mrs. Bridges Adams, 

George Lansbury, J. Pointer NP, Frank Rose, W. C. Anderson and Rev. Conrad 

Noel. 2 

Visiting speakers, particularly IJPs and 'big names', could always 

be anticipated to draw crowds of the 'unconverted', in search of inform- 

ation or sheer entertainment. Thus any well-Imown socialist visiting 

the district might expect his or her talents to be utilised to the full. 

The most obvious opportunities for such gatherings arose when the NAC 

held one of its regular meetings in Manchester. Thus the first executive 

meeting, held on Saturday 18th and Sunday 19th March 1893, was turned 

into a big 'occasion'. The actual NAC meeting was planned for 10 an on 

the Saturday, at the Douglas Hotel, Corporation Street. That evening a 

dinner was arranged at the hotel, at which delegates would be invited to 

meet the Manchester Committee. A social was then to follow. On the 

1 LL, 2,16,30 October, 6,13,20,27 November, 18 December 1908; 
8,22,29 January, 19 February, 12 March, 9 April 1909 

2 Ibid., 8 October 1909 
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Sunday, after any necessary continuation of the NAC meeting, a 

procession and demonstration were planned. Sympathisers were to meet 

in Stevenson Square at 1.45, and follow the Labour Church Brass Band 

through Oldham Street, Piccadilly, Market Street, Deansgate and Peter 

Street, to the Free Trade Hall. Here a demonstration, organised by the 

ILP and Labour Church, was to be chaired by Robert Blatchford. Speakers 

billed for the occasion included John Trevor, Cunninghame Graham, Shaw 

Maxwell, Dr. Aveling, Pete Curran, J. C. Kennedy, Katharine St. John 

Conway, and John Lister. 1 Similar celebrations ensued on the weekend 

of 27 and 28 October 1900, when the NAC visit 'gave Lancashire the chance 

of celebrating ICeir Hardie's return to Parliament', and enabled Hardie 

'to make the best speech he has ever made in Lancashire'. Again the 

Saturday evening was taken up by a dinner, 'a cold collation', for the 

NAC and local socialists. On the Sunday afternoon, again in the Free Trade 

Hall, Hardie, Bruce Glasier, John Harker and Mrs. Pankhurst all spoke, 

Zvhile John Hodge publicly declared his adherence to the ILP. 2 

Longer campaigns, featuring visiting speakers and including both 

lectures and demonstrations, marked perhaps the high-watermarks of ILP 

propaganda. Of such a type was the 'Manchester and Salford for Socialism' 

campaign, which preceded the 1895 municipal elections. Between October 

22 and 25, meetings were held in various localities, with speeches by 

Tom Mann, Fred IIammill, Dr. Pankhurst, Joseph Burgess, James Johnston, 

Caroline Nartyn and the ILP municipal candidates. There followed, on 

Saturday 26 October, a social at the Central Hall Restaurant, while 

on the Sunday, Blatchford took the chair for a demonstration in the Free 

1 WTT, 18 March 1909 

2 LL, 27 October, 3 November 1900 
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Trade 11a11.1 Daring the summer of 1912 a 'campaign for Socialism' 

was initiated by the national ILP, and meetings arranged in the various 

federations, 2 but for Manchester and Salford at least perhaps the 

biggest campaign of this nature was that organised in 1913, to mark 

the ILP's 'Coming of Age'. The plan, formulated at the end of June, 

was that the Manchester and Salford party should hold public meetings 

and distribute literature in all the localities during the week ending 

28 September, concluding the proceedings with a demonstration for the 

whole city and district. 3 Much of the organisation naturally devolved 

upon the branches; West Salford ordered 15,000 leaflets for distribution 

and Longsight 24,000,4 while North I1anchester, due to celebrate its 21st 

birthday at the beginning of the campaign week, organised a social 

evening for the occasion and duly invited 'their veteran comrade, bfr. A. 

Settle, of North-West Ham. 5 North Manchester's social and 'Grand 

Demonstration' at the Queen's Park Picturedrome on Sunday 21 September, 

marked the opening of a campaign comprising some 50 meetings. Many of the 

speakers were of course local: T. I. Marr, Joseph I3illam, Joseph Fogarty, 

Sam Hague, L T. Jackson, Annot Robinson and Ellen Wilkinson, but the 

campaign culminated with iardie's address at Boggart Hole Clough. 
6 

While the majority of visithg speakers tended only to stay overnight 

in Manchester, deliver one or two lectures, and continue their travels, 

1 Ibid., 19 October, 2 November 1895 

2 Ibid., 11 July 1912 

3 Ibid., 3 July 1913 

4 Ibid., 3 July, 28 August 1913 

5 Ibid., 14,28 August 1913 

6 Ibid., 14,28 August, 2 October 1913 
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occasionally the district would have the services of a visiting speaker 

for up to a fortnight. Thus Eiid Stacy spent a few days in Manchester 

and Salford at the close of January 1898, her programme being: 

Thursday - Cheetham Public Hail 
Friday - Openshaw 
Saturday - West Salford 
Sunday - St. James' Hail 

- 'Socialism and Religion' 
- 'Socialism and Trade Unionism' 
- 'Modern Shams' 

- 'Should all Christians be 

-Socialists' 
Concerning the campaign, the Labour Leader was able to report 'Good and 

enthusiastic audiences at all meetings, and already bearing fruit in the 

way of converts'. 
1 Not that the process was simply one-way; Manchester 

and Salford's leading members were regularly absent on lecture tours. At 

the end of September 1894 Leonard Hall went on a 5-day lecturing tour of 

Liverpool, 2 
while Fred Brocklehurst was booked to lecture in Scotland 

between 18 and 28 December 1897.3 

The big public lectures and campaigns had a dual function; they 

attracted the unconverted who were curious to see NPs and other prominent 

personalities, and at the same time boasted the morale of rank and file 

party workers. What mattered was not so much the content of the speeches, 

instructive though they may have been, but the general 'atmosphere' in a 

large, crowded hall, the 'presence' of the principal speaker, and the 

rendering of 'Ihgland Arise' by a mass audience of enthusiastic socialists. 

But having been drawn to the ILP by public meetings, the convert, unless 

he wished to remain 'unattached' would be likely to pursue most of his 

future activities under the aegis of his local branch. The meetings and 

demonstrations mentioned above, although the most noteworthy, in fact 

1 Ibid., 29 January 1898 

2 Ibid., 6 October 1894 

3 Ibid., 11 December 1897 
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formed a very small proportion of the sum total held by Manchester and 

Salford ILP. The majority of socialist lectures were those arranged by 

the branches, either open to the public or as a sequel to a routine 

business meeting, and the speakers generally local. Because of the sheer 

volume of activity, it is possible only to consider in general terms some 

of the local speakers, and their most popular subjects. 

++++++ 

It should initially be stated that virtually all the most active 

ILPers spoke in public at some time in their careers. Enthusiasm for 

the cause, and willingness to spread the socialist message from a soap 

box, usually went hand-in-hand. The needs to project one's voice in the 

open air, and to 'hold' a previously transient audience may in part 

explain the interest which many ILPers showed for dramatic societies 

and the theatre. 1 There was much to be learned from observing actors 

as well as politicians. But while most ILPers attempted public 

speaking, inability to do so did not deter the enthusiastic. Blatchford 

himself was perhaps the most eminent example of a non-speaker. Not to be 

forgotten however was Sam Robinson who, according to Mrs. Plant, suffered 

from a speech defect which rendered public speaking impossible. 
2 Robinson 

made his mark as an organiser, serving at various times as Secretary and 

Propaganda Secretary to Manchester Central Branch, and as delegate to the 

Manchester and Salford ILP Council, the Lancashire and Cheshire Federation, 

and national conferences at Huddersfield and Derby. His most enduring 

contribution was undoubtedly the institution of the Tib Street meetings. 
3 

1 Mrs. Plant, Tape, 6 August 1976 

2 Ibid. 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Iii: nutes of Meetings 30 May, 25 July 1905; 
22 May, 14 June 1906; 19 March, 7 May 1907; 7 April, 21 October 1908 
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But Robinson, the organiser and committee man who never occupied 

the rostrum, was the exception rather than the rule. Any activist with 

the potential ability to address a meeting was expected to make the 

attempt, thus there was no division between the party's writers and 

public speakers. Young enthusiasts were encouraged, occasionally with 

the assistance of 'classes' in economics or public speaking, to mount 

the platform. First experiences of addressing an open-air meeting 

could be somewhat alarming; Mariel Nichol, then better known as the 

young daughter of R. C. Wallhead, later recalled her 'debut' at Hazel 

Grove when in an extreme state of 'stage fright', she forgot her 

prepared speech and also tore into pieces the cards bearing her notes. 
l 

Less traumatic were the experiences of some other young speakers. On 

2 March 1906 the Labour Leader reported that at Tib Street on the 

previous Sunday, Willie Taylor of Crumpsall gave an 'excellent "first" 

address'', while the surprise of the evening had been the debut of George 

Benson, son of T. D. Benson, who made an 'admirable little speech'. 

Moreover on the Saturday Harry Pankhurst, then aged 16, had 'very 

pluckily made his first effort as a debator during a stormy party 

meeting'. 
2 

But while the ILP regularly produced competent speakers from among 

its ranks, to find a really outstanding orator was a rare event. On 15 

November 1904, Sam Robinson reported to Central Branch that he had 

accepted an offer from A. V. Grayson to deliver three lectures on Socialism, 

1 Muriel Nichol, Tape. It should be added that Mrs. Nichol survived 
the experience to become a regular ILP lecturer, and eventually a 
Labour MP in 1945. 

2 LL, 2 March 1906 

y l. i;: V ers: t 
Library 

hIull 
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at Tib Street, for 5s. His action was duly endorsed. 
1 Victor Grayson, 

then a student at Owen's College, first spoke at Tib Street on 5 November 

1904 (see Illustration 12). Whether this lecture was part of the 

arrangement with Robinson is uncertain. However he did manage to draw 

one of the largest crowds of the year at the pitch, 
2 

and on the following 

Sunday, 'lie again drew and 'held' a big crowd made up of young men and 

woment. 
3 Thereafter Grayson became a regular speaker at Tib Street, 

his subjects including 'The Message of Socialism to the Idler', and 'The 

Message of Socialism to the Churches'. 
4 

on December 3rd, 'a large crowd 

stood for an hour in the rain while Victor Grayson and his college chum, 

Irvine Lister, exposed the puerility of Campbell-Bannerman's speeches re 

the unemployed'. By February 1905 Grayson's name was appearing in capitals 

in the Labour Leader's notices of meetings, 
5 

and his reputation as a 

speaker was growing. Clearly ILPers were expected to comprehend reports 

such as: 'After inspiring appeals had been made by a certain young 

Socialist - the branch absolutely refuse to divulge his name - and by 

Dr. Percy McDougall, the Tib-street (Manchester) crowd subscribed 17s. aid. 

to the LUC Rassian Strike Fund' .6 

In an article for the Labour Leader, entitled 'Socialism in 

Manchester', 'O73' recounted a visit to the city on the previous Sunday, 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 15 November 1904 

2 LL, 11 November 1904, reports the Tib Street meeting. For details of 
Grayson's student career and early, life, see W. Thompson, Victor Grayson, 
his life and work; an appreciation and a criticism (Sheffield, 1910) pp. 
10-14; R. Groves, The Str age Case of Victor Gra son (1975) Pp" 9-15,18- 
19; J. Bardoux, L'Ouvrier Anglais d'aujourd' hui (1921) pp. 156-8. 

3 LL, 18 November 1904 

4 Ibid., 25 November, 2 December 1904 

5 Ibid., 9 December 1904,3 February 1905 

6 Ibid., 10 February 1905 
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during which he sought out a few Socialist comrades. He went with 

Councillor Nuttall to Tib Street: 

I was anxious to meet S. R. (Sam Robinson, and discover 
whether his extravagant eulogies of a certain young Socialist 
were justified. 

A young fellow was on the chair, with a deep rich voice, 
just made for the open-air - he told me afterwards that it was 
the open-air that had made it! - and he was giving his audience 
plain, strong, and richly-defined Socialism. Nothing petty or 
mean, no appeal to unworthy motives, or even to the misery of 
things, but an uplifting, elevating, manly propaganda speech, 
addressed to the crowd as men. In his answers to several 
acute questions, also, the lecturer showed consummate skill 
and tactfulness. The same reasonableness that had distinguished 
the address, and a careful dealing with and disentanglement of the 
points that would have done credit to a K. C! It was indeed a 
pleasant surprise. In Mr. Victor Grayson, student and orator, the 
Manchester men have found a prize indeed, and Socialism has gained 
another valuable asset. ' 

Thirty years after Grayson's rise to fame, Harry IIenshall recalled something 

of his charisma: 

He had a wonderful gift of eloquence, was a ready speaker 
without notes, and these together with a striking appearance and 
a powerful voice made him by far the most valuable 'spell-binder' 
in the Socialist movement. 

Of the memorable Free Trade Hall debate, between Grayson and Jojrson ßicks, 

IIenshall wrote: 

As the two combatants made point after point half the 
audience cheered itself hoarse and the other half booed. At the 
end of the debate the inevitable happened - both sides were 
delighted, and the meeting closed by half the audience singing 
the Socialist Song by Edward Carpenter - 'England Arise' - and the 
other half the National Anthem. 2 

Grayson's ability as an orator was the one aspect of his career 

about which there was no controversy. Even his antagonist of later years, 

Philip Snowden, admitted that 'die was an unusually attractive speaker'. 
3 

1 Ibid., 3 February 1905 

2 Stockport Express, 10 September 19 6. The. deboti., on'Cocaa-tesev', wcs IeAC m^ 14- 
Februa, y S )Or . (. Ltt o4so pp. 5i8,1102. ü0 

3 P. Snowden, An Autobiography, Vol. I, 1861i-19i9 (1934) p. 1611 
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Joe Toole reminisced that Grayson 'was the greatest platform attraction 

we had'. Ile also commented that: 

Hyndman, Hardie, MacDonald, Snowden and others were 
not at all happy about this new figure, this youth who was 
filling every theatre and hall in the country - where they 
themselves had difficulty in drawing even enough to justify 
the expense. Whenever Victor Grayson was announced to speak 
thousands were unable to gain admission. 1 

This latter comment applies, of course, to the era after Grayson's victory 

at the Colne Valley by-election, in July 1907.2 Prior to this event, much 

of his speaking took place in the Manchester and Salford area, where he 

also became chairman of the new Manchester University Socialist Society. 
3 

There were also full weeks of propaganda (presumably during the summer 

vacation) at Rochdale and Farnworth, 4 
with visits to Liverpool and the 

Colne Valley. 
5 

As an increasingly controversial MP, Grayson still 

returned to Manchester, but his lectures were not, on the whole, for 

official ILP functions. Thus he spoke at Withington and Chorlton-cum- 

Hardy Socialist Societies, at several Clarion Scouts' demonstrations, and 

on behalf of Dan Irving in the M1 Manchester by-election. 
6 

Grayson's 

career after his adoption as a parliamentary candidate must be considered 

elsewhere, in the light of his political attitudes, rather than his ability 

as a propagandist. But during his student days in Manchester, the local 

ILP had indeed 'found a prize'. 

1 J. Toole, op. cit., pp. 110-11 

2 For the election campaign, see LL, 19,26 July 1907 

3 Ibid., 9 March 1906. Information concerning Grayson's speaking engage- 
ments during this period appeared almost weekly in the LL. 

4 Ibid., 21 July, 4 August 1905 

5 For examples, see ibid., 26 May 1905,8 June 1906,12 April 1907 

6 Ibid., 4 October 1907,13 March, 24 April, 1,15 May, 25 September 1908; 
12 March 1909 
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Grayson's meteoric rise should not however be allowed to put in 

the shade the impressive, and often more lasting, speaking careers of 

some of his comrades. The routine weekly meetings continued largely as 

a result of the work of local members, many of whom were almost unknown 

beyond Manchester and the surrounding towns. Among the exceptions should 

be included R. C. Wallhead, a decorator and craftsman who was a regular ILP 

speaker in the area after 1903. He also acted as manager of the Labour 

Leader and national organiser of the Clarion Scouts before becoming a 

full-time, free-lance propagandist for the ILP in 1908.1, Another ILP 

speaker whose career led to parliament was John Edward ('Jack') Sutton. 

A checkweighman at Bradford Colliery, and miners' Agent, he was elected 

to the City Council for Bradford Ward in 1894 and continued to hold the 

seat until he entered Parliament for Manchester East in 1910.2 Sutton 

does not appear to have been an orator and propagandist after the style 

of Wallhead. Certainly he must have had considerable ability on the 

platform to achieve such electoral successes, but his speeches concentrated 

upon the immediate and practical, rather than on the history or philosophy 

of the movement. Sutton was thus more likely to be found reporting on 

his council work, supporting the locked-out engineers, or advocating the 

'Right to Work' .3 

Not to be omitted from the list of future MPs is W. C. Anderson, who 

I Dictionary of Labour Biography, Vol. 3, pp. 195-9. This does not 
however mention Wallhead's Clarion Scouts activities (LL, 30 March 
1906 named Wallhead as President of the Clarion Scoutsj. 

2 C, 14 July 1894; LL, 10 November 1894,6 November 1897,10 November 
1900; 7 November 1903; 9 November 1906; Clayton Divisional Labour 
Party, Memorial Souvenir to the late Charles Priestley (n. d. ? 1926) 
64 pp. p. 11 

3 LL, 18 August 1905,21 August 1897,4 September 1908 
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from 1904 was a regular speaker at ILP meetings in Manchester, combining 

his propagandist activity with work as an organiser for the National 

Union of Shop Assistants. After unsuccessfully contesting Hyde for the 

ILP in 1909, he became National Chairman of the ILP the following year. 

During his years in Manchester he was a member of Central, then City, 

branches, and spoke atdtI the best-known pitches, including Tib Street 

and Stevenson Square, as well as Pankhurst Hall and the Queen's Theatre. i 

John and Katharine Bruce Glasier had both played a prominent part 

in the Boggart Hole Clough affair, and had spoken at meetings in 

Manchester before they actually took up permanent residence in the area. 

In 1898 they moved to Chapel-en-le-Frith which, although it had not yet 

become a Manchester commuter suburb, did afford easy rail access into the 

city. Then in January 1905 the Labour Leader was transferred from Glasgow 

to Manchester, with Bruce Glasier becoming its new editor. Both John 

and Katharine became increasingly involved in propaganda activity in 

Manchester after this date. Katharine lectured for branches including 

North and West Salford, City of Manchester and Gorton, addressed suffrage 

meetings, opened North Salford's Garden City Bazaar, and spoke at the 

opening of Gorton's new Labour Hall. John was to be found on the platform 

in Albert Square; he spoke at Newton Heath and the Grand Theatre, opened 

the conference on Militarism, and played a leading part in the demonstration 

organised to welcome home Keir Hardie. 
2 

Katharine Bruce Glasier was perhaps symbolic of the young women 

1 Dictionary of Labour Biography, Vol. II, pp. 11-16; P. Snowden, An 
Autobiography Vol. II 1919-34 (1934) pp" 546-50 included a biography 
of Anderson. See also Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of 
meeting, 19 September 1905 

2 L. Thompson, The Eathusiasts, pp. 111,140, HAec1ýý, ha. d bus aº ° wýý 
f (' P.. C Sw I. Mcl. t aa+, ep" est., pp. 12.1-3% and ), L S Mat, tq o4) 
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propagandists who made their mark upon ILP platform. Indeed, for an 

open-air speaker to actually be a woman was still something of a 

novelty, which might in itself help to attract the crowds - sympathetic 

or otherwise. The general role of women within the ILP, together with 

contacts between that party and the suffrage agitation, must be considered 

at a later stage. It would, however, be impossible to discuss ILP speakers 

without mentioning that before the era of the WSPU, Mrs. Pankhurst was a 

leading member of Manchester and Salford ILP, whose speaking activities 

were not confined to Boggart Hole Clough. Admittedly she was never a 

regular lecturer, but her husband's eminence in the locality, together 

with her own elected position on Chorlton Board of Guardians, did make 

her a well-known 'name'. ' Far more of a propagandist was Mrs. Pankhurst's 

later associate in the WSPU, Theresa Billington. A teacher in Manchester, 

she had played an active part in the Aanchester University Settlement, 

and also helped to found the Teachers' Equal Pay League, before joining 

Central Branch ILP in February 1904. She became a regular speaker at 

Tib Street, and also travelled further afield after her appointment as 

the ILP's first woman National Organiser. In the autumn of 1905 Theresa 

Billington organised the party's municipal election campaign in Manchester, 

and the 1906 General Election found her working for Philip Snowden and 

J. W. Taylor. However in March 1906 she resigned as ILP organiser, to take 

up a similar position for the WSPU. She did however retain her membership 

of the ILP for a time, although coming near to being expelled (together 

with Christabel Pankhurst) as a result of her activities at the 

1 Mrs. Pankhurst was elected to Chorlton Guardians on 17 December 1894 
(see LL, 22 December 1894). She subsequently became a Vice-President 
of Manchester and Salford ILP (ibid., 19 January 1895) 
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Cockermouth by-election. I Another of the WSPU members who took part 

in ILP propaganda was Annot Wilkie. Originally from Dundee, she joined 

Central Branch in June 1907, and made her first speech at Tib Street 

two months later. Although continuing for a time her suffrage 

activities, the period of dissension within that movement found her 

becoming increasingly active in ILP work. This swing towards the ILP 

was no doubt influenced by Sam Robinson, whom she married in January 1908.2 

Two of the ILP's women propagandists later became tlPs: Ellen 

Wilkinson and Muriel Wallhead. Ellen Wilkinson, a native of Manchester 

and former pupil-teacher, first became active in the ILP while a history 

student at Manchester University, and continued after her graduation in 

1913, when she became an Election Fighting Fund organiser for the NUWSS. 

She acted as secretary for the Women's Labour League, speaking on the 

occasion of the visit to Manchester of the South African labour leaders' 

wives, addressed a joint suffrage and labour meeting in Newton Heath, and 

was a regular speaker for the ILP, at Tib Street, Gorton and New Cross, 

as well as in the Coming-of-Age Campaign. Her speeches often concerned 

the role of women in society, but in October 1913 she was to be found 

lecturing to a class on industrial history, at Chapel Street, Salford. 
3 

Muriel ZJallhead's training as an ILP propagandist had really begun in 

her schooldays, when she travelled to meetings in the Manchester area 

with her father. From 1911 she was herself a regular speaker at local 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of meetings, 23 February 1904, 
19 August 1905. J. Edwards (ed. ), Reformers' Year Book 190Z p. 155 
A. J. R. (ed. ), The Suffrage Annual and Women's Who's Who (1913) P" 182 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 18 June 1907 

3 LL, 14 August, 23 October, 20 November 1913; 5,12,26 March, 7 ray, 
2 April 1914. See also T. D. W. Reid, draft biography of Ellen Wilkinson 
(in possession of author 
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meetings: Gorton, City of Manchester, Manchester Central and North 

Manchester branches all billed her as a lecturer. Like her father, 

she took an interest in art and the career of William Morris, also 

speaking on 'Socialism and Childhood'. Her career as an ILP propagandist 

was however interrupted in September 1913, when she was appointed organiser 

for the NUN SS, in North Monmouthshire. 1 

Not to be omitted from the list of the ILP's c, -" women 

propagandists were Dora Walford and Daisy Hailing. Dora Walford, who 

joined Central Branch in August 1905, began her activities as a regular 

speaker in the Manchester area only a month later. Living in itusholme, 

she was also one of the leading figures in Longsight Socialist Sunday 

School. In September 1907 that body, reporting an increase in its 

attendance, added that 'Miss Walford is doing wonders!. In 1910 the 

Labour Leader recorded her as being from Manchester University, but 

whether she was a student throughout this period is uncertain. 
2 Daisy 

Hailing was exceptional among the female propagandists in that she was 

neither university-educated, nor associated with the suffrage movement. 

In fact she came from a theatrical family, and first appeared on the 

stage at the age of about six. Having played the current round of 

children's parts, she emerged into adult roles at sixteen, becoming a 

'leading lady' and receiving acclaim in The Stage and Era. As a result 

of travelling around the country, Daisy Hailing received little formal 

education. However she utilised the public libraries, and spent days 

reading in her room, before setting out to the theatre in the evening. 

This self-education was then supplemented by Ruskin School Correspondence 

1 The NUWSS appointment was reported in the LL, 18 September 1913 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 5 August 1905; 
LL, 1 April 1910 
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Classes. After studying the socialist movement for a long time, and 

being spurred on by the Anti-Socialist campaign to make her own contri- 

bution, she left the stage to become a propagandist in 1908. That summer, 

while permanently resident in Manchester, she spoke in Lancashire, South 

Wales, the I-lest of England, and Yorkshire, as well as in Manchester and 

Stockport (where she addressed the Labour Church). In 1908 and 1910 

she also turned to writing pamphlets. 
I 

But if the women speakers were always particularly newsworthy, 

they still remained in a tiny minority. Most of the regular weekly 

lectures were delivered by male socialists who were too numerous to be 

listed. Selecting only a few of the leading figures, one must mention 

Joseph Billan, Tom Cook, Tom Fox, Tom Goddard, Joseph Nuttall, Richard 

Robinson, E. J. Hart, W. T. Jackson, Frank Lawler, Alfred Ogden, Walter 

Sanders, Frank Rose, J. F. Thomson, I. C. Hall, and John Harker. Also 

notable were Ben Purse, secretary of the National League of the Blind, 

who in 1907 joined Central Branch and campaigned vigourously for state 

provision for the blind, and J. B. Ferrey. Ferrey had been a member of 

the ILP from its inception, and was a prominent worker in the co-operative 

movement, as well as serving on the executive of the Railway Clerks 

Association. In November 1907 he was appointed organiser of the South 

East Lancashire ILP Federation, but in the realms of public speaking he 

was most famous for his recitals. His version of Dickens' A Christmas 

Carol drew audiences year after year. 
2 

However perhaps the most original platform style belonged to Walter 

1 Biographical information appeared in Daisy calling's pamphlet: Mrs. Grundy 

- the Enemy (Stockport, 1908) 14 pp., and in Stockport Labour Church, Our 
Winter Work, 1908-9 and 1909-10. For further details of her pamphlets, see 
below, p. nno3 

2 For all biographical information, see Appendix II below. 
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ITampson, better known as 'Casey' (see Illustrations 13 and 14). Dorn 

in Ireland, Iiampson's home for much of his life was in Stockport. 

However he was a well-known figure on socialist platforms in Manchester 

and Salford, as well as in many other parts of the country. Turning from 

his boyhood occupation of chimney sweep, he became an accomplished 

violinist, both teaching the instrument and playing in orchestras. However 

he directed his talent towards the socialist movement and, often assisted 

by his young accompanist Dolly Pickard, he combined violin recitals with 

socialist lectures. John Paton later described how 'Casey' infected an 

audience with his own enthusiasm for great music, and used it as a vehicle 

for the message of socialism: 

He'd preface his performance with a brief lecture on 
the nature of 'shoddy' in the arts and particularly in music. 
He'd pour out a stream of devastating wit and sarcasm at the 
expense of the pretentious humbug and vulgarity of what he 
described as 'capitalist art'; everything evil was traceable 
to the profit-malting motive. Held preface his selections from 
the music of the Masters by vivid thumbnail sketches of their 
lives and work; and everything he said or played was effective 
material for socialist propaganda. 1 

Thus in an era when the public speech was a vital element in 

communication and propaganda, most ILP activists mounted the platform at 

some time in their careers. Central Branch at least had a list of its 

own members, who might be called upon to speak, but a quick glance at the 

list, compiled in the back of its first minute book, reveals a pool of 

talent far greater than that at the disposal of the average constituency 

branch: Victor Grayson, R. C. 1lallhead, Theresa Billington and Mrs. 

Pankhurst. The list itself, with its deletions and amended addresses, 

I Biographical information on 'Casey' appeared in his obit., Stockport 
Advertiser, 15 July 1932. The description of his platform style is from 
J. Paton, Proletarian Pilgrimage (1935) p" 300. Paton here described 
IIampson as coming from Nottingham, but in fact he vas born in Dublin 
and spent most of his adult life in Stockport. 
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seems likely to have been more typical. For branches seeking speakers 

from further afield, the names and addresses of potential lecturers 

were readily available. ILP Annual Conference Reports after 1906 were 

particularly helpful. Whereas the 1906 Report contained a 'Directory 

of ILP Speakers', 1 the 1908 Report even provided a classification of 

lecturers thus: 

a= suitable for Indoor Educational Lectures 
b= suitable for addressing Trade Union Branches 
c= suitable for Open-Air Propaganda Tieetings2 

Even more assistance to branches was provided in earlier years by the 

Labour Annuals. Thus the 1895 volume, in publishing a socialist lecture 

list, added a reminder that arrangements had to be made direct with the 

lecturer, and that travelling expenses only were expected. Entries for 

individual speakers also provided their range of topics, for example: 

Barlow, John, 21 May Grove, Levenshulme, Manchester. 
'Applied Christianity (or Socialism)', 'The night to Live', 
'The White Slaves of England and their %hancipation'. 3 

In later years, however, the Labour Annuals and Reformers' Year Books 

were to limit their information simply to names and addresses. 
4 Apart 

from these annual publications, the Labour Leader included advertisements 

placed by active socialists, offering their services as speakers. Thus 

on 3 October 1912, J. T. Walton>Newbold advertised for winter bookings, 

offering as his subjects 'Growth of Modern Industrialism' and 'Capitalism 

- Ancient and Modern'. 5 

1 ILP, Report of the 14th Annual Conference, 1906, pp. 96-8 

2 ILP, Report of the 16tAnnual Conference, 1908, pp. 123-6 

3 Labour Annual 1895, p. 60 

4 The Labour Annuals were published from 1895 to 1900, 
_ after which the 

title changed to Reformers' Year Book and Labour Annual 

5 LL, 3 October 1912 
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The problems of arranging a programme usually rested with the 

branch lecture secretary. Airs. Plant recalled how she and her husband, 

on their summer holidays, spent their time drawing up a list of suitable 

speakers for the coming winter season at Panhhurst Hall. ' Leaving the 

task too late would of course mean that the more popular lecturers were 

already booked-up, and even when arrangements were finally made, 

illnesses and cancellations were a constant problem, often obliging the 

branch stalwarts to stand-in. Local branches were sometimes assisted 

by a Federation booking a speaker to be in the area for a given period. 

Thus on 13 April 1895 a notice appeared in the Clarion, that the 

Lancashire and Cheshire Independent Labour Federation had engaged Leonard 

Hall from 22 April to 3 May inclusive. A few dates were still left; 

'For terms apply Zahn. brewer, 41 Dlakewater St., Dlackburn'. 
2 

Few ILP lecturers ever received much more recompense for their 

services than train fares and out-of-pocket expenses. There is certainly 

no record of anyone managing to earn a comfortable living purely as a 

speaker; the few full-time propagandists usually supplemented their 

earnings by journalism. Meals, and overnight accommodation when required, 

were usually provided by members of the host branch. Visitors to Manchester 

fared comparatively well, for the local party always contained a proportion 

of lower-middle class and professional people, who were in a financial 

position to offer comfortable hospitality. Many of the Panlthurst Hall 

speakers stayed with the Plant family. 3 However for ILP speakers 

travelling outside the urban areas, life was generally extremely hard; 

1 Mrs. Plant, tape. 

2 C, 13 April 1895 

3 Dirs. Plant, tape. Walter Plant was a hat-block manufacturer 
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difficult journeys, often involving long walks in bad weather, might be 

followed by primitive and overcrowded accommodation and frugal meals, 

which nevertheless represented the best that poverty-stricken hosts 

could provide. Moreover enthusiastic soci1ists from remote villages, 

who rarely encountered an ILP speaker, were apt to prolong discussions 

into the early hours of the morning. The life of an ILP propagandist 

was thus far from glamo rous, 
1 

and took its toll both in terms of ill- 

health and disillusionment. Among the disillusioned might be numbered 

Fred ßrocklehurst, who in 1901 commented: 

In sacrificing a career for the sake of the Labour 
Movement ... I held the opinion that, as its servant, I 
should never at least be allowed to starve. I was speedily 
disillusioned. At the end of a very short experience I 
found it necessary to sell books in order to buy bread ... 
I do not know of any lecturer for the Labour Movement who 
is not compelled to eke out his precarious income by 
writing for newspapers unconnected with the movement. 

Brocklehurst now wanted to prevent the young men of Ruskin Hall 'from 

wasting their lives in peripatetic lecturing'. He held that men could 

serve the Labour Movement best if they did so in their spare time, and 

were economicallyi-dependent of it. 2 

The organisation of lectures also came in for criticism. On 8 July 

1904, a letter entitled 'The Decline of Lecturing' was published in the 

Labour Leader. Signed simply "'Il Penseroso', Manchester", it maintained 

that the progress reported weekly in 'The Movement' column of that paper, 

was more imaginary than real in many instances. Lecturds were being 

invited, but few people turned up, because the lecture had not been 

1 For an insight into the life of lecturers, see in particular L. 
Thompson, The Eathusiasts, pp. 91-6; J. Paton, op. cit., passim. 

2 LL, 2 February 1901 
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advertised. Thus lecturers ended up speaking to 'crowds' of 15 or 

20: 

Branch members are indifferent, apathetic and wanting 
in business tact. The lecturer becomes careless, depressed 
and cynical, gives up preparing for audiences that never come, 
and eventually retires from active lecturing, glad to be rid 
of the hack work that few or nobody appreciates. 

Until meetings are fewer, better advertised, with a 
much larger turn-up of members, I am being forced to the 
conclusion that to wash my hands of the business, and mind 
my own business, by private study, congenial reading, and 
healthy recreation, will be far more satisfactory to every- 
body concerned than in wasting time, money, health and 
happiness for a movement almost absolutely lacking in the 

most elementary ideas of political organisation. 1 

But if some ILP lecturers did, perhaps with some justification, 

become slightly jaundiced, there were always enthusiastic members whose 

ambitions were directed towards the speaker's platform. J. R. Clynes 

recalled an incident, in about 1905, thus: 

... I had been addressing a large public meeting, and 
when the applause died away I walked to the station with a 
local friend. He was eager to become a speaker in my cause. 
He said quite simply that he would like to ask me a question. 

'Can you tell me, Mr. Clynes, how I may become 
eloquent? ' Eloquent! Lord! 2 

Among the would-be lecturers was George Cole, who in 1897 moved to 

Manchester from Glasgow, and made his debut in the new area before the 

Medlock Street branch. The Labour Leader reported that: 'Ile is a 

capable speaker and energetic worker. Branches in the midland counties 

in want of speakers should keep Comrade Cole in mind. ' In the same issue, 

the 'Answers to Correspondents' column provided advice to 'G. C. (Manchester)', 

who seems very likely to have been Cole: 

You will require to make yourself known before there 

1 Ibid., 8 July 1904 

2 J. R. Clynes, op. cit., p. 107 
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is any chance of a permanent organiser's position. Get 
the directory of the branches and circularise all within 
moderate distance offering your services, giving titles 
of lectures and fee. This will bring you engagements and 
in time the other will follow. 1 

Whether George Cole ever achieved his ambition is uncertain, but there 

is no further record of him as a speaker in the Manchester area. 

++++++ 

Having considered the lecturers themselves, it is necessary to turn 

to the actual content of their speeches. It is here the intention to deal 

with the routine lectures, both indoor and outdoor, which took place in 

most of the branches. Most obvious was the need to explain ILP beliefs 

to the unconverted. Thus in April 1905, A. P. Hardy at Tib Street spoke 

on 'The Policy of the Party', 2 
while on 22 November 1903 Pete Curran, 

then Labour candidate for Jarrow, described 'The Political outlook from 

a Labour Standpoint' at Pankhurst Hall. 
3 

Socialism as a broader movement 

had also to be discussed, hence George Titt on 'The Philosophy of 

Socialism', 
4 

and W. Simpson at North Manchester on Why I oppose State 

Socialism'. 
5 

Dealing with the practicalities of establishing a socialist 

society were three local MPs. On 3 December 1911 at the Grand Theatre, 

G. J. Wardle, (MP for Stockport), J. R. Clynes and J. Sutton, together 

with Councillor Billam, all spoke os 'The Nationalisation of the Railways'. 
6 

The international aspect of the movement was considered by Dan Irving, who 

1 LL, 27 November 1897 

2 LL, 14 April 1905 

3 ibid., 21 November 1903 

Z Ibid., 8 December 1911 

5 Ibid., 6 February 1897 

6 Ibid., 1 December 1911 
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on 26 February 1905 spoke at the Whitworth Hall for Openshaw ILP, on 

'The Parliament of Man'. This lecture dealt more specifically with the 

Amsterdam Congress. i Anarchists were also invited to express their 

views on ILP platforms. On 7 February and 28 November 1897 Alfred 

Barton spoke to North Manchester branch, on 'Socialism and Anarchism' 

and 'Society and the State'. 2 Herbert Stockton at Gorton, in July 1893, 

simply explained 'WW'hy I am an Anarchist'. 3 

Socialist policies on a more immediate and practical level were 

dealt with by the ILP's elected representatives on public bodies, it being 

expected that they should make regular reports on their activities to 

their constituents. Such was the meeting held by local councillors in 

East Manchester, in August 1904. It At Pankhurst Hall, on 26 February 

1905, W. Hunt, the Elective Auditor, spoke on 'Muinicipal Affairs', 
5 

while in September 1912 Councillor Sam Hague described Worlc on a City 

Council' for the City of Manchester branch. 
6 

In Moss Side, Mrs. Katie 

Garrett's 'Experiences of a Socialist Guardian of the Poor' was followed 

by a discussion.? Future policies, as well as past activities might 

also be considered. Thus Councillor Hayes, addressing West Salford branch 

at Broad Street Baths, posed the question: 'Is an Extension of Municipal 

Trading Desirable? '$ 

1 C, 21i February 1905 

2 Ibid., 6 February 1897; LL, 27 November 1897 

3 C, 1 July 1893 

4 LL, 19 August 1904 

5 C, 2i February 1905 

6 LL, 26 September 1912 

7 Ibid., 15 November 1907 

8 Ibid., 15 June 1906 
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Two movements closely associated with the ILP were the unemployed 

agitation, and the campaign for women's suffrage. These must be 

considered in detail elsewhere, but it would give a false impression 

of ILP lecture topics to omit any reference to them. Apart from the 

participation of the party and its individual members in the campaigns 

and larger demonstrations, local branches also heard lectures on the 

subjects, hence Frank Booth on 'The Unemployed Problem' at Tib Street, 

on 16 October 1904; W. C. Anderson on 'Unemployment and its Remedies, 

True and False', at Pankhurst Hall, on 29 October 1905, or A. F. Dunkley 

on 'The Unemployed Question' at Moss Side's club in Crearne Street, in 

November 1906.1 Many of the ILP's leading women speakers were themselves 

active in the suffrage campaign, and always ready to prosely Yise the 

feminist case from a socialist platform. These speakers included Theresa 

Billington, who in April 1905 addressed West Salford ILP on 'The Women's 

Enfranchisement Bill: What it is and what it is not'; 
2 dirs. Gordon, 

who addressed Chorlton Socialist Society in November 1906, on 'Socialism 

and the Woman Question'; 3 
and Eva Gore Booth, speaking on Democracy 

and Women's Suffrage' at Levenshulme Labour Church in Novei}ber 1909.1} 

The view that the implementation of WSPU policy would abtually militate 

against the advance of socialism, was pointed out by W. Sanders. In 

March 1906 he addressed North Manchester ILP at its Club House in 

Churnet Street, on 'Socialism versus Women's Suffrage'. 5 
Concentration 

upon the suffrage issue did also tend to obscure the broader questions 

A 

1 Ibid., 14 October 1904; 27 October 1905; 16 November 1906 

2 LL, 14 April 1905 

3 Ibid., 16 November 1906 

4 Ibid., 26 November 1909 

5 C, 2 March 1906 
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concerning women's role in society. This was to some extent remedied 

by Ellen Wilkinson, speaking in March 1914on 'Women's Place in the 

Social Order'. 1 

All major aspects of current affairs were of course dealt with by 

UP lecturers, but speeches relating to topics such as the Boer War, 

the actions of the post-1906 Liberal Government, or the armaments race, 

are best considered at a later stage, in terms of general ILP policy. 

One issue which raised a recurring dilemma was that of alien immigration. 

In the Manchester area the influx of poverty-stricken Russian and Polish 

Jews, at least in the period before the 1905 Aliens Act became effective, 

meant that the question gras never far below the surface. Although 

socialism was supposed to be international, and a few immigrants did 

join the ILP, particularly Central Branch, 2 the great mass of rank-and- 

file ILP, and public, opinion was hostile to the immigrants. The principle, 

and most valid reason behind this was opposition to cheap, largely non- 

union labour, 3 but it must be added that some ILP writers did reveal 

anti-semitic undertones, Blatchford himself being among the chief 

offenders. 
4 

Manchester and Salford ILP did, however, make attempts to 

educate public (and some members') opinion, by providing a platform for 

1 LTA, 12 March 1906 

2 J. A. Fincher, flS notes of interview with Leon Locker 

3 See Leonard Hall's article, 'That "Mien" Question', C. 12 October 
1895. See also L. P. Gartner, The Jewish Irariigrant in fligland 1870- 
1914 (1960; 2nd ed. 1973) passim . 

4 Blatchford was inclined to equate the description of 'Jew' with 
'wealthy capitalist' or 'moneylender'. Thus in Herne England (1894 ed. ) 
p. 67, he explains the concept of interest, beginning 'Suppose a rich 
Jew has lent a million to the Government at 3 per cent.,... ' Ile ends: 
'And the worst of it is that the mooiey the Jew lent was not earned by 
him, but by the ancestors of the very people who are now paying his 
descendants interest for the loan of it'. 
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Jewish speakers. Thus on 3 November 1895 South West Manchester branch, 

at Elvington Street Mall, heard J. I. Loewy on 'Alien Immigration and 

the Brotherhood of Man'. 1 Once the Alien's Bill had come before 

Parliament, the local ILP took part in the protest against it. A. Lewis 

and E. Schoor of the Jewish Tailors' Union spoke at Tib Street on 29 

May 1904, and the Labour Leader, on reporting the event, announced that 

branch secretaries 'who would care to hear the alien point of view', 

could communicate with the two speakers via J. Deschman, the union 

secretary. 
2 Levis and Schoor subsequently spoke against the bill at 

Stevenson Square and Niest Salford, while Sam Robinson became one of 

the joint secretaries of the Manchester Protest Committee against the 

bill. 3 

Whereas the immigration question was a current political issue, 

the ILP also provided a platform for 'progressive' views on more general 

topics. Campaigns against vaccination, 
4 

and against vivesection, 
5 

received ILP support, while Esperanto drew enthusiastic students from 

'izithin the party. As well as lectures by Helen Fryer, 
6 

regular columns 

in the Labour Leader were provided to encourage study of the new inter- 

national language. ILP members also provided an audience for a lecture 

on Eugenics, by Dr. Vipont Brown: 

1 LL, 2 November 1895 

2 Ibid., 3 June 19014 

3 Ibid., 17 June, 1 July 19044 

4 C. E. Hart was one of the leading spokesmen against vaccination 
(see LL, 2 March 1906) 

5 For example, see ibid., 31 March, 19 May 1905 

6 Ibid., 16 November 1906; Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of 
Meeting, 27 November 1906 
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He claimed that along with social reforms, which 
improved surroundings, the science of Eugenics should be 
promoted to improve stock. He showed that modern warfare 
picked out the finest manhood for slaughter, while the 
unfit were rejected as too weak to be killed, but were 
good enough to reproduce ... He urged the segregation of 
the criminally inclined and feeble minded. 1 

It should be added that this lecture was delivered only a few months 

before the outbreak of the First World War. However the ILP, like the 

Clarion movement, 
2 did provide a platform for many fads and fancies, among 

the most enduring of them being vegetarianism. 

If the ILP was willing to provide a platform for many of the then 

'avant garde' subjects, on the matter of religion it was far more 

cautious. Despite Blatchford's God and )yy NeiRhbour3'few ILPers would 

have gone so far as to emulate his current agnosticism. Although many 

ILPers preferred to attend Labour Churches and Socialist Sunday Schools, 

rather than the traditional places of worship, they did retain basic 

Christian beliefs. Avowed atheists or 'freethinkers' were rare in ILP 

circles; 
4 

presumably the politically minded would have been more 

attracted to the SDP. Thus the general attitude within the ILP was 

that 'true' Christianity and socialism were not only compatible, but in 

practice very similar. While the churches as institutions might be 

criticised for failing to combat social problems, or to cater for the 

poorest section of the community, the basic tenets of Christian belief 

were firmly upheld. (This may well have been another reason why the ILP 

1 LL, 12 March 19111 

2 For the association between the Clarion movement and vegetarianism, 
see J. A. Fincher, op. cit., p. 118 

3 R. Blatchford, God Neighbour (1904) passim. For a discussion 
of Blatchford's attitude towards religion, see L. Thompson, Robert 
Blatchford, Chapter XIII 'God and Robert Blatchford', passim. 

4 Mrs. Plant (tape) stated that few of the ILPers were freethinkers; 
most retained some religious beliefs. 
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generally failed to attract the immigrant Jewish population). Thus 

lectures on religious topics were generally aimed at demonstrationg 

the 'socialist' nature of Christianity, hence Caroline Ziartyn on 'The 

Social Teachings of Jesus', 1 Rev. Conrad Noel on 'St. Paul the Agitator', 2 

or T. A. Leonard's lecture to North Manchester branch, 'Why a Christian 

ought to be a Socialist'. 3 Not entirely divorced from religious belief 

was the attitude of ILPers to drink. Lectures like F. W. Lawler's 'The 

Drink Traffic'! } suggested that Blatchford's views (and habits) were again 

not unanimously supported. 

While the topics of ILP lectures are obviously too numerous to 

consider individually, perhaps three broad fields remain which merit 

attention. The first may be termed simply 'the arts', for the belief 

as widely held among ILPers that socialism involved the asethetic, as 

well as the economic, needs of society. Interest in art and crafts was 

in part a reaction against commercialism and the prevailing ugliness of 

industrial cities; it was also associated with the hopes of greater 

leisure and freedom which a socialist society might provide. The 

connection between art and socialism was best described by William Morris, 

and accounts of his life and work thus provided a popular lecture topic. 

R. C. ZWallhead, himself a designer, was one of the leading speakers in the 

field, and his daughter Muriel followed in his footsteps, with subjects 
6 

1 LL, 19 October 1895 

2 c, 16 may 1896 

3 LL, 8 December 1911 

4 Ibid., 7 December 1906 

5 In particular see William Morris, 'The Worker's Share of Art', in Commonweal, 
April 1885; reprinted in A. Briggs, (ed. ), William Morris, Selected Writings 

and Designs (penguin Books, IIarnondsworth, 1 pp. 140-3 Now- 

6 Muriel Nichol, tape. 
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such as 'Arts under Socialsim'. 1 

Manchester and Salford ILP also became closely involved in the 

campaign organised by the National League of the Blind, to obtain state 

aid for the blind. This 'was largely due to the activity of Ben Purse, 

who was both Secretary of the League, and a member of Manchester Central 

Branch ILP. 2 Not only was Purse himself a regular speaker, but the ILP 

was prepared to hold a protest meeting when a blind workman was victimised 

for his trade union work, 
3 

or to hold a special meeting in aid of the 

League. 
4 

Also providing many lectures for the ILP in his own particular 

field vas R. C. Hall, Lancashire Organiser for the Land Nationalisation 

Society. Hall had served as secretary of the local LIIC, 1 and organising 

secretary of Manchester and Salford ILP before taking up the post, 

apparently in 1905.6 From this date, until his death in July 1911, he 

was a constant speaker for the ILP, and also acted as agent for J. R. 

Clynes in the General Election of January 1910.? 

If these basic lectures formed the core of ILP meetings, they were 

not the only type of indoor propaganda available to the branches. Lantern 

1A lecture delivered in Longsight in December 1911 (LL, 1 December 1911) 

2 Purse joined Central Branch on 8 January 1907 (Manchester Central Branch 
ILP, Minutes of Meeting 8 January 1907) but was supported by the ILP 
in a Guardians election in Broughton as early as March 1899 (LL, 11 
March 1899 

3 LL, 23 March 1901 

4 Ibid., 28 September 1906 

5 Ibid., 21 October 1904 

6 Ibid., 20 January 1905. This report described him as the organising; 
secretary of Manchester and Salford ILP, and stated that he 'had 
accepted another engagement'. In later reports he was referred to as 
organiser of the Land Nationalisation Society. 

7 Obit., IL, 21 July 1911 
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lectures were also popular, after their introduction by William Palmer 

('Whiffly Puncto'). In February 1895 he began a series of 'Merrie 

Eagland' lantern lectures, which were announced as comprising 150 pictures 

of 'life in town and country, and in palace and slum'. 
1 He was 

eventually to give the lecture 130 times in various parts of the country, 

and travel 10,000 miles. 
2 Some Manchester branches, however, had 

comparatively long to wait; it was not until March 1896 that Palmer 

delivered the lecture in Moss Side. 3 Subsequent lantern lectures ranged 

from the educational, such as Dennis TIird's 'Evolution and the Progress 

of Man', 4 to the more recreational, in the form of J. A. Itowbottom's 

'A Tour in Scotland'. 5 

Also popular among local branches, and more readily available than 

the lantern lectures, were debates. These were particularly popular 

in the autumn of 1895. Thus the Clarion of 5 October that year reported 

arrangements by Medlock Street group to hold debates on Sunday afternoons, 

on subjects ranging from Anarchism to 'Young England patriotism', 

unattached socialists also being invited to attend. West Salford branch 

was holding lectures and debates on Monday evenings at Brindle Heath 

road, while New Cross branch, in its Labour Hall in Walker Street, planned 

debates for Friday evenings. 
6 

The most popular debates were those in 

which a non-socialist guest speaker opposed an ILP member'`. Thus in 

1 C, 16 February 1895. See also Lord Iäisholme. Tape, 13 April 1975 

2 See Labour Annual, 1896 p. 82 for biography of Palmer 

3 LL, 7 March 1896 

4 Ibid., 26 November 1896 

5 Ibid., 5 December 1895 

6 C, 5 October 1895 
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October 1904, West Salford branch arrange a debate at Broad Street 

Baths between A. A. Purcell and F. Jennings of the Good Templars on 

'Would the nation improve without the Drink Traffic under present 

economic conditions? '. 1 City of Manchester branch, holding its first 

outdoor meeting of the 1907 winter session, organised a debate betwen 

Councillor J. M. McLachlan and the Conservative, G. D. hIertz, on 'Public 

or private ownership of the means of life: which is the better 

calculated to ensure justice and well-being to humanity? '. 2 

While the ILP itself ran a vast range of propaganda meetings, its 

cause also benefitted by the work of other organisations, most notably 

those associated with the Clarion. Although the Clarion movement as a 

whole is strictly beyond the scope of the present work, failure to 3 

mention the Clarion Scouts or the Clarion Van would lead to a somewhat 

distorted picture of socialist propaganda. Lawrence Thompson, in his 

biography of Blatchford, claimed that '... because of their more human 

approach, the Clarion propagandists achieved conquests in territory 

denied to the ILP and the SDF'. 1' 
He was, however, writing of the '90s, 

when the Clarion movement was in its heyday, and had not yet reached 

the parting of the ways with the ILP. It seems likely that many Clarion 

converts did in the course of time join the ILP, although concrete 

evidence in terms of numbers is not forthcoming. Judith Fincher5 

1 LL, 14 October 1904 

2 Ibid., 1 November 1907 

3 For a detailed study of the Clarion movement, see J. A. Fincher, op. cit., 
passim. 

4 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, p. 130 

5 J. A. Pincher, op. cit., pp. i5' 60 passim 
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described the propagandist activity of the Clarion Scouts from their 

formation in July 1894, stating that the movement in Manchester was 

already in decline before the 1895 General Election. She recorded three 

branches in Manchester and Salford as having survived until 1896, when 

they apparently disbanded or merged with the Clarion Cycling Club. The 

ILP then established its on section of ILP Scouts in 1908. However it 

does appear that the Clarion Scout organisation in Manchester was re-formed 

in 1905. The Labour Leader on 16 June of that year announced that an 

effort was being made to form a body of Clarion Scouts for Manchester 

and district, frith the object of carrying socialist propaganda into 

country districts. Names of helpers were to be sent to A. I. Feinberg, 

50, Herbert Street, Iiightown. The initial meeting took place at the 

beginning of July, and was attended by about 18 enthusiasts. Central 

Branch, Ardwick, Crumpsall and others 'sent some of their best fighting 

material'. The first propaganda meeting was held at Cheadle Green a 

week later, with Holmes of Salford in the chair, and F. Booth of Cheadle 

flume and R. C. Uallhead (then of Wilmslow) as speakers. Further meetings 

were held at Cheadle Green and Longsight. 1 Wallhead was among the most 

regular speakers, and the Labour Leader on 30 March 1906 named him as 

President of the Clarion Scouts. 2 The Clarion Scouts appear to have 

assisted both ILP and SDP meetings. On 22 September 1905, the Clarion 

reported a successful meeting at the corner of Stockton Street and Moss 

Lane, held by Moss Side ILP and the Scouts. 'Dick' llallhead, in a 

forty minute speech, pleaded for socialist representation on municipal 

and other bodies, while 'our lady recruit' (unnamed) recounted her 

1 16 June, 7,111,21 July 1905; C, 25 August 1905 

2 LL, 111 July, 8 September 1905,30 March 1906 
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experience as a teacher in an elementary school. The Clarion Scouts' 

next meeting was planned for Stretford on Saturday 23 September, and 

members reminded that: 'We want a strong attendance of Scouts and 

sympathisers to give this, an SDF branch, a good lift'. ' The Clarion 

Scouts appear to have remained in existence until at least the autumn 

of 1908, organising demonstrations to inaugurate the Anti-Poverty 

Crusade on 27 September. Only a week later the Labour Leader advertised 

a 'Maze hester ILP Scouts meeting', and after this time the history of 

the Clarion body became somewhat obscure. On 27 March 1909 Manchester 

Clarion Scouts held a Socialist Reunion and Carnival, Concert and Dance, 

with guests including Blatchford, Grayson, Margaret Bondfield, Harry 

Quelch and William Torrocks. The most likely eventuality is that this 

represented the winding-up of the Clarion Scouts, with members either 

concentrating their energies on other aspects of the Clarion movement, 

or, like R. C. Walihead, joining the ILP Scouts. 2 Thus although the later 

development of the movement continues to remain unclear, the Clarion 

Scouts did have a longer existence than has previously been suggested, 

and provided assistance for ILP meetings, as well as pursuing their own 

propagandist activities. 

Socialist propaganda campaigns based upon the Clarion Vans began in 

the summer of 1896.3 Usually a series of meetings was held in a district, 

addressed both by the 'Varner' and local speakers. Such was the scheme in 

mid-August 19011, when a van paid one of its visits to Manchester. For 

1 C, 22 September 1905 

2 LL, 25 September, 2 October 1908; 12 March 1909 

3A collection of photographs, illustrating various aspects of the 
Clarion movement, including the Vans and the IIandforth club house, 
is contained in Appendix VI 
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three days, 14-16 August, meetings were hold on behalf of Moss Side ILP, 

at Park Gates and Great Western Street. I The van moved to Newton Reath, 

then Levenshulme. At the latter 'splendid meetings' were held on both 

nights, with audiences of 300-400. Together with Fred Bromley, the 

'Varner', local councillors T. Drinitwater and J. M. McLachlan spoke, 

while music was provided by the Openshaw Clarion Choir. 2 The following 

week found the van again in Moss Side, from Sunday to Tuesday, whence it 

departed to Stockport. 3 The van returned to Manchester in the following 

December, but with rather less success, the problems being described as 

fog, rain, snow, frost - and the visit of Campbell-Bannerman. Meetings 

were held in Moss Side Liberal Club, where five people came forward 

to join the local ILP, and at the Itusholme and Islington Public Halls. 

The Busholme meeting, attended by only 50 people (in a hall which could 

seat 700), was addressed by Victor Grayson and R. C. Wallhead, with Dr. 

Garrett in the chair. Further meetings were listed thus: 

December 2-6 - North Manchester 
it 7- Crumpsall 
It 8- North Manchester 
it 9- Openshaw 

After a visit to Stockport the van returned to North Salford, where Fred 

Bramley's meetings were announced as: 

December 13 - Broughton Totm Hall 
" 14 - Prestwich Co-operative Hall 
It 15 and 16 - Panichurs t Iia114 

Response to the December visit to the Clarion Van was considered poor. The 

Clarion commented: 'The socialist revival in Manchester has up to now 

1 LL, 12 August 19011 

2 Ibid., 19 August 19011; C, 19 August 19011 

3 C, 26 August 19011 

Ii Ibid., 2,9 December 1904 
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not been very exciting, but the hard facts and solid arguments are 

taking root, ... '. 1 

G. Palmer, with Van No. 2, arrived in the Manchester district in 

the summer of 1905, and after assisting the SDF in South West Manchester, 

began a week's work for Moss Side ILP. On the Monday, Tuesday and 

Thursday, meetings were held on waste ground in Princess Road, but, 

the van's visit to Alexandra Park gates on the Wednesday was hampered 

by rain. In accordance with the Clarion philosophy, the van was thus 

assisting both the SDF and ILP, and some of the local speakers appear to 

have shared this philosophy. Thus Palmer, reporting on the contribution 

of some Social-Democrats, remarked that: 

.. e the way in which these members of the SDF have 
turned up to help me in Moss Side district, where the meetings 
are being held under the auspices of the ILP, would gladden the 
hearts of those who are anxious for fusion. 2 

Of the other Clarion organisations, the Cycling Club undertook propagandist 

activity in more rural areas, and concentrated more upon social activity. 

It is in this context that the remaining aspects of the Clarion movement 

must be considered. 
3 What all the various branches of the Clarion 

organisation did however emphasise, was that the important task was to 

spread the message of socialism. What mattered was that a convert was 

made for the 'cause', and whether he or she subsequently joined the ILP 

or SDF was largely irrelevant. 

Joint propaganda activities by the ILP and SDP were also pursued 

outside the aegis of the Clarion movement. Local ILP branches might 

invite an SDP speaker. Thus in May 1905 the Tib Street meeting was 

1 Ibid., 23 December 1904 

2 Ibid., 4 August 1901 

3 See below, pp. 62.7-9 
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addressed by Richard Robinson, 'an SDF comrade' and R. J. McKern. 

Central Branch announced that: 'These Saturday meetings are being made 

the occasion of practical Socialist unity'. 
' Joint meetings were most 

necessary when a prominent figure in the international socialist movement 

paid a short visit to Manchester. On 30 and 31 May 1896, Yarl Liebknecht 

arrived in the city, and his welcome was arranged by a joint committee, 

under the auspices of Manchester Central Branch of the SDF. All branches 

of socialists in Lancashire were invited to send delegates to meet him 

at a dinner on the Saturday evening (30th), and join in presenting an 

address of welcome. To make the actual presentation, James Leatham of 

the SDF and Dr. Panhhurst of the ILP had been selected. On the Sunday 

afternoon a public demonstration was arranged in the Free Trade Ifall, 

with Edward Aveling in the chair. Admission was by ticket only, but 

these were available (at 1s. 6d. and 3d. ) from all the socialist and 

labour clubs in the Lancashire area. ` In July 1901 James Connolly, of 

the Irish Socialist Republican Party, and editor of the Dublin Workers' 

Republic, visited Manchester and Salford. A series of meetings was held 

under the joint auspices of jest Salford ILP and South Salford SDF, and 

attendances, collections, and sales of literature were all reported as 

lexcellent,. 3 

The ILP also engaged in propaganda activities with various branches 

of the broader labour movement, the most obvious result being the annual 

May Day demonstration. Not that it 
-, S efforts were confined simply to 

1 Co 19 May 1905 

2 Ibid., 9 May 1896 

3 LL, 20,27 July 1901 



-517- 

Manchester and Salford; Central Branch in particular played a leading 

role in spreading the Socialist message to outlying areas. 
1 However 

within the city area the sum effect of the lectures, demonstrations 

and meetings described above, was virtually a blanket coverage of 

socialist propaganda in all the localities, and at more or less weekly 

intervals, for two decades. It would have been extremely difficult to 

live in Manchester or Salford during the period and not encounter the 

ILP and hear, at least in passing, something of its policy. 

For those who were convinced by the arguments, commitment to the 

cause took the form of attendance at a local branch meeting (although 

this does not appear to have been obligatory), and election to membership 

of the ILP. Branch meetings however appear to have been the least inspiring 

form of ILP activity. In the absence of a major feud to enliven the 

proceedings, the business meetings of any organisation are seldom- 

particularly scintillating. If the example of Central Branch was at all 

typical, 2 
attendance was generally poor, comprising chiefly the 

officers, a few stalwarts, new members in the first flush of enthusiasm, 

and anyone with a particular policy to promote. But there were complaints 

occasionally of local meetings, even when they included a lecture, being 

particularly dull. Thus in an article for the Imo, entitled 

'Dundreariness', 'l. R. S. ' commented that: 

... The average Socialist lecture is a deadly and gruesome 
affair, the quintescence of Dundreariness, not to be attended 
without much chastening of spirit, and calculated to produce a 
moral depression upon the unconverted, to which a funeral 
procession would form a welcome and hilarious relief. As a 
rule, the room or hall in which the meeting is held is destitute 
of colour or decoration; occasionally it is not too clean. 

1 See above, p. 4+1 

2 See Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minute Books, passim. 
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Fresh air ... is carefully excluded. Punctuality is held 
in such contempt thst no habitual visitor dreams of attending 
till at least half an hour after the advertised time. Should 
there be a hymn on the agenda a pianist has to be sought for 
at the last moment, and frequently a mild squabble, audible 
to the few members of the audience, takes place as to who is 
to fulfil the onerous duties of Chairman. Then after a hymn 
sung more or less out of tune and time, the occupant of the 
chair, in a few disjointed and uneasy remarks, introduces the 
lecturer, who is fortunate if his chairman does not mar his 
best points by a premature and bald treatment. 

He added that lectures often lasted between 14 and 2 hours, thiereas 

church sermons were only of 20 minutes of half-an-hour duration. Admittedly 

the article did not refer specifically to Manchester and Salford, l but 

it does serve as a salutory reminder that not all ILP gatherings were 

on the level of the Victor Grayson/Joynson flicks debate at the Free Trade 

Hall. 2 Meetings and L 

by literature, whether 

for sale. In order to 

literature produced by 

detail. 

actures at every level were, however, supplemented 

it was free leaflets, or pamphlets and periodicals 

present a full picture of ILP propaganda, the 

the party must in turn be considered in some 

++++++ 

L. Literature 

Any attempt to survey the vast subject of ILP literature must 

necessarily include three basic facets; local publications, the reading 

habits of party members, and methods of distribution. In the case of 

tianchester, however, 'local' publications are by no means simple to 

define. Long before the era of the ILP, A: anchester was the leading 

provincial centre of the printing industry. For a movement like 

1 ILP News, Manchester 1899 

2 For comments on Grayson's oratory on this occasion, see Tiriel Nichol, 
tape. 
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the ILP, 'which drew much of its support from the North and Dlidlands, 

as opposed to London, Manchester had obvious attractions as a publishing 

centre for the national party. ILP publishing in Manchester and the 

local movement were obviously inter-linked, for national figures in 

the party came to the city in their journalistic capacity, and in turn 

became prominent in Manchester and Salford ILP. Obvious examples 

were J. Bruce Glasier and Fenner Brock-way, both drawn to Manchester by 

the Labour Leader. Thus the broad topic of 'local publications' in fact 

comprises several distinct strands: the general publication of literature 

for the national party; attempts by local members to produce newspapers 

and periodicals for actual and potential converts in the immediate area; 

and publications (regardless of there they were actually printed) 

emanating from local members. But zwhile these topics must be considered 

separately, the intention is rather to convey a picture of intense 

activity throughout the general field of written propaganda. 

The emergence of local ILP was, of course, inextricably linked with 

the crusading socialism of the Clarion. For the first three years of 

its existence, the Manchester and Salford party had the advantage of a 

weekly newspaper which was both local and national in scope. Extensive 

coverage was given to events in the district, opinions of local members 

readily found their way into print (as, for example, in the instance 

of the 'Fourth Clause' controversy, which followed the Bradford Conference), 

and the Clarion 'Board', although unable to claim distinction as orators, 

were a definite 'draw' at local events. Until he resigned from the office, 

in August 1893, I3latchford vas president of Manchester and Salford party, 
i 

and could usually be relied upon to 'appear' at major events, such as the 

1 WT, 5 August 1893 
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ILP/Labour Church demonstration in the Free Trade Hall, in March 1893, 

or the North East Manchester election meeting in February 1894.1 

The close connection with Manchester and Salford ILP did not, 

however, turn the Clarion into a highly profitable concern, In June 

1894 Blatchford complained that the paper was not making enough money 

to pay its staff proper wages. This drew forth a large number of letters 

of sympathy and offers of help, presumably from individual members, 

but ... 

... not a line has come from any official of the large 
Labour clubs, from any official of the ILP, or from any 
prominent Socialist or Labour man. Why nearly all the Labour 
leaders from the day we started our paper have so fervently and 
constantly neglected to give us any help or encouragement is a 
question 'which they may be able to answer, but which I cannot. 2 

Blatchford, who was essentially a journalist as opposed to a Manchester 

ILPer, came to regard the local nature of the Clarion as contributing 

to its problem. In a letter to A. M. Thompson, dated simply 'Wednesday', 

but obviously written about this time, he commented: 

I don't see what good we should do by going to London. 
But I think it will be well just now to put some matters of 
general interest into the paper and made it less local, and 
Fay must send us some London stuff. The best thing that can 
be done for the Clarion just now is to let me loose as much 
as possible to get some London reputation. 3 

The chief problem for the Clarion was undoubtedly the Labour Leader, 

which from March 1891i was converted into a weekly paper, published in 

London and Glasgow. 4 The antipathy between Blatchford and Hardie prevented 

1 Ibid., 18 March 1893; C, 17 February 18911 

2 C, 2,9 June 1891 

3 MS. Letter Robert Blatchford to 'Alec' (A. M. Thompson) '«ednesday' 
n. d., in Autograph Letters ilobert. Blatchford to A. M. Thompson, Vol. I. 

14 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, pp. 1311-5; I. McLean, op. cit., pp. 
5 1i5 
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any amicable arrangements concerning the future of the two papers. When 

the new Labour Leader first appeared, Blatchford wrote to Thompson: 

'Did you ever see such drivel: ' But Hardie was the President of the 

ILP, as well as the owner of the Labour Leader, and his paper was thus 

generally regarded as being the mouthpiece of the party. 
1 

As Blatchford 

had realised in June 1894, the Clarion had no hope of any 'official' 

assistance from the ILP, thus the only chance of survival seemed to be 

to increase its circulation, particularly in the Labour Leader-dominated 

London area. The decision to move was finally made in 1895, and 

Manchester lost the paper which had played so vital a role in the creation 

of its ILP. 2 

The Clarion had not, however, been the only paper read by ILPers 

to emerge from Manchester. From January 1892, John Trevor's Labour 

Prophet was published in the city by John Heywood. While giving full 

details of local activities relating to the Labour Church, it also 

provided news and comment upon the wider Labour movement, as well as 

articles by personalities whose reputation was essentially local. Thus 

the October 1892 issue contained an article by Alfred Settle (then 

Secretary of Manchester and Salford ILP and candidate for IIarpurhey Ward), 

which was accompanied by his portrait. 
3 The firm of John and Abel 

Heywood had a long tradition of printing and wholesale distribution for 

the labour and socialist movement. 
1 

However obtaining the services of 

1 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, pp. 134-5 

2 Dictionary of Labour Biography, Vol. 49 p. 38 (entry on Blatchford) 

3 Labour Prophet, January, October 1892 

4 For example, see their correspondence with Commonweal office, 1885-7 
(Socialist League Archives 1703/1-1708/2) 
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a commercial printer was not considered, by some of the Manchester 

socialists at least, as attractive a proposition as setting up their 

own publishing organisation; hence the birth of the Manchester Labour 

Press Society Ltd. 

The origins of the Society may be traced back to a particular 

Saturday night, when the North Manchester Fabian Society began a discussion 

as to the best means of spreading their principles. The story is, however, 

best recounted by Barry Henshall, when interviewed by 'Autolycus' (Joseph 

Burgess) for the Ilorlauan's Times: 

... "As a result of the discussion about a dozen of us 
began to distribute leaflets from house to house. This was a 
failure. Sometimes we found that one of our leaflets, 'Why are 
the many Poor', for instance, had been taken away by a tract 
distributor and a Wesleyan tract left in its place. We then 
began to think and talk of a newspaper. " 

"A LABOUR NEWSPAPER? " 

"Of course. We had some idea of starting a local one to 
be sold at one halfpenny. This led some member to make the 
brilliant suggestion of 

Wffff NOT START A LABOUR PRESS 

that will print anything and everything, and also be a Labour 
literature that will print anything and everything, and also 
be a Labour literature depot and a trade unionist house 

generally? Immediately another fellow jumped up and proposed 
that we should start a printing office. The idea took at once. 
We got a committee formed at a special meeting of the group 
called for that purpose, and we drew up a prospectus and 
application forms, and issue them to the public. " 

"And what sort of response had you? " 

"Very poor. We could only raise ten shillings amongst 
us, and that was planked down by Buttle, who often looks round 
in wonder at the result that has come from his ten bob, and we 
were between the devil and the deep sea for about three weeks, 
when we had shares taken up to the value of £10, which caused 
us to throw up our hats and shout 

'HOORAY, THE CAUSE IS SAVED. 

"What was your next step? " 

"The next step? I was engaged as compositor, warehouseman, 
manager, and general staff. It was put to me whether I could 
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earn a living on this ten pounds, and start a printing 
office. I was out on strike at the time, and drawing a 
special victimised pay from my society of 35s. a week, 
but I said I would drop that, and see what could be 
done on the ten pounds, with the result that I got neither 
wages nor strike pay for about five weeks. "1 

According to the Clarion, the North Manchester Fabian Executive 

meeting in question took place in December 1892.2 In the following 

February both the Clarion and Workman's Times announced the sale of 10s. 

shares, to provide a total capital of X500.3 The society was described 

as having been formed 'to carry on the trade of Newsagents, Booksellers, 

Printers, Publishers, Stationers and Bookbinders', its object being: 

To supply Trade Unionists, working men generally, and 
all persons interested in Labour problems, with a ready means 
of purchasing books, pamphlets, or leaflets dealing with 
Labour problems, either by keeping a stock of such as are in 
most demand, or by procuring others at the request of customers. 
To spread a knowledge of the principles and objects of every 
movement 11 

to improve the condition of the labouring 
classes. ' 

The assistance which the Labour Press aimed to give to the working class 

movement was not simply confined to the field of propagandist literature. 

Itule 8 of the society stated that: 

The profits arising from the business of the society shall 
be allotted as follows: - (1) In paying a dividend on capital 
at the rate of 5 per cent per annum; (2) 10 percent annually 
to the repayment of the share capital, until each member, 
society, or company holds only one share; (3) 10 percent to 
the formation of the reserve. The balance to the further 

1 WT, 3 March 1894 

2 C, 15 April 1893 

3 Ibid., 11 February 1893; WT, 18 February 1893. M. J. Harkin, 
'Notes on the Labour Press.. The Manchester Labour Press Society 
Ltd. ', in Society for the Study of Labour History, Bulletin No. 28, 
Spring 1974, pp. 22-5, stated that the prospectus was originally 
issued in November 1892, and re-issued in February because insuff- 
icient shares were taken up. 

11 C, 11 February 1893 



-521i- 

extension of the business, or it may be devoted from 
time to time for the assisting of any movement having for 
its object the betterment of the condition of the working 
classes, as shall be agreed upon at a special general 
meeting of the shareholders. This rule shall include 
assisting labour candidates at municipal, school-board, 
parliamentary and other elections, contributing towards 
labour organisations, demonstrations, and in defending the 
interests of labour at law. The obtaining of surplus, 
however, shall not be esteemed a primary object of the 
society, but rather the full development of the business 
with special regard to fair wages, fair hours, and good 
value, and in always making it an example of workmen's 
co-operative effort. l 

Despite the public sale of shares, the leading figures in the 

Society continued to be the North Manchester Fabians. The lynch-pin of 

the whole organisation was IIenshall himself, described by 'Autolycus' 

as "ý" 

... a big man in a little compass. Not much over five 
feet in height, and slim in proportion, his spare frame is 
crowned with a longish head and beardless face, out of which 
his honest laughing eyes flash a hearty welcome to every 
visitor. Itenshall is perennially enthusiastic. Gifted with 
a sanguine nature, he sees unbounded possibilities in every 
new enterprise, and with a dogged perseverance sets to work 
to realise them ... 

2 

Among the other Fabian promoters of the Society were its President 

Allen Parks, described by Iienshall as 'Parks the redoubtable'; the 

Secretary, H. S. ('Harry') Hobson; Richard ('Dick') Roberts, the first 

treasurer; Robert Fovargue, 'a rare good worker', and J. H. Lewis. Also 

involved, at least by March 1894, were T. A. West, an artist who provided 

the illustrations for the Workman's Times' feature on the Labour Press, 

and Buttle, a joiner, who was to undertake all the joinering work involved 

in the Society's later removal to Tib Street, make all the frames, and 

1 IfT, 3 March 1894 

2 Ibid., 3 March 1894 
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supervise the alterations. 
1 The. Society was particularly lucky in 

obtaining staff. As has been mentioned, Henshall was officially on 

strike when he was appointed, and at some stage in the proceedings he 

was finally 'sacked' by the firm. The Labour Press was, however, to 

have one success at the expense of his previous employer. To quote 

I3enshall: 

When we were in a very queer way with the Labour Press, 
and it was likely we should have to give up the battle, the 
foreman came to see me, and noticed we had one or two things 
that we were good, and he went back and arranged what he was 
to buy; but since then he has made application to me for 
employment, and he is coming here to work, and then we shall 
have 

EMILY MFfBER OF THE COMPOSING STAFF 

of that firm on the staff of this firm. The employer used to 
be very proud of his staff, 'and say what a good staff it was, 
and I think that will say something for the quality of our 
men. 2 

The early history of the rlanchester Labour Press Society did not, 

however, include many such instances of good fortune. Its first location 

was a small back bedroom over a provision shop in Uarpurhey, 3 and work 

there for iienshall and his colleagues was by no means easy. Their early 

struggles were recounted by ßenshall to 'Autolycus'... 

".. 'nde got a few ounces of type and a small platen machine. 
If we got two jobs in we had to distribute one before we could 
'set' the other. Then came the crucial moment in our history ... 
We got a pamphlet to print. It was Russell Smart's 'The Independ- 
ent Labour Party: its Programme and Policy'. Ile printed that on 
the platen machine two pages at a time. The first edition was 
(? 3, OOQ] copies, and we spent 

FOUR NICIITS OUT OF BED 

treadling the machine. All the fellows took a turn at treadling, 

1 C, 11 February 1893; I+1T, 3 March 1894 

2 ET, 3 ? larch 1894 

3 Labour Annual, 1896, pp. 22-4 
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and between their turns lay on the floor in all directions 
getting forty winks. Our premises at that time were a back 
bedchamber up at Harpurhey, the rent of which was eighteen 
pence a week. " 

"Those were hard times for you? " 

"Hard times! They were frightful times. On the 
Saturday we had no money in the house to pay the boy's wages, 
let alone mine. We got the pamphlet printed, and then I set 
out with a bundle under my arm to raise sufficient capital 
to pay the boy. There was a demonstration at Rochdale that 
weekend, and 

I WAIIM TO ItoCIIDALE 

with a big bundle to sell to pay me something towards my 
wages. We often had to do that in those days. I've seen 
the members of the committee march off with a bundle of 
pamphlets to sell at various meetings so that wages could 
be paid. In fact we used to get up meetings on purpose to 
attract a crowd and sell our literature". 

"But the tide turned? " 

"Yes, but not just yet. We got a few orders for 
printing. But at last we reached such a critical condition 
that we lost heart, and we approached the 

MANCHESTER AND SALFORD INDEPENDENT LABOUR PARTY 

with a proposition that they should take over the business, 
re-form the directorate, and work the concern as their own". 

"And was that the turning point? " 

"Not a bit of it. They fought shy of us, and left us 
severely to our on resources. In fact we have had little 
help from the ILP, and we have not more than half-a-dozen 
shareholders who are members of the ILP on our books ... 

We then approached the trade unions and asked them 
to receive deputations to explain our aims and objects, and 
in every case, without one single exception, they received 
our offer favourably, and the result was we got 

EIGHTEEN OR NINETEEN TRADE UNIONS 

discussing the matter, and they all either took up shares or 
individual members took up shares, and from the moment we got 
started with the trade unions we have experienced no difficulty 
whatever: money is forthcoming from every quarter, work rolls 
in, the trade unions themselves being a guarantee of plenty of 
work ... 

1 

1 ZfT, 3 March 189 4 
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In June 1893 the Society held its first general meeting of 

shareholders and issued the first balance sheet. The latter, showing 

a profit of 72% on the first quarter, was duly published in an advert- 

isement column of the WWorlman's Times, together with an appeal to trade 

unions to invest money on loan, thereby enabling the Society to purchase 

new machinery. It was in this era of prosperity that the Society 

introduced an 8 hour day, without a reduction of wages, for its employees, 

and removed its operations to larger premises at 59 Tib Street. ' In 

March 1894 Ifenshall was able to state that: 

The book and literature department grows day by day: 
the trade unionists, co-operators, and friendly societies 
take a greater interest in us every week, and altogether 
there seems a prospect of the Society becoming the pioneer 
in these parts of 

THE NEW CO-OPERATIVE PRINCIPLE 

of paying no dividend except on share capital. Since coming 
here we have had to take an additional room for our machinery; 
and now we have taken a third room as large as the other two 
combined for our literature depot, office, and folding room. 
We h ave eight men in the composing room, 

ALL SOCIALISTS, 

and we are about to increase the staff. We have only just 
put in a new Wharidale machine, and another ordered.. Our 
employees are paid from 5 to 15 and 17 per cent. more than 
the standard wages ... 

2 

By this time the Society had also become the proprietor of the 

Workman's Times, the progress of which must be examined at a later stage. - 

For the Labour Press, at least, the success story continued for several 

years. In the first half of 1895 sales amounted to nearly £2,000, and 

continued to increase rapidly. Numerous publications had been issued; 

there was a shop on the premises selling a large stock of advanced 

1 C, 10 June 1893; Et 8,15 July 1893 

2 OJT, 3 March 1891i 

3 Ibid., 3 February 1894. See below, pp. 5Z2-3o 
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literature; and still more capital was wanted to extend the business. l 

In 1897 the firm, now employing 30 people, could claim an annual turn- 

over of C-5,000. During the four years of-its existence it had sold 

some 1ä million pamphlets, of which 2 million comprised its own 

publications. Moreover, as well as pioneering the 8 hour day in the 

district, the Labour Press also paid the best wages for the trade. Still 

larger premises were sought in 1897, and the firm removed to the 

Arkwright Mills, in Miller Street. n ` 

Four years later, however, the firm was in voluntary liquidation, 

having met a net deficiency, on 11 June 1901, of X2,080. Ilenshall, now 

managing director, was bankrupt. 3 The obvious question is: why? 

M. J. Uarkin4 has suggested that the basic cause lay in the increasing 

publishing activities of other organisations: the SDF, ILP, Fabian 

Society and Clarion. In these cases, the publishing venture had the 

support of a powerful parent organisation, which the Manchester Labour 

Press, as an independent printing and publishing firm lacked. He has 

also related how, in 1896, the Manchester Labour Press published, and 

failed to sell, Edward Carpenter's Love's Coming of Age. The London firm, 

Fisher Unwin, had already reversed their decision to publish the book, 

after the trial of Oscar Wilde and the notoriety gained by Carpenter's 

pamphlet IIomogenic Love, had revealed that public opinion remained 

unsympathetic towards 'advanced' ideas on sexual matters. Mr. Barkin 

has not drawn any generalisations from the fate of Carpenter's publications, 

1 Labour Annual, 1896, pp. 22-4 

2 Labour Annual, 1897, p. 246; M. J. Harkin, be. cit., p. 23 

3 M. J. Harkin, loc. cit., p. 23, citing London Gazette, 14 June, 
2 December 1901,10 January, 19 August 1902 

4 M. J. Barkin, loc. cit., pp. 23-5. By 1896 Edward Carpenter was in 
fact a director of the Manchester Labour Press. 
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but the affair may be cited as an example of the Labour Press' growing 

lack of support, and failure to keep in tune with its potential market. 

In the mid-90s, the era of crusading socialism, pamphlets such as 

those published by the Labour Press could readily be sold at public 

meetings to sympathetic, if still uncommitted, audiences. The outbreak 

of the Boor War, and the onset of 'Jingoism' placed socialists very much 

on the defensive, and greatly diminished the wider market for pamphlets. 

Within the ILP at least, comparatively little was actually published 

during the Boer War period. 
i There is also the possibility that trade 

unions were devoting to the LUC money which might have assisted the 

Labour Press. 

The Manchester Labour Press may have been an independent organisation 

continuing its activities in an era of declining demand. But it had 

been of great service to the Socialist movement, as a mere glance at a 

list of its publications will reveal. 
2 Why did some 'official' branch of 

the movement not come to its aid? Little could have been expected of 

the SDF or the Fabians. Both were London-orientated, and although the 

Labour Press had originated from a Fabian group, Manchester Fabians and 

London Fabians were two very different species. But what of the ILP, 

which in the mid-'90s had relied so heavily upon the services of the 

Labour Press? 

The ILP as a national organisation appears to have been far from 

helpful towards independent socialist publications. This attitude was 

1 This statement is based upon an examination of the publications by 

members of Manchester and Salford ILP, listed in Appendix IV, and 
of the general holdings of ILP pamphlets catalogued in Manchester 
Public Library. 

2 H. J. Harkin, loc. cit., pp. 25-7 listed books and pamphlets by the 
Manchester Labour Press which have been located in Manchester libraries. 
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revealed by the demise of the Workman's Times. After the Clarion 

began, Burgess acquired the copyright of the Workman's Times, and 

formed a company to run it, which was not sufficiently capitalised. In 

the summer of 1893 the paper moved to Manchester, taking over the office 

vacated by the Shop Assistants' Union. The tasks of printing and 

issuing were then entrusted to the Manchester Labour Press, with Burgess 

remaining as editor. But the Workman'a Times only survived until the 

following spring, its last issue appearing, without any hint of imminent 

demise, on 17 March 1894.1 It had thus co-existed in the North of 

Ilhgland with the Clarion for over two years, only to expire in the very 

month that Hardie's Labour Leader began weekly publication in London. 

Clearly the ILP's President, at least, had no reason to wish to save 

the Workman's Times. As Lawrence Thompson comments: 'The competition 

of the Labour Leader took the wind out of the Clarion's sales and sank 

Joseph Burgess's Workman's Times without trace'. 2 
In the case of the 

Workman's Times, the national ILP simply failed to render assistance. 

When the Labour Press itself entered its decline, the party deliberately 

took trade away from it. In 1898 the ILP News, a monthly publication 

designed largely to provide information for members, was being produced 

by the Labour Press. The June edition complained of falling circulation 

and scanty support; an estimate, based on its circulation over the past 

11 months, anticipated a loss of some £50 the following year. To anyone 

examining the ILP News throughout its five-year lifespan, the reasons 
3 

1 WT, 24 June, 15 July 1893; 3 February, 17 March 1894; LL, 
13 October 1894 

2 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, p. 140 

3 The ILP News was published monthly from April 1897 to April 1902 
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for its lack of popularity are obvious. Much of its column space 

was devoted to information which the lead Office wished to convey to 

members; lists of branches, conference reports, election results and 

cash receipts (which in some issue* occupied a full page). moreover 

many rank-and-file members considered it to be simply the mouthpiece of 

a more handful of the MAC. They believed that the MAC should come to 

terms with one of the other Labour papers, to publish the party's official 

information, and drop the IL`1ews. I 

The 1`1C however appears to have believed that the fortunes of the 

ILP News could be improved by changing its printers (presumably on the 

grounds of economy). In accordance with the MAC decision, tenders were 

therefore invited from 'a number of fair houses', among which the 

Manchester Guardian's proved to be the lowest. Thus in May 1899 ILP 

announced that 'on the grounds of economy the MAC had no option but to 

accept the offer'. 
2 The following month's issue was therefore printed 

by Taylor, Garnett, Evans & Co. Ltd., of Blaclcfriars Street, which 

announced itself to be a firm of 8 hour day and trade union printers: 
3 

This arrangement was to be comparatively shortlived. After some months 

it was already proving unsatisfactory, 'not on account of any fault of the 

printers, but because our editor did not live in Manchester, and it was 

sometimes impossible for him to see it through the press at the right 

time'. Thus in February 1900 the printing was moved to a London firm.! } 

1 For examples, see Labour Annual 1899, pp. 70-1; ILP, Annual Conference 
Report 1899 p. 30. At the 1899 conference this view was put forward by 
Hadfield, a delegate from Openshaw. 

2 ILP News, May 1899 

3 Ibid., June 1899 

4 ILP, Annual Conference Report, 1900, pp. 11 
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Not surprisingly the paper continued to make a loss, although the NAC 

still wanted it to continue. 
1 By 1902 the NAC was moving towards the 

belief that what the part really needed was a national weekly paper, 

under its own control. 
2 In 1903 Hardie agreed in principle that control 

of the Labour Leader should be transferred to the ILP, 
3 

and it can hardly 

have been a coincidence that the ILP News ceased publication that year. 

Whether the NAC had deliberately wished to take its business 

away from the Manchester Labour Press, or whether it was so desperate 

to save the ILP News that it considered only possible savings on costs, 

can only be a matter of conjecture. But clearly the national ILP made 

no effort, at any stage in the history of the Manchester Labour Press, 

to render it any assistance. Nor was the Manchester and Salford party 

completely blameless. As Henshall remarked, the local party had turned 

down the proposition that they should take over the press, and few ILP 

members had numbered among its early shareholders. 
4 

The Society did 

receive the contract to publish the ILP Gazette for Gorton branch in 

1894, but appears to have been involved in some controversy over plans 

to launch a weekly Manchester Citizen in 1896. When in May 1899 Manchester 

and Salford ILP launched its monthly, Manchester, the printing and 

publishing was undertaken by Albert C. Lindley. 
5 

Whether the Labour Press would have enjoyed a longer existence, 

had it benefitted from ILP support, is, of course, purely a matter of 

1 ILP, Annual Conference Report, 1901, p. 17 

2 ILP, Annual Conference Report, 1902, p. 10 

3 I. McLean, op. cit., p. 107 

4 WT, 3 March 18911 

5 See below, pp. Si'o-f 
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speculation. Certainly the Boer War period did not provide the most 

congenial climate for Socialist publishing. But after examining the 

progress of the Society, there lingers a suspicion that 'official' 

ILP circles had little sympathy towards an organisation which was both 

Socialist and independent of party. Concerning the trade unions, which 

had assisted the Society in its early days, there is no evidence upon 

which to draw conclusions. But trade unions were not by nature propagandist 

organisations in the way that the ILP was or, according to some of its 

members, should have been. For the downfall of the Manchester Labour 

Press also coincided with the ILP's movement from crusading socialism 

towards the Labour alliance and the pursuit of Parliamentary goals. 

The ILP finally achieved its ambition of a national weekly news- 

paper by taking over control of the Labour Leader on 1 January 1904.1 

The actual purchase of Hardie's business was undertaken by a company 

formed for the purpose, the Labour Leader Ltd. Shares were offered to 

ILP members through the Labour Leader itself, and through branches of 

the party. At a total cost of fl each, they might be obtained by a 

number of payments. 
2 At its meeting on 26 July 1901, Manchester Central 

Branch decided that its secretary should issue a circular to members, 

asking them to take up shares. Mrs. Pankhurst, at the next meeting on 

9 August, moved that the branch should take up shares, but apparently 

the prospectus did not make the procedure very clear, for the members 

were not certain how the branch could hold shares, and the secretary 

was instructed to make enquiries. 
3 Of the shares eventually taken up, 

1 I. McLean, op. cit., p. 107. Hardie was in fact ill at the time. 

2 D. Floplcin, loc. cit., pp. 176-8 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of meetings 26 July, 19 August 1901i 
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the MAC held 250, in the name of J. Ramsay MacDonald. T. D. Benson, a 

Director of the Company and Treasurer of the national party, who was 

also a member of Central Branch, took up 102 shares, the third largest 

individual holding. As an estate agent, he had been able to raise the 

£1,000 needed to acquire the Labour.. leader, and had provided the ILP 

with an interest-free loan, in March 1904, to complete the deal. Among 

the numerous individual shareholders were also to be found Edward 

Carpenter, Joseph Edwards (editor of the Labour Annual/Reformers' Year 

Book), and W. C. Anderson. Local branches generally were poorly represented 

in the Company, holding less than 4jo of the total shares. 
l 

As a business, at least, the Labour Leader did not prosper. During 

the first year the Company made a loss of 9400 and at the end of 1904, 

presumably in the hope of cutting down costs and increasing circulation, 

the printing was transferred to Manchester. 
2 John Bruce Glasier, then 

living at Chapel-en-le-Frith, was appointed editor, at a salary of two 

guineas per week, and was almost reduced to despair by the sight of the 

first issue, which appeared on 5 January 1905: 

It was as poor a looking thing as I ever saw. The 
printing is terrible especially on the outside sheet. There 
are a crowd of errors of spelling etc. And the paper is dark 
and fragile. I hardly know whether to smile or weep. 

On the following day he commented: 

The very look of the Leader on the table gives me a 
sick feeling. It is so badly printed, so shabby looking; and 
there are so many typographical errors. In numerous places 
our proof corrections were never carried out, and the setting 
of the pages has been altered ... 

3 

1 D. Iiopkin, loc. cit., pp. 179-81. For information on Benson, see 
Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of fleeting 6 June 1903 (at 

which he was elected a member); LL, 19 August 1904 

2 ILP, Report of the 13th Annual Conference, 1905, p. 16 

3 L. Thompson, The Enthusiasts, p. 140 
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The Labour Leader was published by the Hotspur Press, in Whitworth 

Street West, 1 
and an attempt was made to bolster its financial position 

by attracting advertising revenue. 
2 The result was that Glasier took 

an intense dislike to the patent medicine advertisements, and although 

the circulation did increase, printing costs also rose steeply. In 

June 1906 R. C. Wallhead, the manager, stated that the printing bill was 

now double what it had been in January. 3 Moreover the Labour Leader 

also encountered persistent criticism from rank-and-file ILPers. In 

February 1907 Manchester Central Branch, considering amendments to 

resolutions for the Annual Conference, resolved 'that this conference 

expresses its dissatisfaction with the Labour Leader the official organ 

of the ILP, and requests the NAC to use all its influence to improve the 

paper and make it more worthy of the party'.! } Although much of the 

background related to the ILP's internal politics and must, at a later 

stage, be viewed in that context, the affair does also provide an insight 

into the attitude of some rank-and-file members towards the party's 

official newspaper. On 12 May, H. C. Anderson introduced a resolution 

which, after re-drafting, received unanimous support: 

That the Manchester Central Branch, while recognising 
the efforts of the Editor and staff of the Labour Leader to 
increase the power and influence of the Party organ upon the 
politics of the country, is disappointed with the result. 

It is of opinion that the unnecessary and unfair attacks 
upon prominent members of the Socialist movement and the 
partiality shown to others, is calculated to create a serious 
division in the ranks of the Party and to forfeit the confidence of 
the general public. 

It desires also to record its substantial agreement with 

1 LL, 14 July 1905; ILP, report of the 16th Annual Conference 1908, p. 7 

2 L. Thompson, The Enthusiasts, p. 141 

3 Ibid., p. 141; LL, 8 June 1906 

4 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 26 February 1907 
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the opinions expressed by Comrade Russell Smart in the 
Huddersfield Worker of May 2nd inst. on the conduct of 
the business at the late Conference and its resultant 
effect upon the position and policy of the ILP, and 
commends him for the service he has rendered to the 
Party in doing so. 

Copies of this resolution to be sent to the Editor, 
Labour Leader, and the Editor, Huddersfield lforker. 1 

Behind this resolution lay the growing dissatisfaction of many 

rank-and-file members with the Labour Party in Parliament, and with the 

lack of activity on behalf of the unemployed. The complaint about 

'attacks upon prominent members of the socialist movement' seems most 

likely to be related to Victor Grayson, who had recently been elected 

IT for Colne Valley in spite of 'official' ILP disapproval, but may also 

have been a comment upon the NtC's attitude towards the recent candidature 

ofb Social Democrat, Dan Irving, in North-west Manchester. The Labour ' 

Leader's role in the controversy had been made clear by i? ussell Smart in 

his article for the Huddersfield Worker: 'The NAC ... is like the Cabinet; 

it has an inner circle. Four men - Hardie, MacDonald, Snowden, and 

Glasier - have assumed control of the whole organisation, including 

the newspaper. All the wires are in their hands ... '. 3 

Upon receipt of the Central Branch resolution, Glasier replied that 

he intended to bring it to the notice of the Directors of the Labour 

Leader and Council of the ILP. He also requested the branch to send a 

copy of the notice convening the meeting, and a statement of the members 

present, 

:.. As it is desirable, I think, in a matter of this 

1 Ibid., Minutes of Meeting, 12 May 1908 

2 See below, p.. 04.9 

3 LL, 8 May 1908, citing article by If. Russell Smart in Huddersfield Worker, 
2 May 1908 



-537- 

kind which reflects personally upon me as a comrade and 
as an official of the party, that there should be no 
anonymity respecting those who 'unanimously' passed the 
resolution of censure ... 

H. C. Anderson, as Central Branch secretary, replied on 11l May that he 

would communicate with the branch Committee concerning the request. On 

the following day he informed Glasier of its decision: 

I am instructed by the branch committee, in view 
of the extraordinary nature of your request, to withhold 
the information you seek, and submit the matter to the 
Directors of the Leader and to the NAC to have their 
opinion as to the legality of your action. 

Anderson proceeded to write to both the Directors of the Labour Leader 

and Irancis Johnson, Secretary of the ILP, complaining that Glasier's 

request was 'a very grave offence against the spirit and constitution 

of the party'. Ile also emphasised that the resolution had been passed 

'for the sole purpose of freeing the policy of the ILP and its official 

organ fron the unifholesome influences at work thereon'. 
' Z. C. Wallhead, 

Secretary of the Labour Leader Ltd., and Francis Johnson both wrote 

expressing their confidence in Glasier's editorship, but Central Branch 

members were not appeased. The branch decided that a summary of its 

case against the action of the Labour Leader, in asking for the names, be 

drawn up, and published in the Glasgow Forward and Huddersfield Wdorker. 
2 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Special I ergency Meeting, 
17 May 1908. (The meeting was held at the Robinson's home, 73 
Caroline Street, Aascoats). The members who passed the original 
resolution on 12 May were Sam and Annot Robinson, J. O'Connor, H. C. 
Anderson, and TI. E. Carp. At the emergency meeting on the 17th were 
the 'tobinsons, O'Connor, Clapham and Anderson, together with A. J. 
Edwards and G. D. Wilkie. Although the members involved were few, 
this was not a case of a small group 'fixing' meetings! There were 
very few other active members of the branch at this time, and the 

composition and size of both meetings was typical. 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 26 May 1908. The 
letter from Wallhead ms dated 18 May, that from Johnson, 20 May. 
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It is interesting to note the press outlets for protests against the 

Labour Leader and MAC policy generally. . The Huddersfield Worker, 

subtitled 'The Organ of the Huddersfield Socialist Party', had been in 

the forefront of Victor Grayson's election campaign. 
I Forward, founded 

by Tom Johnston in 1906, was intended to serve as a socialist propaganda 

paper for Scotland, and also appears to have been free from party 

ties. 2 

Having publicised their views concerning the labour Leader, the 

Manchester ILPers could exert little real influence. The shareholders 

among them appear to have taken an active part in locally-held meetings, 

such as the AGM of the Labour Leader Ltd., held in the Albion Hotel in 

February 1909. Presiding over the event was Richard Robinson, Chairman 

of the Company, who had been a member of Manchester Central Branch until 

its split over the women's suffrage question. He then appears to have 

joined the breakaway group which formed the City of Manchester Branch. 
3 

Taking part in the discussion were two future authors of the 'Green 

Manifesto', J. M. McLachlan of Levenshulme and C. Douthwaite of Romily, 

together with A. Thomas (Pendleton), If. Anderson (Hyde) and A. Ogden 

(Cheetham). When one member of the Board resigned, on grounds of ill- 

health, Joseph Nuttall was elected. 
4 

But whereas some of the Manchester 

1 See The Worker, Election Issue No. 1,3 July 1907 and ibid., 27 July 1907 
(in Labour Party Archives, LP/CAN/06/2/57 and 69) 

2 E. Hughes, 'Running a Socialist Weekly' in Plebs, Sept., 1937, Vol. XXIX No. 9 

3 LL, 19 February 1909. Robinson joined Central Branch in February 1905, 
giving his address as 8 Exchange St., Manchester (Manchester Central Branch 
ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 21 February 1905). After the split in Central 
Branch he was not listed among those members who indicated their continued 
adherence (ibid., 8 October 1907) and became a regular speaker for Cit of 
Manchester Branch (LL 24 May 1907; 7 Feb., 11,18 Sept., 16 Oct., 1908 

4 LL, 19 Feb., 1909. W. C. Anderson had been elected to the NAC in 1908 and 
has been described as 'adroit in avoiding too close an involvement with any 
particular faction', Dictionary of Labour Biography, Vol. II9 pp. 11-16 
(entry on Anderson). 
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shareholders did attempt to influence the Company's meetings, many ILPers 

who disliked its editorial policy were less constructive. As the NAC 

report at the 1909 Conference stated: 'ade have to complain that many 

branches of the Party do not seem alive to the importance of giving the 

official organ of the Party first place on their literature stalls'. 
' 

Central Branch, even less subtle, simply failed to pay for copies of the 

Labour Leader which it had received. In September 1909 the debt amounted 

to £8.13s. Od. 2 The branch was genuinely small, and in constant 

financial difficulties, but its attitude towards the Labour Leader was 

made clear in the minutes of a meeting on 9 October 1910; the Labour 

Leader account had not been paid, 

money. 
3 

because the branch might want the 

For the three years ending September 1908, the Labour Leader trading 

account showed a serious loss. Several staff changes were made in 1908, 

including the appointment of Edgar Whiteley, from Huddersfield, as 

manager, and F. H. Rose as parliamentary correspondent, and the addition 

of C. L. Everard to the editorial staff. 
4 

Hardie, once full of praise 

for Glasier, became more critical of the alitor, and admittedly Glasier 

could have obtained more advertising revenue had he been less selective. 

MacDonald criticised the paper's staff, writing to Glasier: 'I do not 

think that you are being well served by your staff:, the work of which 

seems to be too perfunctory ... They seem to write casually, and instead 

of the Leader being a weekly journal, it might too often be anything'. 

1 ILP, Annual Conference Report 1908, p. 13 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 28 September 1909 

3 Ibid., Minutes of Meeting 9 October 1910 

4 ILP, Annual Conference Report 1909, pp. 12-13 
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Glasier himself was more realistic, commenting: 'The slight fall in 

circulation is not due to the editorship, but to the dissent in the party 

and to the paper's loyalty to the MAC'. Finally . disillusioned, he 

resigned at the 1909 Conference. I 

The NNAC however believed that the financial situation at least 

could be improved by a reorganisation of the party's publishing activities. 

The ILP had a Publications Department in London, managed by Rowland 

Kenney, which was also responsible for the publication of Ramsay 2; acDonald's 

Socialist Review; 'Ramsay's luxury which the movement never could afford 

and did not want, was a burden too heavy for the Literature Department 

to bear'. 2 Having investigated the printing and publishing of the Labour 

Leader and Socialist Review, the NAC concluded that economies could be 

made if a National Press was established, to amalgamate the present 

printing work of the Party, with possible extensions. 
3 The outcome of 

their scheme was the National Labour Press Ltd., officially opened in 

Manchester on 30 October 1909.1 

The end of the Labour Leader Ltd, came on 14 September 1909, when an 

extraordinary meeting of the company was held in the Albion IIotel, 

Manchester. With Richard Robinson in the chair, the shareholders decided 

that the business property and goodwill of the company be sold to the 

National Labour Press, and that the Company should be wound up voluntarily. 

Shareholders, with fully paid-up shares in the paper, were tobe credited 

with deferred shares in the National Labour Press of equal amount. The 

1 L. Thompson, The Fhthusiasts, pp. 155-7 

2 It. Kenney, Westerinj (1939) pp. 109-10,151 

3 ILP, Annual Conference Report 1909, pp. 12-13 

11 ILP, Annual Conference Report 1910, p. 13 
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assets and liabilities of the former Publications Department were also 

transferred, while the Labour Leader of 10 September published, as part 

of a full page advertisement for the National Labour Press, a form for 

sending loans. Stock would then be issued two months after the company 

had been formed. By these means some £3,500 capital was raised. 

The Labour Press was firmly under the control of the NAC. Of its 

Board of Directors, 5 were members of the NAC and the other 3, representing 

the bondholders, were all appointed by the NAC. Hopes of success ran 

high; in its report to the 1910 Conference the NAC cited the example 

of the Vorwärts Printing Press in Berlin, which employed a staff of 300 

and made an annual profit of £7,000 for the (Social Democratic) Party's 

work. 
I The formal opening was carried out by Hardie on 30 October 1909, 

in the presence of between two- and three-hundred representatives of ILP 

and trade union branches in the area. W. C. Anderson presided, and other 

leading personalities present included G. N. Barnes, T. D. Benson (Treasurer 

of the IL? ), Glasier, J. F. Mills (who had succeeded Glasier to the 

editorship of the Labour Leader), Edgar Whiteley, Councillor Tom Fox and 

Ben Riley. 2 

The premises of the new company were located at 30 Blackfriars 

Street, on the Salford site of the Irwell. It was thus conveniently near 

to both Exchange and Victoria Stations, and was also assured of a constant 

stream of passers-by, who might be attracted to its literature sales. The 

shop contained books and pamphlets on every phase of socialism', ... 'and 

the windows, well stocked with socialist literature of all kinds, are never 

without their little crowd of interested toilers'. Behind the shop was 

the manager's office, and adjoining it the editorial offices. The 

1 Ibid., p. 13; LL, 10 September 1909 

2 LL, 5 November 1909. Mills succeeded Glasier as acting editor in May 
1909 (ILP, Annual Conference Report 1910, p. 13) 
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basement, which looked out over the Irwell, had a concrete floor which 

was divided into two sections; the major part was used for composing 

and printing the party's publications, including the Labour Leader, 

while the remainder was used as a warehouse. The company was able to 

boast of 'linotype machines of the latest pattern'. 
1 

Of the numerous books and pamphlets which were subsequently 

produced by the National Labour Press, those written by Manchester and 

Salford ILPers. must be considered at a later stage, in the light of their 

authors' opinions rather than the development of the Company. Concerning 

Manchester's role as a centre for ILP publishing, two aspects remain to 

be considered: the later history of the Labour Leader, and the attempt 

to launch a national Labour daily. 

The resignation of Glasier byr no means solved the problems of the 

Labour Leader. The sub-editor, J. F. Mills, was duly appointed as acting 

editor, and after a year was made editor, with full control of the paper. 

However during the year of his editorship, the Labour Leader incurred 

three legal actions, two for libel and one for infringement of copyright. 

The NAC was legally advised against going to court, and the legal charges 

and damages cost the Press £426. In an attempt to make the paper brighter, 

several new contributors were engaged, at the extra expense of £132. Thus 

at the ILP Annual Conference, in May 1912, these two items were shown 

to be responsible for £558 out of the total loss of 0696 on the Labour 

Leader. 2 

1 LL, 5 November 1909. F. Brockway, Inside the Left (1942; 2nd impression 
191k7) pp. 29-30. The only disadvantage was the proximity of the Irwell 
itself, which Lord Brockway described as 'almost like a sewer - so dirty' 
(Lord Brockway, tape, 20 May 1975) 

2 ILP, Report of the 20th Annual Conference 1912, p. 13 
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Unfortunately Mills was also far from being an inspiring personality. 

He lived in Bolton and was, according to Mrs. Nichol (Muriel Wallhead), 

quite a good journalist, but a 'crusty old kbnchelor' and a bad mixer. 
1 

Fenner Brockway later referred to him as 'a tall, thin, gloomy man, who 

kept his hands deep in the pockets of a long coat and always seemed 

cold'. 
2 Politically he appears to have been rather colourless. To quote 

Fenner Brockway again: 'He wasn't a very positive person. I was with 

him for a year. A rather lonely person. But I haven't any lasting 

impression of any strong political views, except that he was a member of 

the ILP'. 3 

Fenner Brockway had joined the Labour Leader as Mills' sub-editor in 

1910, at a salary of U. 10s. per week. Asked whether his was a political 

appointment, he recollected: 

I think it was due to the fact that, first, Heir Hardie 
had been very kind to me, almost treated me as a son, and I 
interviewed W . C. Anderson - I'm not sure whether he wasn't 
chairman of the ILP then - and he was very pleased with the 
interview - and they both thought I was the person to join 
the Labour Leader staff. I joined in 1910 as assistant 
editor and when Mr. Hills the editor retired in 1911, they 
made nie editor. There I was, 24 years old, editor of the 
organ of the Independent Labour Party, rather to my surprise. 

Asked whether Mills had actually 'retired', or been dismissed, Lord Brockway 

commented: 

I wouldn't like to say. I think a decision was that he 
should finish his appointment. I think probably when that 
decision was indicated to him, he retired. 

Was this on political grounds? 

No. I think entirely on the grounds that the paper 

1 Muriel Nichol, tape. 

2 F. Brocla ay, op. cit., p. 30 

3 Lord Brockway, taye,. FBro Auj, ve. t, k, p. 31 8i- i 4ý rl^ My t. wem' 

dismissed. 
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needed more vigour and more enterprise. I mean, for 

example, when I went to it, I had attended a lecture by 
George Bernard Shaw. I had taken a verbatim note of it 

- on socialism - and that verbatim note of his lecture 

went over three issues. Well now, that was something 
quite new for the Labour Leader, that it should invade 
that kind of circle. It was very popular, and I brought 
that kind of element into it. I 

}any of the most vocal delegates to the 1912 Annual Conference 

however took the view that Mills had been dismissed. E. P. Wake, in moving 

a reference back on the NAC Report, asserted that: '... so far as the 

libel actions were concerned undoubtedly the former editor of the 

Labour Leader had been sacrificed because of the damages paid ... Ile 

asked for justice to J. F. Hills, who had served their cause faithfully 

and well'. Annot Robinson joined in the defence of Mills, against what 

was universally described as his 'dismissal'. Eventually a resolution 

was carried by 126 to 122, regretting the dismissal of Mills and calling 

for a full enquiry. 
2 

Whether the enquiry was ever held is uncertain; 

at the 1913 Conference it was simply stated that Mills was in Germany, 

and had said that he would get in touch with the MAC when he returned. 
3 

The apparent absence of any further investigation leaves one only with 

speculations. Was the sympathy for Mills simply the result of a feeling 

that he had been made a scapegoat, or was there any idea that Penner 

Brockway was Hardie's appointee, and the means of exerting the NAC's 

continued influence? It can only, however, be speculation. 

As the new editor, Fenner Broclaiay had no desire to make any 

definite changes, simply ... 

... To make it more lively and to make the ILP more 

1 Ibid. 

2 ILP, Rep ort of the 20th Annual Conference 1912, pp. 113-51,87 

3 ILP, Rep ort of the Annual Conference held at Manchester, March 1913, p. 48 
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associated with the living socialist convictions which 
were then taking place outside just the working class, but 
in intellectual circles. To liiil; up intellect with the 
working class and socialist activity. 

He intended the paper to continue its dual function of conversion to 

socialism, and informing the converted: 

Undoubtedly it was a paper for ILP activists - reports 
of their activities. But I sought also to make it an organ 
to convert those who were non-socialists, and convert them 
particularly on the shop floor, and at open-air meetings 
where the working class gathered. 1 

Upon moving from London to Manchester, Fenner Brockway took 

lodgings in Burnage Garden Village, and joined Levenshulme ILP branch. 

Amon; his neighbours were Edgar Whitely and R. C. Wallhead. 2 LWallhead 

was then manager of the Labour Leader, although according to his 

daughter (Ifuriel Nichol), he was not very interested in the management 

side, and did not have much flair. Ile was appointed because he was 

popular and enthusiastic for the paper. Moreover it was generally known 

that he had had a business (as a decorator and craftsman), and was 

therefore assumed that he could run it. He actually spent much of his 

time going off to speak at meetings, but fortunately he had a very good 

chief clerk, Jack Rigg, who actually did more managing than Wallhead. 

Muriel Wallhead herself joined the Labour Leader staff, which only had 

one other women member. She was Florence Miley, who later married the 

ILP's Lancashire organiser, J. H. Standring. 
3 

Also prominent on the 

Labour Leader staff, as a writer of editorials, was W. C. Anderson, who 

had originally met Brockway in Finsbury, and had apparently had some 

1 Lord Brockway, tape. 

2 Ibid. 

3 Muriel Nichol, tape 
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influence on the latter's appointment. 
1 Weekly humorous articles 

were provided by Walter IIampson, as 'Casey'. Although the published 

versions are eminently readable, Fenner Brockway had a major task when 

sub-editing these contributions. Spelling, grammar and punctuation were 

all 'atrocious' and, according to Lord Brockway, 'I often had to cut out 

what he remarked because he was inclined to be a bit blue ... '. 2 

Two appointments for which Penner Brockway as editor was responsible, 

were those of Clement Bundock and J. B. Nicholas. Clement Bundock had 

been an office boy on the staff of the Christian Commonwealth when Penner 

Brockway vas its assistant editor. Now he moved to the Labour Leader 

as assistant to Brockway, tgho described him as I... the most Cockney 

of Cockneys'. On Monday evenings, when the Labour Leader went to print, 

Brockway and 'Clem' used to go to the Gaiety Theatre (with press tickets). 

When he saw 'Alan and Superman', 'Clem' became converted, 'just like a 

religious conversion'. His character changed, '... This shy Cockney 

became challenging; determined to overcome his Cockney pronunciation. 

He finally ended up as secretary of the National Union of Journalists. 

A marvellous Victorian orator in perfect English'. 3 J. B. Nicholas first 

saw the Labour Leader In Wales, and arrived in Manchester with the 

ambition to draw cartoons for it. All three moved to lodgings in Ried 

stow, Marple, and besides their journalistic functions, undertook platform 

1 Lord Brockway. Tape. Fenner Brockway was a member of Finsbury ILP, 

which asked Anderson to become its Parliamentary candidate. 
Anderson went round the constituency, spoke 'brilliantly', but 
subsequently turned down the nomination. For Anderson's influence 
upon Fenner Brockwaay's appointment, see Dictionary of Labour Biofraphy, 
Vol. II. 

2 F. Broclcway, op. cit., p. 31. Lord Brockway, tape. 

3 Lord Brockway, tape, 
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engagements as the 'Labour Leader trio'. 1 Lord Brockway reminisced: 

Clem would deliver a kind of Bernard Shaw oration - 
very brilliant and startling. J. B. Nicholas would draw 
sketches, and the audience would have to recognise of whom 
the sketch was, and when he did recognise he was given the 
sketch. And these occasions were very popular indeed in the 

whole of Lancashire and particularly, of course, in the 
Manchester and Salford area. 2 

but although the Labour Leader staff appear to have formed an 

integral part of the local ILP, and been popular as individuals, the 

paper itself continued to come in for a great deal of criticism. Many 

of its problems were common to the Labour Press as such, and must be 

considered in that context. However complaints against the Labour Leader 

were often extremely harsh. Thus at the 1913 Conference, J. P. Hall of 

Hereford remarked that it did not strike any distinctive literary note; 

'from the literary and artistic point of view the paper was beneath 

contempt'. He wanted writers who could inspire the movement. Hall 

further remarked that: 'For his own part he took the Labour Leader out 

of sheer loyalty to the movement, but it bored him to death every time 

he tried to read it'. Glasier tended to blame the problems of the Labour 

Leader on the 'lack of earnestness in the movement', while Brockway, 

attending the conference as the delegate from riarple, admitted that the 

Labour Leader was not as good as some other Socialist papers, from a 

literary and artistic point of view, simply because they were not able 

to pay writers at such high rates. 
3 

At the April 1914 Conference, the most hopeful statement concerning 

1 F. Brockway, op. cit., p. 32 

2 Lord Brockway, tape. 

3 ILP, Report of the Annual Conference held at Manchester, March 1913 
pp. 49-50 
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the Labour Leader was simply that the loss had been reduced, by 

reducing its size and issuing it to the trade to order only. 
1 Just 

before the outbreak of war, the Labour Leader did become a mouthpiece 

for the anti war movement� publishing articles such as Walton-Newbold's 

eaposl on the 'War Trusts'. 2 How far this helped to extend its 

circulation, particularly among pacifists outside the ILP, is uncertain, 

but does appear to have increased its popularity in comparison with that 

of the Clarion. Lord Brockway commented: 'I should have said probably 

until the war the Clarion probably had a larger circulation than ours, 

but when Blatchford became very pro-war, I think probably our circulation 

was bigger than theirs'. 3 

a At the 1913 ILP Conference, the falling circulation of the Labour 

Leader was blamed largely upon the appearance of other papers, most 

notably the Daily Citizen, which is somewhat ironical in view of the fact 

that the desire for a labour daily paper had been of long-standing within 

the ILP. As far back as the 1897 Annual Conference, the Stockport delegate 

moved that the MC take immediate steps to start an official Socialist 

newspaper. On this occasion Harry Henshall warned the conference, 'to 

beware of taking on something they could n of manage. He had some 

knowledge of Labour papers, and he and Joe Burgess had had their hearts 

broken many a time'. 4 No action was taken until after the establishment 

of the National Labour Press. Then, at the 1911 Annual Conference, in 

Birmingham, a vote was taken in favour of starting a socialist daily as 

1 ILP, Report of the Comfit of Age Conference held at Bradford, April 1914 
p. 12 

2 See below, p. tooo 

3 Lord Broclovay, tape. 

4 ILP, Annual Conference Report, 1897, p. 27 
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soon as possible. 
1 On this occasion a committee was formed to organise 

the scheme, under the chairmanship of W. C. Anderson, and with Clifford 

Allen as Secretary. The plan was for a limited company, Labour Newspapers 

Ltd., to be created early in 1912, and Allen was' particularly active 

in canvassing for shareholders. 
2 The response from the ILP does not 

appear to have met his expectations. In an article in the Labour Leader 

of 24 November 1911, entitled 'The Coming of the Labour Daily', he reminded 

readers that, although the ILP had originated the scheme for a paper, its 

branches were not responding to the appeal to take out shares 'with 

anything like the enthusiasm of other sections of the Socialist and 

Labour Movement'. 3 That December, Manchester Central Branch, in common 

no doubt with many others, received a circular asking it to do its best 

to take up shares, and also to get outsiders to join in raising the 

necessary capital. 
1, 

Perhaps one of the reasons for hesitancy among ILP branches was 

simply the fact that the proposed paper was not to be specifically ILP 

or socialist in allegiance. The first Board of Directors, with Ramsay 

MacDonald as chairman and Anderson as Vice-Chairman, consisted of three 

representatives each from the Labour Party, ILP and trade unions, and 

one representative from the private subscribers. 
5 

The main article of 

1 ILP, Annual Conference Report 1911, p. 89 

2 Dictionary of Labour Biography, Vol. II, p. 13. R. Harrison, G. B. 
WWoolven and R. Duncan, The Warwick Guide to British Labour Periodicals 
1790-1970. A check list 1977 pp. 125,843 described the Daily 
Citizen as being 'owned by the Labour Party and the Trades Union 
Congress', which is not strictly accurate. 

3 LL, 24 November 1911 

4 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 12 December 1911 

5 Daily Citizen, 8 October 1912 
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association of the new company stated that its object was to: '... 

establish, print, and publish a newspaper or newspapers and other 

publications in the interests of and to promote the polio from time to 

time of the political party known as the Labour Party'. Moreover in April 

1912, six months before the Daily Citizen finally appeared, the Daily 

Herald emerged as a morning paper. It had begun as a printers' strike 

sheet in 1911 and now, inspired by George Lansbury, established itself 

an an unofficial, militant voice of the labour movement. 
1 

Requests for assistance from ILP branches, and presumably from 

other sympathetic organisations, continued. In August 1912 Manchester 

Central Branch received two appeals, asking it to form a sub-committee 

to organise the collection of orders; a month later came a request for a 

report of work done, to be sent at once, and on 1 October the branch took 

up an offer of advertising space. 
2 Ten trial issues, some containing 

peculiar errors, were then printed between 4 and 8 October, when the new 

daily officially commenced. Printed by the National Labour Press and 

costing l-d., it provided both national and international news, a full 

page of labour news under the title of 'The Story of Work and Workers', 

together with sports and book features, and a serial story. 
3 

on the 

front page of the 8 October issue, under the title 'Our Purpose', the new 

daily set out its aims: 

1 Dictionary of Labour Biography Vol. II, pp. 2,13 (entries on 
Anderson and R. Clifford Allen 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meetings, 6 August, 
3 September, 1 October 1912 

3 The trial issues, dated between if and 8 October 1912, are located 
in Manchester Public Library, Social Sciences Library. Among the 

errors are the back page on one 8 October edition, which gives 
'Manchester Guardian. 1 October 1912'. 
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The Dail Citizen is to fill a niche in British Journalism. 
It is to be a newspaper but more than a newspaper. It is to be 
the voice of that hitherto inarticulate movement of working- 
class thought and feeling which is represented in Parliament by 
the Labour Party, and in the country by the innumerable efforts, 
suspicions, resentments, and claims which together make up what 
is knosp as Labour Unrest. Our journal is to be an organ of 
Trade Union activity, Labour Party policy, and Socialist thought. 

Our task is to give expression to the impulses which are moving 
the hearts of the people, to guide them, to make them available 
for calm, orderly use by those political and other reformers 
who are not afraid to go on continuing to build the City of 
God in this world. 

The paper also aimed to work for a better understanding between Britain 

and Germany: 

An Anglo-German understanding would arrest the growth 
of armaments which crush dorm both peoples, and would lay the 
foundation stone of the future peace of the world. 1 

Unfortunately the Daily Citizen's aims were not always compatible, 

the most obvious conflict being between 'Labour Party policy' and Socialist 

thought. In February 1913 the contributor of the Labour Leader's 

'Lancashire Notes' (J. S. Standring? ) commented: 

I do not think there can be any doubt that the branches 
in this area are doing more spade work on behalf of the Dail 
Citizen than is being done in any other part of the country. 
But I am bound to say that there is none the less a considerable 
amount of dissatisfaction with the definite tendency of some of 
the Citizen's columns to strengthen the conviction held by some 
that the r Party in Parliament is, at the best, merely a 
rebellious-and carefully rebellious - section of the Liberal 
Party. 2 

Less than two months later, commenting upon the Daily Citizen's financial 

problems, the Labour Leader remarked that the paper 'as the organ of the 

whole Labour niovement, has not always satisfied the ILP, the Party's 

advanced wing'. 
3 

1 Daily, Citizen, 8 October 1912 

2 LL, 13 February 1913 

3 Ibid., 3 April 1913 
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Although it may not have been sufficiently socialist for many 

ILPers, the Daily Citizen would undoubtedly have been more successful 

without the competition from the Daily Herald. Not that the Herald 

enjoyed any greater stability; 
I it was simply a case of the two papers 

dividing between them a readership which might have sustained one daily. 

However the real breach between the ILP and the Citizen came with the 

outbreak of war, when the Citizen followed the official Labour Party 

line, and carried large recruiting advertisements amid reports and 

photographs of the war. 
2 The surprising fact was not that the Daily 

Citizen ceased publication in May 1916, but that it survived for so 

long: 3 Just before the outbreak of war, the Daily Citizen at least 

looked as though it might prosper; at the April 1914 Coming-of-Age 

Conference, the NAC announced that it had a circulation which placed it 

among the first six daily newspapers in the country. 
' 

But the underlying 

difficulty, common to all labour and socialist publications, was also 

mentioned. Even for the broader based Daily Citizen, advertisements were 

extremely difficult to obtain, and equally difficult to retain. The 

climate of strikes and labour unrest after the Citizen's foundation 

did tend to heighten its problem, but the general lack of advertising 

revenue appears to have been common throughout the field of ILP 

publishing. It was a vicious circle; the papers themselves, because of 

1 Dictiona of Labour Biogra y, Vol. II, p. 217 (entry on George 
Lansbury) 

2 For example, see Daily Citizen, 14,7 January 1915 

3 Dictionary of Iibour Biography, Vol. II, p. 2 (entry on Clifford 
Allen) 

44 ILP, Report of the Coming of Age Conference held at Bradford, April 
1914, p. 12 
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their political views, did not attract commercial advertising; their 

circulation was never sufficient to make them completely self-supporting, 

and the ILP, to which they looked for subsidies, was itself regularly in 

financial difficulties. Basic cash problems were undoubtedly at the 

root of the ILP's failure to back any publishing ventures outside its own 

organisation, hence it took no steps to save the Workman's Times or 

Manchester Labour Press Society. However one does suspect that there 

was, among the party hierarchy, a certain dislike and distrust of 

independent socialist propaganda activities. 

The location of much of the ILP's publishing in Manchester did bring 

many prominent personalities to the city, in their turn to play an active 

role in the local party. If this was the advantage gained, then the 

disadvantage was surely that any political controversies centred upon the 

publications were heightened in the immediate area; for example, Central 

Branch's dispute with Glasier. The close relationship enjoyed by the 

Clarion with Manchester and Salford ILP was never emulated by any of 

the papers subsequently located in the city. The Labour Leader, although 

in Manchester, was never of Manchester. During much of its local era, 

the party was itself torn by internal conflicts and the Labour Leader, 
r ^ý 

frequently regarded as the mouthpiece of the NAC by local dissidents, was 

certainly never an expression of local ILP opinion. Such expression must 

therefore be sought in essentially local periodicals and in the books and 

pamphlets written by members of the Manchester and Salford party. 

++++++ 

Local, as opposed to national, periodicals, did have some obvious 

attractions for a branch or federation. The mere production of the paper 

served as a unifying link between existing members, and provided a stimulus 
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for constant activity. New members might more easily be attracted when 

provided with details of local secretaries and meeting places, accounts 

of work done by local councillors, and general news of people who were 

not just 'names', but of whom they might already have some personal 

knowledge. But to counterbalance these attractions was the major problem 

of resources. With only a limited circulation, publishing costs still 

had to be met, and ILP branches were morally obliged to take their 

trade to a union 'shop', where fair wages were paid. 

Any attempt to survey the local publications of the ILP emuunters 

an obvious difficulty in that periodicals were ephemeral and many have 

failed to survive; they are known to have existed only because they were 

advertised or simply mentioned in other sources. Some of the earliest ILP 

publishing activity in the Manchester area seems to have been concentrated 

in Gorton, where the ILP Gazette appeared in 18911. It was issued free, 

at monthly intervals, and was printed and published for Gorton ILP 

by the Manchester Labour Press Society. A copy of No. 5, dated November 

1894, survives in the Bodleian, which would date its commencement as 

July 1894.1 

The Gazette appears to have been short-lived, for on 23 February 

1895 the Gorton ILPers began issuing a halfpenny local paper, The Dawn, 

and it is extremely doubtful whether the branch could have sustained two 

periodicals. According to the Labour Annual, 'Its aim is to give 

people the pill of Socialism, coated with the sugar of other interests ... 
2 

The Clarion, on 2 march, announced that the Gorton comrades had had 

10,000 copies of The Darm published, and it , ras 'going like wildfire'. 
3 

1 it. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 217, No. 1416 

2 Ibid., p. 127, No. 856, citing Labour Annual 1895 

3 C, 2 March 1895 
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Two months later the Labour Leader contained an advertisement: 

' TIC DAWN' 

All Manchester and District Socialists 
should read 

I TIM DAWN' 

The brightest halfpenny weekly 
Socialist paper extant. 1 

No further information was provided, either in this or in any later 

publication, and one can only assume that the reference was to the Gorton 

paper. Certainly the Gorton ILPers were ambitious in attempting to 

produce a weekly, and it seems unlikely that it enjoyed a long run. The 

most likely reason for this spate of propagandist activity in the area 

was the approach of the General Election; it was in the summer of 

1894 that the matter of running a parliamentary candidate for the, division 

was first broached, and Dr. Pankhurst finally contested the seat in July 

1895.2 

Hitherto activity appears to have been confined to Gorton, but in 

June 1896 a weekly socialist newspaper was planned for Manchester. The 

Citizen is something of a mystery; no copies of the paper are known to 

have survived, and doubts have been raised as to whether it was ever 

actually published. Deian Hopi; in, whose views were also quoted in the 3 

i LL, 4 May 1895 

2 No copies of The Dawn appear to remain in existence, and there is 
no reference to it in Dr. Pankhurst's collection of material 
relating to the 1895 election (see Pankhurst Papers. Cuttings 
Collection - Dr. Panlchurst. Vol. 4) 

3 D. I1ophin, 'Local Newspapers of the Independent Labour Party 
1893-1906' in Society for the Study of Labour History, Bulletin 
No. 28, Spring 19744, p. 29 
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Warwick Guide1 commented: 

There is no evidence that the Citizen (Manchester) or 
The Labour Herald ... ever actually appeared. There was some 
confusion about the former when the Manchester Labour Press, 
who had decided to launch a Citizen in 1896, discovered that 
an independent group of ILP members were advertising a forth- 
coming newspaper with the identical title at the same time. 
After some acrimonious correspondence the breach was healed, 
but there is some doubt about the survival of either scheme. 

The events surrounding the establishment of the Citizen are extremely 

difficult to trace, and the correspondence in the press is capable of 

more than one interpretation. IIowever, one fact trhich does emerge from 

a study of the references in the Clarion and Labour Leader is that the 

Citizen did actually appear. 

The first indication that a publishing scheme was afoot came in 

the Clarion ön 27 June 1896, when the 'n'otes to Clarionettes' 

announced: 

IMPORTANT - It has been proposed to start a Socialist 
Weekly Newspaper for Manchester and District, in connection 
with the Labour Press Co-operative Scheme. Will all friends 
interested meet at the York Restaurant, 101jA Tib Street, on 
Monday next, at 8? 2 

No further details can be found in the press until 5 September, when the 

Labour Leader published a letter from Edward Carpenter (a member of the 

Labour Press Committee). Dated 29 August, and headed 'The Manchester 

Labour Press and a Co-operative Newspaper', it claimed that a document, 

purporting to come from the Labour Press, z, hich announced the issue of 

a Co-operative newspaper, had not been signed by anyone, and had been 

sent out without the knowledge of some of the Committee. According to 

Carpenter, the last meeting of the Committee decided that the scheme 

should stand over for further consideration. Only a week later, however, 

1 R. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 82, No. 560 

2 C, 27 June 1896 
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Alfred Dugdale Jn., Honorary Secretary of the Manchester Labour Press 

Society, stated that a sub-committee had been entrusted with the whole 

matter of initiating the proposed co-operative newspaper, and that, at 

a special meeting of the Labour Press Committee on 7 September, the 

action of the sub-committee in issuing the circular was endorsed. The 

scheme now depended upon the response from branches. ' This correspondence 

does not, however, indicate the existence of two separate groups planning 

independently to launch their newspapers, but rather a lack of communi- 

cation between members of the Labour Press Society. 

Howard C. Rowe's account of The Bog art Role Contest would appear 

to have been published during the first week of September 1896. This 

pamphlet, one of the products of the Manchester Labour Press Society, 

proclaimed itself to be No. 1 in the 'Manchester Citizen series', and 

at the back there appeared an advertisement for 'The Manchester Citizen 

Newspaper and Publishing Co. (Title Registered): 

Objects: To issue a «EFKLY NEWSPAPER in the interest 
of the Socialist Movement in the City, and, from time to time, 
such OTHER LITERATURE as may seem desirable. 

It is proposed to issue the above paper at ONE HALFT] NY 
weekly, and to devote it to City Matters, Labour News, Football, 
Cycling, and other Sports. 

Interesting and Important developments are contemplated, 
which it is not advisable to publish at present. 

SUBSTANTIAL SUPPORT has already been secured for the 
venture. Persons interested can obtain full particulars on 
application to 

II. C. ROWE 
GLEBEIANDS ROAD, SALE. 

N. B. In view of the APPROACHING ELECTIONS, it is proposed 
to start at a very EARLY DATE. Intending shareholders should 

1 LL, 5,12 September 1896 



-559- 

therefore apply at once for further details. l 

On 10 October both the Clarion and Labour Leader carried an 

advertisement for the Manchester Citizen, a new 2d. weekly. It was 

described as: 'An organ of Municipal Politics, Social and Industrial 

Questions, and Athletics'; 'The First Socialist Newspaper devoted to 

Manchester ... '. The advertisement claimed that: 

The MANCHESTER CITIZ1N will give publicity for the 
first time, to the important meetings and demonstrations 
frequently held in connection with the ILP, Labour Church, 
and SDP Propaganda. Hitherto we have seen, even in the 
leading Manchester journal, in the same issue a report three 
inches long given to a meeting of six thousand Socialist 
workers in the Great Free Trade Hall, and beside it a report 
a column and a quarter long given to a local clergyman speaking 
at the YMCA. 

This order will be reversed in the 'MANCIIESTEI CITIZEN'. 
The best speeches given during the week will be specially 
reported. Great attention will be paid to the CITY COUNCIL 
PROCEEDINGS. We do not deny that there are on the Council 
good men, who deserve well of the city, but there are also 
others. It is notorious that the party Press, for party 
reasons, helps to defraud justice by hushing up the details 
of the many cases of flagrant mismanagement. The 'MANCIIISTER 
CITIZEN' will establish, so far as it can, a R. F +1DUM to the 
people's judgement in these matters. 

The TRADES COUNCIL will be adequately reported, and also 
the doings of the principal unions. 

Three editions were to be published; the first on Friday evening, the 

second on Saturday afternoon, and the third, 'The Athletic Special', on 

Sunday morning. The latter was to carry athletics and football results, 

together with reports of big matches, while the paper generally planned 

to provide information on cycling and the theatre. The first issue was 

announced for 16 October, to be published by the 'Manchester Citizen' 

Newspaper and Publishing Company, 14 Fennel Street. Some shares had 

still not been taken up, and 'Socialists with small capital' were invited 

1 Ibid., 5 September 1896; H. C. Rowe, op. cit. 
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to apply to the Secretary for a Prospectus. 1 A fortnight later the 

Labour Leader was able to announce that the first edition of the 

Manchester Citizen had sold out. However there had been an 'unfortunate 

breakdown in the publishing department', as a result of which the Sunday 

Special did not get on the market in time to supply the 'numerous 

demands made for it'. Newsagents were advised that they could obtain 

be paper from all wholesalers, or from the Labour Press at 59 Tib 

Street. 2 

But although it is certain that the first issue of the Citizen 

did actually appear, its subsequent fate remains a mystery. The sheer 

lack of information suggests that its life was extremely short, and the 

general state of socialist newspaper publishing would tend to 

substantiate this view. If the Clarion, with its established reputation 

and readership, not to mention the talent of Blatchford, could not pay 

its way in Manchester, then a new venture must obviously have faced 

enormous difficulties. Moreover the Citizen, as the product of an 

independent company, could expect no financial aid from ILP funds in 

the event of commercial failure. Not surprisingly, the next periodical 

to emerge from the Manchester socialist movement was rather less ambitious, 

being produced only at monthly intervals, and had the official backing 

of the Manchester and Salford ILP. 

Manchester. A Monthly Journal of the Manchester and Salford 

Independent Labour Party was first published in May 1899. It was to some 

extent an outcome of the new, central scheme of organisation, which both 

rendered the conveying of information to members a more difficult task, 

1 C, 10 October 1896; LL, 10 October 1896 

2 LL, 21i October 1896 
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and at the same time provided the centralised funds to finance a 

publishing venture. A quarterly meeting of members, held on 29 April 

1899, accepted the ECG recommendation: 

That 1,000 copies of a four-page paper be issued monthly, 
each member to be supplied with a copy free, along with the 
ILP News, and the remainder to be distributed in districts. 
Three pages of the paper to be devoted to local and labour 
news, and one page to advertisements. 

However it was decided to issue an additional 3,000 copies of the first 

number, for free distribution at the Labour Demonstration on May 7th. 

The journal which was eventually produced was roughly Arg in size, with 

each page divided into a double column, and the quality of paper and 

printing were both good. Its aims were further explained by John 

Nuttall, party Secretary, in his 'Notes to Members' in the first 

number: 

One of the most beneficial adjuncts to the life of 
a political organisation is a systematised method of conveying 
information to its members respecting the workings of the 
organisation and its representatives on public bodies. The 
progress made by the ILP in Manchester and Salford, the growing 
acceptance of Socialist principles by all classes, and the new 
central scheme of organisation, with its large membership, 
make it all the more necessary that the party should have an 
organ of its own for the purposes indicated, as well as for the 
purpose of clearly stating its position on all public questions 
pertaining to the life and government of Manchester and Salford. 
Hence the appearance of our local journal Manchester which we 
hope will be appreciated by the members. Arrangements have 
been made for questions relating to Municipal Government, 
Education, Poor-law Administration. Trade Unions and other 
matters being dealt with month by month, and a column will be 
reserved each month for a talk to the members respecting the 
party organisation. The journal will be distributed free to 
members along with the ILP News, and the surplus copies will 
be distributed at the ILP meetings. By this means we hope to 
foster, and, if possible, to increase that spirit of comrade- 
ship which the ILP has always striven to attain, and at the 
same time materially add to the strength of our organisation 
by an increased membership. 1 

1M nchester, May 1899 
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Manchester certainly did fulfil its task of informing both party 

members and potential converts, covering a full range of ILP and 

municipal activities. In the November 1900 issue it was announced that 

the size of the paper was to be increased to 8 pages, as an experiment 

until the Annual Party Meeting. It was still to be distributed free; 

extra costs were to be met from advertising revenue. 
I However it should 

be added that one did need to be at least interested in the ILP to be 

attracted to Manchester. Straightforward information was amply provided, 

but there was no material which might attract the apolitical recipient 

and lead him by subtle means to the basic tenets of socialism, after 

the style of the Clarion. Thus in January 1901 W. Sanders, in a letter 

to the editor, suggested that the paper should be converted into a 

propagandist journal, with articles to catch the public eye, and that 

its circulation should be increased to 5,000 copies per month. He 

commented: 'At present Manchester is of interest only to the "saved". 

Let it be a means of converting the "sinners"'. 2 Moreover the paper 

was making a loss, and at the annual meeting on 27 January, a Special 

Committee was appointed, 'to go into the whole question of the publication 

of Manchester - to take into consideration how best to increase its use- 

fulness as a propagandist organ, and to devise steps for decreasing the 

estimated annual loss on the paper'. 
3 

The Committee duly made its proposals to an EC meeting on 4 March. 

The paper was to be retitled The Manchester and Salford Socialist Journal, 

and while retaining its 8 pages, should have a coloured cover for 

1 Ibid., November 1900 

2 Ibid., January 1901 

3 ; ibid., February 1901 
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advertisements. Circulation should be increased from the present 1,000 

to 3,000 copies per month, to be sold at 1d. each. Efforts were to be made 

to gain a circulationfor the paper by placing it with newsagents for sale 

and supplying them with contents bills. Moreover '... whilst not 

shutting out national questions and the discussion of several socialist 

principles, the special feature of the paper should be its attraction 

to the local and municipal life of Manchester and Salford and district,... '1 

The Quarterly Meeting of members, held at St. James' Hall on 28 April, 

accepted the proposals, with the exception of that concerning the title. 

It was finally agreed that the journal be re-named The Social Reformer: 

A Monthly Journal of the Manchester and Salford Independent Labour Party. 
2 

When the Social Reformer appeared in June 1901, its contents were 

indeed far more general in nature; articles included J. Taylor Kay's 

'Ancient Land Tenure: its Curiosities' and 'Social Manchester', which 

described St. Ann's Square. At the same time there was less detailed 

information concerning branch activities. 
3 

The Labour Leader commented 

on The Social Reformer: 'It is one of the best of the local Socialistic 

magazines, and in both the variety and quality of its reading matter 

reflects great credit upon those responsible for its management'. 
4 

The 

new journal's circulation increased by August, bringing forth the comment 

that 'If our revenue from advertisements would only keep pace with our 

circulation, we should have nothing to complain of'. 
5 

However The Social 

1 Ibid., April 1901 

2 Ibid., May 1901 

3 The Social Reformer, June 1901 

14 LL, 8 June 1901 

5 The Social Reformer, August 1901 
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Reformer was only to survive for another month. Although the September 

1901 issue contained no warning of imminent demise, it was in fact to 

be the last Social Reformer ever published. What had happened? It 

seems apparent that both Manchester and The Social Reformer had been run 

at a loss to the Manchester and Salford ILP. During the era of central- 

isation the party had been willing to subsidise it, simply because it 

needed a medium for disseminating news and information. In August 1901 

however the decision was taken to revert to the old branch system. 
' Not 

only was the journal rendered less vital to party organisation, but the 

consequent decentralisation of funds would also render its financing 

more difficult. 

When chronicling the fate of Manchester/The Social Reformer, it 

is interesting to compare a contemporary publishing venture in neigh- 

bouring Pendlebury and Swinton. The Pioneer, described as 'The Local 

Organ of the Independent Labour Party. A Journal of Labour and Progress 

for Pendlebury and Swinton' began in November 1898, being printed and 

published by Peter Linlley, of 10 Stanwell Road, Swinton. It was similar 

in format to Manchester, (which suggests some connection with the 

A. C. Lindley who published the latter journal), and was distributed free 

to householders in the area. Although it contained occasional articles 

by national figures such as Hardie and Dlatchford, it generally 

concentrated upon local affairs, being particularly concerned with housing 

and sanitation. 'Local affairs' did not usually include events in Manchester, 
2 

although occasional references were made to the activities of 

1 See above, p. 3i 

2 The Pioneer, November 1890 - February 1908 passim. Lindley was by 1913 
a local councillor for Pendlebury and Swinton, and represented its ILP 
branch at the Annual Conference (see ILP, Report of the Annual Conference 
held at M nchester, March 1913, p. 8) 
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Manchester Corporation, and Fred Brocklehurst did provide an article on 

Local Government. 
I The Pioneer also had a steady circulation of c. 3,000,2 

but appears to have been less dependent upon finance from general party 

funds. The March 1899 issue announced that 'the entire cost of our 

journal has so far been met by voluntary subscriptions of members and 

friends, who have responded most heartily in providing the necessary 

funds'. 3 Nor was the Pioneer so narrowly devoted to ILP affairs; its 

first issue emphasised the need for 'a new and real People's Press - 

papers that are not wedded to any class, or clique, or creed ... 

Accordingly the local ILP start the Pioneer as a FREE 'Popular Educator' 

specially devoted to the interests of the Workers (by hand or brain): 
'} 

Perhaps for these reasons the Pioneer managed to outlive Manchester 

The Social Reformer; its last surviving issue is dated February 1908. 

It is doubtful whether even the most enthusiastic ILPer really 

believed that a local party periodical would ever actually pay its way. 

Debate was more likely to hinge around the question as to whether the 

wc, rc to meror Uie- &ºWA e. S which 
b enefitshlikely would undoubtedly be required. In April 1907 there was 

a proposal for Manchester and Salford ILP Council to issue a monthly 

paper, but nothing seems to have materialised. 
5 

City of Manchester Branch 

did issue a monthly Branch News in 1911, but how long this lasted is 

impossible to ascertain, for only a copy of the March 1911 issue remains 

1 The Pioneer, January 1899, March 1904 

2 Ibid., March 1899, January 1908 

3 Ibid., March 1899 

4 Ibid., November 1898 

5 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of 1°eeting 23 April 1907. At this 
meeting a circular was read concerning the proposal to issue a paper. 
The Central Branch decided simply to await the Council's decision. 
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in existence. 
1 

The only other pre-war venture into publishing a local periodical 

was not, in fact, as local as its name implies. Manchester Weekly 

Citizen began its existence on 7 October 1911, being printed and 

published by the National Labour Press. Its object was to be 'the 

mouthpiece of the overwhelming body of industrial workers' in bia. nchester, 

and to deal with the affairs of workers' representatives on public 

bodies. 2 Costing ld., the Weekly Citizen was an 8-page publication, 

of the size and format of a typical daily newspaper. 
3 Some features, 

including the serial story, were run in common with the Leeds and District 

Weekly Citizen. 
4 

The two Weekly Citizens were in fact financed by the Labour Press. 

In the NAC Report for 1911-12, delivered to the ILP's Annual Conference 

at Merthyr, it was stated that the Press had 'endeavoured to meet a 

long-felt want in many of our larger towns' by launching the papers; 

'... these ventures point the way to the future development of the 

press and to an important service to the Party'. According to the NAC 

Report, ever since the Labour Press started, it had been in the minds 

of its Directors to start local journals. The actual scheme materialised 

in October 1911, with the Manchester paper at last making its debut on the 

7th of that month. The Labour Press expected a loss of £200 on each 

paper before they could be made to pay, and by the time of the Merthyr 

1 R. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 83, No. 569. The one surviving 
issue is in the ILP Archive. 

2 Ibid., p. 305, No. 1986 

3 Manchester Weekly Citizen, 10 February 1912. This is the only issue 

which survives in Manchester Public Library, Local History Library 

4 R. Harrison, et. al., p. 305, No. 1986 
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Conference (27-8 May 1912) the papers were paying the cost of their 

production, but without meeting any 'printing, profit or establishment 

charges'. The Press had already been approached to start similar 

papers elsewhere, but lacking the necessary capital, had suggested that 

local committees should be formed to raise the £200 in question. However 

by the 1913 Conference, hopes for the local papers had been dashed. Owing 

to lack of support, the Press had ceased their publication, and the 

total loss incurred on the ventures, amounting to £942, had been written 

off. Apart from their obviously limited circulation, the papers had 

suffered from the usual problem - failure to attract advertising revenue. 

When, at the 1913 Conference, Councillor A. W. Brown from Bradford claimed 

that the losses of the Labour Press were due to 'shocking bad management 

on the part of someone', T. D. Benson (Treasurer) replied that when they 

tried to get advertisements for the local weeklies, they were simply told 

that they would first have to show that the papers were going to live. 
i 

The local presence of the Weekly- and Daily Citizen, not to mention 

the Labour Leader, must have rendered the demand for Manchester and 

Salford ILP publications less urgent in the immediate pre-war years. At 

this stage the initiative seems to have been taken by the branches. On 

14 January 1913 the Labour Leader referred to a scheme of literature 

1 ILP, port of the 20th Annual Conference ... 1912, pp. 12-13 and 
Report of the Annual Conference held at Manchester, March 1913, 
pp. 11-12,4 6-7; R. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 305, no. 1986 
dated the Manchester Weekly Citizen from 7 October 1911-1 November 
1912, and stated that it was 'absorbed by its "younger brother" the 
Daily Citizen'. Ibid., p. 279, No. 1827 gave the Leeds and District 
Weekly Citizen as commencing on 21 October 1911 continuing under 
this title until November 1915, and still (19775 being published as 
the Citizen. The paper was attributed to 'Leeds Labour Publishing 
Society Ltd. ', and the entry contained no reference to the National 
Labour Press. It would appear that when the Labour Press ceased 
operations, the Leeds paper was taken over by a local organisation. 
a : i,. Fil lý [. ic3q 
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distribution planned by Miles Platting ILP. A. James, LRC organiser 

for North East Manchester, announced that a start had been made ... 

... and the first issue of our local monthly, 'Our 
Opinion', will be inside 5,000 houses before the week ends. 
It was felt that a localised paper would help (in a district 
like Miles Platting) the scheme more fully than having the 

standard literature, though publications specialising in 

certain subjects will be used when occasion demands. 

Less than two months later Longsight ILP launched a similar scheme. In 

May 1913 the Longsight Monthly Herald made its first appearance, 3,000 

copies being distributed free. This was a ji-page sheet, printed by the 

National Labour Press, which dealt with local government from the 

socialist point of view. 
2 

Thus although Manchester and Salford ILP never managed to produce 

a periodical of its own for a long period, it is arguable as to whether 

such an effort (and expense) would have proved worthwhile for propaganda 

purposes. To potential recruits at meetings, national weeklies such as 

the Labour Leader or Clarion, together with pamphlets, may have provided 

a more attractive introduction to socialism than any periodical which the 

local party's resources would have enabled it to produce. The longest- 

surviving local publication, Manchester The Social Reformer, was designed 

for internal party communication during the era of centralisation, nor 

specifically for general propaganda. What really mattered was that, at 

any stage in its history, the local ILP had at its disposal a wide range 

of literature; to inform members or to proseiyrise potential converts; 

to provide facts and figures for debate or appeals to the emotions; 

but above all to keep the ILP in the forefront of public attention as an 

active propagandist body. 

1 LL, 16 January 1913 

2 Ibid., 8 May 1913 
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ILPers, actual and potential, were by no means confined to the 

periodicals of that party alone for up-to-date news and information. 

During the late 1890s there were also available the Labour Annuals, 

Municipal Reformer, Labour Chronicle, Northern Weekly, and British 

Socialist News. 
1 

After the turn of the century appeared F. W. Pethwick- 

Laimence's Labour Record and Review, published between March 1905 and 

ZZay 19072 and, for a brief time, The Majority. The latter, which ran 

from 10 July 1906, is unlikely to have survived for long. Indeed only 

a copy of its first issue remains extant, but it does contain a full 

report of the seizure of land in Levenshulme by the Manchester unemployed. 
3 

1 The Labour Annuals, issued from 1895 to 1900, were edited by Joseph 
Edwards and published by the Manchester Labour Press Society. The 

series was followed by the Reformers' Year Book, 1901-9 (R. Harrison, 
et. al., op. cit., p. 252, No. 1670) The Nhinicipal Reformer appeared 
between October 1898 and November 1904. It was published in Bolton, 
then in Manchester (by John Heywood). Allen Clarke, II. Bodell Smith 

and W. P. Price-Heywood acted as editors at various times (Ibid., p. 
326, No. 2121 names only the two latter editors, however the advert- 
isement for the paper in Clarion, 26 November 1898 gives Allen Clarke 

as editor, while ibid., 18 February 1899 names Clarke and Bodell 
Smith). The Labour Chronicle, issued from July 1894 to December 1899 

was a 'monthly record of Labour, Trade Union, and Advanced Political 
Movements in Liverpool and District' (ß. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., 
p. 254, No. 1681) and was advertised in the Clarion (see C' 18 
February 1899). Less overtly political but labour in its sympathies 
was the Northern Weekly, which began as Teddy Ashton's Journal. 
Edited by C. Allen Clarke, and with frequent changes in title, it 

survived until May 1915 (It. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 542 
No. 3504. C, It March 1899 advertised it as the Northern Week.. The 
British Socialist News, edited by Tom Mann and Ben Tillett, began on 
27 October 1899. It was a weekly, costing ld.,. and the C, 14 October 
1899, announcing its appearance, stated that 'SDF, ILP and Trade 
Union speeches and meetings will be reported ... ' (It. Harrison, et. 
al., op. cit., p. 52, No. 361 simply dated its commencement as 1899, 

and gave a reference, from the Reformers' Year Book, 1901, to the 

closing of a journal of this title in Accrington). 

2 It. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 267, No. 1751. An advertisement 
in in the Clarion for the paper's commencement stated that it would 
bring together information from all trades and localities (C9 10 March 
1905) 

3 It. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 301, No. 1965. A copy of the 10 
July 1906 issue is in the possession of E. & R. Frow. 
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Also of interest to may ILPers were the periodicals associated with the 

women's movement; Central Branch at least appears to have had an acwunt 

for the Woman Worker (possibly to sell on its bookstall)' 

Beside this vide range of socialist and labour periodicals were to 

be found a vast number of books and pamphlets. Even to attempt to 

describe the material available would be far beyond the scope of this 

zrork. 
2 Almost all ILP publications themselves contained lists of new 

books and pamphlets available, or recommendations for further reading. 

What must, however, be examined are the writings of the Manchester and 

Salford ILPers themselves. Not only were their publications most 

likely to be read by other local members and sympathisers, but in this 

field at least, the important contribution of the Manchester and Salford 

party to the national movement can be distinguished. 

++++++ 

The Manchester and Salford authors, listed together with their 

publications in Appendix IV below, clearly included some of the ILP's 

leading publicists. Blatchford would undoubtedly have been an outstanding 

figure in any locality, and although he left Manchester in 1895, his works 

were some of the most widely read by ILPers. If Merrie England and ý3ritai in 

for the British represented the message of socialism for a mass reader- 

ship, some of his other works raised more controversial topics among 

party members. God and My Neighbour set out the case for agnosticism, 

in a climate which generally equated socialism with Christian ethics 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting, 3 April 1909 

2A general idea of the pamphlets available in Manchester may be gained 
from the catalogue of holdings in the city's Social Sciences Library, 
currently being prepared by M. J. Harkin. 

- 
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(as indeed had Blatchford himself in his earlier work, Altruism: 

Christ's Glorious Gospel of Love against r1an's Dismal Science of Greed) 

Blatchford's contribution to Andrew Reid's The New Party represented an 

attempt to remodel the movement in the cause of Socialist unity, 
2 

while 

his warnings of the approaching war with Germany rendered him extremely 

unpopular with a large number of ILPers. 3 It is noticeable that 

Blatchford, between the time of transferring his allegiance to the 

BSP and the outbreak of the war, published nothing in the book/pamphlet 

fields. Disillusioned with political life, he had retreated to his 

Norfolk cottage in 1910, and never put at the disposal of the new 

movement the literary talents which had played such a vital role in 

ILP propaganda. 
4 

Of the authors listed below, 5 
Blatchford was not the only 

professional journalist. Apart from A. M. Thompson, Fred Brocklehurst also 

for a time earned his living in this manner, as did Leonard Hall and 

the Glasiers. The one pamphlet listed under the name of Fenner Brockway 

represents the very beginning of a career which. came into greater 

prominence after the outbreak of war. Leading figures in the national 

party, for example W. C. Anderson, Victor Grayson, T. D. Benson, might also 

1 God and My Neighbour (London, Clarion Press, 1904) 197 pp.; Britain 
for the British London, Clarion Press, 1902) 175 pp.; Altruism: 
Christ's Glorious Gospel of Love against Alan's Dismal Science of 
Greed (London, Clarion Pamphlet, No. 22,1898) 16 pp. 

2 A. Iteid (ed. ) The New Party (1894) 

3 Geivany and £naland: the ir that was foretold (London, Associated 
Newspapers Ltd., 19111 48 pp. (reprinted from Dail Mail 1909) 

1 Dictiona of Labour Biography, Vol. 1i, pp. 34-ti2 (entry on 
Robert Blatchford 

5 See Appendix IV for details of books and pamphlets nentioned. 
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be expected to make their contribution to ILP publications; what is 

particularly interesting to note is rather the quality and volume of 

material produced by essentially local rank-and-file members. Alfred 

Settle's The Meaning of the Labour Movement and Iäissell Smart's The 

Independent Labour Party, its programme and policy, both provided the 

sort of general information which might be required for potential 

recruits. Smart went on to deal in his pamphlets with some major points 

of ILP policy. Thus The Economics of Temperance was intended to refute 

the argument that drink was a root cause of poverty. According to 

Smart, 'Poverty is the cause of Drink', and only by the removal of evil 

environments could the consumption of alcohol be reduced. His Socialism 

and the Budget was an argument for graduated property and income tax 

to replace indirect taxation, thereby providing the financial resources 

for minimum wages, old age pensions, and the payment of MPs. He included 

detailed figures of how the next Budget could be balanced to provide 

these demands. Smart's later Lords, Commons and the People then 

suggested reforms for both Houses of Parliament. 

Although he died in November 1894, Samuel Washington ('Elihu') was 

long regarded as one of the IIP's leading pamphleteers. The Case for the 

Fourth Clause was one of the clearest expositions of the fundamental 

principles upon which the Manchester and Salford party was founded, and 

to which a section of its membership long continued to adhere. Thus 

he stated: 

... The foundation idea underlying the fourth clause 
is a clear conception of the fact that the business we are 
entered upon as a party is a class war; a contest in which 
Labour is to strive against Capital ... 

He also argued that ... under the policy of the Fourth Clause the Labour 

Party, declaring itself independent, would go straight for the one 

imperative task of educating the people'. If there was no labour 
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candidate, the ILP would be best engaged in holding its own propaganda 

meetings throughout the contest, an approach which would save the 

party 'from the ridiculous indignity of thus seeing our representatives 

aping the dress and manners of the capitalist and obediently dancing 

to any tune the capitalist parties find it convenient to set'. 

The most important feature of Washington's pamphlets was that they 

each conveyed one fundamental message, in a manner which could appeal 

to both the party member and the casual reader. A Parable related in 

biblical language the difficulties experienced by socialists when 

attempting to convert the apolitical masses. Simple Division pointed out 

that the working class spent only about 1j hours per day actually working 

for themselves; the rest of their time was engaged in producing 

capitalists' profits. The demand for public enterprise featured in 

Milk and Postage Stamps; if the production and distribution of postage 

stamps had been undertaken by the state, why could it not fulfil the same 

role with respect to milk, bread, meat or clothing? 

Some of the pamphlets which emerged from Manchester and Salford 

ILPers dealt not simply with the fundamental tenets of socialism, but 

with controversial policies which were to divide the party. The 'Green 

Manifesto', Let us Reform the Labour Party, must be considered elsewhere 

in the light of its political implications. Leonard Hall's The Next 

Thing to Do advocated a concentration upon a policy of land national- 

isation, while Grayson's The British Socialist Party: who is ready? 

heralded the long-avoided split within the ILP ranks. 

Many of the works by local authors did not call for political 

decisions, but simply chronicled events in which they had been involved. 

Thus B. C. Rowe described The Boggart Hole Contest, while Fred Brocklehurst's 

I was in Prison detailed a personal aftermath of the protest. Walter 
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IIampson ('Casey'),; having provided several articles for the Labour 

Leader on the Burston School Strike in 1914, produced a pamphlet on 

the subject in July 1915, all the proceeds from which were to go to 

the strike fund. 1 The Manchester and Salford ILP itself found a 

historian in Arthur Woollerton, whose The Labour Movement in Rhnchester 

and Salford traced the party's origins back to the South Salford SDI' 

and Clarion Movement, and detailed major events up to the time of 

publication (1907). 

ILPers also attempted to undertake research into major issues 

and provide factual information. Just before the outbreak of the First 

World War, J. T. Walton-Newbold provided a major expose of the arms 

race. In How Asquith Helped the Armour Rini; he argued that the war 

scare of 1909 had been engineered by capitalists for their own interests. 

The liar Trust Exposed named five firms, 'Universal Death Providers', 

which built war material for foreign countries, and named the men 

behind the 'war trust', including members of the House of Lords and Commons 

with interests in the Companies. With less immediate effect, Walter 

Iiampson and T. R. Narr both made their contributions to research. IIampson 

in Who are the Bloodsuckers?., listed the country's leading landed 

proprietors, together with details of the amount of land which they 

owned, and its annual rental. Marr's Housing Conditions in Manchester 

and Salford provided detailed descriptions of findings relating to the 

state of housing, occupancy and health of inhabitants, including the 

results of house-to-house enquiries undertaken in 1902. His conclusions 

were in favour of more municipal undertakings, backed by greater powers, 

and the provision of cheap and convenient public transport (trams and 

1 LL, 29 July 1915 
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trains) to enable workers to move to the outskirts of the toten. Also 

of interest to those involved in local government was J. N. McLachlan's 

Urban District Councils; how they worlt, and how to work them. 

Apart from the outstanding example of Katharine Bruce Glasier, 

women members of the ILP were not prominent among the publicists. This 

may well be related to the fact that some leading women ILPers entered 

the movement in the years immediately preceding the First World War 

while still very young, and only began writing for the movement after 

1914. Thus Ellen Wilkinson, whose works would figure prominently in a 

survey of the later period, at this time contributed only occasional 

letters to the press. Many ILP women were also involved in the suffrage 

movement and, like the Pankhursts, produced their reminiscences after 

women's franchise became a reality. 
' Thus the ILP women suffragists 

who did publish in this period represented the older generation, for 

example hrs. Wlolstenholme Elmy, or the disillusioned, as in the case of 

Theresa Billington-Greig. Most unusual among the women publicists was 

Daisy flailing, the theatrical leading lady turned socialist propagandist, 

whose Mrs. Grundy - The Energy provided a contrast between the lives of 
o. d icspecha6tr, 

ý 

the working class and the wrealthyy (symbolised by Mrs. Grundy). 

While concentrating upon books and pamphlets, it should be remarked 

that many of these works originated from articles in the press. Walton- 

Newbold's expose of the armaments ring first appeared in the Labour 

Leader, 2 Leonard Hall's Land, Labour and Liberty was taken from the 

Clarion while Brocklehurst's I was in Prison was originally a daily 

1 For example, Hannah Mitchell's autobiography, The Hard way Up (1968) 

was not published until after her death. 

2 LL, 16,23 July 1914 

3 C, 3 December 1898 
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feature in the Manchester {, ening Nezos. 1 Local ILPers who did not publish 

books or pamphlets often found an expression for their views in the 

socialist press, hence J. H. Hudson on 'Why Teachers should be Socialists' 

or Ellen Wilkinson's letter on 'Trade Unions for Wives'. 2 

Thus ILPers in Manchester and Salford had every opportunity to 

express their views, and many played a leading role in informing or 

helping to formulate the opinions of socialists elsewhere. Some indeed 

helped to spark off division and dissent within the national party. 

But perhaps the survey of local publications given below is most 

notable for its sheer size and scope. Activity in the field of written 

propaganda was constant, although perhaps at its peak in the '90s. 

Pamphlets, usually priced at ld., could easily be afforded by a working 

man or woman in employment, and were generally designed to make a point 

in a lucid, attractive, and easily understandable manner. Nor did one 

need to attend ILP meetings to have access to this vast range of 

publications, for the party placed high priority on literature distribution, 

and did not rely upon the unconverted always to make the first move. 

++++++ 

Meetings did obviously provide the ideal opportunity to introduce 

a potential convert to the movement, and branches usually had plenty of 

periodicals and pamphlets available for sale. Material was often 

obtained by literature secretaries on a 'sale or return' basis. Thus on 

6 June 1905 Central Branch paid 2s. 6d. for 50 tracts on The Unemployed 

1 Manchester Evening News, 31 tfay-Tune 1898 

2 LL, 31 July 1913 
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Bill on these terms. 1 Actual members of the ILP sometimes had no option 

but to purchase literature. In 1898 the membership subscription of 

6d. per month (minimum) was designed to include NAC dues, and a copy 

of ILP News. 2 It should not, however, be assumed that members. needed 

much pressure to purchase literature, although the ILP News, as mentioned 

above, was not particularly popular. At large indoor meetings, a 

literature stall was generally organised, with Central Branch regularly 

undertaking the responsibility. This in 1907 the Secretary of the ILP 

Council wrote asking the branch to undertake the provision and sale of 

literature at a demonstration in St. James' Theatre on 10 March. 
3 Nor 

were such activities confined solely to ILP meetings. In 1905 Central 

Branch's Secretary applied to the Women's Trades and Labour Council, for 

permission to sell literature from a stall, and otherwise, at a meeting 

to be held at the Free Trade Hall on 12 February. If permission was 

given, the branch planned to order twenty dozen Labour Leaders, and a 

group of volunteers, including Mrs. Harker and Adele Pankhurst, were 

all prepared to help with the sales. 
4 Not every sales attempt was so 

carefully pro-arranged. At the end of June 1908, a few young members 

of Safest Salford ILP took some literature to the gates of Heaton Park, 

where a temperance demonstration was being held, and sold 15s. worth 

of socialist books and pamphlets. 
5 

However ILPers generally realised the need to extend their 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, addition to Minutes of Meeting 30 May 1905 

2 LL, 29 October 1898 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 5 March 1907 

2 Ibid., Minutes of meeting 7 February 1905 

5 LL' 3 July 1908 
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propaganda distribution beyond the crowds at meetings. Most famous 

of the lü terature sellers, Joe Waddington, claimed that Labour papers 

often owed their continued existence to enthusiastic vendors and 

helpers, and attributed his on success to the adoption of the methods 

of T. P. Barnum and the Salvation Army'. ' To encourage the sales of the 

paper by Waddington's Clarion Brigade', he promised the boy who sold 

the most copies by Whit Monday an excursion ticket to Blackpool and 

1s. pocket money. 
2 Although the ILP generally attempted to emulate 

tWaddington's policy of going to potential readers, rather-than waiting 

for them to make the first approach, most of the vendors tended to be 

enthusiastic party members, rather than boys. Thus in the autumn of 

1900 a Socialist Literature Distribution Association was formed, with its 

IIQ at the Elvington Street Club. Each member, who paid ld. per week, was 

to be in charge of 100 houses, and to distribute from house to house 

25 leaflets per week. Membership of this organisation had, by 3 November, 

risen to 22.3 Household distribution was always popular as the surest 

means of approaching the unconverted. At the time of the Coming-of-Age 

celebrations, Longsight branch acquired 24,000 leaflets, 'for the 

densely-packed householders in the neighbourhood'. 

Free distribution on a large scale was however feasible only for 

relatively cheap leaflets. To publicise more expensive literature, 

branches often arranged for it to be made available in public libraries. 

Thus in August 1899 Openshaw ILP applied for the Clarion, Labour Leader, 

I ITT p 13 May 1893 

2 C, 14 January 1893 

3 Ibid., 3 November 1900 

4 rL, 28 August 1913 
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and Justice to be placed on the tables of Openshaw branch library. 1 

At the same time, Manchester Corporation Libraries Committee agreed to 

Manchester being supplied to its libraries and reading rooms. 
2 West 

Salford branch was successful in its request for the Daily Citizen to 

be made available in public reading rooms in the borough. 
3 Most 

enthusiastic were the members of Moss Side Socialist Society, who 

presented a parcel of some 30 books on socialism and kindred topics 

to Moss Side Public Free Library. 
' 

The real aim, however, was to persuade new readers to actually ha 

socialist literature. On this subject the Social Reformer had some 

advice. Published in July 1901 was a list of suggestions, 'How You can 

help the Social Reformer': 

1. Order 2 copies from a newsagent, one for yourself and one 
for a friend. 

2. Send a copy to the minister of your parish or your represent- 
ative on the city or borough council. 

3. 'Leave one on the seat at your barber's'. 

4. 'Drop a postcard to the office instructing us to send you a 
dozen copies per month for sale amongst your friends and 
workmates'. Ninepence for 13 copies post free, on a sale 
or return basis. 

5. Secure an advert for the advertising columns from a friend 

or acquaintance in business. 5 

ILPers generally aimed to encourage sales by newsagents. One scheme, 

described by F. W. Coates of Higher Broughton in 1905, was for 12 members 

1 C, 19 August 1899 

2 IL P Neiss, August 1899 

3 LL, 19 June 1913 

tt Co 5 November 1898 

5 The Social Reformer, July 1901 
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each to undertake to get 6 subscribers to the Labour Leader. Each 

ILPer then took the six names to a newsagent and gave him the order, on 

condition that he displayed a contents bill. ' For enthusiasts potentially 

the most expensive scheme was that they should encourage retailers to 

sell Labour literature by buying up any left in the shops on the last 

Saturday of the month. 
2 

However perhaps the greatest contribution to literature distribution 

was made by Central Branch, with its stall at Shudehill market. The 

scheme was first agreed to by the branch in June 1906, and three of the 

members, Hart, Hallows and Lewis, were duly appointed to look round the 

market, and try to obtain a convenient place. 
3 The stall opened in mid- 

July, with 92 worth of stock, and managed to yield Ifs. 3d. in sales on 

the first Saturday, and 11s. 8d. on the seeond. 
4 A new stall and 

cover were soon purchased, 
5 

and sales increased (albeit with some 

fluctuations) from 19s. 9d. on 25 August, to 30s. on 6 October and 

M. 18s. 10d. on 10 November. At the end of the year the face value 

of stock amounted to 910.10s. 
6 

At the beginning of 1907, the branch 

found it necessary to make more detailed plans for running the stall. 

A committee, initially of 12 members, was to share respornyibility for 

running the stall each Saturday, between 2.30 and 10.00 pm (9.30 pm in 

winter). They were to man the stall in pairs, and be responsible also 

1 LL, 8 December 1905 

2 ITT, 2 September 1893. The suggestion came from John H. Owen, of 34A 
Great Ancoats Street. 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meetings, 12,26 June 1906 

l Ibid., 10,21i July 1906 

5 Ibid., 7,21 August 1906 

6 Ibid., 4 September, 16 October, 6 November 1906; 8 January 1907 
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for erecting it and taking, it down. At some time during the day they 

were to take a rough estimate of stock (as required for insurance 

purposes), keep a list of books ordered (which the literature secretary 

would then forward to the wholesalers), and pay the toll and all other 

incidental expenses, which would then be repaid by one of the secretaries. 

There was to be no pre-payment and no credit. 
1 

The stall thus became an important means of distributing Socialist 

literature, although it never made much profit for the branch. At the 

end of the first year the total profit amounted to 98.9s. &-d. and that 

included stock in hand to the value of £6.18s. ld. 2 
There appears to 

have been quite a wide range of literature; in February 1907 the branch 

decided to acquire 'a small stock of cheap publications on scientific 

works'. At the beginning of 1908 Rationalist publications were on sale, 

while in November 1910 the literature secretary had received a consignment 

of American socialist literature, and books and pamphlets 'dealing with 

all aspects of sociology' were currently available. 
3 Thus Central 

Branch Secretary, J. G. Clapham, in his letter to members at the beginning 

of 1911, was able to report: 

The stall has shown signs of development during the 
past month. Several branches of the SDP are now drawing most 
of their supplies from us - we having terms with the Twentieth 
Century Press which enables us to supply them at a little profit. 
We have also done very well with the American literature, having 
at last secured terms which enable us to sell the fifty cent 
books at 1/6, and others, of course, in proportion. The stall 
itself had had to have a new roof and several improvements in 
the interior. Thanks to the comrades this has been done at 
the bare cost of material. One thing it wants, and wants badly, 

1 Ibid., 19 February 1907 

2 Ibid., 23 July 1907 

3 Ibid., 19 February 1907,4 February 1908; LL, 25 November 1910 
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is an improved light. This is receiving the careful 
consideration of all concerned, ... 

1 

In March 1908, at a total cost of £7.11s. 6d. the branch also 

acquired a literature van, chiefly as a result of the efforts of J. G. 

Clapham, then Literature Secretary. 
2 In September 1908 Clapham and 

Anderson attempted to canvass for new recruits at the stall. 
3 For a 

time literature sales continued to increase; the total income for the 

year ending March 1912 was £62.12s. 3d. tk 
However just before the 

outbreak of war there came an indication that the scheme was no longer 

generating the enthusiasm which had hitherto sustained it. In a letter 

dated 14 July 1914 Arthur Sternberg announced his decision to retire 

as Literature Secretary: 

For several years I have given up my Saturdays and 
never any relief, and so long as things went smoothly the 
Members of the Branch were content ... when one has to 
turn out week after week in all kinds of weather one is 
bound, in time, to become 'fed up' and I have reached that 
stage. 

Secondly, I am of the opinion that the stall is getting 
played out. The receipts are on the dorm grade, and unless 
some enthusiasm and new life is infused into the Socialist 
movement it will continue so, and I an not going to vast my 
time selling cheap novels; after all profit is not out aim, 
and if we were doing good propaganda work I would not be so 
pessimistic as I an, but we are not. 5 

The Literature Staff, whatever its problems in the months 

immediately prior to the outbreak of , rar, did make a particular contribution 

1 Manchester Central Branch MP, typed letter enclosed loose in Minutes, 
n. d. (? early 1911) 

2 Ibid., Minutes of Meetings, 3 March, 28 April 1908 

3 Ibid., 2 September 1908 

t} Ibid., 30 May 1911,5 March 1912 

5 Ibid., 7 July 1914 
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to propaganda distribution, in that it made socialist literature 

available in a politically neutral setting. It also made available 

to readers a wider range of material than was generally handled by 

branches or newsagents, for example, the American publications. This 

desire to expand socialists' horizons gras also shared by the Clarion 

Social Club. In January 1900 Harold Lllioh, reporting on plans for the 

club's library and reading room, listed the newspapers and periodicals 

which it planned to provide: Vom, Die Social Reform, Avante, 

L'IIumanite Nouvelle, Die Neue Weit, Sozialistische Monatshefte, Social 

Democrat, Tocsin, Herald, People and Collectivist, The Worker, Herald of 

the Golden Ane, Venetarian, Herald of Health, Protherhood. The New Order, 

Abolitionist, Coming Nations, Personal Riphts, Musee Social, fevista 

Populaire, Anj*lo Pussian, Free Russia. 
1 

Socialist literature was virtually a self-perpetuating cycle; 

almost all publications included advertisements or lists of other material 

available. Obviously the ILP tended to advertise its own pamphlets, 
2 

although a leaflet, What to Bead on Socialism, 3 
which probably dates from 

1909 or 1910, recommends four books; Futile Vandervelde, Collectivism and 

Industrial Evolution; Professor Enrico Ferri, Socialism and Positive 

Science; and Jean Jaures, Studies in Socialist; as well as Ramsay 

MacDonald's Socialism and Society. Wider in scope was the advice offered 

in the syllabuses of Stockport Labour Church. There is no reason to 

suppose that socialist reading habits showed any marked variations in 

1 C, 27 January 1900 

2 The Imo, April 1900 drew attention to the City Branch Pamphlets 

of which two had then been produced. 

3 (Anon. ) What to Read on Socialism (n. d., ? 1909/10) leaflet (in 

possession of E. & It. Prow 
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Stockport and Manchester, and the lists reproduced below from the 1908-9 

and 1910 Syllabuses (See Illustration 15) do list some of the contemporary 

socialist 'classics'. Blatchford was obviously extremely popular, b ut 

the works of Ruskin and Carlyle, which had inspired the earliest converts, 

were not neglected. The absence of William Morris from the lists is 

rather surprising; certainly individual ILPers from the Manchester 

area recollect having taken a particular interest in his works. 
1 

Even individual branches might sometimes have their own small 

libraries for the use of members, although contents often depended upon 

what had been donated, rather than upon any deliberate selection. Thus 

when W. F. Mach died, Central Branch bought some of his books, and was 

given others by his widow. A bookcase uns duly acquired, and Sari 

Robinson appointed curator of the branch library. 2 Some books were 

even loaned to branches for long periods. Thus in February 1906 

B. J. hart offered '2 volumes of "Das Capital" (sic) to Central Branch for 

two months', which was duly accepted. 
3 

The whole subject of ILP publications is a vast field, which has 

only recently received any attention from historians. In the space 

available here it is impossible to do justice to any of the ILP's 

extensive propaganda activities. In Manchester and Salford at least the 

ILP never ceased to be a propagandist party, for throughout the period 

in question there was constant activity: regular indoor and outdoor 

meetings, lectures, educational classes, campaigns, and the production 

1 Muriel Nichol. Tape, 9 November 1976; Jim Simmons and Elsie Huclcbody. 
Tape, 23 April 1975 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meetings, 20 February, 
6,20 March 1906; 7 May 1907 

j Ibid., 20 February 1906 
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BOOKS TO READ. 

ONE or two lectures will not tell you all there in to 
know about Socialism. They will only start you 
towards finding out. We want you to do some 

, solid reading and hard thinking. A full appreciation of 
the principles of Socialism can only be obtained by a 
careful consideration of the statements of its advocates. 

Socialism is not an emotional insanity.; it makes 
converts through the intellect. There are thousands of 
penny pamphlets dealing with all sides of the movement. 
The following books are recommended : -" Britain for 
the British, " 3d., and " Sorcery Shop, " " 2/6, both by 
Robert Blatchford; "Common objections to Socialism 
answered, " 1/", by R. B. Guthers. " Fabian Essays, " 
1/., edited by Cleo. B. Shaw. " Socialism, " 1/., by 
J. R. Macdonald, M. P. " The Jungle, " 6d., by Upton 
Sinclair. " Socialism and the Drink Traffic, " by 
-Philip Snowden, M. P. 

f` ýý 
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" The following books in the STOCKrotm Faaa 
LIBRARY may also be read with advantage : - 

Name of Book. Author. Library No 
'" "' " Historical Basis of Socialism " H. 3L Hyndman... D 7802 

" History of Socialism ........ Kirkup 
........... . "' An Inquiry into Socialism ". Kirkup 
................. 

,; "" Ethics of Socialism ".... Belfort Baa 
....... D 8026 

" Students' Marx " 
.... . Aveling 

.......... D 8076 
"Socialism in England" 

..... 6. Webb 
......... D7779 

Studies in Socialism ", ...... Jean Jauree 
...... D 7650 

Socialism and Society" .... J. R. Macdonald 
... D 7666 

" Riches and Poverty ......... L G. C. Money .... D 8429 
Contemporary Socialism ". .. J. Rae .., D 8256_8360 

" Problems of Poverty" 
..... J. A. Hobson D 7795-8011 

" Unto this last " ........... Ruskin 
.:........ D 7802 

"New Worlds for Old" ..... H. G. Welle .............. 

Read the "Socialist Review, " monthly, 6d. ; "social 
Demoelat, " monthly, 3d. " Clarion, " UL ;" labour 
Leader, " U; "Justice, '! Id.; "New Age, " Id., 
"Woman Worker, " ld. ; all weekly newepapere. 

Moto many a snan has dated a neu em in Ais life /mm 
Me reading o/ a book. "-TBoRLII. 

. 87 

ätoci: port Labour Church, Our 
: linter kork. Leint; a ayilabus of 
Lectures and other wort: arrthited 
the ätoci: port Labour l; hurch for 
winter bession, bepte: tper, 190bß 
to wpril, 1909;... 
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On Books and Readiiig. - 
OUR excellent list of lectures-which, by the way, 

cannot be excelled by any city or town in the 
country-will not tell you all that is possible. We 

want you to follow them up by solid reading and haul 
thinking. Socialism is a Science, and to be able to under- 
stand and convert our opponents we must study all the 

various phases of the Socialist and Political World. If you 
wish to fully understand all about Socialism, why not 
read'Socialist literature. There are thousands of books 

and pamphlets written by some of the most brilliant in- 
tellects of our time. They have written theme words of 
wisdom for your benefit; why not take advantage of it 

In the Stockport Public Library 
There are over eight hundred books dealing with Socialism 
and kindred subjects. We select a few that might be real 
with advantage : - 

Name of Book. 4 uthor. Library Va. 
Historical Basis of Socialism " H. M. Hyndmsn .... 

1) 7802 
" Socialism in England " ...... 

Sydney Webb ..... 
D77711 

Ethics of Socialism " ....... 
Belfort Bax ........ 

1) 8026 
" Studies in Socialism " 

........ 
lean Jaures ...... 1) 7f: i0 

" Socialism and Society " .... 
J. R. Macdonald .... 

D 7666 
" War of the Classes " .......... Jack London ... 1) 8373 
" Riches and Poverty .... ... (=. I. Chiosaa ...... 1) 8429 
" Six Centuries of Work and 

Wagee " .......... Thorsld Rogers .... D 8234 
-"'New Worlds for' Old " ...... H. (". Wells ........ 

1) 8473 

Pablen Eeeays " .... Edited by 0. P. Nhsa 
1 

8328 
"Past and Present" ......... 

Thomas Carlyle ..... 
1) 750:; 

"Unto this Last " ........... 
John Ruskin ...... D 7502 

Read our Socialist Weekly Newspapers. --11 Clarion " 
(expunged from the Public Library). Id.: "Justice. " 1(1. 
"New Age, " Id. ;" Labour Leader. " Id. ;" Womnn 
Worker" (a sensible paper for Women, not dolls). Id. 

Read the Monthly Reviews : -" Socialist Review. " W. 
" Social Democrat, " 3d. 

Or following pamphlets : -" 100 Points for Socialism. " 
Id. (the most effective broadside that the Free Traders and 
Tariff Reformers have yet encountered); " Behind the 
German Dreadnoughts, " Id. ; "The New Religion, " Id. ; 
" The Pope's Socialism, " and the famous P. O. P. 
Pamphlete ; also " Britain for the British. " 3d.. " Merv ie 
England, " 3d., "Common Objections to Socialism, " 
" God and my Neighbour, " 3d. Any of above publications 
from akNeweagenta, or our Book Wall. 

" Oaly be clear abort is-hat is Fanlly right, whether pion rar 
do it or not ; and every day you will be more and more mile to 
do it it you try. "-RusKIN. 

43 

ütockport Labour Church, Our 
thc; 7- 
by 

winter work. ein a ýy11a Uc 
by öder ti: ori. arg-al ;ed by the 

tine 5toc_. port Labour Church forthe 
beucion Licpten; ber 51 1, )), to 
April 24,1910;.... 

Illustration 15 
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Chapter 4 

The Socialist Way of Life 

Our ILP branches are curious compounds. In every branch 
I know personally there is a serious little group of Socialist 
politicians. They read books on political economy, study politics, 
turn up at the lectures, attend to the business routine, and 
generally do the dry part of the work. To them Socialism is 
something more than religion. They are almost fanatics in their 
earnestness. 

Around this group you have the lighter men and women, 
individuals who profess a belief in Socialism, but who cannot, 
owing to temperament, go very deeply into it. They are kept in 
the branch partly by sentiment and partly by the amusements. They 
dance, sing, cycle, ramble, and endeavour to get as much enjoyment 
out of the movement as possible. ' 

The composition of ILP branches, described above by John Penny in 

the Clarion, might be considered typical of many political organisations, 

past and present. But perhaps the strength of the ILP lay in the fact 

that the second group of members, Penny's 'lighter men and women', formed 

an integral part of the movement, and were not regarded by their more 

earnest comrades simply as a source of funds and a means of delivering 

election literature. For the aim of the ILP was to establish socialism 

as a way of life, to create Blatchford's 'Herrie Digland', not simply to 

bring to power a political party which would institute state control of 

the means of production, distribution and exchange! The ultimate goal of 

ILP socialism was not the creation of an all-powerful state, but the 

organisation of society, so that the physical needs of the population 

might be met by co-operative effort, while at the same time providing 

individuals with a healthy and pleasant environment, and sufficient 

leisure in which to satisfy their mental needs: knowledge, culture, art, 

music, sport, travel and recreation. Socialism was the means by which 

1 C, 24 January 1902 
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and distribution of periodicals and pamphlets. 'Tembers were expected 

to spQak, write, and above all, read. To be informed, to educate oneself, 

were highly-regarded occupations. Perhaps this factor actually helped 

to generate some of the ILP's internal problems however. Members idio 

read, thought, argued, and reached their own conclusions, could never be 

treated as mere 'election fodder'. They would not be prepared simply 

to turn out dutifully for election worlc, attend routine business 

meetings, and then generally leave the party's policy decisions to 

its annually-elected executives. Views and actions were constantly 

questioned by an informed rank-and-file, and if the vast amount of 

propaganda helped to produce an increasing number of Labour voters, it 

also produced a large group of frass-roots socialists, who questioned 

the policies and ultimate aims for which they wore voting. Literate, 

well-informed branch members, constantly questioning party policy, did 

not tend to produce an election-machine party. I1anchester and Salford, 

by virtue of its long-established role as a publishing centre, may be 

regarded as one of the hubs of ILP propaganda. The fact that it was 

also a hub of dissent within the party may not be completely unrelated. 
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the individual was to be liberated, not enslaved by the state as he had 

once been enslaved by the capitalist system. 1 As Dlatchford commented in 

the Clarion: 

What a strange hallucination it is to suppose that a 
Socialist should never do anything but preach Socialism: or 
study it. It must be all study and propaganda. No social 
intercourse, no holidays, no music, no literature, no art, no 
ease nor laughter. Why, it's worse than the black and sour 
routine of the old Cromwellian Puritanism. 2 

rlerrie England, like William Norris' News from Nowhere, 3 may have been 

utopian, insular, and filled with nostalgia for a pre-industrial Golden 

Age. Nevertheless it placed an emphasis upon the quality of human life 

which more theoretical and scientific treatises on socialism tend to 

neglect. Mlerrie England was not the blueprint for a socialist revolution, 

but a vision of life as it might be lived. 

The aim of this chapter is to examine the impact of this concept 

of socialism upon the lives of its advocates. Thus the field of study 

cannot be confined strictly to the ILP. Members of the SDF may have 

devoted more attention to the study of economics, and to Marxist theory, 

but it can be argued that their vision of life under socialism did not 

differ significantly from that of their comrades in the ILP. So too must 

be considered the Clarion socialists and the members of the independent 

societies which flourished throughout the period in question. Initially 

it will be necessary to consider the background from which these socialists 

emerged. Did ILP/Clarion socialism attract any particular social and 

occupational groups; was it a life-long commitment or a passing phase; 

and how did it affect their careers? Unfortunately hard statistical 

1 Robert Blatchford, rierrie England passim 

2 C, 28 September 1901 

3 William Morris, News from Nowhere (P r publ-iSfied in Cot montAelil, Tanuodb -* 
Oc. ro6P. r Va9o) 
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evidence is lacking, and it is possible only to examine the biographical 

data collected in Appendix II, and to make tentative suggestions. Never- 

theless such a survey used in combination with published and oral evidence 

can portray the socialist movement in the broader context of pre-First 

World War society. 

Prom this general survey it will then be necessary to proceed to 

an examination of more detailed biographical information, in order to 

ascertain the impact of socialism upon its adherents. Initially an attempt 

will be made to describe the distinctive socialist life-style. Later 

sections will consider the role of women in the ILP, together with the 

interaction of the socialist and women's suffrage movements, and the 

contribution of socialists to local public life. The chapter as a 

whole is intended to substantiate the hypothesis that the ILP was not 

just a political party, but a much broader social and intellectual 

movement, which has long failed to achieve recognition as such. 

++++++ 

I The Activists 

Who were the socialists in pre-1914 Manchester and Salford? The 

question may appear simplistic, but the fact remains that the majority 

of their number are forever destined to remain anonymous. One of the 

more unfortunate consequences of the party's decentralised structure is 

that the Head Office failed to maintain a comprehensive list of its 

members throughout the country. Moreover minute books of Manchester and 

Salford branches have long since disappeared, with the exception of those 

belonging to Manchester Central. However an examination of these volumes' 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minute Books 1902-14 passim. 
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quickly reveals that branches were far from systematic in their book- 

keeping. The first volume of minutes contains a three page list of 

members' names, variously ticked and deleted, and a two page 'Revised 

list' dated 8 February 1905. Thereafter names and addresses of new 

members were recorded in the minutes of the meetings at which they were 

accepted, but no consistent attempt was made to ascertain their continuing 

adherence. Some members, having officially joined, never appeared at a 

single meeting. Beyond these minute books the only membership list in 

existence is that which Mrs. Elizabeth Davies compiled from memory in 

1970, of the members of Openshaw Socialist Society. 1 

Faced with such a dearth of information, the researcher is obliged 

to resort to a piecemeal accumulation of biographical data from the full 

spectrum of sources, particularly newspapers, periodicals, and annual 

reports. The results of such a search are detailed in Appendix II. It 

has here been possible to-identify 652 men and women who took part in the 

socialist movement in Manchester and Salford at various times between 

1893 and 1914. This group is by no means a scientifically compiled 

sample; it merely lists those socialists whose names at some time appeared 

in print - or were recalled by the few surviving members. It is however 

likely that the list includes the most active members of the different 

groups; the branch secretaries, conference delegates, public speakers, 

publicists and election candidates. Beyond this no claim can be made as 

to its representative nature. 

When considering-the list of socialists as a whole, one immediately 

remarks that they were predominantly male! Yet ILP membership was open to 

both men and women above the age of 16, and there is no evidence of 

1 J. Mahon, op. cit., pp. I97_5O1. 
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discrimination by the other organisations. Among the few women included 

are however some noteworthy political figures; the Pankhursts, Ellen 

Wilkinson, Annot Robinson, Theresa Billington, Annie Kenney, Alice Milne 

and Katharine Bruce Glasier. Remarkable for their absence are the mass 

of ordinary working women and housewives. The role of women in the 

socialist movement however merits particular consideration, and will 

largely be confined to Section III below. 

The social background from which the ILP and other socialist 

movements drew their recruits is of particular interest and hitherto a 

relatively unexplored aspect. In the International Review of Social 

History in 19751 Deian IIopkin analysed the occupations of ILP members by 

utilizing shareholders lists of the Labour Leader Ltd. This revealed the 

involvement of a disproportionately large group of professional workers, 

followed by the clerical group, supervisors and foremen. fnployers and 

skilled manual workers were also well represented, while semi-skilled 

and unskilled workers were notably absent. In her study of the Clarion 

movement, Judith Rincher Laird2 noted the adherence of white-collar 

workers, particularly clerks and commercial travellers. Also active were 

skilled manual workers such as the engineers. The poorest section of the 

community was again virtually unrepresented. Before compiling Appendix II9 

the present writer managed to interview some of the few surviving members 

of the pre-19111 socialist movement in Manchester and Salford, In the 

course of the conversation they were asked about the type of person who 

joined the movement and, although the interviewees had belonged to various 

organisations and in different districts, their replies were extremely 

consistent. Mrs. Plant became involved in the activities of Pankhurst 

1 D. IIopkin, 'The Membership of the Independent Labour Party'. 

2 J. A. Rincher, op. cit., passim. 
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Hall after initally joining the Dramatic Society in 1907. She recalled 

a 'very poor neighbourhood' surrounding the hall, but its members tended 

to be 'mostly skilled workers', 'the settled type of working class', 'not 

the rough type'. 1 Mrs. Somerville's parents joined the ILP before the 

1906 General Election and sent her to the Socialist Sunday School at 

Milton Hall. Although describing as 'dreadful' the housing conditions in 

this area of Salford, she noted that the people who joined the ILP were 

not the poorest; they were not 'middle class' but 'the better-off skilled 

worlcers'. 2 In suburban areas the social status of ILP members appears to 

have risen accordingly. Mrs. Elsie iiuckbody's3 parents were among the ILP 

members who founded Morris Hall, Urmston, in 1910. When the hall opened 

the branch comprised li0-50 members. They were 'a bit inclined to be the 

intelligentsia', 'nearly every type', but they were 'people who read and 

had ideas', 'not usually artisans'. Mrs. IIuckbody's father was a ware- 

houseman and her uncle a farmer. She also remembered a foreign correspondent, 

the head chemist of an engineering firm, doctors, parsons, railwaymen, 

businessmen, and generally 'people who worked in town' (central Manchester). 

Tars. IIuckbody'recalled trade unionists in general as 'not very interested' 

and the poor as 'not interested in societies',, although she admitted that 

Urnston itself was fortunately devoid of slum property. Lord Brockway once 

commuted from rural Mellor to the Labour Leader offices in Manchester. He 

joined the ILP branch in Harple, which he remembered as being composed 

lar, ely of middle. class and professional members. 4 rlr. Jack Adams, 5 

1 Mrs. Plant, tape 6 August 1976. 

2 rfrs. Somerville, tape 10 May 1975. 

3 Mrs. E. Huckbody and J. Simmons, tape 23 April 1975. 

4 Lord Brockway, tapes 23 July 1974 (interviewed by T. D. W. Reid) and 
20 May 1975. 

5 J. Adams, tape 7 March 1978. 
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although not himself a member, provided details of the branch in 

Chapel-en-le-Frith which was led by John and Katherine Bruce Glasier. 

He too described the members as 'middle class'. 

Beyond the confines of the ILP, oral evidence provides a similar 

picture of occupational background. Alfred ti1i1liams, l born in 1906, 

claims that he 'was weaned on Hyndman Hall'. Before the First World War 

he was taken to the club by his parents and watched the proceedings while 

drinking lemonade! He maintained his association with the club until 

1935/6 and recalled the members of the early days as 'the more thinking 

type' and 'artisan type'. Apart from Tom Savage, he could not remember 

any unskilled workers. Openshaw Socialist Society was recalled by 

Mr. Elizabeth Davies, who remarked upon the high percentage of metal 

workers. Asked to suggest a reason for this, she commented 'Socialism 

was science, so is engineering'. 2 Comparisons between the ILP and BSP 

were drawn by Mrs. Elizabeth Dean, 3 who joined the SDP in 1912, just 

before it merged into the BSP. She attended the 'very big' club in 

Jackson Street, Hulme, and described its members as 'ordinary working 

people'. However she could only recall that one was a shoemaker and 

another worked at glass embossing. Some had 'very badly paid jobs', but 

they 'had brains' and 'read a lot'. Mrs. Dean considered that the ILP 

was 'more middle class' than the BSP, an 'intellectual party'. This 

comparison between the two parties must be considered later. However, 

oral evidence does present a consistent pattern; the socialists tended 

to come from skilled working- or professional classes, with the latter group 

more in evidence in suburban areas. Notable for their absence were the 

1 Diary and Alfred Williams, tape 17 March 1978- 

2 Dirs. E. Davies, tape 20 June 1978- 

3 Mrs. E. Dean, tape 1 March 1975. 
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mass of very poor, unskilled workers. 

Analysis of the biographical data in Appendix II substantiates this 

general view. Of the 652 socialists listed, the occupations of 381 can be 

ascertained, and are classified in Table $ below, under the headings used 

in the 1921 Census. The table reveals a disproportionately large number 

of professional people, the 64 represented being 16.8% of the total of 381 

listed. The size of this group may well be inflated as a result of the 

additional information about Central Branch. This was established in 1902 

specifically to cater for socialists who worked in the city centre or had 

no branch in their home districts (which were often suburban). Thus it 

tended to attract more business and professional people than would a branch 

in a predominantly working class residential area. The inclusion of students 

has also increased the size of the professional group, but only those 

students who actually took part in branch activities, not all the members 

of the university socialist organisations, have been added. When however 

it is remembered that the socialists described in Appendix II represented the 

activists of the local movement, not a cross-section of its rank and file 

membership, then it is apparent that the professional men and women were 

extremely influential. Obviously they were a comparatively affluent section 

of the community, who did not need a socialist revolution in order to attain 

their desired standard of living. But they also had the intelligence, 

educational background and inclination to read, which would enable them to 

appreciate the more philosophical and theoretical aspects of socialism. It 

might also be added that the very nature of their work brought some of them 

into contact with the poorest section of the community. Clergymen, nurses, 

teachers and doctors would both witness the problems of poverty at first 

hand and be in a position to theorize about their solution. The large 

number of journalists is hardly surprising for, outside London, Manchester 

was the chief centre of socialist publishing. The Clarion, workman's Times, 
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Table 9 

OCCUPATION OF SOCIALISTS 1893-1914 (listed in Appendix ]t below 

Notes 

Classification of occupations is in accordance with that used in 
EISO, Census of Ihgland and Wales 1921. General Report with Appendices 
(1927) Table L. pp. 128-9. This has been utilized in preference to the 
1911 Census because the latter concentrated largely upon industrial, 
rather than occupational groupings. Groups I and II (fishermen and 
agricultural workers) have been omitted for obvious reasons. For the 
purpose of this analysis students have been added to the list of 
professional occupations, but only those who took part in the socialist 
movement outside the university have been included. Because some 
socialists' occupations are inadequately described, two groups of 
unclassified occupations have been added: unskilled and skilled 
professional. Finally, paid employees of trade unions and political 
organizations have been listed separately. 

Number of Occupational Group Soci alists 

III Coal miners and other workers associated with 
mining industry .... .. 00 .... .. 

3 

IV Coke oven workers and makers of lime, cement, 
patent fuel, etc. .... .... .... .. 

0 

V Makers of bricks, pottery, earthenware and glass .. 
1 

VI Workers in chemical processes (inc. makers of 
paint, oil, grease, soap, etc. .... .... 

2 

VII Metal workers .... .... .... .. ." 
48 

VIII Workers in precious metals and electro plate .. 
0 

IX Electrical trades .... .... .... .. 
2 

X Makers of watches, clocks and scientific 
instruments 

00 .. 940 .. 00 .... .. 
1 

XI Fur and leather trades (excluding shoes) 

XII Textile Workers .... .... .. 

XIII Malers of textile goods, clothes and foot 

XIV Makers of foods, drink and tobacco .. 
XV Workers in Wood .... .... .. 

XVI Paper trades: 1. Paper makers .... 
2. Printing trades 06 

.... 

6 

.... 

5 

Wear .. 12 

.... 

2 

.... 15 

.... 0 

.... 22 
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XVII Builders, bricklayers, contractors .... .. 9 

XVIII Painters and decorators .... .... .... 
6 

XIX 
Rubber workers 

.... .... .... .. 

3 

XXII Transport and communication workers: 
1. Railway workers .... .... 2 
2. Road transport workers .... "" 1 
3. Water transport workers .... .. 2 
4. Postmen and post office sorters .. 

6 
5. Messengers and porters .... .. 1 12 

XXIII 1. Commercial, financial and insurance 
occupations (excluding clerks) .... .. 22 

2. Proprietors and managers of dealing businesses 32 
3. Commercial travellers .... .. "" "" 

3 
4. Salesmen and shop assistants .... .... 

8 
5. Newspaper sellers .... .... .... 

2 

XXIV Persons employed in public administration (inc. 
police) 

.... .... .. 00 00 "" 

7 

XXV Professional: Clergymen and ministers .... .. 
8 

Barristers .... .. "" "" 
1 
0 

Solicitors 
.... .... .. 

Registered medical practitioners .. 
7 

Teachers (and lecturers) .... 
13 

Consultant Engineers .... ." 
3 

Architects 
.... .. 40* "" 

2 

Analytical chemists .... .. 
1 

Journalists .... .... 
18 

Students .... .... .... 
11 

XVI Persons engaged in entertainment and sport .... 
7 

XYYII Persons engaged in personal service (domestic 
servants, innkeepers, publicans, barmen, waiters, 
hairdressers) .... .... .... .... 

11 

XXVIII Clerks and draughtsmen .... .... .... 
25 

XXIX Warehousemen, storekeepers and packers .... .. 
8 

Unclassified occupations - unskilled .... .. 
10 

Unclassified occupations - skilled and professional 8 

Employees of trade unions and political organis- 
ations (e. g. general secretaries, organisers etc. ) 

Trade union .... .... .... 18 
ILP 

.... .... .... .. 

3 

IM 00 00 1 
11SPU/NLTWSS .... .... .... 2 
Other 

.... .... .... .. 
1 25 

Total 381 
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and Labour Leader were all based in the city at various times, as was the 

Labour Press. The professional group also contains a high proportion of 

the women activists, to whom reference must later be made. 

The role of students in local socialist movements before the First 

World War is a subject which seems to have been ignored by historians. 

Yet Manchester University undoubtedly produced some prominent personalities: 

Christabel Pankhurst, Ellen Wilkinson, J. T. Walton Newbold and Victor Grayson. 

The period witnessed two student socialist groups. Manchester University 

Students' Socialist Society, founded in February 1906, had an initial 

membership of about 40, and a committee comprising Victor Grayson as 

Chairman, Christabel Pankhurst and F. Marquis as Vice-Chairmen, E. W. Smith 

as Treasurer and Ada Lee and D. Pearson as Secretaries. They resolved to 

ask Professor Alexander to act as President. 1 By May 1908 M. E. May and 

Walton Newbold had taken over the secretaryship, and were appealing to 

socialist students and teachers from all universities and colleges to 

establish contact with local organisations during the long vacation. In 

constituencies where a socialist or labour candidate at the next general 

election was likely they could join in the campaign. In areas which 

boasted only small branches or a mere handful of socialists, students 

might attempt to hold meetings and discussions, or simply engage in 

newspaper correspondence. 2 

Whether the society ceased to exist, or whether it simply changed 

its name is uncertain. However at the close of 1911 the Labour Leader 

carried correspondence concerning the Manchester Students' Fabian Society. 3 

Continuity was provided by Walton Newbold, now Treasurer, while Oliver 

1 LL, 9 March 1906 

2 Ibid., 22 May 1908 

3 Ibid., 29 December 1911 
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Ellis became Secretary. ' According to Newbold: 

We are bound by a long tradition so long as we are at 
college to be Fabians, and not, as many of us would prefer, 
to form ILPs; we hope and expect before very long to be 
linked in one Inter-University Federation. 2 

The society duly elected Ramsay MacDonald (then Chairman of the 

Labour Party) as its President, and took part in election work in Oldham. 3 

Newbold and his associate A. Lawton Doyle were however convinced that the 

University Fabian Societies were generally the most sectional and least 

useful of all socialist bodies. Their solution was for the societies to 

form a national federation in order to take their place as a 'integral 

part of the British Labour and Socialist movement'. 
4 Their plans reached 

fruition in the following April, with the formation of the University 

Socialist Federation. 5 Oliver Ellis became its first Vice-Chairman, while 

philosophy student Susie Fairhurst was elected to the Executive. 
6 

Thus while the university socialists were obviously a small group, 

they were particularly active in their attempts to lead the student 

movement into the mainstream of socialist politics. Why did Manchester 

produce such an active student socialist movement? One can only speculate, 

but part of the answer must lie in the fact that the new Victoria 

university was not the preserve of upper class, ex-public school students 

to the same extent as were Oxford and Cambridge. The student socialists, 

although of undoubted academic ability, were not characters who would have 

1 Ibid., 19 January 1912 

2 Ibid., 29 December 1911 

3 Ibid., 19 January 1912 

4 Ibid., 26 January 1912 

5 Ibid., 26 April 1912 

6 Ibid., 4 July 1912 
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fitted easily into the Oxbridge mould. Grayson had served an engineering 

apprenticeship before commencing his studies for the ministry. Christabel 

Pankhurst's career as a law student was preceded by active involvement 

in the ILP and women's suffrage movement. Ellen Wilkinson had been a 

pupil teacher, while Newbold, a Quaker from IIuxton, and Doyle, both 

entered university already conversant with the wider socialist movement. 

Indeed Doyle's brother had been manager of the Leicester Pioneer. Newbold's 

decision to remain in Manchester for a further year after graduation (1912), 

appears to have stemmed less from his urge to obtain an MA than from his 

desire to direct the affairs of the University Fabian Society during the 

year in which the ILP Conference would meet in Manchester. The student 

socialists also had some sympathisers among the staff. Katharine Bruce 

Glasier had a brother who was Professor of Latina while Sidney Chapman, 

a member of the ILP since 1892, was in 1901 appointed to the Chair of 

Political Economy. Both Chapman and his fellow-lecturer S. E. Maltby 

provided classes on Industrial and Economic History for the ILP. 

Like the students, the clergymen and ministers who joined the 

socialist movement were far from representative of their social caste. 

Although Itev. Charles Peach was involved in the SDF in the mid-'80s, most 

of the group confined their activities to the Church Socialist League, 

Christian Socialist Union or ILP. Several can be identified as belonging 

to Nonconformist denominations with a radical tradition: II. Bodell Smith 

and John Trevor were both Unitarians and William Westerby a Congregational 

1 Information concerning Newbold and Doyle is provided in the 
'Autobiographical Details of Newbold's Political Life', in MSS Newbold 
Papers, John Rylands University Library of Manchester. (Newbold 

provided no pagination, and at the time of examination the }ISS 

appeared to be in a state of disorder. 
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minister. To a greater extent than many other professional groups they 

were likely to witness the extremes of poverty, and consider the means of 

its amelioration. Rev. Thomas Horne, rector of St. John the Baptist in 

Hulme, held Sunday conferences on 'the Gospel of the Poor', and in 1896 

was appointed Workhouse Chaplain by Chorlton Guardians. 

Prom Table 9 the second largest occupational group among the socialists 

appears to be the metal workers. Again the number may be somewhat inflated 

through the nature of the source material. Mrs. Elizabeth Davies was able 

to recall a large number of metal workers who were members of Openshaw 

Socialist Society, and indeed that society accounts for just over half 

the group of 48. Mrs. Davies stressed the appeal of socialism to the 

scientific mind, but there are more mundane considerations. For engineers 

the period was one during which their employers sought to impose technical 

and organizational change. Within the ASE at least socialists managed to 

place themselves in influential positions by allying with the movement 

against the inroads of machines, piecework and unskilled workers. 
' Metal 

workers were also comparatively easy for socialists to recruit and organise 

locally. 'Gorton Tank' employed some 4,000 men, the majority of them 

skilled. As in the case of Harry Pollitt, it was not difficult for a young 

apprentice to find socialist mentors, or indeed for the converted socialist 

to obtain an audience. 2 

The third largest group in Table 9 is the 'proprietors and managers 

of dealing bgsinesses'. Most of them were shopkeepers, including a 

newsagent, tobacconist, fruiterer, draper, confectioner, several grocers, 

a wine and spirit merchant, and the proprietor of a fish and chip shop. 

1 H. A. Clegg et al., op. cit. 

2 J. Mahon, op. cit., pp. 115. 
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One suspects from their location that many of these shops were small family 

businesses. Radical political movements had traditionally drawn support 

from this social group; such shopkeepers were an integral part of their 

working class neighbourhoods although they tended to enjoy greater 

financial security. Moreover their activity in the socialist movement 

was not restricted by any fear of discrimination from employers. A few 

of this group were themselves employers. The Plant brothers, Will and 

Walter, were the second generation to run the family business of hat block 

manufacturing. Will first became acquainted with the socialist movement 

through the minister at his Wesleyan Chapel, and while assisting at a 

soup kitchen for the unemployed. Walter followed his brother into the ILP, 

but the rest of the family remained unconverted. J. D. and Walter Sutcliffe, 

also brothers, ran the Sutcliffe Ventilating and Drying Company. They 

appear to have moved into the socialist movement via the Clarion Cycling 

Club. 

'Commercial, financial and insurance occupations' also produced a 

relatively large number of socialists. In the context of the socialist 

movement however the census terminology can be somewhat misleading, for 

most of the group were confined to the lower echelons of the commercial 

world; bookkeepers, cashier, and a number of insurance agents. The 

preponderance of insurance agents is hardly surprising. For the 

socialist the job had the attraction of requiring no special qualifications 

or training; hours were flexible (and could to some extent be arranged 

to fit in with political commitments); there was greater freedom than 

in a shop or factory; and clients were obvious targets for propaganda. 

The Friendly Societies, unlike employers in other fields, were not averse 

to socialists, whom they found to be intelligent and adept at verbal 

persuasion. Insurance rounds often proved the salvation of men victimised 
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for political or trade union activities as, for example, Edmund Holt. l 

Some socialists did however rank more highly in the Manchester 

commercial world. T. D. Benson and his son George were estate brokers 

with offices in York Street. The former's support for the ILP began 

in 1895 and, as the Labour Leader commented in 1919, 'His knowledge of 
2 

financial and business affairs has been of immense service to the Party'. 

He was assistant treasurer of the ILP's election fund in 1895, treasurer 

in 1900, thereafter becoming treasurer of the national party. His 

commercial background also made him an ideal director of the Labour 

Leader Ltd. Benson's assistance to the ILP however extended beyond 

official duties. He provided the Manchester and Salford party with 

offices and, on many occasions, made available ready cash from his own 

pocket. The manner in which the NAC purchased the Labour Leader from 

Hardie was by no means exceptional. 3 The ILP had the wisdom to avoid 

inverted social snobbery; if someone like Benson was prepared to assist 

the cause, the party was only too willing to utilize his talents and 

resources. Prominent public figures, such as Dr. Pankhurst or Dr. Arthur 

Wyndham Martin, Medical Officer of Health for Gorton, were welcomed into 

the ranks, and valued both for their ability and for their enhancement of 

the ILP's public image. With such adherents, the ILP looked like a 

potential party of government. 

The influence of white-collar workers in the socialist movement was 

further enhanced by a number of clerks, whose role in the Clarion movement 

1 C. S. Davies, North. Country Bred. A Iforkin -C1ass Family Chronicle 
(1963; 3rd impression 1964) pp. 113-5. 

2 LL, 8 April 1919. 

3 For Benson's role in the transaction, see L. Thompson, The Enthusiasts 
PP- i38-1: 0. 
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has already been noted. As Judith Fincher Laird commented, 1 they were 

a group who valued self-help and self-education, but for whom opportunities 

for social and economic advancement were limited. Their salaries, while 

providing a reasonable standard of living, could not cater adequately for 

their tastes and aspirations. Excluded from Manchester's affluent middle 

class circles, but with no taste for the more liedonistLc working class 

pleasures, they appear to have been particularly attracted to the social 

and cultural life of the ILP. 

The addition of full-time political and trade union secretaries and 

organisers further increases the number of white-collar workers. With 

their number may also be included the men and women employed in public 

administration, for example an inland revenue officer, a school attendance 

officer, and police sergeant Peter Milne. Thus more than half the 

socialists listed in Appendix II may be placed in the 'white collar' 

category. 

Apart fron the metal workers, the largest distinctly working class 

groups were formed by the printing workers, the makers of textile goods, 

clothing and footwear, and the woodworkers. Like the metal workers, the 

printing trades tended to be spilled and comparatively well paid. Their 

status too was threatened by the introduction of new machinery. 
2 The 

textile/clothing workers and woodworkers were also likely to have 

established trades; tailor, boot and shoe maker, carpenter, joiner or 

turner. Morris Mendelsohn, the anarchist mackintosh maker, was the 

exception rather than the rule. There is no real indication of the 

poorest section of the clothing trade, the sweated workers or the Jewish 

innigrants, playing a significant role in the socialist leadership. 

1 J. A. Pincher, ope cit., pp. 181-5 

2 Initially the compositors were successful in negotiations concerning the 

use of linotype machines, but nevertheless the long-term threat remained. 
See H. A. Clegg, et al, op. cit., pp. 147-8. 
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One group of men and women who did tend to cut across social 

barriers were the members of the acting and musical professions, for 

example actress Daisy Hailing and musicians Walter IIAmpson, J. D. Williams 

and Moses Baritz. The close contacts between socialists and the theatre 

have already been noted, but it is fitting here to repeat Lord Drockway's 

claim, that the leading actors and actresses of Manchester's Gaiety 

Theatre were all in fact members of the ILP. 1 

The socialists who did not come from a professional or skilled 

background were comparatively few in number, and far from typical of their 

social group. One striking example was Sam Robinson, for many years 

literature secretary of Central branch, a staunch. feminist, and an 

extremely competent organiser. His background was described by his 

daughter, Helen Wilson, as 'pure Salford working class'. His father and 

stepmother worked in the mills, while his grandmother had carried coal on 

her back in a Wigan pit. In such an environment, Sam's major disadvantage 

was that he 'could not use his hands', 'a tragedy for a working class man'. 

His fascination with books was unappreciated by all except a verger at 

St. Ann's Church, who took an interest in his progress and wanted him to 

train for the ministry. But Sam Robinson also had a bad stammer, which 

virtually debarred him from any career involving public speaking. He 

therefore scraped a living in a variety of unskilled jobs, alleviated 

only by his army service in the First World War when, being too old for 

active service, he was made soldiers' librarian in Dalhousie. 2 Like 

Robinson, Joe Toole also carne from the overcrowded and poverty-strilcen 

district near Salford Cathedral. The eldest of seven children (who had 

survived from a family of 13) he left school at 12 and helped to support 

1 Lord Brocln, ray, tape 20 May 1975 

2 Mrs. U. Wilson, tape 11 December 1979 



-604-. 

the family by a series of unskilled jobs. Like Sam Robinson he sought to 

improve his scanty education by reading. In an attempt to gain some spare 

time for this, while still earning as much as possible, he deliberately 

sought out unpleasant jobs, such as shouldering coffins for a local 

undertaker. 1 Also among the ranks of the unskilled were William Torrocks, 

a coal heaver who had pioneered the local socialist movement in the '80s, 

and Charles Rowley, a scavenger who eventually joined the National 

Executive of the Workers' Union, and became Vice-President of Manchester 

Labour Party. 

One suspects from the evidence of their later careers that the 

unskilled workers in the group were just as able and intelligent as their 

more fortunate comrades, but tended to come from poorer families. 

Apprenticeships were not usually within the reach of sons of unskilled 

men, and the educational system was of little help to the child whose 

family needed his pay-packet at the age of 12. For an intelligent man 

thus condemned to a succession of unskilled jobs, the socialist movement 

could provide a new way of life; comrades who accepted and shared his 

love of books, opportunities to continue his self-education, and perhaps 

even a new career. Thus the comparatively few unskilled workers who 

joined the socialist movement were far from typical of their class. In 

their desire for self-education and broader cultural horizons they were 

more akin to the tdiite-collar and skilled workers, with whom they now 

made common cause. If the socialists are considered in terms of social 

status and income, then the Manchester and Salford movement contained an 

extremely broad spectrum. However in terms of cultural activity and 

aspirations they were remarkablt, homogeneous. 

1 M. Toole, Our Old Sian (1948 pp. 1-6 passim. 
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Just as it lends itself to occupational analysis, Table 9 also 

provides data concerning the different socialist groups and the periods 

during which individuals are known to have been active. The most obvious 

question which arises is, simply, was there any major difference between 

adherents of the ILP and SDF/BSP? Biographical information about Social- 

Democrats is generally more difficult to accumulate, for whereas the ILP 

press was at times Manchester-based and always provided ample coverage of 

branch events, Justice was very much a London periodical. Branch activities 

and information concerning local members were not a major consideration, 

and the lists of branches did not always reveal even secretaries' home 

addresses. Thus the number of Social Democrats whose occupations can be 

traced is in fact extremely small - only 26 if one excludes the few people 

who changed allegiance during the 1893-1914 period. To draw conclusions 

from such a tiny group is impossible, but there is an indication that the 

social composition varied slightly from that of the socialists as a whole. 

Although the SDF did have some professional men among its adherents, 

notable William Haben, the consultant engineer, and Doctors Shand and Garrett 

(together with the latter's wife, Katie), there is no indication of a large 

proportion of white-collar workers. Social-Democrats' occupations 

included knocker-up, mantle maker, traveller, confectioner, tailor, docker, 

cycle repairer, house painter, engineer, compositors, warehouseman, insurance 

agent, coal heaver, electrician, labourer, engraver to calico printer, 

rubber worker, caretaker, bootmaker, clerk and law writer. As has previously 

been mentioned, the practice of tracing occupations through the Directories 

is more likely to yield information on professional men, and result in their 

number being comparatively over-represented. Among the SDF this group, 

together with the clerks and commercial workers, is far less apparent, 

and more distinctly working class occupations are revealed. Did this stem 
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from the nature and recruiting appeal of the SDP itself? Certainly 

the party, with its atheism and desire to abolish the monarchy was 

popularly considered less Orespectablet than the ILP, and may therefore 

have deterred some white-collar workers. But the geographical development 

of the socialist movement must not be overlooked. Just as Openshaw 

Socialist Society reflected the engineering industry of Gorton and 

Openshaw, so the SDI', which developed initially in Salford and IIulme, 

might be expected to portray the social composition of those areas, which 

tended to be poorer working class districts. In the surburban areas, 

with their higher proportion of white collar residents, the ILP and 

independent socialist societies reigned supreme. Mrs. Elizabeth Dean's 

reflection thst the ILP was 'more middle class'l does therefore appear 

to contain some substance. 

-A general analysis of the data in Appendix II can also provide some 

interesting indications'of the mobility and career patterns of socialists. 

Too close an analysis of the dates provided for individual entries can be 

misleading, for these represent only the lmown extent of political 

activity. As the introduction to the Appendix emphasises, most socialists 

were active for years before, and years after, the short time during 

which they might have served as delegates or committee members, but of 

this no evidence has survived. The branches or districts shown do 

however suggest that most of the socialists tended to spend their Imown 

political careers in one local area. It was not usual, for example, 

for a man to move between Salford, Gorton and the different districts 

of Manchester. Again this may throw some light upon the continuing 

allegiaice to the SDF in South and SW Manchester. Salfordians tended 

1 Mrs. E. Dean, tape. 
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to remain in Salford, and Joe Toole's emigration from Spire Street, 

Salford, to a large house in Oak Drive, Denton, was the exception, not 

the rule. Recording addresses (in the attempt to trace occupations) leads 

one to suspect that many socialists moved house quite frequently. Between 

rented houses or furnished lodgings this was not a particularly onerous 

task. But they did tend to move very locally, perhaps a few streets away 

within the same district. The desire for improved housing was usually 

tempered by a need to get to work easily. Only the socialists in professional 

occupations tended to commute; the Bruce Glasiers moved out to Chapel-en- 

le-Frith, Fenner Brockway to Mellor, and II. C. D. Scott from Higher Broughton 

to Flixton. 

But although comparatively loyal to their particular local districts, 

many socialists did move much longer distances when job prospects arose. 

H. C. Anderson is recorded as leaving the country in 1910; Eagen ßarnako 

departed to America in 1907; Charles ßuzzo had worked on behalf of the 

seamen, firemen and dockers in Wales, Antwerp and Rotterdam before making 

his last home in Salford; Victor Grayson departed to Australia and New 

Zealand in 1915, with Frederick Leeming preceding him to Australia in 1913. 

Apart from the obvious groups of students, journalists and trade union 

officials, not to mention the socialists who eventually became liPs, many 

other socialists were quite mobile within Britain. Alfred and Eleanor 

Barton went in 1897 to Sheffield, where they turned from anarchism to the 

ILP and both became City Councillors; Theresa Billington settled near 

Glasgow in 1914; Aasnot Robinson moved to Ancoats upon her marriage in 

1908, after commencing her career in the. suffrage movement in Dundee. 

Leonard Hall not only removed to Birmingham, but also became the founder 

of Birmingham Socialist Party. Manchester Central Branch's treasurer, A. 

Lea, resigned his office in June 1906 in order to undertake a business 
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voyage to South America. James Leatham arrived in the district from 

Aberdeen in 1893, only to depart to Peterhead four years later. Moreover 

most of the leading WSPU members spent some time in London. Thus 

although the Manchester and Salford socialist movement, and the party 

branches within it, can be related to distinct localities, it was by no 

means inbred. Many of the members moved around the country and abroad, 

and when the travels, of socialists lecturers are also taken into consider- 

ation, then it is clear that the socialists were generally a geographically 

mobile section of society. 

The evidence which has been accumulated on the later careers of 

socialists also suggests a high degree of upward social mobility. Many 

advanced in status through the movement itself, for the ILP at least 

contained a number of future Labour }IPs. George Benson was to represent 

Chesterfield; W. C. Anderson was elected AIP for Attercliffe in 1914; 

Fenner Brockway became AIP for East LeyLty ýr. then for Eton and Slough, 

before being created a peer in 19641. J. R. Clynes, having won his 

parliamentary seat in 1906, was to become Deputy Leader of the Commons 

and Home Secretary. John Hodge, who accompanied him to Westminster in 

1906, became Minister of Labour in 1917, and Minister of Pensions in 

1923. J. E. Sutton retained his East Manchester seat from 1910 to 1918, 

then represented the city's Clayton division in 1922 and from 1923-31- 

Joe Toole, having prophesied as a young man that South Salford would 

eventually be won for socialism, became its Labour HSP from 1923-4, and 

1929-31. R. J. Davies won the Ifesthoughton division in 1921. R. C. WWallhead 

was Labour AIP for Merthyr in 1922-34, while his daughter Muriel, by then 

dirs. Muriel Nichol, rj-, tgire( the C 4nwsctilS ih I91ý5 as lip for Bradford North. 

Her friend Ellen Wilkinson, after representing both Middlesborough East 

and Jarrow, became Attlee's Minister of Education. More unusually 
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J. T. Walton Newbold, youthful acquaintance if not lifelong friend of 

them both, 1 was elected Communist TIP for Motherwell. Victor Grayson's 

career in Colne Valley was short but meteoric. 

The pre-war socialist movement was also the training ground for 

many local public figures. Leonard Cox, Tom Fox, W. T. Jackson, George 

Titt, E. J. Hart and Joe Toole all became Lord Mayor of Manchester. The 

ILPers who became City and Borough Councillors are noted in Appendices 

II and V below, but it might be added that George Hall, Annie Lee and 

James Johnston all rose to the Aldermanic bench. Hannah Mitchell 

served for 20 years as a Manchester magistrate. Apart from the Bartons' 

success in Sheffield, Michael Deller was elected to Lewisham Borough 

Council. Not all careers were purely political however. Clement Bundock, 

the Labour Leader's office boy, became Secretary of the National Union 

of Journalists. Raymond Unwin, having forsaken his youthful anarchism, 

was appointed Chief Architect to the Ministry of Health after the First 

World War, and became a pioneer of Garden Cities. 

However these success stories must be countered by some examples 

of genuine hardship and suffering for the cause. William Horrocks, who 

had helped to found the Salford SDP and devoted much of his life to 

socialist propaganda, died penniless in 1918. His comrades from ilyndman 

Hall had to collect funds in order to buy a plot in Weaste Cemetery and 

pay for his funeral. Annot Robinson, whose marriage to Sam broke up 

soon after the war, was a successful organiser for the Women's International 

League until 1922. Then, as a result of the slump, she lost her job and 

eventually returned to teaching in Scotland. The only post available was 

in a remote Gaelic-speaking hamlet near Loch Torridan, and she had to 

1 Mrs. M. Nichol, tape 9 November 1976. 
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leave her two young daughters with her sister, to attend school in 

Glasgow. Eventually she was appointed to a school at Flisk, near 

Dundee, but was reunited with her daughters for only three months before 

her sudden death. 1lnnot left nothing - she had 'lived from month to 

month'. The WIL opened an 'innot Robinson Memorial Fund' which 

yielded £177 14s. 9d., to be administered by Annot's sisters on behalf 

of her daughters. 1 George Evans died in 1893 after devoting much of 

his time and energy to the SDF and Labour Church. He left no provision 

for his wife and family, which also included an adopted orphan child, 

and both the ILP and SDF began collections. 

Socialists were also obvious targets for victimisation. Joseph 

Nuttall lost his job as a stamp cutter in 1895, and was unable to find 

more work because his trade union and School Board activities had 

rendered him so unpopular among employers. Fortunately the ILP was able 

to appoint him organiser and election agent. Discrimination might 

however be more subtle. Dr. Pankhurst, who had hitherto been a 

successful barrister, found that many of his legal clients drew away 

after he joined the ILP in 1894. Manchester City Council ceased to call 

on his services in legal matters, and the customary invitations to attend 

functions at the Town Hall ceased. 2 

Perhaps those socialists who suffered most severely for their 

principles were the men who, in accordance with the ILP's anti-war stand, 

became conscientious objectors. Among the most vivid reminiscences of 

their plight are those of Fenner Broclway. 3 A less prominent member of 

1 Mrs. H. Wilson, tape. 

2 E. S. Panihurst, op. cit., pp. 119-20 

3 F. Brockway, Inside the Left, pp. 82-108 and Towards Tomorrow (1977) 

Pp. ! i3-57 passim. 
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the No Conscription Fellowship was ILPer Percy Smith, a Manchester 

postman. He was called up in June 1916 and subsequently arrested at 

Newton Street post office. He made no attempt to resist, despite current 

rumours that COs might be shot. After court martial he was sentenced 

to hard labour and imprisoned in 1falton Gaol, Liverpool, for a year, 

before being transferred to a road-building project in the north of 

Scotland. 1 J. H. Hudson was teaching at Salford Municipal Secondary 

School for Boys when war broke out. Salford Council considered 

dismissing him in December 1915, on the grounds of his political and 

anti , rar activities (in the No Conscription Fellowship and Union of 

Democratic Control). He was however imprisoned the following year, as a 

conscientious objector, serving his sentence im Wormwood Scrubbs (with 

Fenner Brockway), Wandsworth Gaol and Kenmel Camp. He was released from 

Strangeways in April 1919. 

Although many socialists did undoubtedly suffer periods of hardship, 

most of those who were young (and healthy) did develop satisfying and 

rewarding careers, often associated with the Labour or trade union 

movements. The energy, enthusiasm and ability whioh brought them to the 

fore in the Manchester parties eventually obtained wider recognition. 

But while most socialists retained their beliefs (notwithstanding the 

eventual movement of ILPers into the Labour Party), there were a few 

instances of a change of heart. Fred Brocklehurst had been imprisoned 

for his activities at I3oggart Role Clough and had represented the ILP 

on Manchester School Board and City Council, and at the LRC, as well as 

in the 1900 General Election. But after he was called to the Bar, in 

1903, he withdrew from his party commitments and in 1905 acted as 

1 Mrs. J. BMith, tape 8 May 1978. 
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counsel in a case against a socialist Councillor in Altrincham. He 

subsequently contested the Prestwich division of S. L. Lancashire as 

a Conservative and ended his life in comparative affluence in Stockport, 

where he joined a local Conservative Club. Harry IIenshall also moved 

to Stockport, where he was expelled from the local ILP, apparently for 

taking a left-wing stand, in 1909. He then devoted his energies to the 

Tariff Reform League, of which he was already a member, and in 1914 became 

a recruiting officer. Like I3rocklehurst, he joined a Conservative Club 

but also, in 1917, became Yorkshire secretary for the National Party 

formed by Sir Henry Page Croft. Such defections to the Conservative 

camp do however appear exceptional. Most socialists remain socialists, 

although some youthful enthusiasms may have tempered over the years, and 

family and job commitments at times prevented active participation. 

Mrs. Elizabeth Dean left. the DSP when it moved into the Communist Party 

and joined IIulme Labour Party instead. During the war Mrs. Somerville 

went to work in Shrewsbury, where there was no ILP branch, and when she 

returned to Manchester in 1919 her nursing training at Withington Hospital 

prevented her from attending meetings. But among interviewees, at least, 

there were no regrets for a youth spent in the socialist movement. It 

is however to their way of life during that period that we must now 

turn. 

++++++ 

II From the Cradle to the Grave 

The means by which the ILP recruited its activists have been 

examined in the previous chapter; public meetings, literature and 

personal contacts all played their part in dra ing a new member into 

his or her local branch. But, as former ILPers are quick to point 
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out, 1 
membership did not involve simply the payment of subscriptions 

and routine appearances at business meetings. Adherence to socialism 

could involve the adoption of a new way of life, affecting family, 

friendships and job prospects as well as leisure hours. In contrast 

to the usual concentration upon the development of the socialist 

movement, this section aims to explore, often from oral evidence, the 

impact of socialism upon individual men and women. 

It is doubtful whether the meeting or literature, which provided 

a future socialist with his or her initial introduction to the movement, 

sowed the first seeds of doubt concerning the established order. Most 

converts had in fact been questioning their own beliefs for some time 

before making contact with the movement. Mrs. Plant's rebellion had 

begun in her early teens, when she tackled her High Church father on 

the subject of Home Rule, and sympathised with the activities of the 

suffragettes. At the age of about fourteen she was duly sent to 

Confirmation classes at St. Luke's Church, Cheetham Hill. However her 

feminist attitude led her to object to the idea of 'churching' and the 

association of sex with sin. She gave up both Confirmation classes and 

church attendance! A few years later Mrs. Plant, then aged 17, was 

reciting at a concert when she was asked by the producer to join 

Pankhurst Hall Dramatic Society. He needed a juvenile lead for a 

forthcoming production. She went on to play roles in 'She Stoops to 

Conquer' and 'David Copperfield', but also joined the adult class of 

the Socialist Sunday School. Here Fred Coates introduced her to the 

writings of Darwin, Haeckel, Ingersoll and Tom Paine. She recalls that 

'Darwin threw over the Bible' for her. The combination of socialism and 

freethought initially shocked Mrs. Plant's family, but within a few 

1 Mrs. Plant, tape. 
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years her mother shared her enthusiasm, and her brother and two sisters 

joined her at Panlchurst Hall. Her father was never converted, but there 

was no major breach within the family. At 21 she married Walter Plant, 

who ras now superintendent df the Socialist Sunday School, having 

initially been ponverted by his brother Will. 1 

Pleligious doubts were not however the most common preliminary to 

socialist conversion. Personal experience or simply a general awareness, 

of social injustice appears to have been more usual. Joe Toole was one 

of the brightest pupils at Mount Carmel School, and dreamed of office 

work and a chance of further education. But his father earned at most 

19s. per week to keep the family of seven children, so Joe, as the eldest 

son, was obliged to take the 'Labour, exam. ' and seek well-paid work. 

His regular searches for jobs led him into the Free Library, where he 

read the 'Wanted' columns before turning to works of philosophy and 

economics: Adam Smith, Ricardo, Herbert Spencer, Huxley, John Stuart 

Mill; person and Ruskin. Later he moved on to Blatchford, William 

Morris, Wells, Shaw and Dickens. Toole commented: 

Study always left me with a deep feeling that there 
was so much amiss with the world ... ... The apathy of 
those who appeared to suffer most appalled me ... 

Mr greatest annoyance was the apparent disregard by 
all my mates for the social conditions of the period, and 
especially by those who had most to gain by a change. 
Taking things as God-given and never to be altered. 

It was in this frame of mind that Joe Toole stopped to listen to SDF 

speakers on Trafford Road one Sunday morning. 2 

R. C. Wallhead was aged about eighteen and searching in vain for work 

1 Ibid. 

2 J. Toole, op. cit., pp. ! i9-50 
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in London when he happened to stop at a coffee stall near King's Cross 

Station. He commented to the stall owner about the general shabbiness 

of the station and the fact that, although it needed painting, he, a 

skilled painter and decorator, could not find work. His acquaintance 

did not understand the situation either, but remarked that someone was 

writing about it in a paper called the Clarion. He gave a copy to 

Wallhead, who subsequently became a regular reader of Robert Blatchford. 

WWallhead then became 'almost fanatical' about the work of William Morris, 

who he found was also a socialist. After returning to Nottingham, 

Wallhead went on to study the continental socialists and became an 

agnostic (much to the distress of his wife's family! ). However, it was 

only after his removal to Wilmslow that he actually joined the Clarion 

movement and ILP. 1 

For many of the women members, the path to socialism led through 

the suffrage movement. Elizabeth Dean, like Joe Toole, reached 

Standard 7 in elementary school and she wanted to become a pupil teacher. 

Her family could, she believed, have afforded to let her remain at school, 

for her father was a weaver in regular work and the other children, all 

older than her, were now earning. However her father not only forced her 

to leave school, but also told her that she owed him 9100 for keeping her 

until that time. Mrs. Dean thus undertook domestic service, and later 

factory work, while attempting to improve her education by reading. She 

joined the WSPU in 1908 and was also very bitter against the church ... 

'they made chattels of women'. At 21 she married a socialist and refused 

to have a church ceremony because she would not promise to obey him. They 

married in a Registrar's office and her father, who was very religious, 

refused to attend. Plenty of acquaintances proceeded to tell her that 

1 Mrs. M. Nichol, tape. 
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she 'wasn't really married'. It was apparently through her husband that 

Mrs. Dean joined the SDP in 1912, just before it merged into the BSP. 1 

It does therefore appear that socialist converts were men and 

women who had already begun to question the existing state of society 

and their own personal beliefs. But although the change in attitude 

was not sudden, the impact upon the convert's family could be far-reaching. 

Mrs. Daisy Somerville was the daughter of a police sergeant, Peter 

Sandeman Milne. The nine children were strictly brought up, and all were 

regular churchgoers, attending morning service, Sunday School in the 

afternoon, and evening service. The family was poor - all the children 

wore clogs and the second-hand clothes which mother's 'well off' family 

sent them. But their mother was a good housekeeper and a good cook; 

everything was in order in the house. Then the parents joined the 

ILP, although Mrs. Somerville did not know exactly why. However she did 

comment, 'our whole lives changes when the old folks turned over to 

socialism. From being the placid, conservative, churchgoing people 

they were completely different'. Her parents went 'head over heels on 

socialism'; 'everything went to pieces' when they joined the ILP. There 

was no cooking done, no cleaning, no washing. Church attendance ceased. 

They were always at meetings. Younger children were left to be cared for 

and fed by older brothers and sisters, but all were sent to the Socialist 

Sunday School at Milton Hall. If Mrs. Milne neglected her domestic 

chores she did not however neglect her children's education. Daisy 

Milne was sent to Owen's College to study botany and to Hyde technical 

school for chemistry. With her sister Alice she studied £hglish, 

shorthand and typewriting at Davis' Academy on Lower Mosley Street. 

1 Mrs. E. Dean, tape. 



-617- 

'A doctor who had been tutor to the Tsar's children' taught the family 

French on Sunday afternoons. 1 

Among the pre-1914 socialists interviewed, Mrs. Somerville was 

unique in being able to remember the impact of her parents' conversion. 

Most of the interviewees were 'second generation' socialists, whose 

earliest memories were of parents already dedicated to the cause. However 

from their reminiscences, from published biographies, and from the 

details of social activities provided by the press, it is possible to 

portray the impact which socialism might have upon family life, literally 

'from the cradle to the grave'. 

Joe Toole recollected that in Trafford Street, Salford, 'It was 

part of the religion of the women-folk to have a new baby once a year. 

The midwife was never out of our street'. He also recalled the midwife's 

stock reassurance to the poor mothers, '... God never sends a little 

mouth to feed but He sends something to feed it with'. 
2 For the 

socialist who also questioned accepted religious beliefs, the idea of 

a large, poverty-stricken family and the consequent high infant mortality 

rate was an anathema. Hannah Mitchell commented: 

Limiting the population as a means of reducing poverty 
was one of the new ideas, new to me anyhow. I soon came to 
believe as indeed I still do that although birth control may 
not be a perfect solution to social problems, it is the first 
and the simplest way at present for the poor to help themselves, 
and by far the surest way for women to obtain some measure of 
freedom. 

She survived the difficult birth of her son with 'the fixed resolve to 

bring no more babies into the world'. 

I felt it impossible to face again either the personal 

1 Mrs. E. W. Somerville, tape 

2 J. Toole, op. cit., p. 3. 
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suffering, or the task of bring a second child up in 
poverty. 

Fortunately my husband had the courage of his 
Socialist convictions on this point, and was no more anxious 
than myself to repeat the experience. 1 

Before 1914 the socialist press was already carrying discreet advertise- 

ments for contraceptives, and it was among socialists that Marie Stopes' 

works later found a readership. In 1923 Mrs. Plant, then living in 

Stockport, arranged for Marie Stopes to hold a meeting in the town. 

Married Love had recently been published, and in anticipation of a large 

audience the Labour Fellowship forsook its Central Hall in Hillgate, and 

booked the larger Armoury. That evening not only was the Armoury filled, 

but the meeting overflowed into the Armoury Square, where local Roman 

Catholics had gathered to heckle. 2 

For the infant in a socialist family, a traditional church 

Christening might be replaced by a naming ceremony. In December 1911 

Keir Hardie opened an ILP bazaar in the Congregational Schoolroom at 

Harpurhey. He then withdrew to an ante-room, where he performed the 

'socialist christening ceremony' for San and Annot Robinson's five month 

old daughter, Helen (now Mrs. Wilson). The DailySetch, which bore a 

photograph of the occasion, recorded that: 

Baptismal rites and the usual formula attaching to a 
christening were entirely dispensed with. The few words with 
which Mr. Hardie welcomed the baby girl 'into the Socialist 
movement' together with a short prayer from the Rev. Mr. 
Ripponer, of Queen's Park Congregational Church, were the 
extent of the proceedings ... After naming the infant and 
bestowing a solemn kiss on her forehead lair. Hardie pinned 
on the child's coat the badges of the Women's Labour League 
and the ILP. 

1 II. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 88-91,102. 

2 Mrs. Plant, tape. 
3 Undated cutting from Daily Sketch ? December 19117 (in possession 

of Mrs. H. Wilson) 
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Fenner Brockway recalled that his daughter Audrey was named at the 

Socialist Sunday School at Nelson or Colne. 1 Mrs. Plant's daughter 

Joyce was named by Dora Walford Taylor at a service in Stockport in 1922. 

The socialist tune boot: provided special songs for the occasion and there 

was by this time a set form to guide the naming service. The most 

important feature was generally regarded as the speech, made by the 

2 visitor z, iile holding the child in his or her arms. 

Socialist Sunday Schools were a means of ensuring, the continuity 

of the movement, by providing for the socialist education of new recruits 

below the age of 16 (which was the minimum age for membership of the ILP), 

and also by maintaining the loyalty of 'second generation' socialists, 

the sons and daughters of existing members. The schools might therefore 

develop from ILP or SDF branches, from Labour Churches or Cinderella 

Clubs. There were obviously slight differences in their teaching, with 

the ILP-based schools learning more towards ethical teaching, while those 

of the SDF sought to implant the rudiments of Z: arxism. 3 South Salford 

SDF Sunday School, which opened on 1 April 189'i, announced that: 

The instruction given is secular and embraces various 
subjects suitable to the ages of the children, the instilling 

of the principles of socialism with their inevitable accompani- 
ment of truthfulness, kindness, and human brotherhood being, 

of course, the main feature. 4 

The school opened with 22 sdplars, the number on roll then rising to 89 

in January 1896 and 88 in April 1897. It was not financially. dependent 

upon the SDF, having resorted to the fund-raising method used by 

1 Lord Broclwray, tape 23 July 1974. 

2 Mrs. Plant, tape. 

3 S. Pierson, op. cit., p. 243. 

4 It 17 April 1897. 
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temperance societies; each child paid 12d. per week for 12 or 13 weeks, 

and at the end of this time enjoyed a tea party or trip. The committee 

organised a drum and fife band for the boys and there were monthly 

concerts. 1 By 1908 the school was running separate gymnastic classes for 

men and women, a propaganda and economics class, and a grammar class, 

presided over by Tom Purves. But by this time complaints were being 

Voiced of poor attendance and the need for new scholars. 
2 

Although the Sunday Schools did aim to attract children and 

teenagers, their role in political education led them to cater also for 

the slightly older recruits who wished to improve their knowledge in 

fields such as economics. After his removal to Stockport, Walter Plant 

taught the young menu class at the Socialist Sunday School in the Central 

Hall. The Stockport school was sufficiently large for the children to 

be divided according to age. 3 

The children who attended the Socialist Sunday Schools usually 

learned the 'Socialist Ten Commandments', which extolled love, mercy, 

courtesy, learning, respect for parents, and justice, while emphasising 

that 'the good things of the earth are produced by labour'. To enjoy 

wealth without working was to steal 'the bread of the workers'. Mrs. 

Laura Roberts, who attended Longsight Sunday School, Mrs. Somerville 

at Milton Hall, George Watson at Hyndman Hall, and Mrs. Plant's daughter, 

Amy, at Stockport all learned the Ten Commandments. 4 Eiost could remember 

at least some of them fifty years later. Sunday School services did 

however vary. George Watson's class began by making an affirmation, then 

1 Ibid., 11 January 1896,17 April 1897. 

2 Ibid., 22 February 1908. 

3 Mrs. Plant, tape. 

4 S. Pierson, op. cit., p. 244. 
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reciting the Socialist Ten Commandments before proceeding to songs from 

the Socialist Sunday School Hymn Book. Mrs. Roberts remarked on the 

absence of prayers and the singing of 'The Red Flag' by scholars. 

However at Milton Hall Mrs. Somerville, who also recalled singing 

'The Red Flag', both began and ended her Sunday School sessions with 

prayers (although the 'prayer' which she could remember contained no 

reference to a deity). There was no Bible teaching however, but singing, 

reciting, some sketches, and discussions of social conditions. Children 

also enjoyed dancing, parties, rambles on Sunday mornings, and concerts 

from the Clarion choir. 1 

By the turn of the century the Sunday Schools in different areas 

had achieved some cohesion from their organisation into regional unions. 

They also had their own journal, the Young Socialist, which began in 

1900.2 There were also attempts to institute national youth movements. 

In 1894 the Labour Leader launched the 'Labour Crusaders' and proceeded 

to publish names of adherents. In the first list of 56 there were no 

Manchester children, but within a fortnight H. M. Reade's children, John 

and Daisy, had joined. 3 What became of the movement is however uncertain. 

There is no evidence of local activity, and the lists of members soon 

disappeared from the Labour Leader. Equally obscure was the Young 

Socialist League, which was intended to be a counterbalance to the Boy 

Scout movement, and had branches in Manchester and Salford in 1909-10.4 

The latter organisation may have been an offshoot of the Socialist Sunday 

I Mrs. Plant, tape; Mrs. E. W. Somerville, interviewed by Judith Pincher, 
18 August 1968; Mrs. Laura Roberts, interviewed by Judith Fincher, 12, 
August 1968; Biographical notes on George Watson by Professor John 
Saville (the last three items are with Dictionary of Labour Biograp 
material, Department of Economic and Social History, University of Hull. ) 

2 S. Pierson, op., cit., p. 244. 

3. j&, 2,16 June 1894 

4 C, 14 May 1909; ILP Year Book for 1910 (Salford, 1910) pp. 9-10. 
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Schools, but appears to have received no local publicity. 

One suspects however that the demand for a distinct and separate 

youth movement was limited. Social life within the socialist movement 

was very much a family affair, and apart from business meetings children 

were usually taken to functions with their parents. Mrs. Plant's daughter, 

Amy, grew up in the Stockport socialist movement of the '20s, but her 

reminiscences would have been equally typical of the pre-war era: 

I started my life at the Central Hall ... you had all 
your ethical/spiritual side, and your Sunday School. You had 
all your entertainment, your dances, your socials, and you 
used to have Saturday night entertainments ... concert parties. 
Then of course Sunday evenings were always your meetings: 
Sunday afternoons were your Sunday School. You belonged to 
the Rambling Society and there was always the Drama Section ... 

She recalled whole families attending the functions; four members of the 

Manning family, seven of the Spencers, and Bob Seaton's family. It was 

just like church. As her mother remarked, in a movement which embraced 

whole families all had their place, whereas a youth movement tagged on 

to the adult section was invariably in a state of rebellion and the 

subject of criticism. 1 

Clearly the children of socialists were brought up to feel 

themselves part of the movement. Indeed it was often the socialist 

movement which provided the memorable events in their lives. Mary Ellen 

Larrad, daughter of Tom Larrad, wrote 

... one of the earliest recollections I have is of an 
occasion when I was very small and at a big rally and meat tea 
which was organised at Belle V ue. The guest speaker none 
other than icier Hardy (sic), took me on his knee and 

(my 
name 

being Mary) he sang Bonnie Mary of iygyle (sic) to me. I also 
remember the annual May Day Parades when all the various districts 

1 Airs. Plant, tape. Bob Seaton, who became a local Alderman, was joint 
superintendent of the Socialist Sunday School. A Conscientious Objector 
in the First World War, he served part of his sentence in Chester Jail 
with Fenner Brockway. 

2. Miss M. E. Larrad. Letter to author, 20 April 1975 
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vied with each other to create the best tableaux firstly on 
horse drawn drays and later on motor lorries. I also attended 
the Socialist Sunday School in Mayfield 1%oad, Levenshulme in a 
room behind the Cooperative Store where Bruce Glacier (sic) and 
his wife also were leaders. 

I remember my mother embroidering a banner which was 
carried at the May Day Parades. 

Niy father of course was a leading light in the ILP and we 
used to go to the social functions in the rooms above the Coop 
Store in Longsight on Stockport Road opposite to Plymouth Grove. 
Later when my father became the Agent for Tom Louth he had an 
office at the Ardwick ILP rooms on Ashton Old Road near Pin 
Hill Brow and we used to go rambling every Sunday, mainly in the 
Peak District. 

But outside the socialist circle, life for the younger generation 

was not always so easy. Wilmslow was not a district in which socialism 

was particularly popular and R. C. Wallhead's daughter, Muriel, found 

that she was ostracised, not so much by the other children as by their 

parents. If a children's party was being arranged, she was not invited. 

Fortunately her admiration for her father prevented her from being 

particularly upset. Her father also directed her reading. on Friday 

afternoons the elementary school children. would take a book to read 

while teachers were attending to their registers. Wallhead selected 

'suitable' books for his daughter, who envied the girls reading What 

Katy Did. 1 Christabel and Sylvia Pankhurst were almost refused admission 

to Manchester High School for Girls; the headmistress pleaded, albeit 

unsuccessfully, with the Governors not to admit the daughters of a 

'Republican and an Atheist'. 2 Parents who were socialist lecturers were 

often obliged to spend time away from home. Annot Robinson had little 

option but to continue public speaking while her daughters were young, 

for Sam was unable to support the family. Annot, who undertook relief 

1 rfrs. M. Nichol, tape. 

2 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., p. 121. 
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work among unemployed women, found Mrs. Edwards in a state of near- 

starvation and asked her to become her housekeeper. The wage of 10s, 

per week (together with her keep) seemed a fortune to the old lady, who 

lived in and looked after the girls during Annot's absences. 
' The 

Glasier family, once installed in Chapel-en-le-Frith, also relied upon 

a housekeeper, Jennie Davies. 2 It was however unusual for children to 

have both parents away from home in the service of socialism. 

The focal point for the life of a socialist family was undoubtedly 

the local socialist hall. The largest halls could accommodate a wide 

variety of social activities. Mary and Alfred Williams remembered 

Hyndman Hall as a very narrow, high building. On the top floor was a 

large room, decorated with socialist slogans, which accommodated dances 

and the Socialist Sunday School. Below it, on the first floor, the 

large room was used for lectures and concerts. There was a big open fire 

at one end, around which were arranged long tables with forms and chairs. 

Here members would gather for political discussions. At the other end 

was a large bookcase, containing 'hundreds of books', as well as a long 

table where the 'old fellows' used to sit to play crib and cards. There 

were also two billiard tables. Outside, across a small narrow passage, 

was a little room with a bar, selling beer and spirits. The ground floor 

appears to have been taken up by cloakrooms and a cottage for the care- 

taker. The Williams remember it being occupied by a railway clerk, Herbert 

Addy, and his wife Lizzie who did the cleaning. Downstairs a basement 

provided storage space for Dramatic Society props. 
3 

I Mrs. H. Wilson, tape. 

2 L. Thompson, op. cit., p. 112. 

3 Mary and Alfred Williams, tape. 
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Openshaw Socialist Society's hall in Margaret Street was actually 

built by members. The large upstairs room had a parquet floor (laid by 

Tom Pickering and Mr. Bowcock) and a large mural of 'Cornucopia', painted 

by an artist named Powell, whose wife even painted a pattern on the bottom 

of the curtains. There were cloakrooms and a members' room, but no bar. 

The Openshaw socialists were of the opinion that bars ruined clubs; 

members could go to the pub on the corner if they wished. Initially the 

cleaning was undertaken by members. Mrs. Elizabeth Davies finished work 

at 1 in on Saturdays, and duly went to help clean the hall, ready for the 

evening whist drives (which provided much of the funds). ' Elsewhere in 

the district Pankhurst Hall, Elvington Street Hall, Milton Hall and Morris 

Hall in Urmston bore witness to the talents and devoted attention of their 

members, as did the meeting rooms of smaller branches. 2 Such halls 

provided the focal point for the life of the branch; a round of business 

meetings, lectures, discussions, -debates, dances, socials, concerts and 

bazaars. The social activities served not only to unify the members, but 

also provided revenue with which to subsidise both the accommodation and 

political activities. 

Beyond their own branches, and the activities organised by Manchester 

and Salford District ILP, there was a further range of social activities 

available. Music played an important part in the socialist movement, 

providing a 'draw' for the audience at both indoor meetings and open-air 

demonstrations. Manchester Socialist Choir appears to have continued its 

activities at least from 1897 to 1906. It seems to have drawn its members 

from both ILP and SDF; on Christmas Fare 1905 the two organisations 

I }frs. E. Davies, tape. 

2 For general details of socialist halls, see above pp. 420 19 429,435) 
438-9" 
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received a guinea each as a result of its efforts. 1 In 1896 the ILP 

published its own Song Boolc, compiled by Harry Henshall. The selection 

included 'Eagland Arise', '0 Beautiful, my Country', 'Lift up the People's 

Banner' (to the tune of 'Stand up! Stand up: '); 'We're Marching on to 

Liberty ... ' (by Bruce Glasier - to the tune of 'Marching through Gorgia'), 

'Ye Sons of Freedom, Wake to Glory' (to 'The Zfarse. illaise'), ! 1Come Gather, 

0 People, for soon is the Hour' (to 'Hearts of Oak'); 'Think not that 

Martyrs die in vain' by Robert Nicoll (presumably the Anarchists) and 

'Toilers of the Nations' (to 'Onward Christian Soldiers'). 2 The ILP also 

published a sheet of Socialist and Labour Hymns, apparently intended for 

distribution among audiences. The selection comprised 'The Marseillaise', 

'The Red Flag', 'March of the Workers' (with words by William Morris, to the 

tune of 'John Brown'), 'Hark the Battle Cry' (to 'Men of IIarlech'), 'True 

Freedom' (to the march from 'Norma'), 'Eagland Arise', 'Onward, Friends 

of Freedom' (to 'Onward Christian Soldiers'), 'Sons of Labour' (to 

'Austria'), 'Shen Wilt Thou Save Thy People? ', 'Lift up the People's 

Banner', 'Truth is Growing', and '0 High Rockst-3 Orchestral music 

was provided by South Salford SDF brass band, which held its first 

rehearsal on 8'September 1895. By mid-October the band had carried out 

two theatre engagements and paraded the Trafford Bridge ground on the 

occasion of lectures by SWiddup and Hobart. 4 In 1910 the }argaret Street 

Hall provided the headquarters for Openshaw Socialist Orchestra. Membership 

appears to have been open to socialists from all movements in the area; 

1 c, 1 May 1897,5 June 1903; LL, 5 January 1906. 

2 The ILP Son Book, compiled from various authors (by H. IIenshall) 
Zianchester and London, n. d. ? 1896) passim. 

3 ILP, Socialist and Labour Hymns (n. d. ) 4 pp. 

4 J, 19 October 1895. 
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in August 1910 the secretary, R. Itowbottom, was advertising in particular 

for a double bass, trombone and 'cello players; by December an 'experienced 

conductor' and ist Violine were in demand. ' 

Socialists whose talents were athletic rather than musical tended 

to gravitate towards the Clarion movement. In 1894 Manchester and Salford 

ILP instituted the ILP Wheelers, which was intended both as a recreational 

organisation, and also as a means of commencing socialist meetings in 

outlying villages. 
2 But the movement soon evolved into a local Clarion 

Cycling Club. 3 A clubhouse, providing recreation, refreshments, and 

accommodation for local Clarion cyclists was established in 1897 near 

Knutsford. The club then removed in 1902 to an old farmhouse at IIandforth. 

All the work on the new premises was undertaken by members; R. C. Wallhead 

carried out much of the design in William Morris style; he stencilled 

curtains and even made leaded lights. 4 Other members laid out tennis 

courts. The club house was run by a steward, but visitors had to help with 

the work; Ernest Oakley described how those who received a 'lucky ticket' 

at the table had to stay behind to wash up. 
5 Stella Davies recalled a 

weekend party which helped to pick and store apples and damsons from the 

clubhouset orchard. 
6 

Also associated with the Clarion movement were the Scouts, the 

Cinderella Club, the Glee Clubs and Field Clubs. 7 The latter appear to 

I C, 5 August, 2 December 1910. 

2 Ibid., 28 April 1894. 

3 Ibid., 21 July 1894. 

4 Mrs. M. Nichol, tape. See photographs in Appendix VI. 

5 E. Oakley, tape 19 April 1975- 

6 C. S. Davies, op. cit., p. 135. 

7 See J. Pincher, op. cit., pp. 149-78 passim. 
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to have been rambling clubs which concentrated upon the collection and 

study of natural history specimens. In December 1895 the Manchester 

Field Club gathered over 40 members for its annual reunion. It 

reported to The Scout: 

Collection of fossils, shells, plants and insects on 
view by favour of Mr. Eibbert. Messrs. Randall, Reid and 
Brierley lent microscopes. Tea, music, poetry and science, 
filled up a delightful evening. 

Clarion readers and sympathisers also formed the somewhat amorphous 

Fellowship, which tended to centre round the cycling clubs. In 1901 

ßlatchford asserted: 

The Fellowship is not a political organization. It is 
not a Socialist organization. It is not an organization at all. 
It is not intended to supplant the SDF, nor to supplant the ILP. 
It is intended, when it shall be ready, to support and assist 
the organised Socialist Party in its own way and by its own 
means. 

But in spite of Blatchford's intentions, the Fellowship did develop as 

the political wing of the Clarion movement, eventually becoming the 

rallying ground for critics of the Labour alliance. Inspired by Julia 

Dawson, the Clarion also led to the formation of handicraft Guilds. At 

the end of October 1904 the Guild held an exhibition at the Athenaeum, 

Manchester, opened by the Lord Mayor of Manchester, the Duchess of 

Sutherland, -the Countess of Warwick, Walter Crane and Robert Blatchford. 3 

Manchester Clarionettes also had the additional facility of the Clarion 

Social Club, opened in Market Street in December 1599. Membership was 

available to men and women 'in sympathy with the spirit of the Clarion 

and the ideal and principles that it advocates'. Annual subscriptions, 

I The Scout, December 1895- 

2 C, 23 Febraarp 1901. 

3 C, 5 October 1901,2 September 1904. 
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which could be paid quarterly, were 10s. for ordinary members, and 78.6d. 

for country members (who lived not less than eight miles from Manchester). 

'Visiting members', including members of the musical and dramatic 

professions, were admitted at monthly rates. 
' Like the socialist halls, 

the club provided social evenings, debates and concerts, together with 

a library and reading room, facilities for billiards, chess, draughts and 

cards, and a refreshment bar. 2 

Clearly the socialist movement could cater amply for all its adherents' 

political, recreational and cultural needs. Moreover in the early '90s 

the ILP also attempted to branch out into the field of practical co-operation. 

While the co-operative ethic attracted the sympathy of socialists, the 

prices and quality of goods provided by Manchester and Salford Equitable 

Co-operative Society did not! The ILP then, as always, needed a firm 

financial base, and in February 1892 Ben Bilcliffe managed to convince the 

Manchester and Salford Executive that members were 'simply throwing money 

away in big profits to our enemies'; money which could by means of a 

Trading Scheme accrue to party funds. With a Central Trading Committee 

established to transact the business, and a distribution network through 

the branches provided by Divisional Trading Committees, the ILP branched 

out into trade in imperishable goods: coal, packet tea, soap, blacking, 

matches and sauce. &it the Trading Department was both under-financed 

and under-manned; moreover it had no legal standing. Therefore in 

November 1893 it was re-organized as the Independent Labour Party Co- 

operative Society Ltd., and 5s. shares were made available. 
3 However 

1 Ibid., 9 December 1899. 

2 Ibid., 3 Febraary 1900. 

3 Ibid., 18 November, 2 December 1893. 
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problems still remained; insufficient shares were taken up and doubts 

expressed as to the ability of the management. 
1 A further reorganisation 

led to the formation of the Social Trading Co., which induced subscribers 

to take up the 1,500 91 shares by allotting 50 of profits to shareholders. 

Previous schemes had earmarked all profits for socialist bodies. The 

company now sold bread, groceries and clothing, as well as coal (from 

a lorry with 'Independent Labour Party' painted on the front board), 

'Social Sauce' and 'Social Tea' - available at is. 4d., 1s. Sd. and 2s. 

per pound. True to its principles, the company paid the highest wages, 

and refused to buy shirts made by sweated labour. 2 However the 

indications are that it failed to flourish. Possibly through lack of 

capital, lack of markets, mismanagement (or all three, it faded from 

the local scene in the mid '90s. 

Admittedly some socialists did'put their faith in the established 

co-operative movement. James Johnston had, by 1899, been active for a 

quarter of a century in the co-operative movement and believed that it 

would develop, in conjunction with municipal and national collectivism 

into a practical system of carrying on the industries of the country on 

a collectivist basis. Johnston became honorary secretary, then chairman, 

of the Education Department of the Co-operative Union, and served for 

six years as president of Manchester and Salford Co-op. 3 John Harker 

joined the local co-operative society in 1894, eventually representing 

it at Annual Co-operative Congresses, in Exeter in Nay 1902 and Doncaster 

in June 1903. He was also elected to its Board of Management in 

1 LL, 1 and 22 September 1894. 

2 C, and LL, 17 November 1894. 

3 Manchester Paces and Plces, Vol. X, No. 4, January 1899- 11 
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January 1907.1 

Such involvement with the co-operative movement was comparatively 

rare, but socialists did generally extend their enthusiasms to a wide 

range of activities outside their own movement. Educational pursuits 

were always popular, for most socialists were dedicated to self- 

improvement. William Mellor, having left school at the age of ten, attended 

the Lower Mosley Street Schools and Bennett Street Sunday Schools as a 

young man. He developed a taste for the humanities, in particular for 

Fhglish Literature, and moved on to the Ancoats Recreation Lectures before 

winning a scholarship to Oxford (presumably to iäiskin College). 2 

firs. Elizabeth Davies remembers going from Openshaw to the Ancoats 

Brotherhood with her father. She recalled the lectures, the music which 

was always an integral part of the proceedings, and the personality of 

Charles Rowley, 'who always had something interesting to tell when he 

came on the platform. 
3 Other socialists studied Esperanto, in the 

belief that a universal language would break down the barriers which 

divided people of different nations, and promote international 

solidarity. 
4 The. Labour Leader ran regular weekly Esperanto features 

in 1908, while South Salford SDP held its own classes early in 1907.5 

Economics was always a popular subject for socialists, and in 1909 

... 1 Co-operative Union Ltd., 34th Annual Co-operative Congress 1202 
(Manchester, ? 1902) pp. 1469 149-52,158, and 35th Annual Congress, 
DOI ... 

(Manchester, 21903) pp" 317-8; Co-operative News, 2 May 1908. 

2 Manchester and Salford Trades and Labour Council, 48th Annual Report ... 
1914, p. 2. 

3 Mrs. E. Davies, tape. 

4 Mary and Alfred Williams, tape. 

5 For example, see LL, 24 April 1908, C, 1 February 1897. 
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Manchester branch of. the IAA advertised a tutorial class in economics, 

which could accommodate 30 students 'drawn from the wage-earning portion 

of the community. 1 

The Manchester and Salford area also boasted a wide range of 

societies which, while not specifically socialist, were compatible with 

such beliefs and often attracted considerable socialist support. Among 

them were the local branch of the Friends of Russian Freedom and the 

Manchester Tolstoy Society. The Eaglish Land Restoration League wanted 

to abolish all taxation on labour and earnings, and at the same time 

increase the tax on land values until the whole annual value of the land 

was taken in taxation for public purposes. The Land Nationalisation 

Society sought to abolish landlordism, placing the land under the control 

of representative authorities, as the property of the whole nation. 

Also campaigning in this field was the Single Tax Movement, which did not 

aim to disturb the existing users of the land but proposed to levy an 

annual tax on land values, for the benefit of the whole community. Many 

socialists supported, if they did not actually join, the Anti-Vaccination 

League, which held that to 'stamp disease out by stamping disease in' was 

'illogical, useless and dangerous'; only proper sanitation could prevent 

disease. 2 Added to the advocates of these causes were vegetarians and 

teetotallers, who regularly provoked debates on 'Drink in Labour Clubs'. 3 

How far did socialism affect ether fundamental beliefs, particularly 

those concerning religion? For many individuals socialism represented a 

1 Co 8 October 1909. 

2 Ibid., 22 September and 20 October 1900,22 May 1903; The Reformer's 
Year Book: 1902, PP. 33,35-6,69. 

3 LL, 8 June 1895. See article of this title by Fred Brocklehurst, who 
maintained that 'Drink is the enemy which the Labour movement has most 
to fear'. 
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movement away from established religion although not, in the case of 

ILP and Clarion socialists, the adoption of atheism. For many of the 

'ethical socialists' the Labour Church, which regarded socialism itself 

as a religion, provided moral and spiritual sustenance. A smaller 

section of the socialist movement regarded themselves as Christian 

Socialists, in that they wished to found socialism upon the Christian 

faith, as defined in the New Testament. 1 In 1907 the Church Socialist 

League was formed at Morecambe. This organisation was confined to 

baptised men and women in communion with the Church of »igland. 2 In 

Manchester Sam Robinson organised a Catholic Socialist Society, which 

went on to establish branches in some Lancashire and Yorkshire towns. 3 

The socialist movement could, and did, cater for converts of all 

or no religious persuasions, and the atmosphere generally appears to 

have been one of toleration. Indeed religious debate only arose in the 

wake of Blatchford's God and My Neighbour, 4 
and one suspects that it was 

then confined more to the columns of the Clarion than to personal 

discussion. Religious differences among local members were revealed 

only rarely, one occasion being a Sunday in July 1905, when the Lord's 

Prayer was said before a meeting in the Ardwick Dnpire. A contributor 

to the Labour Leader commented that: 

Its introduction savours distinctly of an attempt to 
impose sacerdotal forms upon the public ... public meetings - 
especially Labour and Socialist ones - must not fall under 

1 C, 28 July 1894. 

2 J, 13 February 1909. 

3 C, 13 March 1908; ILP Year Book for 1909, p" 7. 

4 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, Chapter XIII 'God and Robert 
Blatchßord', pp. 166-77 ?7 passim. 
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the suspicion of Unding themselves to either church or 
chapel propaganda. 

Richard Robinson thought the tone of the meeting had been improved by 

its commencement, while Sam Robinson, who appears to have been responsible 

for the prayer, hastened to explain his position. He had sent tickets 

for the meeting to all the sympathetic clergy in Manchester, as well as 

to members of local elected bodies. 

Finny of those present would have felt conscientious 
scruples had all religious observance been omitted at a 
Sunday meeting. It was under these circumstances that I 
ventured to ask a Socialist parson to invite those of his 
audience who cared to do so to join him in a prayer -a 
prayer which you admit no broadminded Jew or Agnostic can 
take exception to. I had no intention, and the Rev. Arthur 
Dale had no intention, of waging a Church propaganda ... 

It is perhaps as desirable for members of the party 
to occasionally break the conventions that tend to become 
iron bound in Socialist 2meetings as it is to break other 
repressive conventions. 

(aä cw %fo6-ta J. tha. sr ) 

It does however appear that, even in the IL , adherence to 

organised religion was not general. Leonard Hall's statement to Robert 

Blatchford, that 'ninety per cent of your readers are "free" thinkers 

in the broad sense of the term' may well have been accurate. 
3 Several 

of the leading figures in the ILP, including Victor Grayson and Fred 

Brocklehurst, had abandoned their training for the ministry to join 

the socialist movement. Admittedly some reverted to religion in later 

years; H, M. Reade's publication of From Socialism to the Kingdom of 

God marked his reversion to Christianity, after a lifetime spent in the 

secularist and socialist movements. 
4 Less dramatically, Mrs. Somerville 

1 LL, 7 July 1905. 

2 Ibid., 14 July 1905. 

3 C, 6 March 1906. 

4 H. H. Reade, From Socialism to the Kingdom of God (Leicester, 1908) 23 pp. 
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was confirmed in the Church of Ragland while still an active member of 

the ILP. She regarded her move as unusual and certainly her mother, once 

converted to socialism, did not encourage churchgoing. But lira. Somerville 

was 'not quite convinced' by the Socialist Sunday School, which embraced 

no belief in God or in an after-life. Churchgoers were, she considered, 

a minority in the ILP. 1 Perhaps the most important consideration is that 

the HAP was essentially a tolerant movement. Even if the majority of 

its members no longer adhered to an established religion, there is no 

evidence of prejudice against those who did. 

Despite the number of branches which the socialist movements 

established in Manchester and Salford, and the variety of organisations 

to which their members adhered, most of the leading activists appear to 

have been acquainted with one another. This factor is particularly 

noteworthy in regard to the ILP and SDF, whose members in other areas 

were perhaps less inclined to socialise. 
2 ILPers could usually recognise 

other members of their own party-by their badges. This was 'an artist- 

ically prepared gold and enamelled badge ..., bearing the words, "Issued 

by the National Administrative Council", and the letters "ILP"'" They 

retailed at is. each and were usually sold by branches (which could make 

a 25% profit for their funds from sales). 
3 ILPers also seem to have 

recognised one another by more subtle means. Jim Simmons, who had joined 

the ILP in Gateshead, moved to Urmston where he was not initially 

acquainted with any other socialists. At work one day he walked to the 

1 IIrs. Somerville, tape. 

2 See below, Part III Chapter ipassim, for an examination of relations 
between the ILP and SDF. All the interviewees revealed their 
acquaintance . with a large number of fellow-socialists from outside 
their own branches. 

3 U, 22 September 1894. 
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firm's tool drawing office behind a man who was whistling 'Mgland Arise'. 

Simmons stood behind him and, instead of whistling, added the words. The 

man commented, '0h, another one' and they began a conversation. 
' As in 

most organisations, the leading activists and their families formed a 

social nucleus. In the early '90s the focal point appears to have been 

the Clarion. Not only did its staff form a closely-knit unit, but their 

families were all acquainted. Lord Rasholme, son of the paper's artist 

William Palmer, recalled going across Alexandra Park to Robert Blatchford's 

house in Springfield Road. He knew Blatchford's daughters and son Corrie, 

as well as A. M. Thompson's daughters, Hilda and Mildred. 2 The Clarion was 

wont to regale its readers with 'in' jokes, like the references to A. M. 

Thompson's speech (which lasted all of two minutes) at the New Islington 

Hall. Thompson commented: 

The intimacy between Clarion readers and writers was such 
in Manchester that the point of a personal jest like this could 
be guessed even by those who did not know the facts. 3 

The Labour Leader never created quite the same atmosphere, but its offices 

in Manchester did form a link between groups of friends and acquaintances. 

The combined evidence of tape recorded interviews and published biographical 

material suggests a complex grapevine of acquaintanceship, mutual knowledge, 

and just plain gossip. Among the leading figures in the local ILP everyone 

appears to have known everyone else, either personally or by reputation. 

Socialists away from home also sought the company of comrades in the 

movement. Visiting speakers traditionally received hospitality from local 

activists. Mrs. Somerville recalled that her parents occasionally put up 

visiting speakers, 'I wouldn't say very comfortably because there was such 

1 J. Simons and E. FInckbody, tape. 

2 Lord Rasholne, tape 13 August 1975. 

3 A. M. Thompson, op. cit., pp. 125-6. 
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I. 

a lot of us. But in an emergency the old lady would see to things'. 1 

Brace Glasier, one of the most widely travelled speakers, kept at the 

back of his diary a list of addresses, of members who would provide 

hospitality. In 1893, when he was still based in Scotland, he noted 

the addresses of Fred Dean in Middleton, Mrs. Scott in Chorlton-cum- 

Hardy, Rev. T. C. Loudon of Salford, Mrs. S. Washington, and J. A. West 

in Ilarpurhey. Visits to the Manchester area were a terse record of 

meetings and hosts; for example: 

16 October (1895) : B. Manchester. Municipal Elections. 
Stay with Burgess at Henshall's. 

6 November : B. Macclesfield. I stay overnight with 
Jas. Johnstone C. E. Excellent man. 
Glasgow wife. 

9 November : We stay overnight at Dr. Pankhurst's. 2 

Less prominent socialists also sought hospitality from their comrades. 

On April 25 1896 'Our Women's Letter' in the Clarion announced that a 

young railway worker would have a free pass to London in July and would 

like to be there during the Socialist Congress, but he could not afford 

lodgings. He therefore wanted a home for six days. 3 

Most of the socialists spent a considerable portion of their leisure 

time in the movement. Some were dedicated to the extent that they devoted 

the last months of their lives to it. John Smith of S. Salford SDF died 

in 1893, at the age of 30, after two years of suffering. But although 

confined to bed he had supervised the parliamentary election contest, and 

blocked out all the division for canvassing. 
" Frank Waters, of the same 

I Mrs. Somerville, tape. 

2 J. Brace Glasier, Diary, 1895 (Sydney Jones Library, University of 
Liverpool). 

3 c, 25 April 1896. 

4 J, 1 April 1893" 
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branch, died two years later when only 26. He had always been physically 

weak and unable to take part in the more active work, but had held office 

as auditor for six months, conducted shorthand classes for branch members, 

and taken part in the discussion class. 1 Charles Fleming, whose premature 

death was attributed partly to his constant round of public speaking, vas 

remembered in 'a little white-covered neatly printed volume' entitled 

Charles Fleming: In Memory of a Noble Life, which contained the impressions 

of his friends and fellow workers. 2 

For the socialist who died in harness, the last tribute of the 

movement took place at the graveside. When William Horrocks died his 

immediate family lacked the necessary funds to provide for a funeral. 

however a grave in Weaste Cemetery was purchased by his comrades and, 

after a procession from IIyndman Hall behind the Red flag, he was buried 

on 27 April 1918. There was no religious service. Represented at the 

cemetery were the BSP, ILP, Manchester and Salford Labour Party, the 

LRC Divisional Council q Manchester and Salford Trades Council, the 

Clarion movement, and the Socialist Sunday Schools. In Horrocks' memory 

the socialist and labour organisations of Salford instituted a fund, 

both to purchase a memorial stone and to send a suitable student to the 

Labour College. 3 George Evans' funeral, at Salford Borough Cemetery on 

8 April 1893, was more in the nature of a socialist demonstration. A 

large number of comrades assembled at his home in Ellesmore Street, 

Halme, where four members of the SDF wearing red sashes and acting as 

I Ibid., 4 May 1895. 

2 CO 20 January 1905; LL, 21 April 1905. 

3 Salford City Reporter, 4 May 1918; printed handbill: William (Bill) 
Horrocks' Memorial Fand (n. d. ? 1918) (in possession of E. and R. 
Prow). 
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carriers took up positions at each corner of the hearse. The coffin was 

covered by the old Red Flag of South Salford branch, and numerous wreaths. 

A procession formed behind the Labour Church band, which carried its 

banner and played the 'Marseillaise' nearly all the way. Members of the 

ILP and Labour Church followed. SDF members from various branches in 

Lancashire, as well as from South Salford, formed up behind their 

banners, while the members of the 'True as Steel' Division of the Sons 

of Temperance (of which Evans had been a member) appeared in their 

regalia. Also present were some of Evans' fellow-workmen, so that by 

the time the procession reached the cemercry gates it was almost a 

thousand strong. It was 'no mournful procession, but ... a triumphal 

march'. The cortege passed through the gates, with the band still 

playing the' 'Marseillaise', and a crowd assembled around the temporary 

platform which had been erected at the graveside. Fred Brocklehurat 

delivered the address, and the Grand Worthy Chaplain of the Sons of Temperance 

read the funeral service of the order. Horrocks then spoke, and Ben 

Bilcliffe read a letter from John Trevor, who was absent because of 

illness. Robert Blatchford, who spoke on behalf of the ILP, concluded 

by asking the band to play the 'Maraeillaise' over the open grave. 
1 

Dr. Pankhurst's funeral at Brooklands Cemetery in July 1898 was 

also a secular affair, attended by contingents from all the Socialist 

organisations as well as public bodies, and with speeches from Fred 

Brocklehurst, Leonard Mall, Bruce Glasier, lira. Scatcherd of the Women's 

Franchise League and Rev. Thomas horn, Chaplain of Withington Workhouse. 2 

At W. E. Sicivington's funeral in 1910, the singing of the 'Red Flag' 

1 WT and J, 15 April 1893 

2 C, 16 July 1898 



-640- 

ended the ceremony. to beautiful red flag tied with a knot of black 

ribbon draped the coffin, and was raised aloft by comrade George Hall'. 

A number of unemployed men carried a sign 'The Manchester Unemployed 

express their sympathy and regret for the loss of a gallant fighter for 

the outraged workerst. 
1 lands for the widows and children of deceased 

comrades were often a necessity, although Mrs. Pankhurst refused to 

accept money from people whose circumstances, she said, were no better 

than her own, and suggested a memorial associated with her husband's 

work. 2 The Parkhurst Memorial Lectures and Pankhurst Hall were both to 

bear witness to her decision. 

While it is thus possible to depict a distinctive life-style among 

pre-First World War socialists, the extent of such dedication should not 

be exaggerated. Although some men and women spent most of their leisure 

time, and perhaps even their working lives as well, in the service of the 

movement, many did lead a more balanced existence. A run with the 

Clarion Cycling Club on a Sunday, and perhaps a meeting on one night of 

the week might be the more usual extent of their activities. Percy 

Smith joined the ILP in 1913, when he moved from Goole to Manchester. His 

future wife was not particularly interested in politics and did not attend 

any indoor meetings with him. He was however responsible for introducing 

the speakers at meetings held at Alexandra Park Gates, so Jessie Smith 

went to these meetings for about ten minutes, until the speaker was 

installed, after which they would go for a walk in the park. The ILP did 

however provide the social side of their lives, and they would occasionally 

go for a run with the Clarion Cycling Club if there was a big rally. But 

1 J, 26 November 1910. 

2 LL, 30 July, 3 September 1898. 
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when the war broke out Percy Smith joined the NCF and was sentenced to 

hard labour as a conscientious objector. Jessie, whom he married in 1920, 

later joined the Women's Co-operative Guild, in which she played an active 

part for thirty years. 1 

Their political careers, perhaps more than those of the ILP's leading 

figures, reveal the strength of the pre-war socialist movement. With its 

wide variety of activities, social as well as political, and catering for 

virtually all tastes, it could draw into its ambit families and friends 

of members, as well as recruits who were initially more inclined towards 

social than political life, and enable them to make their own particular 

contribution to the wider socialist movement. 

++++++ 

III Women"in the Socialist Movement 

The women's suffrage movement has received far more attention from 

historians (as well as from erstwhile members) than have the ILP and SDF. 

In general its activities and achievements are outside the scope of the 

present work. However there can be no doubt that, in the early years of 

the 20th century, the movement did have an important effect upon the I12P, 

particularly in the Manchester area. The relationship between the two 

movements therefore merits consideration. However a more interesting, but 

less well documented, aspect which arises from this is the general role of 

women within the socialist movement: the background of women who became 

socialists, their role within the parties, and any attempt by the parties 

to cater for their particular needs. 

1 Mrs. J. Smith, . tape. 
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It has already been noted that, of the active socialists listed in 

Appendix II, only a small proportion are women - just over 10%. Why were 

so few women involved? In seeking an answer one must examine both the 

general pattern of female life during that period, and the attitude of 

the parties. In general women had less opportunity to become involved 

in politics than had men. As children their educational opportunities 

were less than those of their brothers. Throughout society girls were 

envisaged as needing training chiefly to become wives and mothers. In 

many working class homes this often involved looking after younger 

children and helping mothers with chores. Girls were then expected to 

leave school as soon as possible, preferably beginning part-time work 

after passing the 'Labour Exam'. Reading was not a regular occupation 

in the poorest homes, but was more likely to be tolerated when indulged 

in by boys; girls were expected to 'do something useful'. ' This discrim- 

inatory attitude was to be found throughout society. Although the 

daughters of 'white collar' and professional workers might receive more 

encouragement to read, their formal education was often neglected. 

Stella Davies' father was a manager of a co-operative stores who subsequently 

ran his own shop and became a commercial traveller when the business failed. 

Her eldest brother went to theological college; three other brothers 

attended Hinckley Grammar School.. However her two eldest sisters left 

school at 12. Stella and a younger sister spent only a few months at a 

Methodist School, then removed to a Dame's school, where much emphasis 

was placed on deportment, sewing, knitting and embroidery. Stella Davies 

also left school at 12, but her later educational achievements suggest 

1 R. Roberts, op. cit., pp. 50-1; J. Liddington and J. Norris, One Hand 
Tied Behind Us. The Rise of the Women's Suffrage Movement (1978 

pp. 30-passim. 
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that her intelligence and aptitude were in fact greater than those of 

her brothers. ' It might be added that Mrs. Pankhurst's ideas were no 

more advanced than those of her contemporaries. Thus Sylvia recorded: 

We learnt dancing from the Websters, an old dancing 
family in Manchester, and Christabel, who hitherto had never 
cared much or longed for anything, roused herself to unexpected 
efforts to excel everyone in the class. Mrs. Pankhurst was 
delighted; ... Of all things, she now desired most that Christabel 
should become a professional devotee of Terpsichore, and that 
she, her mother, should travel with her to all the great cities 
where she would perform. With this much-cherished project in 
view, Mrs. Pankhurst regarded the teaching given at the High 
School with the utmost contempt, and kept us away on the 
slightest pretext ... 

One Sunday morning when Christabel was about sixteen, 
the Doctor spoke of her future. "Christabel has a good head v" he ejaculated, "I'11 have her coached; she shall matriculate: " 
Mrs. Pankhurst burst into tears, protesting that she would not 
have her daughters brought up to be High School teachers. 

When Christabel finally abandoned the idea of becoming a dancer, her 

mother assumed she would assist in her shop, Bnerson's. It was only 

under the influence of Esther Roper and Ezra Gore Booth that Christabel 

finally decided to study law. 2 

Most girls thus left school equipped to undertake only unskilled 

and poorly paid work. Apprenticeships were available only in trades 

such as millinery and dressmaking, not in fields which would involve 

any further academic or technical education. Often working with small 

groups of other women, female workers lacked both trade union protection 

and the wide range of contacts which might lead to acquaintance with 

political activists. Moreover outside the realms of domestic service, 

and living-in jobs in shops or restaurants, girls traditionally remained 

in the parental home until they married. Thus again they lacked the 

i C. S. Davies, op. cit., pp. 56,59-60,63,71-2,79-80 

2 E. S. Pankhurat, op. cit., p. 124 
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freedom enjoyed by their brothers, for household chores and, in some 

cases, childminding also continued to occupy what might have been their 

leisure hours. Both fathers and the mistresses of girls in 'service' 

voiced great concern for the 'morals' and 'virtue' of their charges, 

which in effect meant that innocent social activities in mixed company 

were restricted and curtailed. It was not, in the circumstances of the 

era, easy for a girl to go out alone and spend an evening at a political 

meeting. 

But despite such restrictions, most girls enjoyed their greatest 

freedom at this time of their lives. Marriage to a poorly-paid, unskilled 

worker might oblige a woman to continue paid work, as well as running her 

home. Wives in more prosperous circumstances usually remained at home, 

but housework without any labour-saving equipment was an exhausting and 

time-consuming occupation. It was not the accepted custom for a husband 

to help with either housework or children, and once they had families 

most women had little opportunity for outside interests: cultural, 

educational or political. As Stella Davies commented, 'it was thought 

to be a reflection on the mother that she desired a relief from domesticity'. ' 

Life for working class mothers did become slightly easier with the passage 

of time, as older daughters in their turn provided assistance. But by 

this stage the effects of drudgery and child-bearing were only too apparent, 

and few women had the energy or incentive to seek new interests outside 

the home. Further up the social scale, wives of professional men, who 

could afford domestic assistance, were tied by the need to 'maintain 

appearances' and take their place in their husbands' social round. 

Ereedom from scrubbing the steps was not necessarily equated with 

1 C. S. Davies, op. cit., p. 193. See also R. Roberts, op. cit., pp. 41, 
49; J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 30-6. 



-645- 

freedom to engage in political activities. 

Thus many of the possible encounters with socialist propaganda: 

public meetings, literature, contacts with socialists at work or at 

trade union meetings, were less likely for women than for men. One 

suspects, but cannot prove, that many of the women who did become socialists 

were influenced by personal contacts, perhaps parents, husband, or some 

member of the family joined the movement, or a friendship was struck up 

with someone who happened to be asocialist. Opportunities for involvement 

might also be greater when family constraints were removed. Hannah 

Mitchell and Stella Davies had both left home and were living in lodgings 

when they first made contact with the socialist movement. 
' When considering 

the women socialists listed in Appendix II, their family contacts with the 

movement merit close consideration. 

But while circumstances undoubtedly militated against the involvement 

of women in. the socialist movement, there were two dissimilar groups who 

enjoyed greater freedom. Most. important in the Manchester area was the 

group described by contemporaries as the 'university women'. Well- 

educated, capable of_supportingx. themselves in a comfortable if not affluent 

style, accustomed to the social contacts and free discussion of university 

life, they were unhampered by many of the constraints experienced by the 

working girl or middle class housewife. Also enjoying greater freedom 

and mobility were the women in the theatrical profession. Considered by 

some sections of society as hardly 'respectable', an actress had greater 

licence-to engage in unconventional political activities. 

Attempts to trace the occupations of women socialists listed in 

Appendix II have not been-particularly successful. The socialist press 

1 H. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 85-6; C. S. Davies, op. cit., p. 83. 
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often described them as 'Miss' or 'Mrs. ', without a Christian name or 

even initial, and seldom provided references to their occupation or trade 

unions. Searches in Directories proved only that most women were not 

householders! A few of the socialists did work in industry; Mary 

Louisa Pollitt was a weaver and Annie Kenney a cardroom operative until 

she engaged in full-time work for the WSPU. Hilda and Mary Chatterton 

both worked for a handkerchief manufacturer and Minnie Craig at the Co-op. 

shirt factory. Annie Lee, whose exact occupation is uncertain, was a 

member of the Workers' Union. Alice Milne was a machinist. Other women 

socialists were shopkeepers, but the largest group was found within the 

'professional' category: teachers, nurses and university students. There 

were also women like Ellen Wilkinson and Katharine Bruce Glasier, who 

progressed from university to full-time work in the trade union, socialist 

or suffrage movements. Shgaged in artistic occupations were actress 

Daisy Hailing and Helen IS. sher of Ancoats Art rinseum. Again, it must be 

emphasised that the socialists'listed in Appendix II are in no way a 

representative sample of the membership, only the activists who can be 

traced from the contemporary press and annual reports. There is however 

little doubt that the women who became leading figures in the movement 

were usually well-educated; far better educated than most of their male 

comrades. As the introductory paragraphs suggested, such women initially 

had greater opportunity to engage in political activity. One might also 

suggest that only with a record of proven academic achievement were they 

accepted on equal terms by the male socialists! 

From examines Appendix II it is clear that many of the women 

socialists did have fathers or husbands who were active in the movement. 

It would also be extremely interesting to know how many women became 

socialists on their own initiative and then met their husbands in the 
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movement, and how many actually joined because their future husbands 

were involved. All the women interviewed seem to have become socialists 

as a result of family influence. I'inriel Nichol, Daisy Somerville, 

Mazy Williams and Elsie Hockbody all had parents in the 

movement. Jessie Smith and Elizabeth Dean both began attending meetings 

with their future husbands, who were already active socialists. It should 

however be added that Mrs. Dean was already a member of the WSPU, and 

this raises a further question, which must be considered at a later 

stage, of the extent to which the suffrage and socialist movements 

obtained recruits from one another. 

How did the socialist parties regard their female recruits? In 

theory at least both the ILP and SDF welcomed women as members on equal 

terms with men, and included adult suffrage in their programmes. i Neither 

party however devoted much attention to the position of women, either in 

contemporary society or in a future socialist state. IIyndman and Morris' 

A Summary of the Principles of Socialism made only passing reference to 

the plight of women and children working in factories. 2 Both William 

Morris in News from Nowhere and Blatchford in Herne k land referred to 

the drudgery which was the lot of the working woman, but neither offered 

a solution which could be described as emancipation. Morris' glimpse of 

the future contained the following conversation: 

"Very well", I said, "bat about this woman question? I 
saw at the Guest House that the women were waiting on the men: 
that seems a little like reaction, doesn't it? " 

"Does it? " said the old man; "perhaps you think house- 

1 
_, 

23 June 1894, urged ILPers to attend a Women's Suffrage Society 
mass meeting at the Free. Trade Hall on 25 June. For the SDF 
programme, see J. 25 October 1884. 

2 II. ri. Hyndman and William Morris, op. cit., pp. 36-7. 
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keeping an unimportant occupation, not deserving of respect. 
I believe that was the opinion of the tadvanced'women of the 
nineteenth century# and their male backers ... 

... don't you know that it is a great pleasure to a 
clever woman to manage a house skilfully, and to do so that 
all the house-mates about her look pleased, and are grateful 
to her? And then you know, everybody likes to be ordered 
about by a pretty woman ... 

The old man further added: 

... the ordinary healthy woman ..., respected as a 
child-bearer and rearer of children, desired as a woman, 
loved as a companion, unanxious for the future of her 
children, has far more instinct for maternity than the poor 
drudge and mother of drudges of past days could ever have 
had, n1 

In Merrie Hand Blatchford's remedy for drudgery was the establishment 

of communal facilities, laundries, kitchens and dining halls, in which 

'we appoint certain wives as cooks and laundresses, ors as is the case 

with many military duties, we let the wives take the duties in turn'. 2 

Neither of ethical socialism's most popular writers had considered that 

women might want an alternative to domestic life! 

Both the Clarion3 and Justice carried occasional articles on the 

role of women. Of the leading Social Democrats, Hyndman had little 

sympathy with feminism and Belfort Baa, a member of the lien's Anti- 

Suffrage League, was apt to discourse upon the 'inferiority' of women. 

He even wrote a pamphlet on The Legal Subjection of Men. Justice was 

apt to wax lyrical about the joys of motherhood. Hence Alice Bart's 

article on 'Lancashire Motherhood' argued against the system which 

obliged a mother to go out to work. She should be able to 'fill her 

I William Zlorris, 'News from Nowhere', reprinted in Three Works 
William Morris, with an Introduction by A. L. Morton 4th printing, 
1977) pp, 241-3. 

2 R. Blatchford, Merrie Eastland p. 20 

3 Ior. an examination of the Clarion attitude, see J. Liddington and 
J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 119-21. 
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proper place by making her home bright and happy and being indeed a 

true mother in the fullest sense of the word'. 
1 

In November 1910 'Oar 

Women's Circle' commented: 

The more consideration that is shown to the mother in 
the home the less likely she is to leave it. Possibly the 
anti-suffrage gibe should be reversed. Give the woman the 
vote in order that she may 'stop at home and mind the baby'. 2 

The only radical reappraisal of woman's role in society came from 

Edward Carpenter, whose Love's Coming of Me was an attack on conventional 

marriage. However he lacked the readership enjoyed by Blatchford, 

Morris or the socialist press. 
3 

How were women received when they actually joined the socialist 

movement? One must initially differentiate between the female members. 

Many of the 'university women' rapidly became public figares in the 

movement, as speakers, writers or organisers. Theresa Billington was 

already secretary of the Equal Pay League when she joined the ILP. Then 

within the space of"eighteen months she spoke at the ILP Conference 

and was appointed=as a national organiser by the NAC. 1 Annot Robinson 

was speaking in the Rhondda when she met Sam. Upon her marriage she 

left Dundee, where she had first become involved in the suffrage and. 

socialist movements, and resumed her lecturing in the Manchester area. 
5 

Katharine Brace Glasier was an established writer and speaker when she 

moved to Chapel-en-le-Prith. 6 Such women of proven ability were welcomed 

into the socialist movement, and appear to have been treated on equal 

1 J, I August 1908. 

2 Ibid., 5 November 1910. 

3 J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 121-2. 

4 LL, 26 hap 1905. 

5 Mrs. H. Wilson, tape. 

6 L. Thompson, The Ek thusiasts, p. 111 
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terms with male members. A similar reception was afforded to women 

who were already established figures in public life. Mrs. Pankhurst 

was adopted as ILP candidate for Manchester School Board in July 1894, 

although she did not actually resign from the executive of the 

Lancashire and Cheshire Union of Women's Liberal Associations until the 

following September. 1 Daisy Balling espoused the cause of socialism on 

the occasion of the Nth Manchester by-election, in Say 1908, and was 

greeted with acclaim by the Clarion: 

Hiss Balling gave a farewell performance as leading lady 
at the Prince's Theatre, Accrington, and went straight to the 
Socialist platform at Manchester to support Irving in the by- 
election. There she found the work so engrossing that she was 
not present at the first performance of her new play. 

Hiss Hailing has always had socialistic inclinations, and 
she has found her stage elocution extremely useful on the plat- 
form. It is usual for actors and actresses to sign contracts 
giving their whole services, and as several managers complained 
of her appearances on the socialist platform she decided to 
abandon the profession. 2 

After the turn of the century the ILP, and. particularly Manchester 

Central branch, gained recruits who had already been active in the 

suffrage movement, and whose political careers merit separate consider- 

ation. But how did the socialist movement cater for its less prominent 

members, for ordinary working women and housewives? 

There were occasional instances of discrimination by local organisa- 

tions. Sylvia Pankhurst recorded that: 

Whilst I was working on the decorations at the Pankhurst 
Hall, a part of the building was already in use. I learnt, with 
astonishment, that women were not permitted to join that branch 
of the ILP. The reason given was that a social club, open to 
men who were not members of the ILP, but closed to all women, 

1 E. S. Parkhurst, op. cit., p. 119. 

2 C' 1 May 1908. 
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was attached to the branch. The excuses made for this state 
of affairs were worse than the fact itself, and aroused so 
much indignation in my family that they proved the last straw 
which caused Mrs. Pankhurst to decide on the formation of a 
new organisation for women. 

The organisation was, of course, the WSP'U. 1 The establishment of the 

Clarion Social Club in Market Street also raised the question as to 

whether women should be admitted. However the report of the lot Annual 

Meeting, in January 1900, 'agreed to the admission of ladies without 

discussion'. 2 

In most cases the problem for women socialists was the general 

attitude of their male comrades. IIannah Hitchell recalled: 

I soon found that a lot of the Socialist talk about 
freedom was only talk and these Socialist young men expected 
Sunday dinners and huge teas with homemade cakes, potted 
meat and pies exactly like their reactionary fellows ... 
They expected that the girl who had shared their weekend 
cycling and rambling, summer games or winter dances, would 
change all her ways with her marriage ring and begin where 
their mothers left off. 

Admittedly this attitude was not confined to men. Hannah Mitchell once 

provided hospitality for a woman speaker who assumed an air of intellectual 

superiority and treated her almost as a servant in her own home, while 

reserving her animated conversation for Hannah's husband. By contrast 

Will Chapman, seeking her assistance with his election address, was quite 

prepared to look after her baking while she wrote the address: 
4 Elizabeth 

Dean was often the only active woman member attending meetings at Jackson 

Street BSP club. She recalled that a few members brought their wives, 

but they took no part in the political activities, being occupied with 

I E. S. Parkhurst, op. cit., p. 167. 

2 C, 2,9 December 1899,20 January 1900. 

3 H. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 96-7. 

4 Ibid., pp. 118-9,129. 
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washing-up and cleaning, 'and the men let them, believe me'. Mrs. Dean, 

although she did not mind providing occasional assistance, was not 

prepared to confine herself to a domestic role. 1 After she had become 

an MP, Ellen Wilkinson asked the readers of Plebs, 'Why is it that the 

more hard-boiled a Marxian a man is, the more he is convinced that 

woman's place in the scheme of things is to wash up? ' She recalled 

the problem of one of her female constituents who 'had run socials to 

raise money for every conceivable good Socialist object, and for once 

she wanted to sit down quietly and learn a bit about the causes she 

loved'. 2 

Such a prevailing attitude, and the fact that initially most branches 

tended to have few female members, may well have deterred further 

recruitment. Julia Dawson, regular contributor of 'Our Women's Letter' 

to the Clarion commented: 

ILP and SDF branches don't know what they miss when 
they do not specifically encourage the membership and 
attendance of women. Frequently women write to me that 
they don't like to offer themselves as workers, because 
only men are seen attending the meetings. 

Many of her correspondents felt that male members did not want their 

'interference'. 3 

One response within the local ILP was the formation of a separate 

women's organisation. It appears that Joseph Burgess had urged the 

women of North Salford to take a greater interest in the movement, and 

to attend the meetings, which were hitherto a largely male preserve. But 

1 Mrs. E. Dean, tape. 

2 Ellen Wilkinson, 'Should Women Wash Up? or, The Marxist and his Missus' 
in Plebs, Vol. ? IX, January 1928, No. 1, " pp. 13-14. 

3 at 24 July 1897. 
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at the first meeting the women resolved to form a separate branch with 

their own officers and funds. The first women's branch formed in North 

Salford was Hightown, with Burgess' wife as president, and Mrs. Sarah 

Hayes (wife of John Hayes) as Secretary. A second branch was then 

opened at Duke Street, Lower Broughton. Burgess commented that 'the 

members of these women's branches are in almost every case the wives, 

sisters, sweethearts, or friends of the members of the North Salford 

Independent Labour Party'. Women also organised their own branches in 

IIollinwood, and made preparations in Rochdale, Gorton and Accrington. 

The Hightown women were aware that they were not pioneers, for similar 

organisations had been in existence for some time in Newcastle and 

Glasgow. Burgess reported: 

All that they are anxious to impress upon their sisters 
in other places is the necessity of forming a federation which 
shall work alongside and in harmony with the men's National 
Independent Labour Party, with a view to the ultimate amalgama- 
tion of the two organisations. 

They regard this independent organisation for a probationary 
period as being essential to success. They say truly that they 
are only novices in Socialism, and if men are admitted to their 
meetings it has a tendency to check the flow of question and 
discussion amongst the women themselves. On this account they 
have decided, while availing themselves of the services of men 
lecturers, few women being as yet available, to allow only the 
lecturer to attend their semi-private meetings. In the case 
of public meetings to be held rohem some special star lecturer 
is secured of course the meeting will be open to both sexes. 

... The women say they have been kept in the background 
too long. Their husbands and brothers have been too wrapped 
up in the Independent Labour movement as in a man's movement 
to ever think of taking the women along with them. 1 

For a couple of years the women's branches appear to have progressed. 

Hightown branch arranged for some women lecturers, Margaret MacMillan 

and Katharine Brace Glasier, who spoke on 'Politics and the Home'. 2 

1 WT, 3 March 1894. 

2 C, 10 February 1894; WT, 10 March 1894. 
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Annie Reade (wife of H. M. Reade) was elected as delegate to Manchester 

and Salford Executive, ' 
and on the occasion of the Executive's visit, the 

Hightown women endorsed the candidature of"Kate Taylor of Glasgow for the 

position of Inspector of Factories. 2 A group of women in Nottingham 

wrote to Sarah Hayes, asking for assistance in starting a branch, and 

Sarah Burgess went to speak for the Gorton branch, on 'Women's Work in 

the Labour Movement', in the course of which she stressed the need to 

get women on the School Board. By the time of her lecture, in March 

1894, the Gorton branch had about hO members. 3 Apparently influenced 

by Blatchford, the Duke Street branch abolished the office of President, 

and members took turns in the chair. The branch undertook canvassing, 

assisted at men's meetings, and supported the School Board election fund 

with surplus money (which was something few other branches seem to have 

accumulated! ). 4 In February 1896 a meeting was held in New Cross, to 

inaugurate another branch of the women's ILP. The following May this 

branch planned to hold sewing and reading classes, and it is quite 

possible that it simply evolved into the 'Women's Improvement Class' 

which Julia Dawson described in the Clarion in May 1898. She announced 

that 'They are going to begin by discussing such books as 'Alton Locke'. 

While one reads, the others will be busy making new gowns and things. 

Each member of the class promises to bring in strangers as often as 

possible'. 5 Also part of the socialist women's movement was the Clarion 

1 C, 3 March 1894. 

2 WT, 17 March 1894. 

3 Ibid., 10,17 March 1894 

4 C, 26 January 1895., 

5 Ibid., 22 February, 9 May 1896; 7 May 1898. 
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Women's Van, which set off from (heater in June 1896.1 

However the whole idea of separate women's branches soon came 

under attack. Mrs. Harker announced in the Labour Leader that this 

form of organisation served only to intensify the line of demarcation 

between the sexes. If it had come about through men's prejudice, then 

women should strive to remove it; if it was because of women's lack of 

interest in public matters, they would benefit by attending a mixed 

branch. 

There is nothing to be gained by women's separate 
branches, we want to see men and women work together more 
instead of less, and this barbarous reactionary sex discrim- 
ination done away with. 2 

But perhaps more practical was Christabel Pankhurst, who commenced 

the women's column of Manchester and Salford ILP's Social Reformer by 

remarking that 'It is to be hoped that in time there will be no further 

need of a women's column in such a paper as the Social Reformer. Today, 

however, the inferior position which women occupy in society necessitates 

the separate consideration of many questions from the woman's standpoint :3 

The SDF had a Women's Committee, but in 1904 declared that it had 

no intention of forming separate branches or a women's party. 
4 however 

less than two years later the South West Manchester branch established 

a women's section, with Fhnma Roberts as secretary. They held meetings 

on Monday evenings, when 'comrades of both sexes' opened discussions 

'upon the fundamental truths of socialism'. All women were invited, 

1 Labour Annual, 1897, p. 185. ' For details of the van, see J. Liddington 
and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 132-4. 

2 LL, 11 April 1896, 

3 Social Reformer, September 1901. 

4 C, 24 June 1894. 
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the idea being to educate them in order to qualify for membership of 

the branch. Five of its recruits had already joined the main branch, 

which they had assisted by inaugurating a system of literature distribu- 

tion. 1 
-Both S. W. Manchester and Salford SDP branches had Women's 

Socialist Circles in 1909.2 Upon its foundation in 1906 the Labour 

Party also inaugurated its own women's section, which became the 

Women's Labour League. Membership was open to women members, and wives 

and daughters of members, of societies eligible for affiliation to the 

Labour Party (which thus included trades unions, trades councils, local 

LRCs and Socialist Societies). Members were to work with the party 

locally and nationally for labour representation. 3 Margaret MacDonald 

became the League's President, and in 1910 Ramsay MacDonald invited 

Annot Robinson to become one of the part-time organisers in Lancashire. 4 

how successful these women's sections were in providing recruits 

to socialism can never be accurately judged. Clearly they aroused 

antipathy among some-of the more articulate and probably better-educated 

women, who could have held their ground in any mixed branch. But for 

working women, who were only too conscious of their own lack of education 

and opportunities to read, a separate group which provided both social 

activity and political education could prove advantageous as an 

introducation to the socialist movement. By 1906 however most women's 

organisations were experiencing internal divisions over the suffrage 

issue, and it is to the impact of that question that we must now turn. 

1 it 19 May 1906 

2 Ibid., 17 April 1909 

3 LL, 16 March 1906 

4 Part of a letter (from J. R. MacDonald) to Annot Robinson, 
1 January 1910 (in possession of Mrs.. H. Wilson). 
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The campaign for women's suffrage was established in the Manchester 

area long before the socialist parties. In 1867 the Manchester National 

Society for Women's Suffrage was formed under the secretaryship of 

Lydia Becker. It affiliated to the Central National Society for Women's 

Suffrage in 1894, and in 1897 became known as the North of England Society 

for Women's Suffrage, after the formation of the National Union of Women's 

Suffrage Societies at the Unity Conference in Birmingham. Their object 

was the extension of the parliamentary franchise to women on the same 

terms as it was enjoyed by men. After the Local Government Act of 1894 

married women, as well as spinsters and widows, gained the right to all 

local franchises, and became eligible for election as Poor Law Guardians, 

and Parish or District Councillors. However neither the Conservative 

nor the Liberal party was prepared to adopt women's parliamentary 

franchise as its official policy, and the only hope of the suffragists 

appeared to lie in a Private Member's Bill, or an amendment to a 

relevant government bill. The ILP for its part was committed to adult 

suffrage, but this did not render all its members as sympathetic to the 

cause of women's suffrage as might be supposed. Since the male parlia- 

mentary franchise was dependent upon property qualifications, its 

extension to women on the same terms was regarded by some as liable 

to increase the property vote, give additional support to the Conservative 

and Liberal parties, and further impede the cause of socialism. For many 

socialists extension of the franchise had to be full adult suffrage - or 

nothing! 1 

1 For a detailed examination of the early history of the women's suffrage 
movement, see E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., pp. 30-97,16k-8; J. Liddington 
and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 64-83t 143-166; S. M. Bryan, 'The Women's 
Suffrage Question in the Manchester Area 1890-1906' (Manchester University, 
1977, dissertation in part fulfilment of requirements for M. A. ) passim; 
D. Morgan, Suffragists and Liberals (oxford, 1975) pp. 8-22 passim. See 
also Manchester National Society for Women's Suffrage, Reports 1881-95 
and NTB)SS, Re its of the EC of the North of East Society for Women's 
Suffrage 1898-190 in Suffrage Collection, Manchester Public Library, Archives Department . 
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Daring the 1890s there was not a great deal of contact between 

the socialist and suffrage movements in Manchester. From 1895 to 1900 

the ILP had no }SPs, and could not therefore provide a channel for the 

introduction of a suffrage bill into parliament. It has already been 

suggested that the party at this time had comparatively few active 

women members, and many of the male socialists were either disinterested 

in the whole issue or adhered to the party's adult suffrage policy. 

Moreover the established suffrage movement in the area did have close 

ties with Liberalism; Mrs. Jacob Bright, Bertha Mason, Margaret Ashton 

and, until 1894, the Pankhursts, were all prominent Liberals. 1 Admittedly 

there was' a radical group within the suffrage movement in the area. Led 

by Esther Roper and Eva Gore Booth, its adherents demanded 'womanhood 

suffrage' to include all women over the age of 21. In effect this would 

entail adult suffrage, since no government was likely to omit from an 

extension of the franchise the -" -w men who still lacked votes. The group 

conducted its campaign among working women of the Lancashire cotton towns, 

and attracted to its ranks leaders of local working women's organisations, 

in particular Sarah Reddish, Selina Cooper, Helen Silcock, and Sarah 

Dickenson. In the summer of 1903 these radical suffragists formed a 

separate organisation: the Lancashire and Cheshire Women Textile and 

Other Workers' Representation Committee. But although the aims of this 

movement were more in keeping with ILP policy, there is no evidence of 

close contact with the Manchester party; there were comparatively few 

working women in the local ILP, and the leaders of the radical suffrage 

movement who were ILP members, Ada Nield, Selina Cooper, Alice Collinge 

and Ethel Derbyshire, were not in Manchester branches. Jill Liddington 

1 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., pp. 119-20; J. Liddington and J.. Norris, 
op. cit., p. 79. 
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and Jill Norris, 1 commenting upon this lack of contact between the 

two movements, argue that the ILP was not particularly attractive to 

the radical suffragists. They realised that women's suffrage was not 

the party's chief consideration, and might be dropped as an issue at 

any time to suit political priorities. Broader-based organisations, 

such as the Women's Trade Union League, the Co-operative Guild, and 

the Clarion Van, could more easily accommodate feminist propaganda. 

By the turn of the century many of the women within the ILP 

were however becoming dissatisfied, both at their continuing lack of 

the franchise and at their own party's apparent unconcern. However 

neither the North of England Society, nor its radical wing, really 

met their needs. They wished to act as a pressure group from within 
0 

the ILP and, since many of them were the wives of profession and iwhite- 

collar' workers, they had no roots in the broader labour movement. 

It was among these women that Mrs. Pankhurst formed the Women's Social 

and Political Union. Recent historians of the suffrage movement argue 

that too much emphasis has traditionally been placed upon the WSPU and 

the role of the Pankhurst family. In the context of women's suffrage, 

their argument appears to be justified, but when considering issues 

from the viewpoint of the ILP one is obliged to revert to the traditional 

bias. For the WSPU was the movement which developed within the party 

and, particularly in the Manchester area, it had more impact upon the 

ILP than had any other suffrage organisation. 

The foundation of the WSPU was essentially a family affair. 

Dmmeline and Richard Parkhurst had been involved in the suffrage movement 

of the late '80s and early '90s, but after the campaign to secure local 

I J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 20-9 passim, 131-3. 
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franchises for married women had culminated in the 1891k Local Government 

Act, both appear to have devoted much of their time and energy to the 

ILP, which they joined in September of that year. Dr. Pankhurst stood 

as the party's parliamentary candidate for Gorton in 1895, served on the 

NAC, and until his death in 1898 was one of the prominent figures in the 

Local party. 1 His wife stood as a United Labour Party candidate for 

Manchester School Board, and was elected to Choriton Guardians. At 

Boggart Hole Clough she discovered the impact of militant action, but 

her energies continued to be directed towards the peaceful attainment 

of socialism. After her bereavement she attended ILP Annual Conferences, 

was elected to the NAC and to Manchester School Board. She also served 

as ILP delegate-to the local LUC. Thus by 1903 Mrs. Pankhurst was 

perhaps the leading woman member of Manchester and Salford ILPZ and 

for almost a decade she had not demonstrated any particular interest 

in the cause of women's suffrage. 

Family involvement in the suffrage movement appears to have been 

prompted by Christabel Parkhurst, o in 1901 became friendly with Eva 

Gore-Booth and Esther Roper. Under their influence she entered 

Manchester University as a law student, and also joined the North of 

Ehgland Society for Women's Suffrage. Christabel became increasingly 

disillusioned with the ILP and the LRC, which appeared to take little 

interest in the suffrage question. 3- On 13 Narch 1903 her letter to 

1 LL, 20 April, 8 June, 27 July 1895; 1 April, 30 )lay, 13 June, 15 and 
29 August, 26 September 1896; 30 January, 24 April 1897. 

2 'Mfrs. Pankhurst' in Manchester Faces and Places, Vol. X, No. 10, July 
1899, pp. 181-3; ILL October, 8 and 22 December 1894,19 January 1895, 
11 April, 4,11,113-and 25 July 1896,30 July and 22 October 1898, 
1 April 1899,24 November 1900,5 April 1902. 

3 E. S. PanIthurst, op. cit., pp. 164.7; J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., 
pp. 167-72. See Christabel Pankhurst's letter, 'Woman Suffrage. A Word to 
Trade Unionists', in LL, 31 August 1901. In October 1902 Rhe , 

lecturereýd in 
Glasgow on 'Women and. Direct Labour Representation' , when' s% eýappealed 'toi 

make women's suffrage the foremost plank in the Labour representation 
movement (see ibid., 1 November 1902). 
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the Clarion announced: 

Working men declare that from their point of view the 
Liberal and Conservative Parties are equally unsatisfactory. 
The Women of England are justified in going further, and 
saying that neither Liberal, Conservative, nor Labour Parties 
are their friends. 

Her attack also became personal. She refused to speak to Philip Snowden 

when he came to Pankhurst 114119 becauseIsabella Ford had told her that 

he was actively hostile to women's suffrage. John Hodge came under fire, 

for having failed to mention-the question in his election address at the 

Preston by-election. 2 When Bruce Glasier stayed at the Pankhurst's home 

in Nelson Street, on the night of 18 October 1903, Mrs. Pankhurst and 

G'hristobel-belaboured him from 10 pay until 1.30 am for having neglected 

the suffrage issue in his capacity as party Chairman. Glasier responded 

in his diary: 

At last get roused and speak with something like scorn 
of their miserable individualist sexism, and virtually tell 
them that the ILP will not stir a ginger more than it has 
done for all the women suffragists in creation. Really the 
pair are not seeking democratic freedom, but self-importance. 

Somewhat embittered, he added on the following day: 

Christabelspaints her eyebrows grossly and looks selfish, 
lazy and willful. They want to b5 ladies, not workers and lack 
the humility of real 'heroinism'. 

Glasier appears to have found Christabel and her mother equally 

militant. It does however seem that their attitudes differed to some 

extentg that Airs. Parkhurst was far more hopeful of persuading the ILP 

and LRC to take up the cause of women's auffrage. 
4 ist although 

i. Cl 13 March 1903 

2 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit. pp. 167-8" J. Liddington and J. Norris, 
op. cit., PP. 172-3. t. o. be, la foi eF Lcedr, was . JCCteCt +o t+'e NAG ton 
L'103 CSee 16. S. Parkhurst, °r Cit. j P. ºb'7) 

3 J. Bruce Glasier, Dairies. Entries for 10 and 19 October 1902. 

4 J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., p. 174. lira. Pankhurst's letter 
to the LL, 2 August 1902 on 'The Clitheroe Election', emphasised the 
importance of the women textile workers' support for Shackleton. She 
announced that Shackleton's declarations on the subject of women's 
suffrage shave been very satisfactory'. 
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Christabel was only 23, she did have considerable influence over her 

mother. According to Sylvia'Pankhurst, I maeline was intensely-jealous 

of Christabel's friendship with Esther Roper and Eva Gore Booth. i Thus 

she may have become more involved with the suffrage quartion than would 

otherwise have been the case, simply to avoid alienating Christabel. 

Mrs. Parkhurst attended the 1902 ILP Conference at Liverpool, as 

delegate for Chorlton-on-Hedlock, and here she proposed a resolution 

in favour of women's suffrage on the same terms as men's, which was 

passed unanimously. But she did not appear to raise the issue at local 

meetings. On 19 August she took part in the formation of Manchester 

Central branch and became one of its nine committee members. The 

minutes of the branch meetings survive, but there is no evidence of 

Mrs. Parkhurst attempting to raise the suffrage issue until October 1903. 

To all appearances her energy and enthusiasm were directed towards the 

ILP, for she was elected branch delegate to the 1903 Annual Conference 

in York, where she was appointed to the Standing Orders Committee, 

and seconded a resolution for the abolition of child labour. She was 

also a delegate to the local LRC. 2 It seems hardly a coincidence that 

Christabel attended her first branch meeting on 6 October 1903, her 

mother withdrew as delegate to the LRC at the, same meeting, and the WSP'U 

was formed on 10 October. 3 

Sylvia Pankhurst claimed that her mother decided to form a new 

1 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., pp. 164-5. 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meetings 31 March and 
28 July 1903; ILP, Report of the Eleventh Annual Conference 1903, 
pp. 2,159 32. 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 6 October 1903; 
E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., p.. 168. 
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organisation for women after the discovery that women were excluded 

from the ILP branch at Pankhurst Hall. After several years of 

Christabel's feminist propaganda, this may indeed have been the 'last 

straw' -aud Tmneline Pankhurst was impulsive by nature. She proposed 

to call this new organisation the Women's Labour Representation Committee, 

but again was influenced by Christabel. Esther Roper and Eva Gore-Booth 

had just formed the Lancashire Women Textile Workers' Representation 

Committee, and Christabel felt that her mother's choice bore too close 

a resemblence. Mrs. Pankhurst acquiesced - and opted for the title 

'Women's Social and Political Union'. The title is significant, for 

at the time she was not concerned solely with the extension of the 

parliamentary franchise to women. She intended that the group should 

be a political parallel to the ILP, and be composed mainly of working 

women. She also planned to conduct social work, including the 

provision of maternity benefit to members. 
I 

On 10 October 1903 Mrs. Pankhurst invited a few women members of 

the ILP to a meeting at her home at 62 Nelson Street. Here the WSPU 

was formed. Unfortunately the organisation kept no records in its 

early stages, and the identities of the founder members remain obscure. 

It is however-known that the first secretary and treasurer were Rachel 

Scott and Helen Harker. 2 Rachel Scott was the wife of II. C. D. Scott, 

who had joined Manchester and Salford ILP prior to the Bradford 

Conference, and served several terms as party treasurer since that date. 

1 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., pp. 167-8. 

2 Ibid., p. 168; J. Liddin ton and J. Norris, op. cit., p. 175; 
C. Parkhurst, Unshackled 

(1959) 
pp. 43-5. In her capacity as 

Secretary, Rachel Scott advertised the IISFU. meeting for 
26 October 1903 in the Labour Leader, 24 October 1903. 
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His occupation is unknown, for he was listed in the Directory as a 

'private resident'. But the location of his home in Mixton, and the 

fact that he rented the Central branch office at 116 Portland Street 

in his name (in order to obtain a vote in Manchester) suggest that he 

was not without means. It is therefore extremely unlikely that Rachel 

Scott went out to work. Helen Harker is also likely to have been a 

housewife, for her husband, John Harker, was the manager of the CWS 

shirt factory in Broughton. He was one of the founder members of 

Manchester and Salford ILP, and Helen had also worked for the party 

since 1894. She had Known Mrs. Pankhurst at least since 1896, when 

they were both summoned for collecting at Boggart Hole Clough, and 

she was also a member of Central branch. Another founder was Leonard 

Halls wife, Pattie. According to her daughter, Mrs. Hall-Humpierson, 

the WSP[T was started by Mrs. Pankhurst and one of her daughters, Pattie 

hill, and three other women 1who had to do with the Labour Party' - 

which still leaves the identity of one ILPer undiscovered. Other 

early members included Annie Kenney, Theresa Billington and Mrs- Morrisey. 

Theresa Billington was a teacher who in 1902-3 acted as Women's Secretary 

of Manchester University Settlement Associates. In 1903 she helped to 

found the Teachers' Equal Pay League, and first contacted Mrs. Pankhurst 

in the latter's capacity as a member of the Education Authority. Mrs. 

Horrisey appears to have been the wife of Councillor Morrisey of 

Liverpool. The only obviously working class member of the WSPU in its 

early days was Annie Kenney, a cardroom operative who joined after 

hearing Christabel Pankhurst speak at a meeting held by Oldham Trades 

Cöuncil. i 

1 See Appendix Il below. 
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The general development of the WSPU is beyond the scope of 

this survey. It is however necessary to consider the impact of the 

movement upon Manchester and Salford ILP. In its early months the 

IISPU's aim was to campaign through the ILP, to persuade the Labour 

Representation Committee to take up the cause of women's rights. Thus 

the two organisations were compatible, and many women were members of 

both. Of course time and energy were limited, and it does seem likely that 

the additional commitment'to the WSPU reduced the level of many women's 

activity in the ILP. Alice Milne became involved in the ILP when her 

parents joined and, apparently through the party, she became acquainted 

with the Pankhursts. Her younger sister, now bfrs. Somerville, recalled 

visiting the Pankhurst family as a child, and meeting both Annie 

Kenney and Mrs. Despard at their home. The Milne sisters also happened 

to attend the Oliver Typewriting School with Flora Drummond. Alice 

Milne soon became 'acutely interested' in the suffrage movement and, 

through her influence, her mother also became keen. Both remained 

members of the ILP, but their enthusiasm was now concentrated upon the 

WSPU, of which Mice Milne eventually became secretary. 
1 

However it is also possible that the WSPU brought new members 

into the ILP. In the hope of exerting pressure on the Labour movement, 

WSP(T recruits, who had not previously been members, joined the party - 

in particular the Manchester Central branch. Rachel Scott, who had 

probably joined another branch at an earlier date, moved to Central 

with her husband on 20 October 1903; Theresa Billington joined on 

23 February 1904, and Adela Pankhurst on the following 13 December. 

I Mrs. Somerville, tape. 
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Sylvia Pankhurst appears to have joined on 10 January 1905 and her 

brother, Harry, who joined on 11 July, completed the family group. Dora 

Walford and Miss M. Byrne joined the following September, and Mrs. 

Zdolstenholme Elmy and Annie Denney in December 1905. Mrs. Morrisey 

augmented their ranks on 6 March 1906.1 It was therefore with some 

justification that Brace Glasier described the branch as a 'family 

affair'. 2 The W'SPU also enjoyed the support of Sam Robinson, who was 

one of the most active members of Central Branch. In January 1907 he 

married Annot Wilkie, who had been a member of the WSPU in Dundee, and 

she too joined Central Branch. 3 

It seems likely that the WSPU decided to concentrate its ILP 

activity in Central branch in order to 'capture' it, and promote their 

own policies. The branch was eminently suited to their purposes, for 

it was intended to cater for members who either worked in central 

Manchester and found the location convenient, or who had no branch near 

their homes. Thus it had no distinct geographical catchment area. 

Moreover many of the members came from the business and professional 

classes, thus there was no strong trade unionist element, which might 

serve to counterbalance the growing influence of the WSPU. It might 

also be added that, until 1907, the ILP and WSPU shared the same office, 

at 116 Portland Street (rented by H. C. D. Scott). 4 Central branch was 

by no means typical of the ILP branches in the district, and its takeover 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of meetings 1903-6 passim. 

2 Letter J. Bruce Glasier to EGF, Chapel-en-le-Frith, 7 September 1906 
(Glasier Papers, Sydney Jones Library, University of Liverpool). 

3", 3 January 1908; Mrs. H. Wilson, tape. 

4 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 7 August 1906, 
including letter from H. C. D. Scott, 30 July 1906. 
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by the WSPU does not appear to have been emulated elsewhere. The branch 

does however provide a focal point for an examination of WSPU tactics 

within the ILP. 

Initially the WSPU directed its propaganda towards Labour 

organisations and prospective parliamentary candidates. Thus in 

December 1903 a deputation from the WSPU called upon John Hodge to 

pledge that, if elected, he would introduce a bill giving the parliamentary 

franchise to women on the same terms as men. 1 The following month 

Isabella Ford addressed N. Salford ILP on 'The Place of Women in the 

Labour Movement', arguing that until women had perfect equality with men 

there could be no hope of real progress. 2 However the major opportunity 

to influence the ILP was at its forthcoming Conference, at Easter 1904. 

Central branch nominated both Mrs. Pankhurst and Isabella Ford for the 

MAC and Mrs. Pankhurst proposed that the branch submit a resolution: 

That conference instruct the NAC to prepare and 
introduce through its elected representatives a Bill to amend 
the Representation of the People Acts that words imputing the 
masculine gender shall include women. 

' 

However when the agenda for the Cardiff conference was drawn up, Central 

branch's resolution was coupled with another, from Stockport, advocating 

adult suffrage. Mrs. Pankhurst and Mrs. Scott were duly appointed by 

the branch to negotiate with Stockport, 'and endeavour to induce them 

to come to some arrangement with them on the res-olution'. 
4 Apparently 

the two WSPU members proved persuasive for, at Cardiff, Mrs. Pankhurst 

1 C, 4 December 1903- 

2 23 January 1904. 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meetings 24 and 26 
January 1904. 

4 Ibid., Minutes of Meeting 22 March 1904. 
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moved the Central branch resolution, which was carried unanimously. 

She was also elected to the NAC. 1 

Within the national ILP the suffragettes had a powerful ally in 

Keir Hardie, whose support more than compensated for Bruce Glasier's 

continuing hostility. Whether his motives were purely altruistic, 

whether he, was influenced by personal feelings for lira. Parkhurst or 

Christabel, or whether he wished, as Glasier claimed, 'to figure in 

history as the vomen's champion' is impossible to ascertain. But he 

did circularize ILP branches in order to discover the proportion of 

women municipal electors who might be described as working class. The 

replies were used to substantiate the claim that the extension of the 

franchise to women would create a far great proportion of working class 

(and potentially Labour) voters than upper and middle class voters. 

Hardie also helped Christabel Pankhurst to publish (through the ILP) 

a pamphlet on The Citizenship of Women. A Plea for Women's Suffrage 2 

But the LItC remained unconvinced by WSPU propaganda, and at its 

conference in Liverpool in January 1905 adhered to the demand for adult 

suffrage. However Sylvia Pankhurst persuaded Keir Hardie to introduce 

a private member's bill if he was successful in the ballot. He proved 

unlucky, but with Mrs. Parkhurst he managed to persuade the successful 

MP, Bamford Slack, to introduce the bill. The ILP Conference, held at 

the Free Trade Hall in April 1905, supported the bill, but less than a 

I ILP, Report of the 12th AnnuaýfeConference 1904, Pp- 30-1 

2 D. Mitchell, 
, 
Queen Christabel (1977) pp. 51-3. Only about 50 out of 

approximately 300 branches replied to the questionnaire, and since 
its terms were not clearly defined, the results were not statistically 
significant. It appears that they were accepted by Hardie and the 
WSPU but not by the majority of the Labour movement. 
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month later it was talked out at its second reading. ' 

During this period there was close co-operation between the ILP 

and WSPU. The suffragettes' activity was chiefly concentrated upon 

addressing public meetings and the ILP regularly provided the platform 

(as, for example, at Tib Street) as well as a 'bodyguard' to protect the 

speakers from disruptive elements in the audience. 2 At the 1905 municipal 

elections, Manchester and Salford ILP and the WSPU shared the services 

of an organiser, Theresa Billington. She arranged meetings especially 

for women in wards where Labour candidates were standing, and women 

speakers, including Mrs. Pankhurst and Mrs. Aldridge, gave talks on housing, 

sanitation, or the feeding of school children. 3 

But Christabel Pankhurst, at least, was by no means convinced 

that patient propaganda from within the ILP would ever prove successful. 

Impressed by the impact which unemployed demonstrations appeared to have 

upon government action, and no doubt with vivid memories of Boggart Hole 

Clough, she determined to resort to more militant methods. After 

careful planning, she and Annie Kenney staged their demonstration in 

support of 'Votes for Women' at Sir Edward Grey's meeting at the Free 

Trade Hall on 13 October. Both women were dragged from the hall, and 

sentenced to the imprisonment which they desired - seven days for 

Christabel Pankhnrst and three for Annie Kenney. Theresa Billington 

as ILP organiser, and one of the few suffragettes privy to their plans, 

was largely responsible for arranging the protest which ensued. When 

I Ibid., pp. 57-8; ILP, Report of the 13th Conference ... 1905, 
P- 35; E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., pp. 180-4. 

2 D. l'iitchell, op. cit., p. 61; H. Hitchell, op. cit., p. 129. 

3 13 October 1905; Manchester Evening News, 8" March 1907, letter to 
the Editor from Sam Robinson. 
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their imprisonment was announced, a protest meeting was held in 

Stevenson Square, with ILPer; II. Dean in the chair'. Speakers included 

John IIarker, Theresa Billington, Hannah Mitchell, Mrs. Parkhurst, and a 

Liberal, Miss Thomson. Annie Kenney's release brought in its wake 

another meeting at the same venue, attended by about 2,000 people and 

addressed by Leonard Hall as well as the leading WSPU speakers. When 

Christabel Parkhurst was also released, Central branch ILP arranged a 

demonstration at the Free Trade Hall, on 20 October, to welcome the two 

suffragettes and protest against their treatment. Arrangements were 

made by Theresa Billington and Sam Robinson, and the platform was 

filled with ILPers and representatives of nearly every women's 

organisation in Manchester and District - Keir ilardie, Leonard Ball, 

John Barker, Mrs. Wolstenholme Elmy, Sarah Dickenson (Secretary of the 

Women's Trades and Labour Council), Bra Gore-Booth and, of course, the 

two ea-pris\oners. 

Thus the initial resort to militancy by the WSPU did not alienate 

the ILP. The protest on 13 October was after all a protest against 

Liberal policy and against the treatment of the protestors. There was 

however a sign that some members of Central branch at least felt that 

the ILP should not become too heavily committed to the suffragette 

cause. When the branch met on 18 October, Theresa Billington reported 

that the NAC wanted a protest meeting to be held in the Free Trade Hall. 

As time was so short, they thought that Central branch should arrange 

it, but they would pay at least the expenses of hiring the hall, and 

allow Hardie and Isabella Ford to attend as representatives of the NAC. 

At this point Lea moved, and Booth seconded, that the meeting be left to 

the responsibility of the women (i. e. the WSPU). R. C. Wallhead then 

moved that the branch accept the NAC offer, and take the entire 
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responsibility for organising the meeting. He was seconded by Sam 

Robinson, and the motion carried. There is no indication that Lea and 

Booth were opposed to women's suffrage, but it does seem that they did 

not wish the branch to become too deeply involved in WSPU affairs. 1 

After their success at the Free Trade Hall, the WSPU continued 

to disrupt Liberal meetings generally, amid ILP approbation. Thus in 

December IiSPU members made their demands for votes for women at a 

Liberal demonstration in the Free Trade Hall. Stewards rushed to 

where the women were sitting. ILPer Lindsey Harting who was sitting 

behind the suffragettes, expostulated with the steward for his rough 

methods, and was promptly hit in the ßace: 2 Such sympathy and support 

for protesters from male members of the ILP seems to have been fairly 

common, 3 but again there are signs that some ILPers doubted the wisdom 

of backing the WSPU. In the 1906 General Election Winston Churchill 

and Joynson-Hicks contested N. W. Manchester, and Christabel Pankhurst 

determined that the WSPU's opposition to the Liberal Government should 

be concentrated upon Churchill. 4 However amid ILP and Labour circles 

there was considerable sympathy towards Churchill. After the election 

the Labour Leader commented upon local exultation at Balfour's defeat 

and added, 'The next most popular results were the election of Winston 

Churchill and J. R. Clynes. ' Churchill was initially the nominee of the 

Free Trade League (which also included among its adherents G. D. Kelley, 

John Harker and John Hodge), and he had supported the Trade Disputes 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 18 October 1905; 
LL, 20 and 27 October 1905; D. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 62-8; 
J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 189-92; E. S. Pankhurst, 
op. cit., pp. 189-92. 

2 LL, 15 December 1905, 

3 E. S. Panhhurst, op. cit., pp. 191-5. 

4 D. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 74-5. 
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Bill. In 1904 lodge had even wanted to support Churchill's campaign, 

but the LRC had deemed the latter to be a Liberal candidate, and had 

expressly forbidden such a move. 1 Probably because it feared that ILPers 

would become involved in Churchill's campaign, the ILP's Election Conference 

resolved that members in N. W. Manchester should abstain from voting. The 

WSPU policy therefore militated against both the ILP's policy of neutrality, 

and the personal preferences of many members. 2 

When Manchester Central branch met on 9 January 1906, A. Lewis 

received permission from the chair to bring forward 'a matter of importance 

to the branch'. He eventually seconded a motion, proposed by A. Lea, 'That 

this branch of the ILP condemns the conduct of those lady members who are 

publicly opposing one of the candidates for N. W. Manchester'. Although 

Mrs. Pankhurst, Christabel and Sam Robinson were present at the meeting, 

their supporters were in 'a minority, and the resolution was carried. 3 

At the next branch meeting, on 23 January, the WSPU members and sympathisers 

were more in evidence. Sylvia Pankhurst was in London at the time (as, 

probably, was her mother), but Christabel attended with Harry and Adela for 

support. Sam Robinson now moved the deletion of the minute passed at the 

previous meeting, concerning the lady members' conduct, and his motion 

was passed 9-5. At the 6 February meeting Adela Pankhurst even moved 

'That the secretary write to the lady members of the branch regarding the 

deletion of the minute ... '. 4 Clearly the WSPU had considerable support 

1 LL, 19 January 1906; -LRC 14/150 Letter from John Hode to J. R. MacDonald, 
19 April 1904; LRC 14/156 typed unsigned letter (MI to John Hodge, 20 
April 1904; LIUC 14/157 unsigned letter (LRC) to John Hodge, 19 May 1904 
(Labour Party Archives, Transport House). 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 9 January 1906. 

3 Ibid., 9 January 1906. 

4 Ibid., 23 January and 9 February 1906. 
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in the branch, but members were divided, and the composition of individual 

meetings could be a crucial factor. 

During the first half of 1906 there were indications of an eventual 

breath between the WSPU and ILP. The WSPU decided to move its head- 

quarters to London, in order to exert more direct pressure upon the new 

Liberal government. The consequent separation from the ILP and from the 

radical suffragists of Lancashire was also seen by the suffragettes as 

being advantageous. 1 Moreover some of the socialists became increasingly 

concerned at the WSPU's militant tactics. Thus Julia Dawson of the 

Cla rionp herself an adult suffragist, commented that the methods adopted 

by Mrs. Parkhurst and her followers did not appeal to her, nor did she 

think that they would forward the women's suffrage movement. 2 In 

Parliament the Labour Party drew up a list of measures which should be 

introduced if its members were successful in the ballot. Hardie alone 

pressed for the inclusion of votes for women among the measures. Ile was, 

of course, out-voted, but promised Mrs. Pankhurst that, regardless of the 

party decision, if he won a place, either for a Bill or for a Resolution, 

he would use it for 'votes for women'. Hardie's support for the WSPU, 

against the interests of the ILP and Labour Party, was not destined to 

improve relations between socialists and suffragettes. 
3 Moreover the 

militant activities of the WSPU also tended to draw women away from the 

mainstream of the ILP. Theresa Billington, at the request of Mrs. Pankhurst, 

gave up her post as ILP organiser in Manchester, and began work for the 

WSPU in London. 4 But the two movements were not as yet incompatible. 

1 J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 200-1. 

2 C, 23 }lasch 1906. 

3 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., pp. 201-5. 

4 J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., p. 200. 
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ILPers continued to defend suffragettes at public meetings and, in July 

1906, demanded the insertion of a women's enfranchisement clause into 

the Plural Voting Bill then before Parliament. 1 

The conflict of loyalties between the ILP and WSPU really became 

obvious in August 1906, when Bob ghillie stood as ILP candidate at the 

Cockermouth by-election. Christabel Pankhurst and subsequently Theresa 

Billington appeared on the scene and, since Christabel requested and 

received hospitality from the local ILP, it was initially assumed by local 

activists that they would be working for &nillie. However it soon became 

apparent that their aim was to oppose the Liberal candidate in the interests 

of the WSPU, and Christabel made it clear to the electorate that she cared 

little whether they voted Conservative or Labour: She even arranged rival 

meetings on the same pitch as the ILP. 2 Although the Labour Leader was 

prepared to print letters justifying the women's actions, its editorial 

on 10 Bugast commented: 

Women who are disposed to sacrifice the interests of the 
Socialist and Labour movement at the polls in pursuing their 
own policy for obtaining the vote, are not likely to convince 
us that they would not as readily sacrifice those interests 
for some other policy once they are possessed of the vote. 
Nevertheless, women are entitled to the vote whether they 

support or oppose Labour candidates and the ILP push their 

claims resolutely. How far, however, women or men who oppose 
our candidates, or even remain neutral, are entitled to be 
regarded as loyal members of our party, is a question for the 
party itself to decide. 3 

Manchester and Salford ILP called a special meeting, on 25 August, 

I LL, 27 July 1906, reporting a women's franchise demonstration at 
Stevenson Square, recorded that 'a stalwart army of reliable ILPers' 
had taken up positions as a bodyguard around the platforms several 
hours before the start of the meeting. 

2 E. S. Parkhurst, op. cit., p. 220; D. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 8-5. 

3L 10 August 1906 
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to consider the conduct of the two members. 1 It concluded that they 

had 'acted in a manner hostile to the cause of Independent Labour', 

and called upon their branch (in which such power resided) to demand 

their immediate resignation. However Central branch, meeting on 4 

September, registered its disapproval of the resolution, and concluded 

that the two members had simply endeavoured to promote one of the objects 

included in the party's official programme, namely the immediate extension 

of the franchise to women. 2 Faced with such an impasse, Manchester and 

Salford ILP held a special meeting at which it reaffirmed the previous 

resolution, and called upon the MAC to decide whether Theresa Billington 

and Christabel Pankhurst should retain their party membership. 3 

Clearly the Cockermouth affair had alienated a number of the WSPU'a 

sympathisers within the ILP. However there was still some support from 

women ILP members who, apparently at this time, compiled their Manifesto 

to the Women's Sociall and Political Union. This expressed 'warm 

appreciation and high admiration' for the work done by the WWSPU . particularly 

by those members who had suffered imprisonment. The manifestists further 

asserted their 'profound belief that no real and lasting progress will 

ever be made apart from the complete enfranchisement of women'. 

Signatories included Margaret IkIlillan and Isabella Ford of the NAC, and 

22 members of Manchester branches, including Alice Milne, Mary Helen 

1 Co 17 *igust 1906. - 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 4 September 1900. 
Also contained loose in the minute book is a letter from F. C. Toulmin, 
Secretary of Manchester and Salford ILP, to the Secretary of Manchester 
Central Branch, 28 August 1906. This contains the resolution passed 
by the Manchester and Salford party, and asks the branch to consider 
the matter. 

3 C, 14 and 28 September 1906; Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes 
of Meeting 18 September 1906. 
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Harker and Mrs. Morriaey. 1 

In Manchester the suffragettes could still rely upon the support 

of Central Branch, while in the national party they retained a staunch 

ally in Hardie. But the Cockermouth by-election really marked the parting 

of the ways between the ILP and WSPU. The ILP was still officially in 

favour of adult suffrage, rather than the limited extension of the 

franchise to women, and while the latter campaign had been accommodated 

and supported when it did not conflict with party loyalty, it could not 

be permitted to destroy the ILP. Bruce Glasier commented in his diary: 

The women's movement is not socialist but individualist 
in feeling. The Panlshnrsts, Billingtons, etc., are rebelling 
as much against honest work as against sex repression. They 
want to be public people speaking etc.: they hate work and 
obscurity. 2 

Of the Manchester dispute, he commented to his sister: 

The Central Manchester branch to which the Pankhursts 
and Miss Billington belong is virtually a family affair. The 
majority of its members take no part in the Socialist movement. 
Hardie I fancy now realises that the position of dirs. (sic) 
Pankhurst and Miss Billington is impossible. 3 

Hardie was already the subject of criticism for other aspects of 

his policy, and his continued support for the WSPU did nothing to ease 

the situation. The 1907 Labour Party Conference, meeting in Belfast in 

January, turned down a motion urging the immediate extension of the 

franchise to women on the same terms as men. After the vote Hardie even 

indicated that he might leave the party. 4 Glasier at least did not 

I Manifesto to the Women's Social and Political Union (by women of the ILP1 
ILeigh]r, n. d. 12 p.. Suffrage Collection, Manchester Public Library 

Archives Department). 

2 J. Bruce Glasier, Diaries. F. itry for 6 February 1907 (Glasier Papers). 

3 J. Bruce Glasier letter to EGF, Chapel-en-le-Frith, 7 September 1906 
(Glasier Papers). 

1ý L. Thompson, The Ehthusiasts, pp. 148-9; I. McLean, op. cit., pp. 121-4. 
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credit him with the most altruistic of motives: 

Indeed all through I fancy I can detect a conscious 
desire on his part to figure in history as the women's 
champion. What I object to in this is that his power to 
champion them is derived from us - our work and cohesion - 
but that we must all serve, and be sacrificed as reaction- 
aries on the question, all to enable him to triumph. 1 

The question of Christabel Parkhurst and Theresa Billington's ILP 

membership was to be referred to party conference. Central Branch 

thereupon adopted an amendment to a conference resolution, expressing 

its continued support for the WSPU members, and also elected Mrs. 

Pankhurst and Sam Robinson as delegates. There had always been some 

dissent over the branch's attitude to the WSM, and the decisions concerning 

conference now proved to be the proverbial 'last straw'. On 20 March 

1907 a group of members, led by R. C. Wallhead, resigned from the branch, 

and proceeded to establish a new City of Manchester ILP branch. 2 

When the ILP Conference met in Derby on Easter Monday 1907, London 

members moved and seconded a motion, declaring that 'the action of certain 

members of the party in the contests at Cockermouth and Huddersfield' had 

been detrimental to the party. It soon became clear that the ILP women 

.. were themselves divided in their attitude. Margaret MacMillan stated 

that she brought a message of peace from a number of women members, 

including Mrs. Despard, Mrs. Cobden Sanderson, Ethel Snowden and Isabella 

Ford, which stated 'We pledge ourselves never to go down to any constituency 

or take any part in elections unless we are going to help the labour Party'. 

At this time the chairman suggested that the resolution be withdrawn, 

1 J. Bruce Glasier, Diaries. Entry for 26 January 1907. 

2 Manchester Central Branch IL?, Minutes of Meetings 26 February, 
19 March 1907; LL t, 29 March. 1907. 
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whereupon Mrs. Pankhurst promptly disclaimed all connection with the 

declaration. She said that she had considered resigning from the ILP 

the previous ygar, but had decided that, if returned as delegate again, 

she would await the decision of the conference. She declared that women 

could not afford to wait until the ILP came to power; 

IfAere she a man she admitted her action would be disloyal,, 
but as a woman with no political rights she pleaded for special 
consideration. She was loyal in every other point to the cause 
of socialism and the ILP. 

The mover of the resolution had been prepared to withdraw, but upon 

hearing Mrs. Panklinrst he refused. After a commotion the Chairman 

accepted a motion for the adoption of the 'previous question'; conference 

thus officially declined to take Cognisance of the resolution. When 
Po, ýry 

delegates to the next lä conference were elected, Nrs. Pankhurst was 71 

placed second out of five candidates. 1 She had not completely eroded 

the sympathy of the ILP. 

But although the ILP continued to tolerate the WSPU, the militants 

no longer desired to retain their foothold in the party. The WSPU now 

concentrated its activities in London. Mrs. Parkhurst resigned the 

registrarship on 21 March 1907 and at the same time gave up her Manchester 

home. Moreover the WSPU became increasingly anxious to recruit middle 

class women who enjoyed prominent positions in society and, according to 

2 Theresa Billington, working class members were dropped without hesitation. 

Thus it can have caused little surprise at the Central branch meeting on 

17 September 1907 to receive the written resignations of feline and 

1 LL, 5 April 1907. 

2 E. S. Panldhurst, op. cit., p. 261; J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., 
pp. 206-8. 
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Christabel Pankhurst. 1 

When the above events are considered from the viewpoint of the ILP, 

it appears that the WSPU initially fulfilled the need for a pressure 

group among women members. In 1903 women constituted a small minority 

of the party, but in order to increase their recruitment the ILP needed 

to provide a more specific appeal; and promote their social and economic, 

as well as political, demands. The WM began with this aim, but under 

the influence of christabel Pankhurst rapidly moved to the narrower 

platform of votes for women, and eventually abandoned its Northern, ILP 

roots. It is clear that the militant suffragettes eventually simply 

used the party for their own - non-socialist - ends, and discarded it 

when the occasion suited them. 

The departure of the Pankhursts from Manchester represented the end 

of an era, during which the affairs of the local ILP and suffrage movement 

were closely interlinked. Neither the increasingly violent activities 

of the London-based WSPU, nor the regular schisms within its ranks, are 

properly a part of the history of Manchester and Salford ILP. But many 

local ILP members had joined the suffrage movement. How did they manage 

to reconcile their divided loyalties, to a socialist party and to a 

militant suffrage movement, which was prepared to intervene in elections 

against a Socialist or Labour candidate, and which now aimed to attract 

the support of wealthy Conservatives? Since neither organisation maintained 

membership lists, any general analysis is impossible. However the 

reminiscences of some local socialists who joined the WSP(J are available 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 17 September 1907. 
D. Mitchell, op. cit., p. 102, states that Dnmeline and Christabel 
Parkhurst had'resigned from the ILP by the end of April 1907, however 
the letters recorded in Central Branch minutes were dated 13 and 1t 
September. 
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and their personal attitudes are worthy of consideration. 

Of the women socialists who have provided written or oral records 

of their activities, nearly all left the WSPU before 1914. Indeed the 

first schism in the WSPU was largely the work of Theresa Billington (by 

then dirs. Billington-Greig). She became increasingly opposed to the 

autocratic methods of }frs, Pankhurst, complaining that the society came 

to be governed by decisions made at little private conferences in a 

private apartment, which were then announced as settled policy. In 

September 1907, about a , month before the Annual Conference was due to 

take, place, Mrs. Pankhurst called a committee meeting at which she 

declared the conference. cancelled, the constitution annulled, and the 

rights of members abolished. She then proclaimed herself as sole 

dictator of the, movement. This attitude was opposed by Theresa Billington- 

Greig, Mrs. HowoMartin, Mrs. Despard and others, who declared that the 

conference could be cancelled and the, -constitution abrogated only by 

the will of the members. They duly summoned the delegates to attend 

the conference, which elected a new committee, and they then opened new 

offices. For some months there were two societies in existence, which 

both claimed to be the WSPU. However in January 1908 the self-governing 

section changed its name to the Women's Freedom League. According to 

Theresa Billington-Greig, Mrs. Pankhurstls section regarded these rebels 

as renegades who had plotted to sell the movement to the Labour Party! 

Her only shadow of evidence , was. that lira. Despard was still a member of 

'a Labour society' (the ILP). Theresa Billington-Greig remarked that, 

though herself preferring a 'free-lance position', she had 'joined this 

society at Mrs. Pankhurst's request, but had resigned before she did'. 

She added that a large section of the original Manchester members, who 

remained with Mrs. Pankhurst, continued to regard the Union as a branch 
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of the Labour movement. 1 

Theresa Billington-Greig's last remark is particularly worthy of 

note. With the WSPU based in London, and run in an increasingly 

autocratic manner, the original Manchester members were to some 

extent left to their own devices. Mrs. Pankhurst might have left the ILP, 

but many of them still believed that socialism and women's suffrage were 

compatible, and continued their dual membership. The situation is 

somewhat similar to that which existed between the ILP and SDF. on an 

official, national level the two movements were distinct and largely 

incompatible. Locally the division became blurred, and individuals 

tended to follow their own inclinations. 

There is no indication that Theresa Billington-Greig ever re-joined 

the socialist movement. However by 1911 her beliefs were more akin to 

those of the socialist adult suffragists, for she came to oppose both 

militant tactics and concentration upon the narrow issue of the parlia- 

mentary franchise. She complained that: 

The emancipation-in-a-hurry spirit has eaten up the 
spirit of emancipation. It has cut down its demand from one 
of sex equality to one of votes on a limited basis. It has 
gradually edged the working class element out of the ranks. 
It has become socially exclusive, punctiliously correct, 
gracefully fa i. onable, ultra respectable, and narrowly 
religious ... 

ý 

According to Theresa Billington-Greig, 'The Vote cannot secure any 

single woman's emancipation. It is a tool; ... ' The militant suffragettes 

had failed to see that large areas in which emancipation was needed lay 

entirely outside the scope of the vote. Indeed they did not even believe 

t Theresa Billington-Greig, The Militant Suffrage Movement. Enanciyation in 
a hurry. (1911) pp. 86-9. 

2 Ibid., p. 13. 
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in the complete emancipation of women. At the time of writing, she had 

resigned from the Women's Freedom League and urged that, rather than 

starting a new movement, feminists should concentrate their attention 

upon working conditions, 'the slaveries of wives', the personal and 

economic freedom of housewives, and the problem of unwanted babies. 1 

Hannah Mitchell was one of the local women who transferred her 

allegiance to the Women's Freedom League and also retained her 

membership of the ILP. She had worked as a part-time organiser for the 

WSPU and, as a result of overwork, suffered a nervous breakdown at the 

time when the movement split. Upon her recovery she joined the Women's 

Freedom League, partly because of its more democratic organisation, and 

also because of the attitude of the Pankhursts. She recollected: 'I 

was so deeply hurt by the fact that none of the Pankhursts had shown the 

slightest interest in my illness, not even a letter of sympathy. I felt 

it would be impossible to work with them again'. 2 Hannah Mitchell's 

attitude to the ILP and the militant suffrage movement is worthy of 

quotation, for it appears to have been shared by many of her local 

contemporaries. After the WSPU split, her family moved from Ashton to 

Manchester; 

We joined the Manchester ILP and helped in its propaganda 
work, although my chief interest was in the suffrage fight, now 
being waged with intense vigour ... 

Men the women began to destroy letterboxes and set fire 
to churches, I could not bring myself to blame them ... 

Personally, I did not like the destruction of an ancient 
church, or the burning of letters which may have contained poor 
people's money ... 

1 Ibid., pp. 172-&, 217. 

2 H. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 167,169-70. 



-683- 

After all I don't think I was a very good militant; I 
didn't mind badgering politicians at their meetings, or ringing 
their doorbells, but I think my most lawless act was fly-posting 
on church doors and letterboxes ... 

... Then the WSPU adopted the policy of attacking the 
leaders of all political parties. I did not agree with this. 
I felt it was wrong to attack men like Keir Hardie and George 
Lansbury. Neither of these great souls. ever wavered in their 
support for our cause. We should have made splendid exceptions 
for our friends in any party ... Perhaps we owed most gratitude 
to the ILP, for even when they strongly disapproved of militancy, 
they would lend us their platforms and stand by to protect us 
from the hooligans. 1 

Hannah Mitchell's sentiments - continuing loyalty and gratitude to the 

ILP; sympathy with the militant suffragettes coupled with a personal 

distaste for their activities; and objection to the autocratic attitude 

of the Pankhursts - were echoed by several other women. 

Alice Milne was also among the secessionists from the WSPU in 1907. 

On 20 September 1907, when she was the Manchester branch secretary, the 

Labour Leader reported that she intended to resign rather than sign the 

pledge prohibiting members from supporting Labour candidates. The 

following week she denied this, claiming that she had always been in 

favour of complete independence of political parties. She had however 

resigned, 2 and her sister, Mrs. Somerville, recalls that she remained in 

the ILP, as did most local suffragists. Apart from one occasion when 

she chained herself to the railings of the House of Commons and received 

ten days' imprisonment, 3 her work for the WSPU had been onerous and far 

from glame roue. Aged only eighteen, she was left in charge of the 

lianchester office as the Pankhursts, Annie Kenney, and Theresa Billington 

increasingly concentrated their activities upon London. She hated 

1 Ibid., pp. 175-7. 

2 LL, 20 and 27 September 1907. 

3 Mb's. Somerville, tape. 
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speaking, but with Hannah Mitchell, and often with the assistance of 

Sam Robinson, she managed to deputize for the absent leaders. On 

visiting the London office she found 'the place full of fashionable 

ladies in silks and satins. Tea and cakes were handed round, and then 

the organisers each made a speech. The ladies were much impressed 

and promised to return the following Monday with friends ... What a 

fever our Union members in Manchester would have been in if such ladies 

made a descent on us'. 1 Alice Milne's later political career is 

obscure, but she started to attend the Christian Science Church in 

Noss Side and trained as a nurse at Withington Hospital, after which 

she became a health visitor for Stretford. 2 It therefore seems unlikely 

that she returned to the militant suffrage movement. 

Annot Robinson twice suffered imprisonment for her WSPU activities. 

Barely a month after her wedding in January 1908, she served six 

weeks in Holloway for a 'furniture van raid' on the Commons. Another, 

three week, sentence followed in June. 3 However her daughter, lairs. Helen 

Wilson, believes that Annot left the WSPU before she and her sister were 

born (in 1909 and 1911). 4 This tallies with the surviving correspondence, 

which links Annot Robinson with the WSPU only until July 1908.5 Ellen 

I H. Mitchell, op. cit., pp. 138-9,152,163; J. Liddington aid J. Norris, 
op. cit., p. 206. 

2 Mrs. Somerville, tape. 

3 Letter . snot to Sam Robinson, 4 Clements Inn, 10 February 1908; 
telegrams innot to Sam Robinson 11 February 1908 and 12 February 1908; 
letter 

, 
Jennie Baines to Sam Robinson, 3 June 1908; letter Beatrice 

Scott to Annot Robinson, 2 July 1908 (in possession of Mrs. H. Wilson). 

4 Mrs. H. Wilson, tape. 

5 Letter Jennie Baines to Sam Robinson, 8 July 1908 (in possession of 
Mrs. H. Wilson). 
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Wilkinson later wrote that 'At the crisis in the affairs of the WSPU9 

caused by Dirs. Pankhurst's imperious dictatorship, Mrs. Robinson 

seceded'. 1 However it does appear that she remained in the WSPU for 

some months after the f ormation of the Women's Freedom League, and 

there is no evidence that she joined the league. In January 1910 

Ramsay MacDonald asked her to become a part-time organiser for the 

Women's Labour League, 2 and she later worked as an Election Fighting 

Find organiser for the NMiSS. 3 It seems that Annot Robinson came 

increasingly to dislike the Pankhursts' attitude and methods. Both she 

and Sam were friendly with Hannah Mitchell, and aware of the way in which 

she had been treated. Mrs. Wilson remarked that Mrs. Pankhurst was 

'quite willing to kill the people who worked for her with overwork'. She 

was 'utterly ruthless' and 'just finished with you'. Once Annot Robinson 

had left the movement, there was no more communication from the Pankhursts. 

Annot, according to her daughter, was 'more balanced and calm than Mrs. 

Panlchurst'; she was 'an academic, not a fighter and killer'. Her 

sympathy with the WSPU declined even further as its activities became 

increasingly violent. Her daughter particularly remembers the attitude 

she later expressed towards the blowing-up of Lloyd George's new home, 

and the suicide of Dnily-Davison.. Annot felt that endangering lives 

was going too far and, like many other women, she did not want deaths on 

her conscience. 
4 

1 Women's Leader, -6 November 1925. Obit. of Annot Robinson, by 
Ellen Wilkinson. 

2 Part of a letter (J. B. MacDonald) to Annot Robinson, 1 January 1910 
(in possession of Mrs. H. Wilson). 

3 Women's Leader, 6 November 1925. 

4 Mrs. H. Wilson, tape. 
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The violent activities of the WSPU lost it the support of two 

other local activists. Muriel Nichol admitted to having been in the 

militant suffrage movement 'for a bit', but she too disliked the things 

they did, such as putting jam in letterboxes. She thought they were 

doing it 'for kicks'. Mrs. Nichol remained a loyal member of the ILP, 

although criticising the, party for not doing enough for women. She 

recalled that most keen ILP women were suffragists, and that the serious- 

minded men in the party supported them. Her father, R. C. Wallhead (who 

was involved in the split in Central Branch) also objected to the 

destructiveness of the militants. As an artist and designer, he was 

particularly incensed when they destroyed pictures in Manchester Art 

Gallery. Like many socialists, the Wallheads were inclined towards 

pacifism, and believed in the power of intellectual argument. They 

felt that Mrs. Pankhurst would go to any lengths, and was quite prepared 

to wreck the ILP. As a consequence, Muriel Nichol transferred her 

allegi%nce to the NUWSS, and went to speak for them in South Wales. 1 

Mary Helen Harker had been a founder member of the WSPU, and was described 

by Mrs. Pankhurst as her 'No. I'. But when suffragettes burnt down the 

inhibition Hall in iäisholme, in 1912, she too decided that their tactics 

were too extreme. She retired to 'a less active position', but remained 

sympathetic to the cause of women's suffrage. 2 

The acts of violence committed by the WSPU clearly repelled many 

local women. But as one Manchester member, Mrs. Elizabeth Dean, pointed 

out, working class members in the provinces often suffered more violence 

than ever they committed. Working women could not leave their homes to 

1 Mrs. ii. Nichol, tape. 

2 MG, 17 March 1953" 
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go to London and take part in the widely-publicised campaigns. They 

largely confined themselves to attending meetings by political figures, 

and asking questions about votes for women. Often they received rough 

treatment - from women as well as from the men in the audience. 1 Indeed 

both Airs. Plant and rlrs. Dean remarked that much of the opposition came 

from women rather than men! 2 Local ILP women generally praised both the 

attitude of male comrades on the suffrage question, and their more practical 

role in defending suffragists at meetings. 

There were of course some ILP women who were prepared to follow 

the Pankhursts' lead, and abandon their political allegi. nce for the 

sake of the WSPU. Among them were Leonard Hall's wife, Pattie, and their 

daughter Nell (later Mrs. Hall-Humpherson). The Hall and Pankhurst 

families were close friends before the foundation of the WSPU. Apparently 

Leonard Hall was responsible for bringing Dr. Pankhurst into the ILP, 

and their wives became friends. According to firs. Hall-Ilumpherson, 

Mrs. Pankhurst was older than Pattie Hall, 'but they were alike in a 

lot of ways'. For some years, apparently until 1907, the Hall family 

lived in Cheadle Eiulme,, and Mrs. Pankhurst and her daughters were regular 

visitors. Pattie Hall appears to have known of Mrs. Pankhurst's intention 

to leave the ILP, and shared her views. Mrs. Hall-IIumpherson commented: 

My mother and Mrs. Pankhurst decided to walk out of the 
Labour Party - they'd had all they wanted of it - all they 
wanted women in for was because the women did all the work but 
they didn't make any decisions ... 

They were disgusted with the other ILP women who didn't follow suit and 

join the W3P'U, but most of the women 'were terrified of damaging the 

r .. ý rr 

I Mrs. Elizabeth Ann Dean, tape recorded interview by Dermott iiealey, 
Institute of Advanced Studies, Manchester Polytechnic, 8 October 1974. 

2 Ibid.; Mrs. Plant, tape. 



-688- 

party'. Leonard Hall also left the ILP 'in protest' and never had 

anything more to do with it up to his death in 1916. Ilia wife and 

daughter both joined the militant activities of the WSPU. Pattie was 

imprisoned three times, 'her militancy was breaking Home Office windows 

- she always said that the Home Office belonged to her - and whenever 

there was a jaunt to London on a smashing spree mother was always left 

with the Home Office. ' Nell, after leaving boarding school, moved to an 

apartment in London and received an allowance from her father. She 

assumed the name of Marie Roberts and, aged only sixteen, was eventually 

arrested under that name for her militant activities. She was tried at 

the Old Bailey and'vas in prison, on hunger strike and undergoing forcible 

feeding, when the war broke out. Her sister Inmeline (Mrs. Pankhurst's 

god-daughter) was arrested 'by accident' when only fifteen, and saved 

from a sentence in Holloway by Josiah Wedgewood, who 'got up in the house 

of Commons and made a scene'. 

Mrs. Hall-Eumpherson later became dirs. Pankhurst's secretary and 

never found her difficult to work with, 'but then you see I wasn't like 

anybody else. I had known her from' being 3j years old - she was my 

sister's godmother -I had never thought of her as anybody but almost as 

a member of the family'. Their friendship with the Pankhurst family 

undoubtedly affected the attitude of Pattie and Nell Hall towards the 

WSPU. It is also possible that the balls felt some resentment towards 

the ILP, for Leonard had suffered both in health and financially as a 

result of his imprisonment for the Boggart Hole Clough affair. The 

improvement in the family fortunes occurred when the oil company, in 

which he had become a partner, suddenly began to make a lot of money. It 

appears that his wife and daughters were not obliged to work for a living. 

He provided his daughters with allowances and supported their suffragette 
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activities. Nell admitted that she couldn't have done many of the things 

she did while a militant, and at the same time lire so comfortably, without 

her father's support. 1 Thus by the time the Pankhursts broke away from 

the ILP, the Hall family were far from typical of local rank and file 

ILPers. 

It is impossible to draw any conclusions as to the post-1907 relations 

between the local ILP and WSPU on the strength of a few reminiscences. 

However it does seem that ILPers tended to object both to the autocracy 

of Mrs. Pankhurst and to the violent tactics which her followers employed. 

But the ILP remained essentially a local movement, and after the departure 

of the Pankhursts to London it seems that local suffragettes were left 

very much to their own devices. The two organisations co-existed quite 

amicably on a practical day-to-day basis, although theoretically their 

policies diverged. It was not considered incongruous to be an ILP 

member and an adult suffragist, and still come to the aid of a W1SPU speaker 

who was being heckled by a hostile crowd. Elizabeth Dean recalled Ellen 

Wilkinson speaking for the WSPU, but could not remember whether she 

was actually a member. In fact Ellen Wilkinson only actually joined 

the Women's Labour League and later the NUWSS. But as Mrs. Dean remarked, 

'We all co-operated together. We didn't know one from the other really'. 2 

The local ILP was generally a tolerant body, but there are indications 

that other branches of the socialist movement were less sympathetic 

towards the suffragettes. Mrs. Dean, who was a member of the BSP9 

1 Typed transcript of interview with Mrs. Nell IIall-Ilumpherson by Linda 
Walker at Grafton, Ontario, Canada, 23 September 1975 (copy in 
possession of author); J. B. Smethurst, op. cit., pp. 1: 13-14. 

2 Mrs. Dean, interview by Dermot Healey. 
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contrasted the helpful attitude of the ILP to the opposition she 

encountered in her own party. She joined the WSPU in about 1908 and 

later, with her husband, joined the SDP just before it merged into the 

BSP. They attended the BSP branch in Jackson Street, Bulme, but members 

there had little sympathy for her suffragist allegiance. The BSP stipulated 

that its members should not be affiliated to any other political movement, 

and since it considered the WSPU to be a political movement, the branch 

threatened to expel her. The matter was duly considered at a meeting, 

but Mrs. Dean still found herself a member! The BSP was not in theoretical 

mood on this occasion; afterwards a male member explained the decision 

with the words 'It's because you're very nice looking'. Many of the WSPU 

women Mrs. Dean knew met with opposition from their husbands. She recalled: 

I}y husband smashed me - broke my badge, "and tore up my card ... Ile was 

a very understanding man, very fair-minded. And it took me a long long 

time to get him to see my way, and to understand it, which eventually I 

did. ' But in her experience the BSP members, with very few exceptions, 

were opposed to the women's movement. i Their attitude was not altogether 

surprising. By the time the party was formed, the WSPU had long since 

abandoned its local socialist roots, and neither the violent activities 

of comparatively wealthy women, nor their demand for what amounted to a 

property franchise, were likely to endear them to the BSP. 

The breakaway by the WSPU did not have an entirely negative effect 

upon the socialist and labour movement. It became clear that if the 

movement was to attract and retain the loyalty of women members it must 

do more than simply accept their adherence and utilise their skills in 

its fund-raising events. The formation of the Women's Labour League in 

1 Ibid.; Mrs. Dean, tape. 
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1906 may thus be seen as a response to the challenge of the suffrage 

movement. The League was open to women members, and the wives and 

daughters of members, of societies affiliated to the Labour Party. It 

was intended that they should work with the Labour Party to promote 

Labour representation, both locally and nationally. They were to 

educate themselves on political and social questions, and take an active 

interest in the work of public bodies, also to watch the interests of 

working women in their own neighbourhoods. Moreover the League was to 

work to get women equal voting powers with men, and the right to sit on 

all public authorities. ' The League did in fact advocate adult suffrage, 

and on a national level this led to controversy and the resignation of 

some members, including Ethel Snowdon. 2 But locally the League, whose 

members included Annot Robinson and Ellen Wilkinson, paid far more 

attention to the needs of working women=than the WSPU had ever done. 

Thus in 1910 the Central Manchester branch of the League joined tdith 

the Women's Trades Council, the Women's Trades and Labour Council, and 

Manchester and Salford Trades and Labour Council, to demonstrate in 

support of better wages for women workers. They also made an appeal 

for relief work for middle aged unemployed women. Mrs. Edwards, the 

branch's first secretary, visited a laundry and sewing room which had 

been opened as a training school. 3 In 1914 the League concentrated upon 

1 Handbill The Women's Labour League (1906) (contained in LEC, Minutes, 
letters and papers collected by Edward Pease, bound in two volune, s 
under the title 'The Infancy of the Labour Party', Vol. II. British 
Library of Political and Economic Science.. 

2 J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., p. 236. 

3 LL, 29 July 1910. 
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a campaign for better housing conditions. 1 

The Women's Labour League did not however satisfy the needs of 

suffragists, militant or otherwise. But the reconciliation between 

Labour and women's suffrage did not take place until 1912, when the 

Labour Party conference resolved that, although supporting adult suffrage, 

the Parliamentary party must oppose any franchise bill which did not include 

women. That May the NUWSS decided to su'P o rt, any party in the Commons 

which adopted women's suffrage as part of its official programme - in 

practice this meant support for Labour electoral candidates. An Election 

Fighting hind Committee was set up and 61 organisers were chosen, from 

among NMiSS members sympathetic to the Labour Party, to work in the 

constituencies. 2 Ellen Wilkinson and Annot Robinson organised work in 

NE and N. Manchester and Gorton, on behalf of Clynes, Sutton and Bodge. 

In October 1913 James Parker, Vice-Chairman of the Labour Party, spent 

a week in the two Manchester constituencies and with Clynes made an 

appeal to a public meeting to support women's suffrage. It was resolved 

to form a Suffrage Club, 'with a view to getting together a body of workers 

who would be keen in support of both suffrage and Labour'. By January 

1914 it had recruited 75 members. The Manchester Society for Women's 

Suffrage, the North-West Federation of the NMfSS, the ILP and other 

organisations produced a contingent of over 600 men and women, to take 

part in the Great Women's Suffrage Pilgrimage. On 5 July 1913 they marched 

to Stockport, where the speakers at a meeting in Mersey Square included 

Penner Brockway. A number of the Manchester Society members then 

1 (For details of the campaign, see T. D. M. Reid, draft biography of 
Ellen C. Wilkinson, NIP) 

2 J. Liddington and J. Norris, op. cit., pp. 247-9. 
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accompanied the Pilgrimage all the way to London. i 

The reconciliation between the suffrage movement and the Labour 

Party came about too late to be of much benefit to the ILP. Although 

the party had been the most sympathetic towards the women's cause, it 

had suffered most as a result of their campaign. In March 1920 Herbert 

Bryan, in a letter to C. H. Norman, reflected that: 

... from 1908 to 1914 the ILP was rent and torn by a 
succession of considerable disruptive movements. 

Among them he listed ... 

The militant suffrage movement, when the vast majority 
of the active women members of the ILP transferred their 
energies to the Women's Social and Political Union, Women's 
Freedom League, and other bodies, while a very large number 
of active young men transferred their energies to such 
bodies as the Men's League for Women's Suffrage, Men's 
Political Union for Women's Eifranchisement, and the United 
Suffragists. 

The extent to which Manchester and Salford ILP lost the active support 

of members is impossible to gauge. Certainly few branches were as 

affected by the suffrage movement as. was Manchester Central - and few 

departures from the ILP ranks were as dramatic as that of the Pankhursts. 

One suspects, but cannot prove, that many ILP women both retained their 

party allegietnce and sympathised with 'Votes for Women' without becoming 

too deeply involved in either movement. Most local members were not 

ideologically inclined, and could quite happily adhere to two organisa- 

tions, one of which advocated 'Votes for Women' and the other adult 

suffrage. What the ILP really lost was the allegiance of a few prominent 

1 NUSS, 46th Annual Report of the Manchester Soc 
(Manchester, 191 49 pp., pp. 14-17. 

iomen's Suff 

2 Letter Herbert Bryan to C. H. Norman, Bournemouth, 25 March 1920 (ILP 
Papers, Herbert-11. Bryan Collection, Section 6. British Library of 
Political and Economic Science 
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women, and a great deal of time, energy and enthusiasm from rank and 

file members throughout the branches. Part of the responsibility for 

this lay with the ILP itself, which had not made a specific appeal to 

women. But in order to improve the lot of women in society,. the party 

first needed. to achieve political power. The ILP had its priorities - 

and socialim came before women's suffrage! 

++++++ 

IV Socialists in Public Life 

In a previous section an attempt has been made to consider the 

lifestyle which active socialists might adopt. However even before 

1914 some local socialists emerged as public figures in the city; as 

elected representatives who had to play their part in the established 

machinery of local government while still attempting to adhere to their 

socialist principles. Hitherto local elections have been considered in 

the light of their propaganda value, and in terms of the relationship 

between the ILP and other parties. But some socialists were in fact 

elected. What did they actually achieve, and what impact could they 

make upon public life? 

The ILP did of course have fundamental, longterm aims in local 

government. These included the taxation of ground values and municipal- 

isation of tramways, docks, wharves, local railways, and the drink 

traffic, with the progressive extension of the public services to the 

supply of common necessities, such as milk, bread, meat, clothing and 

housing. They planned to abolish the slums by the strict enforcement 

of the various Artisans' Dwellings Acts, "cbeap worlnen's trains to the 

suburbs, the erection of artisans' dwellings by the corporation, and the 

provision of baths in all new cottage property. Public baths and wash 
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houses were to be free. Socialists emphasised the need to insist upon 

free education, and advocated the-provision of food and clothing for 

needy school children. A public works department was to be established 

to undertake tasks hitherto assigned to contractors and middlemen, while 

useful employment was also to be found for unemployed citizens. The 

Poor Laws were also tö be more extensively reformed. The increased 

number of corporation employees were all to enjoy an eight hour day, 

trade union wage rates, with full liberty of combination and, it may 

be emphasised, equal payment to males and females for similar work. 

Corporation employees over the age of 60 were to receive pensions. 

There were also to be administrative changes; payment of all public 

representatives, a second ballot, abolition of the aldermanic bench, 

the holding of Council and Committee meetings in the evenings - and 

with the admission of the press, evening courts of justice for petty 

cases, and the enforcement of acts of parliament relating to working 

hours, public health, and weights and measures. 1 

But, as the details provided in Appendix V reveal, before 1914 

local socialists never achieved sufficient representation on any elected 

body either to forma majority or to have a decisive influence on 

general policy. On the City or Borough Council, School Board, or Board 

of Guardians, the socialist found himself (or herself) as a lone voice 

in the wilderness or,, at best, as one of a small group. How does the 

picture change if one considers the ILPers after 1903 as part of the 

local LR. C? In practice most of the 'Labour' candidates were individual 

members of socialist organisations. To take the example of Manchester 

City Council, before 1914 the only Labour members who cannot be 

1 WT, 5 August 1892; Manchester, August 1899 
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identified as socialists were James Greenall and Thomas Iigginson (both 

elected for Gorton North in 1908, Patrick Martin (1906-7), Isaac Platt 

(who served from a by-election in April 1910 until the November municipal 

elections) and Tom Lowth (who sat as a Liberal from 1901-6 before 

transferring his allegioºnce to the IRC). 1 Thus the addition to their 

number of trade unionist Labour men did not significantly alter the power 

and influence of the socialists. The situation bore no resemblance to 

that of the post-1910 House of Commons, in which ILPers formed part of 

a Labour group who held the balance of power. There were never more 

than a dozen socialists on Manchester City Council at any one time before 

1914. In a body comprising over 100 Aldermen and Councillors, all they 

could hope to do was to influence members of other parties by their 

arguments, expose the fallacies or even malpractices perpetrated by 

Liberals or Conservatives, and pay particular attention to the more 

individual problems of their working : class constituents. Municipal 

socialism was a vision of the future, and only piecemeal moves in that 

direction could be aspired to. 

Salford Borough Council was no more amenable to socialist influence. 

In 1902 it comprised 16 Aldermen and 48 Councillors. The socialists 

achieved their first election victory in that year, but even at the 

height of their pre-war power, in 1906, had only 7 councillors. Both 

the }anchester and Salford School Boards had 15 members, elected 

trienially. In this period only Joseph Nuttall ever attained a seat 

on the Salford Board, and Mrs.. Paukhurst and FSred Brocklehurat on 

that for Manchester. Although they were marginally more successful in 

1 T. Regan, 'A chronological, and alphabetical record of the Labour Group 
on the Manchester City Council 1894-4966, (1966) (typescript in 
Manchester Public Library, Archives Department). 

. 
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obtaining seats on the various Boards of Guardians, yet again their 

position was that of a minority. Socialists fared best in the contests 

for the posts of Elective (or 'Citizens t') Auditors. In both Manchester 

and Salford two-such posts were open to annual elections, and although 

they afforded little in the way of status or power, they did afford their 

holders access to financial records. The socialists were particularly 

assiduous in utilising these powers to the full. 

Thus socialists on local elected bodies cannot be considered as a 

group intent upon carrying out a specific programme. They did have their 

longterm goals, but in the circumstances of the time it was possible only 

for them to propose measures which might attract support from other parties; 

to expose the fallacious arguments, or even inefficiency and mismanagement 

of opponents, to support measures which would generally benefit working 

class inhabitants, to make the occasional protest against gross injustice, 

and to provide help of a more individual nature to constituents. Their 

achievements which, in the circumstances, could be neither spectacular nor 

revolutionary, are best examined frort the point of view of individual 

socialists. Like Hardie in his early days in the Commons, they simply 

did what they could whenever the opportunity arose. 

John Edward ('Jack')'Sutton was a miners' checkweighman who was 

elected to Manchester City Council for Bradford ward in 1894, and retained 

his seat until he became MP for East Manchester in January 1910. By 

this time he had also been made a JP. Sutton and Jesse Butler (representing 

Openshaw ward) were the first socialists to gain Council seats, and 

Sutton immediately broke with tradition. It was generally accepted that 

a new councillor should wait for some time before speaking. Sutton however 

got up to move a resolution, in favour of an eight hour day for corporation 

employees. Not surprisingly he was defeated, but in Committees he 
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continually pursued his campaign. More successful was his resolution 

in favour of the municipalisation of the tramways. This secured the 

appointment of a committee to consider the matter - and the committee 

subsequently recommended a takeover to the Council. Of particular 

benefit to his own ward was Sutton's motion that public baths should be 

erected there. The Council agreed, and land was purchased in Victoria 

Street to erect the baths and a hall. He also had considerable success 

in his campaign for fair contracts, by exposing those contractors who 

paid below the standard wage rates, also revealing instances of sub- 

standard work by contractors. Like all socialists, he emphasised the 

principle of public'accountability, demanding - albeit unsuccessfully - 

the abolition of"the Aldermanic bench. But at least he persuaded the 

Council to make reports of its proceedings and committee work available 

in public libraries. Perhaps of most immediate interest to his 

constituents, during 1900 he managed to secure for over a thousand 

workmen a wage increase varying from is. to 5s. per week. l 

Fred Brocklehurst and William'Maben joined Sutton and Butler on 

the Council in 1897. Brocklehurst paid particular attention to the 

question`of land values. iSince local land values were increasing, he 

wanted the Council to retain all surplus land acquired for the purpose 

of public improvement. As an example of the extent to which this policy 

would benefit the ratepayers, he cited the example of 25 yards of land 

near Manchester Cathedral. The Corporation had sold it for 0200. 

Twenty-five years later the Corporation required the land again, and the 

owner wanted £7,000 for it! Brocklehurst also advocated the taxation 

1 LL, 23 Z3ay 1£96,30 November 1901; I_, May 1900; Manchester, 
December 1900, 'Councillor John Edward Sutton'. 
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of land values, which would recoup for the ratepayers some of the 

enormous sums drawn out of the city by ground owners, who were paying 

back nothing in return. '-, -Supported only by Sutton, Brocklehurst backed 

the corporation carters' demand for a 1s. per week wage increase. He 

advocated Fair Contracts, and protested against the payment of fees 

to Corporation Directors-on-the Manchester Ship Canal Company board. 

Shortly after his electionato the Council, Brocklehurst also achieved 

a place on Manchester School Board, where he campaigned for free 

education in all the Board's elementary schools, and succeeded in 

securing improved pay and staffing levels for teachers. 1 In May 1901 

Brocklehurst and Mrs. Parkhurst, as members of the School Board, gave 

evidence before, a.. committee appointed by the Home Office and Education 

Department, to inquire into the employment of school children. 2 

During his second term of office on the City Council, Brocklehurst 

was studying for. the Bar, and there can be little doubt that his legal 

training proved useful. Much of William Haben's contribution to 

municipal work was dependent upon his knowledge of the building trade. 

He campaigned for better housing, particularly for municipal houses to 

be erected at low-rents-(a-shilling per room per week), before, not after, 

the slums were demolished. He also argued the case for building artisans' 

dwellings in the suburbs, and providing cheap workmen's trams and trains 

for their occupants. Mach impressed bycthe well-equipped municipal 

wash-houses in Glasgow,. he advocated their provision in Manchester. All 

municipal building work should, he believed, be carried out by a public 

1 Manchester, November 1900, 'Councillor F. Brocklehurst, ? i. A. ' 

2 Evidence before Inter-Departmental Committee on ßnployment of School 
Children, M of F, 1902 XXV Qs 7422-640 
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works department, rather, than by private contractors. Haben also exposed 

irregularities within the cleansing department and, with the aid of 

S. Norbury Williams (a sympathetic Radical Elective Auditor), he 

prevented a costly and inefficient sewerage scheme from being rushed 

through the council. After he had also exposed the abuses and scandals 

connected with the culverting of Manchester, the Clarion recalled 'his 

heroic effort from Ilulme to Miles Platting, where he personally lifted 

every manhole till he found the-source of the poisonous gas that had 

destroyed poor men's lives'. Among his other notable achievements 

were his campaign against the smoke nuisance, his exposure of the 

insanitary and overcrowded conditions in filme, and his successful 

efforts to improve the conditions of corporation labourers. l 

Socialists who later joined the City Council also brought specialist 

knowledge, as well as longterm political aims. T. R. Marr was a member 

of Manchester Central branch ILP, who was elected to the City Council 

for New Cross ward as an Independent in 1905. He was Warden of the 

Ancoats University Settlement, and the previous year had published his 

survey of Housing Conditions in Manchester and Salford. In 1906 he 

became chairman of the Council's Housing Sub-Committee. 2 James Johnston 

represented St. George's ward from 1898 to 1901, and Blackley and Moston 

from 1902 to '16, as well as serving as a JP. He was a consulting 

engineer whose technical and business expertise was often utilized by 

the Council. Like }laben he was concerned with smoke pollution, indeed 

1 J, 17 October 1896,14 July 1900,12 January 1901; C, 24 October 1896; 
Ichester Evening News, 3 January 1901; rte, 4 January 1901. 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Meeting 23 December 1902; 
LL, 13 May 1904,10. November 1905; A. Redford, History of Local 
Government in Manchester (1940) 3 Vols. Vol. III, p. -130* 
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he was called the 'Anti-Smoke Friend'. He became chairman of the 

Smoke Abatement League, and as a magistrate enforced the full penalty 

upon factory smoke offences. Johnston was appointed Chairman of the 

Works Committee of the Tramways, and saved the ratepayers 92,000 in 

the cost of new'sheds. He prevented the Council from paying 12s. 6d. 

per yard for, over 1,000 yards of land, which he discovered already 

belonged to the Corporation. The exposure in 1900 of scandals concerning 

Manchester City Police was entirely due to Johnston's action in demanding 

pablicity. 1 

Although the socialists did not manage to obtain any seats on 

Salford Borough Council until 1902, the members once elected were 

particularly successful in some of their efforts. By the end of 1904 

there were 3 ILP representatives, Joseph Nuttall, John Hayes and 

J. F. Thompson, who could often rely on the support of G. T. Jackson 

(General Secretary of the Tramway Workers. Thus at a council meeting 

in December 1904, Hayes moved that the minimum wage paid to all adult 

able-bodied employees of the corporation (then 18s. per week) should be 

not less than 25s. Nuttall seconded, and Thompson and Jackson both 

supported him. The motion was carried, as was a scheme prepared by 

Hayes to reduce the hours of public baths attendants. They were 

currently working between 57 and 74 hours per week. Through the 

employment of additional attendants, these hours were to be reduced to 

between 48 and 531, a considerable improvement. 2 

IIapes went on to press for the adoption of a Fair Contracts Clause, 

1 The Pioneer, No. 29 March 1901, 'Councillor James Johnston, JP of 
Manchester'. 

2C and LL, 16 December 1904; Salford Jteporter, 19 May 1906; 
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and for the Highways Committee to undertake some street improvement by 

direct labour instead of contract. Although outvoted, he later moved 

that a Special Committee by'appointed, to inquire and report upon the 

desirability of establishing a direct works department. Hayes was 

responsible for dealing with the Housing of the Working Classes Act in 

Salford. He wanted cottage dwellings to be built, and the Health 

Committee sent him on a deputation to Letchworth, to inspect the cottages 

which had been erected at a cost of £150 each, and to attend a Conference 

of Municipal Associations on the housing question. Hayes also advocated 

experimental 4i1. tram fares, which had proved successful in Glasgow. 

The Labour group on Salford Council pressed for the abolition of 

school fees, and for the provision of free breakfasts. They wanted a 

new school for crippled children to be built on the outskirts of the 

borough, to replace the old one in a slum area. Hayes and Mottershead, 

who both represented St. Thomas' ward, also managed to get better 

lighting for their constituents. Nuttall, who in 1906 was a member of the 

gas committee, took part in the movement for the reduction in the price 

of gas to slot meter consumers (generally the poorest section of the 

community). 1 

Particularly in Salford the Socialists, once they gained access 

to the inner circle of municipal life, uncovered a great deal of inefficiency 

and even corruption. John Hempsall, a Social-Democrat, became Elective 

Auditor for Salford in April 1894, and was re-elected for the following 

year. William hunt of the 112 was then elected in 1897, with the support 

of the SDF. He served for nine years, retiring in March 1906 because of 

his commitments in the Typographical Association. IIempsall immediately 

1 Salford Reporter, 16 June, 29 September 1906. 
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met with a great deal of obstruction from the officials in certain 

corporation departments. Sahen Local Government Inspectors went to see 

the Town Clerk, in 1894, he kept raising questions which the Inspectors 

thought. proper, but which were not sanctioned by the Town Clerk. l 

However he did manage to bring several instances of mismanagement to 

light. In 1894 he was taken by one of the Guardians to visit a workhouse. 

Here he talked to a man who had been working for the Guardians 15 hours 

a day for 13 years - for nothing. Women inmates were not provided with 

adequate clothing; they were given only a thin chemise, one petticoat, 

and a thin print dress. Pigs, eggs, and vegetable produce from the 

workhouse farm were sold at wholesale prices - and the Guardians then 

bought them back at retail prices: 2 The Salford Guardians also refused 

to adopt the Board of Trade regulation of 7s. 6d. per day expenses for 

deputations. Mrs. Jordan formed one of a deputation to Rainhill and, 

after deducting her own reasonable charge of 2s. 6d. for lunch, found 

that the other 10 members of the deputation had charged an average of 

16s. 6d. per head for food and drink alone. 3 In 1895 Hempsall also 

discovered that the Borough Registrar, Mr. Bagshaw, was illegally 

overcharging 3d.. upon each certificate required for a child going on the 

half-time system. 4 The families which suffered through this practice 

were of course some of the poorest in the toten. 

Before the end of 1895 an Investigation Committee had been appointed 

to inquire into the working of Salford borough engineer's department. 

1 LL, 17 November 1894. 

2J 15 December 1894. 

3 C, 30 November 1895. 

4 Ibid., 27 April. 1895" 



-704- 

It reported that the officials were 'drunken, negligent, incapable, 

and wilfully misleading'. Bat at a special meeting of the Council it 

transpired that the same officials were still in the service of the 

Corporation - and still conducting business in the same mannerl In its 

statement of expenditure the Night Scavenging Committee made a mistake 

of £1,000 (in the simple addition of one short column), but this passed 

through three sets of hands undetected. The Highway Department made an 

omission of ¬550.1 In 1896 the Clarion revealed that, some 16 years ago, 

the fivers Conservancy Committee had been authorised to conduct some 

experiments as to the best method of disposing of sewage. It had just 

reported - not because it wanted to, but because it had been compelled 

by an order of Judge Parry. Alderman Walmsley then wanted an expert 

to report on the scheme; apparently he hoped to put a 'job' in the way 

of one of his friends: 2 In December 1894 Justice claimed that 'just now 

Uempsall is probably one of 'the most popular men in Salford, on account 

of his recent exposure of corporation extravagance. 3 Two months later, 

when he rose to address a meeting of ratepayers in the Town Hall, he 

received a 'splendid ovation', as a mark of appreciation of the good work 

he has done by unearthing the rottenness and the corruption existing in 

the corporation's affairs. 4 By May 1895 Hempsall had produced an account 

of his activities in pamphlet form. Apparently issued by the SDF, it was 

entitled Muddle in Salford. 5 

1 Ibid., 30 November 1895. 

2 Ibid., 11 January 1896. 

3 J, 8 December 1894. 

4 Ibid., 2 February 1895. 

5. Ibid., 11 } y, 8 June 1895. 
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However there was plenty of work left for William Hunt. In 1901 

Councillors-Correy, Haddart and Howarth were found guilty of having 

tendered for and obtained work for the Borough Council. Correy resigned, 

but Hunt had to campaign for the resignation of his two associates. 
1 

Socialists naturally advocated a Direct Works Committee, 2 but obviously 

leaving Salford Corporation to run an enterprise was not a complete 

solution: In May 1901 the Corporation took over the tramways and within 

a week Councillor Duckworth was compelled to resign, for having supplied 

the new regime with 500 tons of hay: Instrumental in his resignation was 

the campaign conducted by Hunt, in conjunction with II. C. D. Scott 

(treasurer of the ILP). 3 Nattall later turned his attention to the 

Corporation's legal department, and found that Salford had had six 

Bills in Parliament during the last seven years, at a cost of £26,000.4 

The post of Elective Auditor was not regarded as particularly prestigious, 

which is possibly why the socialists managed to retain it for so long, 

often unopposed. Bat the post gave its holder access to minute books, 

requisition and order books,, accepted tenders, deeds of properties 

purchased, and bonds and mortgages paid off. 5 Thus a keen and conscientious 

auditor, who had no interest in protecting his social and business associates, 

could and did manage to uncover a large number of discrepancies which were 

detrimental to working class ratepayers. 

As Guardians of the Poor, the socialists again had to make the best 

1 LL, 4 May 1901. 

2 }tinchester, No. 8 December 1299 

3 U, 18 May 1901 

4 Ibid., 20 February 1904 

5 IDP News, October 1898. See J. Taylor Key, 'An Blective Auditor's 
Notes'. 
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of their limited power and influence. The main plank of their policy 

was that Town Councils and Boards of Guardians should provide work, 

at trade union rates, for the unemployed, rather than indoor relief. 

Meanwhile they could only urge that the Guardians be provided with 

powers and funds to afford adequate relief. In the last resort they 

hoped to make life in the workhouse more humane for its inmates. 

Mrs. Parkhurst was elected to'Chorxton Board at the height of the local 

unemployed agitation in 1894. She urged the socialist policy regarding 

the provision of employment, but would have proved unsuccessful had not 

that particular meeting been disrupted by the arrival of a procession 

I of unemployed, led by Dr. Parkhurst and Leonard Hall. After'this 

disruption, the meeting decided to send a deputation to the City Council, 

urging it to find immediate work for the unemployed, and take joint 

action with the Guardians. In September 1895 Ihrs. Pankhurst read a 

paper at the North Western Poor Law Conference at Ulverston. Actually 

prepared by her husband, it reviewed the historic powers invested in 

Guardians to provide work for the unemployed, and acquire land and 

materials for the purpose. These powers, she argued, had never been 

withdrawn, but had simply remained unused as a result of the restrictive 

actions of the Poor Law Commissioners and their successors, the Local 

Government Board. 

Particularly as a result of this paper, dirs. Pankhurst gained 

sympathy for the socialist policy on unemployment from influential people, 

notably Sir Walter Foster MP and Sir John Hibbert, who might otherwise have 

paid it little attention. On Chorlton Board she also found non-socialist 

sympathisers, including. the Clerk, David Bloomfield, and a Roman Catholic, 

Mrs. Sale. They unearthed many instances of official corruption, and 

both discovered and secured amelioration for many hardships suffered by 
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the inmates of the workhouse. ' Mrs. Pankhurst was also active in the 

scheme to build cottage homes in the country'for children who had 

hitherto been confined in the workhouse. She served on the building 

committee, and was so enthusiastic about the homes that she argued in 

favour of increased powers forithe Guardians to remove children from 

unsatisfactory homes. Her daughter Sylvia later condemned this policy, l 

but as opinion among modern sociologists tends to fluctuate, perhaps she 

should not be judged too hastily. 

Also serving on the Chorlton Guardians was ILPer Dr. Arthur Wyndham 

Martin. One of four candidates, he was elected with a large majority in 

December 1894. His election address emphasised the powers which Guardians 

had, and should utilize, to mitigate poverty and assist the poor. Dr. Martin 

brought to his office considerable practical knowledge and professional 

expertise, for since 1887 he had been serving as Medical Officer of 

Health for Gorton. Apart from his efforts in such fields as sanitation 

and the control of infectious diseases, he managed to persuade Manchester 

City-Council to admit school children"to the public baths upon their 

purchase of Id. tickets. 2 

Until 1902, when the Education Act abolished the School Boards and 

vested control of elementary and secondary education in the county and 

county borough councils, socialists also sought election to the School 

Boards., The political' alliances associated with their campaigns are best 

examined elsewhere, 3 but their collaboration with progressives and trade 

1 E. S. Pankhurst, op. cit., PP. 130-2. 

2 Manchester Faces and Places, Vol. 10, No. 6, March 1899, pp. 108-11- 
'Dr. A. W. Martin'. 

3 See below, ppý763-6 
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unionists served only to strengthen their demand for free Board school 

education to be provided in every districtp for the feeding of school 

children, and also for improved pay and conditions for elementary school 

teachers. Unlike the Social-Democratsq who did not obtain any representa- 

tion during this period, the ILPers did not press for secular education. 

When Fred Brocklehurst was elected to Manchester School Board, Joseph 

Nuttall had alreadyýserved the first of his two terms of office on the 

Salford Board. Like Brocklehurst, he managed to get an improved scale 

of teachers' salaries - but it took two years of agitation. Ile protested 

against the rule, introduced in Salford in 1895, that school doors should 

be closed at 9.15 am and 2.15 pm, with no children being admitted late. 

Nuttall argued thatýsuch a hard-and-fast rule would inflict hardship in 

many casesq but-could not find sufficient support against it. He later 

tried to get infants' departments exempted from the ruleg but found 

only three supporters. Another move which he supportedq the use of 

schools for Recreative Evening Classes, was however successful. Nuttall 

attempted to persuade the Board to build its schools by direct employnent 

of labour. He supported his argument with reports from the London County 

Council, but failed to convince his colleagues. However he did prompt 

the Board into issuing public advertisements for tenders, and accepting 

the standard rate of wages for contracts, In 1896 he proposed that 

schools be painted during the winter, when he knew that the painters 

needed work. 
I 

Salford's School Board was no less corrupt than were other aspects 

of municipal life. In 1894 the Board decided to enlarge a Wesleyan School, 

1 Manchester and Salford Trades and Labour Council, Twenty-Ninth Annual 
art ... 1895. See 'School Board Report' by J. Nattall, pp. 12-20; 
LL, 10 April 1897; Salford Reporter, 16 June 1906. 



-709- 

and made the arrangement that the trustees would pay a sum not exceeding 

0540 and the ratepayers the remainder. The enlargement was to become 

the ratepayers' property in 30 years. But there were loopholes in the 

agreement, and within a year the ratepayers had contributed £800. When 

an account for extra money was presented to the Board, Nuttall moved 

that the trustees pay half. A Progressive, Mr. Broxap, however moved 

that the account be paid - he was one of the trustees: 1 In June 1895 a 

vacancy occurred on the Board, following the death of Alderman Harrison. 

It was usual in such circumstances to select either the highest defeated 

candidate, or a candidate of the party to which the late member belonged. 

Nutall argued that the socialist J. F.. Thomson, who fulfilled the former 

condition, should be co-opted, but the Church Party sought to break with 

both customs, and fill the vacancy-with their own nominee. 2 

It is perhaps significant that, in his advocacy of Thomson, NTuttall 

could not even find a seconder. The socialists who achieved elected 

office in Manchester and Salford before the First World War were not 

contenders for power, but simply individuals, or at the best small groups, 

who could often do no more than make their views known. Their achievements 

may not have been spectacular, or always even tangible, but should not be 

ignored. Initially their election campaigns provided propaganda for the 

movement. They did manage to institute or support some measures of benefit 

to working people in their area and, most obviously in Salford, they did 

gain access to information which enabled them to expose widespread 

mismanagement. Socialist elected representatives always placed great 

emphasis upon their own public accountability, providing either written 

1 Co 27 July 1895 

2 Up 22 June 1895 
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reports or accounts of their work to public meetings. Once the 

socialists entered its ranks, local government was forced to become more 

open and more democratic. For the socialist movement, the early 

successes of its members in local elections created a favourable public 

image, and this was perhaps the major long-term benefit. In order to 

achieve power, socialists needed electoral support beyond their own 

ranks. Once a few members gained access to local government, they 

became public figures whose views and actions became of interest to a 

much broader section of the population - to people who might never have 

bothered to read the socialist press, or listen to an open-air speaker. 

Ancimany hitherto hostile inhabitants, who had regarded socialists as 

young firebrands intent upon revolutiong must have been favourably 

surprised by the public work of men such as Brocklehurstq Nuttall or 

Maben. Local or even national administration by socialists became 

credible. The socialists' beliefs and social activities may to some 

extent have set them apart from the rest of the communityq but the 

work of some of their members in local government demonstrated their 

integral role in public life. 



PART 3 

SOCIALISM AND LABOURISMM 1893 - 1914 
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Chapter i 

i and Social-Democrats: a study of local inter 
relations. 1893-1 

The Manchester and Salford ILP was one of the most avowedly 

socialist of the local organisations represented at Bradford in January 

1893. Indeed its very origins can be seen as a local attempt to create 

a united socialist party. Social-Democrats, Fabians, former members of 

the Socialist League, together with adherents of the Labour Church and 

Clarion socialism, had all taken part in its foundation. But the extent 

of socialist co-operation experienced in Manchester was not to be repeated 

on a national scale. At Bradford both the SDF delegates (representing 

Lancashire branches) and the London Fabian Society declared that they 

would be unable to join the new party. 1 The Fabians in the Manchester 

and Salford area who, as has already been demonstrated, had little in 

common with the London society, were in later years to merge into the 

local ILP2 and did not therefore represent any real fragmentation of 

socialist forces. Bit the SDF at its 1892 Annual Conference had already 

rejected a resolution advising its members to assist in the formation of 

the Independent Labour Party, and had instead adopted a policy of 

'benevolent neutrality'3. The fact that six Lancashire SDF branches did 

send delegates to Bradford demonstrates a greater degree of support for 

the ILP in that area than was to be found among the party's national 

leadership, but even so the conference ended without their adherence to 

the new party. Thus the ILP emerged in 1893 in a somewhat ambiguous 

1 H. Polling, Origins of the Labour Party ... pp. 116,120 

2 See above p. 33z for the merger of the North Manchester Fabian Society. 

3 H. Polling, op. cit., p. 111 
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position. It had declared its independence from the Liberal and 

Conservative parties, but had rejected the Manchester Fourth Clause, 

which would have made that independence absolute. It was avowedly socialist, 

yet outside its ranks, and politically to its 'left', there remained the 

older established socialist party, the SDF. 

In the context of Manchester and Salford in 1893, this official 

division between ILP and SDF was completely illogical. The two parties 

had a common core of leading members. They had undertaken propaganda 

and fought elections together. Above all their members formed a tiny 

socialist minority in the hostile environment of one of the world's 

largest commercial centres. But if local circumstances drew the ILP and 

SDF members together, their national parties tended to move them apart. 

Fiyndman did not consider the ILP to be sufficiently socialist, and 

disliked the 'queer jumble of Asiatic mysticism and supernatural juggling 

which we call Christianity put forward by Keir Hardie and Tom Mann as 

the basis of a social and economic propaganda. " Certainly the 

adhesion to the fundamental tenets of Christianity and general ignorance 

of Marxism common among ILP members did create a theoretical gulf between 

the two parties, but on a local level they did not prevent united action. 

Nationally the major obstacle to unity was what Mann described as the 

'considerable difference in temperament between the two organisations, 
2 

which might also be described as the considerable difference in 

temperament between Ifyndman and Hardie. 

In this chapter the local, practical contacts between the ILP and 

SDF before the 1906 General Election must be considered. Not only is 

1 Quoted in C. Tsuzulki, opo cit., pp. 100-1 

2 T. Mann, op. cit., p. 130 
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this an aspect of ILP politics which has generally been neglected by 

historians, but it also forms the background to the role of the local 

ILP and its leading members in the national debate on socialist unity, 

which will be examined in the following chapter. The role of local 

socialists in the labour movement and the formation of the 'labour 

alliance' will then be considered in Chapter 3, together with events 

surrounding the 1906 General Election. The last chapter of this 

section details the conflict between socialism and labourism after the 

advent of the Labour Party, and emphasises the influence of Manchester 

and Salford activists upon national events. 

++++++ 

Before considering the local aspects of socialist unity, the SDF 

as an organisation must be placed. in perspective. Did it tend to decline 

under the impetus of the ILP? Did it attempt to compete with the ILP in 

terms of recruitment and propaganda in the various constituencies? Or 

did the two parties simply reach a modus vivendi based upon geographical 

development? The importance which will be placed upon the geographical 

development of the SDF is based upon two premises which have previously 

been considered in relation to the ILP; namely that the two parties 

drew their recruits. from the same general pool, and that proximity to an 

active local branch was a crucial factor in a convert's choice of party. 

The background of socialist converts has been considered at length 

in the previous section. Suffice it hero to reiterate the view that 

converts to the SDF were seldom already convinced Marxists, but simply 

men and women who wished for a radical change in social conditions, came 

into contact with SDF propaganda, and then progressed in their more 

theoretical studies of socialism after enrolment. 26uch example was 
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Joe Toole, who reminisced: 

When a man or woman-with a shilling or two to spend 
at the end of the week has bought the trivial luxuries that 
fall to the lot of those who are always living from hand to 
mouth, time hangs heavily between one Sunday morning and 
another, and that was one of the reasons why the propaganda 
pitch in Trafford Road was so popular. Strolling down 
there very casually one summer evening, I was attracted by 
a speaker delivering an address from what was then known as the 
Red Van. It was sent down from London to Lancashire by the 
proprietors of the Socialist ireekly, Justice ... 

... 1 personal studies had 
desire to see some kind of change 
conditions under which we were coi 
seemed clearly to understand that 
and not only that, but when there 
with it. 1 

implanted in me a feverish 
in the material and social 

npelled to-live. The vanner 
there should be a change, 
came a change what to do 

It was in this manner that the future Labour Lord Mayor of Manchester 

and IP for South Salford was recruited to the SDF. Toole was far from 

being a dedicated 13arxist, and had- he initially encountered the ILP's 

propaganda, might well have joined that organisation instead. 

It is therefore suggested that to a great extent the ILP and SD? 

shared a common pool of potential converts. Which body did actually 

recruit them depended to a large extent upon geographical presence. 

The realisation that political activity had to be provided near to the 

homes of converts was expressed in September 1900 by Joseph Chatterton. 

In a letter to Justice he remarked that: 

Within a radius of five and a half miles of the Ro al 
Exchange we have a population of 2,000,000 (two millions) of 
people and only four branches of the SDF. Large and populous 
districts like Ardwick, Openshaw, Forton, ilarpurhey, Bradford, 
Stretford, Longsight, etc., are without a branch of our 
organisation, and seldom or never hear the voice of the Socialist 
propagandist. There are Socialists in all these districts, 
doubtless, but they are unorganised and will remain so whilst 
they are removed a distance of four or five miles from the 
nearest OF branch. 2 

1 J. Toole, op. cit., pp. 76-7 

2 J, 22 September 1900 
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Thus on a local level relations between the two socialist parties 

were influenced by factors such as whether they attempted to rival one 

another in terms of recruitment and propaganda in the different districts, 

or whether they were prepared to make a realistic appraisal of their own, 

and one another's, strengths and weaknesses, and develop in comparative 

harmony. 

When the geographical distribution of OF branches in the 1893-1906 

period is considered, it becomes apparent that the two parties did develop 

a modus vivendi. Basically the ILP made little effort to develop in areas 

which had old-established SDF branches, while the SDF, when subsequently 

attempting to extend its brancheav organised in areas where the ILP was 

either weak or non-existent. Thus the most obvious forms of rivalry were 

generally avoided, and although'members did occasionally criticise one 

another's parties, and in a, few cases change allegiancev relations on a 

local level were generally amicable. 

The 'cradle' of the SDF in the district was undoubtedly South Salford. 

As has been described abovep-i the ILP maintained a comparatively weak 

and spasmodic presence in the area until the era of centralisation. Its 

virtual disappearance after the turn of the century has already been 

explained in the words of C. W. Fraser: 'The fact that there is no ILP 

in South Salford and no SDF in West Salford is mainly due to a disinclination 

to split the militant forces'. 2 Thust virtually with the blessing of the 

ILPq South Salford SDF continued its development as one of the principal 

branches in tjio region. In November 1892 it had taken new premises at 

45 Trafford Road. Originally a Conservative Club, the building had been 

1 See above, p. %d 

2 J, 14 December 1901. See also p. jst above. 
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redecorated and formally opened by Robert ßlatchford. With two rooms 

capable of seating 2-300 people, and about a dozen smaller ones, it 

provided an attractive centre for local recruitment and activity. ' At 

the close of 1894 the branch could boast 216 financial members, a total 

income for the preceding quarter of £177, and an average weekly sale of 

161 copies of Justice2. The branch opened a Sunday School on 1 April of 

that year, with 22 scholars, and three years later had quadrupled their 

number. 3 Although in May 1895 the branch was divided up in the process 

of forming a Salford District Council,, It it appears to have been 

reconstituted by June 1897.5 

Admittedly South Salford SDF did face problems of a financial nature 

after the'turn of the century. By October 1904 it had changed its venue 

to 57 Trafford Road; 6 
exactly why is not clear. The premises, obviously 

rented, proved too expensive and the branch became increasingly aware of 

the amount it had been paying out in rent and rates: more than £1,300 

in the past 13 years. A scheme was therefore launched to form a limited 

liability society, the Salford Social-Democratic Land and Builders Society 

Ltd., which aimed to raise L500 capital in 2,000 shares of 5s. each, and 

build its own premises on a suitable site then available on Trafford Road.? 

Shortly afterwards the branch moved its headquarters to West High Street, 8 

1 Ibid., 19 November 1892 

2 Ibid., 19 January 1895 

3 Ibid., 17 April 1897 

4 Ibid., 18 May 1897 

5 Ibid., 26 June 1897 

6 Ibid., 15 October 1904 

7 Ibid., 11 February 1905 

8 Ibid., 22 April 1905 
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but in May 1906 the Society negotiated the purchase of a local Conservative 

Club for L600,1 In September 1906 it was opened as Ilyndman 11all. 2 hus 

even at the time of financial difficulties the branch had plans and 

prospects which, might serve as a rallying point for its members. Through- 

out the period in question South Salford OF maintained its tradition of 

meetings at Trafford Bridge and these, together with electoral and 

propagandist activities, not to mention the social life of the Trafford 

Road club, produced a flourishing and active branch, which the ILP never 

really attempted to rival. 

By contrast, West Salford was very much the preserve of the ILPt 

and the amicable relations between that branch and the SDF have already 

been noted. An OF branch was formed in West Salford in May 1895, but 

as a result of a general reorganisation of the local partyp rather than 

a spontaneous upsurge of Social-Democratic activity in that particular 

area. On 18 May 1895 T. H, Sutton announced in Justice, that 'the large 

branch' (presumably South Salford) had been split to form branches now 

known as Regento. Ordsall, Traffordq West Salfordt Weasteg Crescent and 

Islington, which together formed a Salford District Councilp with 

headquarters at the Trafford Road Club. 3 West Salford branch was in 

fact formed on 25 April, and commenced propaganda on 12 May. From this 

date until. the end of, the quarter, (25 September) it held 34 meetings and 

sold some 59000 socialist papers and pamphlets. 
4 In 1897 the branch was 

holding propaganda meetings at Langworthy Road and Broad Street Daths95 

1 Ibid., 5 May 1905 

2 Ibid., 29 September 1906 

3 : &W, 18 May 1895 

4 Ibid., 2 November 1895 

5 Ibid., 2 January, 3 July 1897 
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but its payments that August, of 4s. 8d. in dues and 4s. 4d. to the 

Central Election Fund suggest only a small group of activists. 1 The 

branch appears to have remained in existence until almost the turn of 

the century2 but thereafter even ope4ir propaganda appears to have 

ceased, and no evidence of the branch's existence can be found. It 

might be added that in 1901 West Salford ILP was augmented by members 

from the former South Salford branch of the party, and moved into the 

Fellowship Hall. 3 Thus the progress of the ILP and SDF in these two 

Salford constituencies suggests not rivalryt but a willingness to reach 

an amicable nodus vivendi and moreover avoid a waste of effort and resources 

by both parties. 

Relations between the OF and ILP in North Salford were never so 

clearly defined. North Salford OF was established before the foundation 

of Manchester and Salford ILP4 but does not appear to have continued 

in a particularly flourishing state. After its first annual socialq on 

29 December 1894p the branch reported that I ... we are such a decrepit 

old lot, that though we are honourea with a splendidly organised oppositiong 

we are too ungrateful to die outp and are still presuming to creep along'. 
5 

In June 1895 the branch was holding business meetings on Tuesdays at 

12 Sussex Streetv Lower Broughtont with discussion classes on Rridays*6 

Towards the close of the 1897 outdoor propaganda seasont a report in 

Justice commented that the branch had had ta good many disappointments in 

I Ibid., 11, August 1897 

2 See lists of meetings published weekly in ibid. 

3 See above, p. 411 

4 J,, 5 March 1892 reports a'joint meeting of North and South Salford branches 
to hear H. M. Hyndman 

5 Ibid., 12 January 1895 

6 Ibid., 15 June 1895 
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getting speakers, even those who promised sometimes failing to turn up; 

but our brethren of the branch have readily and manfully filled the breach 

when necessary'. On a more positive note the report continued: 'The 

branch has nearly doubled in numbers during the six months, and is 

actively engaged in pushing forward a scheme for acquiring a hall and 

clubrooms of its own, ... '1 The branch did achieve its ambition, for 

on 5 )hrch 1898 the Lancashire District Federation held its special meeting 

at the. North Salford Branch Club Room, 63 Great Cloves Street, Lower 

2 Broughton. 

Reference to a street map of Salford and to the account in the 

preceding section of the progress of the ILP in the constituency will 

reveal that the North Salford branches of the two parties were functioning 

in close proximity. Both concentrated their activities in the Lower 

Broughton areap just north of the Irwell and particularly towards the 

Manchester boundary. Moreover at the end of Wch 1899 the ILP opened 

PanIchurst Hall. 3 There are no indications of overt rivalry or antipathy 

between the two organisationsp nor apparently was the OF deterred by 

the ILP's progress. On I April 1899 the North Salford OF reported its 

attempt to form a Manchester District Council, a scheme vhich had however 

been dropped because of a lack of enthusiasm from other local-branches* 

They were approaching the end of a series of U lectures on 'The Rise 

and Development of English Town Life' by Frank Edward Chester MAp the 

curate of St. Phillips, Salford. Although not an SDF mant he was 'an 

1 Ibid., It September 1897 

2 Ibid., 5 March 1898 

3 See above, p. +19 and map'7. 
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outspoken, robust, and enthusiastic socialist'. Through the Working 

Men's Clubs Association they had secured the assistance of K. T. S. Dockray BA, 

in the study of economics. On the anniversary of the Pa ris Commune the branch 

held its celebrationg vhen about 40 people sat down to tea. With the 

approach of the outdoor propaganda seasono the branch planned meetings 

outside the club and at Mackfriars Baths. 1 In August 1901 North Salford 

OF opened a new meeting place at Great Cheetham Street. 2 In May 1902 

it began its ope+ir propaganda session with meetings near the Co-op 

stores in Cheetham Street. 3 Thereafter no mention of the branch can be 

traced in Justice, and the obvious assumption is that it had been eclipsed 

by the ILP and the counter-attractions of Pankhurst Hall. 

On 11 February 1893 Justice recorded the existence of 15 SDF 

branches in Lancashire, including North and South Salford, and a branch in 

the course of form tion at Eccles. It this list was completet then at 

the time of the foundation of the nationýILPt there was no OF branch 

in Manchester itself. 4 Since the OF had been expanding into Manchester 

during the preceding years, 5 this would suggest that the emerging ILP 

drew the support and enthusiasm which had previously been directed towards 

the SDF. However the SDF, and indeed some erstwhile ILP memberst were 

not prepared to accept this status quo. In April 1894 the SDF established 

a branch in the Bulme districtP6 towards which some of its earlier 

1 J, 1 April 1899 

2 Ibid., 17 August 1901 

3 Ibid., 10 May 1902 

4 Ibid., 11 February 1893 

5 See above, pPOUZ-14 

6 J, 7 April 1894 
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propagandist activity had been directed. l Thereafter no information 

concerning the branch emerged in the columns of Justice, and it is possible 

that it was only short-lived. However in March 1895 a statement appeared 

in Justice, to the effect that the St. George's (Hulme) ILP had resolved 

to become a branch of the SDF. 2 This should noto however, be taken as 

an example of SDF 'poaching'. In fact St. George's ward ILP branch had 

previously been in dispute with the Han'Chester and Salford EC, and in 

January 1895 the NAC had confirmed the local executive's ruling that the 

branch be dissolved and abolished. 'Loyal' ILP members had been invited 

to join the nearby Medlock Street branch. That the renegade ILPers 

decided to move en masse into the SDF was not so much as a symbol of 

rivalry between the two parties, but of the similarities between them 

at grass roots level. St. George's was not obviously more 'left wing' 

than the other local ILP branches, and its stand over the rules for 

municipal candidates was supported by its own prospective candidate, 

Richard Anderson. 3 It might be added that when Anderson had contested the 

ward in 1894 he had been supported by the local Irish community and received 

the endorsement of the far from socialist Trades Council. 4 He was thus 

an unlikely leader for a Marxist takeover of an ILP branch. 

However the SDF failed to thrive in dolma at this time, possibly 

because of the rival attraction of an independent socialist society. In 

January 1896 'Spectator', reporting the propagandist activities of bloss 

Side Socialist Society in Jus_ ice, asked what had become of the I-Inlme 

SDF. Ile remarked that 'The floss Side boys are new to the work, yet they 

1 See above, p. 133 

2 J, 9 March 1895 

3 See above, p. 39l 

4 LL, 22,29 September 1894 
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can organise a successful meeting and fill a large room not more than 

seven minutes walk from the SDF club. '1 Although SDF meetings continued 

in Halme until April 1897, the branch apparently collapsed at some time 

during the next six months. 2 On 6 November 1897 Justice published a 

letter to the editor from David Menzies, who planned to start an SDF 

branch in IInlme. Optimistically Menzies wrote: 

We believe that with a little hard work we can form a 
splendid branch of the SDF in this district, and we feel 
deeply that this division has not now a branch of the pioneers 
of Social-Democracy. 

All interested readers were requested to write to Menziest at the South 

Salford SDP club. 3 The first meeting of members of the proposed branch 

was called for 9 December; the venue being the ILP rooms in Elvington 

Street! 4 The occasion was marked by an 'encouraging attendance' ahdp 

as the majority of members paid three months' subscription in advance, 

the new branch began with cash in hand, and no debts. They planned to 

meet at 11.30 on Sundays, when a business meeting would be followed by 

a paper, read by one of the members and a debate. 

We do not intend going in for club land, as we are 
under the impression that there is more important work to do 
than card playing, gossiping, and cackling like so many old 
women of both genders. 

But the most significant portion of J. D. Hudson's report was perhaps that 

relating to the meeting place: 

Until we can obtain a suitable room we shall hold our 
meetings at the ILP hall, Medlock Street, which has been 

1 J, 4 January 1896 

2 Ibid. t 3 April 1897, advertised a meeting on Chorlton Road. The Ijulme 
OF branchq located at 69 Upper lbss Laneg was last recorded in the 
ISDF Directory' columns of Justice on 16 January 1897. 

3 Ibid., 6 November 1897 

4 Ibid., 4 December 1897 
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kindly placed at our disposal by the local branch of the 
ILP. 1 

It might also be added that Hudson was himself a former ILPer; in 1893 

and 14 the Workman's Times and Clarion had both described him as being 

of SW Manchester up. 2 Byrthe spring of 1896 he was a member of the 

SDF, but still spoke at ILP Meetings. 3 

The new Halme SDF, known as the South Manchester branch, continued 

to meet at the ILP rooms until the close of 1900. Then, on 15 Decemberp 

a notice appeared in Justice, that the South Manchester SDF had severed 

all connection with the Elvington. Street Hall and that the Sunday afternoon 

public meetings would be discontinued, pending the acquisition of new 

premises. 4 Neither OF nor ILP sources revealed -the reason for this 

move, but it is likely that the problem related to the premises themselvest 

rather than to interparty relations. In November 1901, when a meeting 

resolved that it was in the interests of socialist unity to join the 

existing SDF branch in 11alme. 5 South Manchester SDF was still holding 

Sunday propaganda meetings at the Junction, Wade Street, in April 19ft 
6 

but thereafter information concerning the branch is lacking. It is nott 

perhaps, a coincidence that at the beginning of 1901 a South West 

Manchester SDF branch began to flourish in the Halme area. 

I Ibid., 25 December 1897 

2 WT9 9 September, 23 September 1893; 21 21 April 1894 

3 
. 
29 9 Hay 1896 advertised Hudson as an SDF member who was to speak 
at New Cross ILP. 11, : 16 November 1895 advertised him as the speaker 
at East Manchester YD. 

4 It 15 December 1900 

5 Ibid. 9 30 November 1901. See above, p. 

6 Ibid. 0 20 April 1901 
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Exactly when the SW ilanchester branch was established is uncertain. 

The first reference to it which has been traced in Justice was on 

2 February 1901, when the 'SDF Directory' listed the branch as being 

located at 279 Hoss Lane East, under the secretaryship of H. E. West. 1 

That summer the branch held opc+ir meetings at Ifelcomb Street, Stretford 

2 Road,, despite some earlier problems with the police. By July Ifest was 

able to record an increased membership and $a most enthusiastic branchp 
th&L 

all being active workers'. They had discoveredýtwo or three of their own 

members -. - could speak very wellp and were on the point of taking over 

new premises. 3 J. Jonesq vho'spent that August in Manchester and Salford 

as an organiser,, 4 appears to have been well satisfied with the branch. 

West later wrote: 'As Comrade Jones says, this is the beat district 

around Manchester for our propaganda; .. 1.5 By January 1902 the branch 

had moved into a club room at Pownall Streetp Halme, 6 which it used as 

election headquarters the following March, for W. E. Skevington's campaign 

7 in the Guardians' election. A. H. Watson, the Secretary, later commented 

that no outside assistance had been forthcoming, except a donation from 

some ILP friends. 8 For a time the branch met at Wheeldon's Cafe in 

Stretford Road# Hulme, while seeking premises for a club-9 They held 

1 Ibid., 2 February 1901 

2 Ibid., 15 June 1901 

3 Ibid., 20 July 1901 

4 Ibid., 

5 Ibid., 

6 Ibid., 

7 Ibid., 

8 Ibid.., 

9 Ibid., 

31 August, 1901 

28 September 1901 

18 January 1902 

29 March 1902 

26 July 1902 

21 June It October 1902 
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two outdoor meetings each Sunday during the summer of 1902.1 

By August 1902 the South-West Manchester branch had achieved its 

ambition of a clubp at 177 York Streetp Stretford Road. Will Gee of 

Northampton arrived for a week's organising: expedition, and as a result 

of his efforts fourteen more members were enrolled. 2 Thereafter the 

branch was able to provide regular reports for Justice, of active 

propagandav an increasing number of speakers9 participation in the 

Guardians' and municipal elections in 1904-5p and a campaign on behalf 

of the unemployed*3 A Sunday School was opened at the close of 19049 4 

and by February 1905 French and shorthand classes were being heldq as 

well as discussion groups and openair propaganda meetings. 
5 Clearlyp 

after the South Salford branch, the SIf Manchester SDF was the most 

active and enthusiastic in the area. 

SRFF activity therefore tended to be concentrated in the Southern 

and Western part of the Manchester-Salford conurbation. The OF was 

itself aware of its geographical limitations, but was not particularly 

successful in its attempts to remedy the situation. On 16 June 1694 

Justice announced that a branch of the SDF was about to be formed in 

North Manchesterg 'where our comrades have taken nearly all the life 

out of the IU. t6 Thereafter there emerged no information concerning any 

such branch, but the 'Manchester (North) Socialist Union' described 

above7 may represent Social Democrats combining for a time with ILP 

1 Ibid. 9 26 july 1902 

2 Ibid.,. 22 August 1903,19 March 1904 

3 Ibid. 9 2 July, 10 September and 26 November 1904,11 February 1905 

4 Ibid. t 17 December 1904 

5 Ibid. p 11 February 1905 

6 Ibid. f 16 June 1894 

7 See aboveq P*35Z 
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and Fabians in the area. 

Central Manchester was the obvious target for SDF expansiong and 

at the beginning of 1895 plans were formulated to establish a branch 

in a very large room in Market Streett -which could boast an electric 

light and lift, but had the disadvantage of a EIOO annual rental. There 

were rumours that this would necessitate a shilling per week subscriptiony 

but the sum eventually suggested was 2s. 6d. per month. Even so the 

South Salford members in particular were extremely critical of the scheme. 

They claimed that the subscription fee was too high to allow working men 

to join# and that an attempt was being made to set up class distinctions 

in the SDF. 1 ISPYt in Justice commented: 

I think that there are hundreds of men and women in 
our movement-who would like to see a transformation from 
depressing and uncomfortable lecture roomswith empty benches 
to more beautiful and more exhilarating meeting placest with 
a certainty of large if not crowded meetings. 

But when the branch was actually establishedq and the occasion duly 

celebrated with a dinner at the County Forum on 4 Aprilp accommodation 

proved a problem. As John Jackson explainedv they had difficulty in 

getting a meeting room because of the organisation to which they belonged. 3 

In January 1897 the lInchester Central branch of the OF was still 

meeting at the County Forumf4 but after 1897 no references to the branch 

can be traced. It obviously dissolved at some stage, to be reformed on 

I July 1900. The branch was revived with an initial membership of 59 

but by December 1900 the numbers had increased to 24, including 3 

I J9 19 January, 2 February 1895. There is no proof that this comment was 
intended as a reflection upon the, middle-class leadership of the national 
party, but it does at least serve as a further indication of the working- 
class composition of South Salford SDP. 

2 Ibid. 9 2 February 1895 

3 Ibid. v 20 April 1895 

4 Ibid. v 2 January 1897 
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speakers. Meetings, at first held in the Piccadilly Restaurant, soon 

removed to the Swan Restaurant in Swan Street. The target for the 

branch's propaganda was the Bradford districtp which had already 

returned J. E. Sutton to Manchester City Council on three occasionsp 

and seemed a likely venue for another SDF-branch. Attempts to form 

a Bradford branch had in fact been made during the spring and summer 

of 1900# chiefly by ex-ILPer Arthur Ifoollerton, but the whole scheme 

appears to have fallen through when the Central branch was reformed-' 

Me renewal enthusiasm of Central branch appears to have been 

shortlived. In Harch 1901 the Manchester District Committee commented 

that: 

The Central Branch may as well be dead for all the 
information the committee has been able to obtain to the 
contrary ,,, 

2 

However a Central branch was in existence in August 1904 when, under the 

secretaryship of J. E. McGlassont meetings were being held at Lockhart's 

Cate in Market Street, 3 a venue to which it still adhered in February 

1905-4 

Clearly the OF had been'unsuccessful in its attempt to become 

established in the Bradford areat although events concerning the 1906 

General Election suggest some OF support in the area. Areas vhich 

I Ibid. v 10 Februaryp JLO and V March, 7 and 21 july 1900. Ibid. 7 July 
1900 actually stated that a new branch of the OF had been formed in 
Bradfordq Hanchester, with Ifoollerton as secretaryp but a fortnight later 
stated that this should have been called the Central Manchester branchp 
which 'would include comrades in Manchester who had not up to present 
been members of any of the existing branches in Manchester and Salford. 2 

2 Ibid. 9 9 March 1901 

3 Ibid. 9 13 JUigust 1904 

4 Ibid. t 11 February 1905 
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could produce Labour victories at the polls ifere not necessarily good 

recruiting grounds for the SDF. Nor were other efforts to expand into 

the Manchester area tinich more successful. Attempts to form a branch for 

Fails-vorthq Moston and Harpurhey in June, 1900vl and for Rusholmo in 

July jL9012 -seem to have had little effect. A branch was formed in New 

Cross in June 1902 with 12 memberso and was still in existence that 

Octoberv but no information concerning its later progress can be found in 

Justice03 During the autumn of 1905 new branches were formed in Stretford 

and N. E. Hanchester, 4 but the latter only really began to flourish after 

the 1906 general election. 5 

The local distribution and progress of SDF branches has been 

considered in detail for several reasons. Most obviously the examination 

shows a marked concentration of SDIF activity in a limited geographical 

area, Salford and South and South-West Manchester (particularly thp Hulme 

area), where the OF had been in evidence before the foundation of the ILP* 

Thus in a great many districts of Manchester the SDF had no local branchp 

and the ILP virtually had a free hand in terms of socialist propaganda 

and organisation. In South Salford the ILP came to an understanding with 

the Social-Democrats, and in North Salford and the S. and SH Manchester 

areast where both parties did operatep there can be traced no signs of 

overt rivalry or hostilityt but examples of co-operationg such as the 

SDF's use of the ILP's Elvington Street rooms. 

1 ig 16 June 1900 

2 Ibid. t 20 July 190, ' 

3 Ibid. 9 21 June, 5 July and 11 October 1902 

4 Ibid. v 30 September, 14, October 1905 

5 Ibid.,, 17 March 1906 
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Why did the SDF not prove more successful in Manchester? The 

most obvious answer is that in 1892-3 socialist activity in the area 

concentrated upon the formation of the ILPp and that party quickly 

established both a network of local branches and a district organisation. 

The OF was always weak in this middle tier of organisation. Thus its 

kknchester District Council was reformed in January 1895t and had 

disintegrated by the following May.: L A further attempt to reform it 

failed early in 189992-and the actual existence of a District Council 

cannot then be traced until January igol. 3 Since the centre of power 

within the OF was firmly concentrated upon London, the local branches 

were left much to their own devices in expanding the movement, with 

occasional assistance from an outside speaker or organiser. Even given 

the same number of potential converts-as the ILP, the SDF. by virtue of 

its structure and organisation would have had greater difficulty in 

mobilising them. 

The pattern of activity detailed above demonstrates not only why 

-there was no real need for rivalry between the two organisations on a 

local level# but also serves as a background to the events after 1906 

General Election. Any marked expansion of the SDF could only indicate 

a change in either party's methods or organisation (which were not 

apparent) or a swing of support from the ILP to the SDF. 

Mile the ILP had no real reason to complain of"poaching' upon 

its territory and membership by the SDF, and therefore no grounds for 

hostility, why did its membersp as part of the obviously stronger 

organisation, feel the need to make overtures for an alliance with the 

1 Ibid. 9 12 January 4 May 1899 

2 Did, 91 April i8qq 

3 Ibid. t 26 January igoi 
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SD17 Obviously the prospect of a large united socialist party was the 

major attraction on both practical and theoretical grounds. But it 

should also be added that the SDF in Manchester and Salford area was 

a much more important political force than either its numbers or 

geographical presence might suggest. In part this stemmed from the 

nature of the SDF; like most other Yarxist parties it was intensely 

political, and did not include among its members people who merely paid 

subscriptions without engaging in any real political activityt or people 

simply attracted to club life. Members had to be politically committedt 

perhaps to a greater extent than those in the ILP, where social life 

proved a stronger unifying force. 

Thus the OF did number among its members some extremely able political 

activists, whose adherence would certainly be an asset to any united 

socialist party. Indeed some of them had helped to found Manchester and 

Salford ILP9 but had retained their allegiance to the SDF. Thus 

William Horrockst although he had served on the Drecutive Committee of 

Salford LE-Al and actually attended the foundation meeting of Manchester 

and Salford ILPt2 never apparently joined the new partyt but remained 

one of the leading propagandists in South Salford SDF. However his 

election contestst for St. Paul's ward. 9 Salford, in 18939 and for 

Pendleton Guardians in 1893t '949 '97 and 19049 were all undertaken with 

IU support. 
3 In November 1904t when Hardie arrived to speak at the 

I WTv 28 August 1891 

2L Thompsont Robert Blatchford ... P. 89 

3L IOP 17 and 24 June 1893,0 December 1894,27 March 1897,18 March 
and 8 April 1904;, ! 19 15 Aprilq. 17 June, 22 July 1893t 10 November 1894V 
17 April 1897; LL9 

-") 
April 1897,5.1farch and 9 April 1904. 
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Free Trade 11allq ISDFers, like Bill Horrocks and Parkinsong sat alongside 

Christian Socialists' on the platform. ' E. 11. Parkinson spoke for both 

S. W. Manchester and W. Salford ILP branches between 1892 and 1908t2 but 

retained his membership of the SDFp which dated back to 1885.3 

Of the other founders of the ILPv Thomas Wrton Purves hadp in 

October 18929 combined his activities on the Rrecutive Committee of 

11anchester and Salford ILP with the chairmanship of the general purpos(? $ 

committee of the Labour Church and membership of the SDF, 4 How long the 

SDF/ILP dual membership laster is uncertain,, but even after he became 

Lancashire District Secretary of the OF in December 18929 he continued 

to speak at ILP meetings. 5 Giles Horsfallp once better known as Iridus 

Achates' of the, Workman's Times had, by April 1895, become treasurer of 

South Salford SDF. 
6 

However on 23 April 1912 he was to join Manchester 

Central Branch ILP. 7 
ýW. K. Hall appears to have retained his OF 

membership while serving as Vice-President of Manchester and Salford ILP 

in 1892, for in May 1894 he became OF Lancashire district organiser. 
8 

Unfortunately there is no evidence as to how long these local socialists 

retained joint ILP/SDF membership. Robert Blatchfordt who was to 

advocate such a dual allegiance as a step towards socialist unitY9 was 

I LL9 25 November 1904 

2 WTP 3 September 1892; gq 14 October 1893; j&q 27 May 1904t 
I September 1905,14 September 1906,16 August 1907t 21 August 1908. 

3 Jt 4 April 1885 

4 WT9 29 October 1892 

5 Ibid. r 3 December 1892,9 September 1893; LLt 28 September 1895, 
10 November 1905; 16 July 1898,27 December 1901 

6 Jt 20 April 1895 

7 Manchester Central Branch ILPt Minutes of meeting 23 April 1912 

8 IfT9 4 February 1892; jEp 12 May 1894; : It 19 May 1894 

9 See belovp p. 'zt7 
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himself described as a member of the OF in the Ii August 1894 issue of 

Justice. ' It seems likely that after 1892-3 the majority of socialists 

simply continued as paid-up members of only one organisation, but even 

so the social contacts, exchange of visits as speakers, and above all 

goodwill of the founder members of the -two local partiesp appears to 

have continued. 

, The fo=al contacts between the local SDF and ILP, in tems of 

electoral activitiesq joint campaigns and exchange of speakers will be 

considered below. The aim here is simply to emphasise the continuing 

personal links between the two movements. The personal antipathy which 

existed between Ilyndman and Hardie was certainly not emulated by the 

Manchester and Salford leaders of the two parties. But vhat of the 

SDF in later years? As the local ILP d6veloped as part of a national 

party, which failed to make common cause with the SDP, did the local 

movements tend to polarize? ý Againg to concentrate initially on the 

personal aspectq co-operation appears to have been the rule rather than 

the exception. A. A. Purcell joined both the ILP and SDFJ while living in 

London. After his removal to )Ianchester he remained active in the OF 

andq on 21 November 1905, joined ýknchester Central Branch ILP. Apart 

from speaking for both local parties, he stood as their joint candidate 

for the Ordsall and St. Paul's Wardsq Salfordq in 1904 and '5, before 

being elected for the latter in 1906. Purcell was also General Secretary 

of the Amalgamated, Society of French Polishers, serving as its delegate 

to Manchester and Salford Trades Council. In 1905 and 16 he was elected 

President of the Trades Council. Thus perhaps the most influential of 

the younger generation of local activists himself provided a practical 

1 J, 11 August 1894 
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example of socialist unity. 1 

John Hempsall, the candidate of South Salford SDFq became an 

Elective Auditor for Salford in April 1894t and retained his position 

unopposed the following year. He also spoke at ILP meetings, taught 

at the ILP's Education Class in South Salford in December 1895t and 

took part in the free speech campaign at Boggart Role Clough. In 

September 1896 the ILP selected him as municipal candidate for Trafford 

Wardv Salfordt although he later withdrewq while in November 1897 he 

fought Ordsall Ward as a socialist. 2 At the iqOO General Election 

Hempsall stood for Accringtong under the auspices of the local SDFq ILP 

and unattached socialists. But in October 1900 the SDF Executive 

Committee announced that: 'As no information was sent to the Executive 

concerning the adoption of Hempsall# as should most certainly have been 

done in accordance with the rules of the organisation, the Executive 

decline to sanction the candidature'. 3 Ile emerged at the bottom of the 

poll, 
4 

and resumed local political work in South Salford SDF. 5 William 

Hant, vho served as an Elective Auditor for Salford between April 1897 

I R. Hayburnp D. E. Martin and j. Saville, entry on A. A. Purcell in 
DictionaEZ of Labour Biography, Vol. I, pp. 275-9; Hanchester Central 
Branch ILPq Hinutes of meeting 21 November 1905; L4 21 October, 4 
November 1904,1 September, 13 October and 10 November 19059 59 19 
October and 9 November 1906; ! Ip 22 October, 5 November 1904t 30 
Septembert 11 November 19059 10 November 1906; 

'gq 
28 Octobert 4 

November, 20 October, 10 November 1905,12 Octoberv 9 November 1906. 

2 J, 7 April 1894; C9 30 March 1895,6 November 1897t 29 September 1900; 
UL, 17 November 1894,21 December 1895,20 June, ii July, 19 and 26 
Teýtember 1896P 30 January and 6 November 1897. 

3 11,6 October 1900 

4 J. Vincent and 11. Stentonp op. cit-t P. 139. Hempsall polled 4330 and 
his Liberal and Conservative opponents 6585 and 5993 respectivelyo 

5 ! 1,10 November 1900,18 January 1902; LL9 7 July 1900p 30 Hay 1903- 



-734- 

and March 1906, was also a nominee of both the ILP and SDF, although 

he was in fact a member of the ILP and, in October 1898t secretary of 

its Ifightown branch. 1 

It may already have become apparent that ILP/SDF joint candidatures 

at local elections were comparatively common in districts where the SDF 

had any real influence. The areas in question and voting figures must 

be considered laterv but of the men who served as practical examples of 

socialist unity, it is necessary to mention J. P. Thompson, who won 

Trafford Ward in a by-election in April 1904, as an ILP candidatep and 

retained his seat with the backing of both ILP and OF in the following 

November. 2 Less successfully W. H. (Xddefordg Alfred Acton and J. H. 

MIGarvie contested the Salford Guardians election in April 1897.3 Henry 

Mottershead failed in his fight as Labour/Socialist candidate for 

Pendleton Guardians in March 1904, but was elected to the Salford Town 

Council for St. Thomas' Ward in October 1905. The latter campaign was 

under the auspices of W. Salford ILP, but Justice's description of him 

as a 'Socialist' candidate suggested continuing SDF support. 
4 

Apart from the electoral candidates of the two parties, there were 

L Cp 27 March, 10 April 1897,22 October 1898t 30 Harch 1906 

2 C, 89 22 April 1904; ! 19 5 November 1904t Thompson also fought school 19; ard elections in Salford under the auspices of the ILP and United 
Labour Partyt and was a member of the provisional committee of the Land 
Nationalisation Council for Lancashire. See C, 14 July and 29 September 
18949 13 and 27 November 1897t 17 and 24 Nove36r 1900t 9 December 1904. 

3 ILP 3 April 1897; g. 27,11arch 1897. All the men vere SDF members. In 
November 1895 HIGarvie contested St. Matthias' Wardt Salfordq for the 
SDF, while later that month Acton fought a by-election in Ordsall Ward. 

4 LLt 5t 26 March, 9 April 1904t 13 October and 3 November 1905; Rt 8 
April 1904t 15 Septemberp 20 October, 10 November 1905; ! It 11 November 
1905- In September 1905 Nottershead vas financial secretary of Manchestert 
Salford and District Branch of the Postmen's Federation. 
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many prominent local socialists who worked for the ILP and SDP, even 

though they were not necessarily members of both, At the 1892 May Day 

demonstration which led directly to the founding of Manchester and 

Salford ILP, R. Abrahams acted as chairman of the Jewish platform. He 

remained a member of the local SDF, serving as Secretary of the 

Lancaýhire District Council in 1896. However, he spoke for West Salford 

ILP and in January 1897 lectured on economics for the S. Manchester 

branch.: 1 David Menzies was also an active Social-Democrat vhoq in 

November 1897, was engaged in trying to form a branch of the party in 

Hulme. In March 1907 he was still being described as an OF member 

bat had, since September 19059 been a regular speaker at Tib Street. 

Then in August 1907 the Labour Leader advertised him as a member of 

City of Manchester ILP, who was billed to speak for Crumpsall and, 

Cheetham ILP branch. He continued to speak for ILP branches until 

July 1909, but also addressed S. Salford SDF. His exact party 

affiliation at any point of time, is therefore difficult to pinpointp 

but more important is the fact that he was obviously welcomed by both 

2 ILP and SW-- branches. 

Also moving between the parties was Dr. T. J. G. Garrett. In 1896 

he served as secretary of Manchester Central SDP, and in January 1901 

represented South Manchester SDF at the Labour Representation Committee's 

1st Annual Conference. He stood unsuccessfully for Openshaw Guardians in 

I WT9 7 I-lay 1892,16 September 1893; q, 16 January 1897; ! 19 20 April and 77i1hy 1895,8 February and 22 August 1896,13 February 1897. Abrahams 
left Salford for London in March 1897, and in January 1898 was elected 
Secretary to the Mantle Makers' Union. 

2 J, 6 November 1897; 
. 
29 13 November 1897,22 October 1898. LL 

*ýdvertised Wnzies as a speaker regularly between i Septembýr-1905 and 
2 July 1909. Ibid. 9 29 11arch 1907 described him as being of the SDFI 
while ibid. 9 30 August 1907v labelled him as City of Manchester ILP. 
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March 1906, and was eventually elected to Chorlton Guardians in April 

1908. But Garrett's activities were not confined to the SDF. On 12 

August 1899 the Labour Leader, reporting the 19th Annual Conference of 

the SUFF, commented that 'Fred Brocklehurst and Dr. Garrett wore the 

most prominent ILPers present'. One can only assume dual membership. 

Apart, from speaking at ILP meetings, Garrett also acted as Secretary 

of Manchester Clarion Cycling Club in 1898, and two years later became 

Vice-President of Manchester Clarion Social Club. 1 Other Social 

democrats worthy of note for their assistance to the ILP were J. Edward 

MeGlassonq Secretary of N. Salfordo then of Manchester Central OF 

branchesp who also ran a discussion class for N. Salford ILP and spoke 

for the.. N. and W. Salford branches of that party. 2 and Eugen Barnakd 

a member of S. W. Manchester SDF, who assisted the Clarion van campaign 

on behalf of the ILP in Moss Side. 3 

The extent to which individual members changed their affiliations 

is impossible to gauge, but certainly those who did so appear to have been 

immediately acceptable to the other socialist party. 7hus Arthur 

Woollerton spent much of the first half of 1900 establishing an OF 

branch in Bradford, Manchestert for vhich he became Secretary. On 19 

August 1902 he attended the inaugural meeting of Manchester Central 

I JP 4 April, 9 May 1896t 26 January 1901; Ct 9 April 1898,20 January 
1900; LL9 12 August 1899,30 March 1906,1-3 March and 10 April 1908. 
Dr. Garrett's wife Katie (Mrs. C. E. M. Garrett was elected to Openshaw 
Guardians in April 1906 (see LL, 6 April 1906ý 

2 Jv 4 September 1897,19 Ndieniber 1898,13 August 19049 11 February 
1§05; Ilt 27 February 1904t 16 June and 6 October JL9059 2 February 
and 20 July 1906,27 September 1907,5 February 1909t 4 February 1910. 

3 Jt 17 December 1904; C9 4 August 1905. Barnakd departed to America 
in September 1907 (ibi7d. 9 27 September 1907). 
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Branch ILP, and was promptly elected to its committee. In 1907, having 

taken part in the schism which formed the City of Manchester ILP branchp 

he produced that branch's first pamphletv The Labour Movement in Manchester 

and Salfordq vhich placed great emphasis on the local role of the SDP. 1 

Also moving from the SDF to the ILP was J. W. Fieldv who in August 1893 

became Secretary of the latter party's South Salford branch. 2 j. B. 

Hadson was, in IMPý. a member of, S. W. Manchester ILP. By 1896 he had 

joined the SDF, but nevertheless went to speak for the ILP at New Cross. 3 

The personal contacts between the ILP and OF in Hanchester and 

Salford have been considered in detail because they formed the funda- 

mental basis of the generally amicable relations between the two parties. 

The dissension between their national leaders vill be considered belowt 

but it is a reasonable hypothesis that if local socialists had been 

as antipathetic towards one another as were Hyndman and Hardie, or 

Blatchford and Hardie, or even Ilyndman. and John Burnsq then they would 

undoubtedly have attempted to reduce the extent of inter-party activity. 

Apart from the contacts through prominent individualsq the general 

social activities engaged-in by the two parties tended to draw their 

rank and file members together. The social life which formed an integral 

part of the ILP has already been discussed in detail. It should noto 

however, be assumed that such activities were exclusively for ILP 

members, setting them apart from other local socialists, It appears 

that socials and mass meetings organised by the OF or ILP in the area 

1 J9 10 February, 10 and 17 Marcho 7 July 1900; Manchester Central 
Branch ILP, Minutes of meeting 19 August 1902. For Ifoollerton's 
pamphletp see abovel p. 

2 Jq 5 August 1893 

3 gj, 18 February, 26 August 1893P 9 May 1896; WT9 21 October, 
23 December 1893; it 28 March 1896 



-738- 

were generally open to members of the other party. Thus when the 

Manchester and Salford ILP held its 6th Grand Annual Social at St. 

James' Fall on 25 February 1898, tickets were available from both ILP 

and SDIF Clubs, as well as from the Labour Press and ILP office. 1 Tickets 

for the ILP demonstration in the Free Trade IIallq attended by Hardie 

and Snowden on 20 November 1904, were obtainable from ILP and SDP 

Secretaries and clubs, 2 while the SDF used the clubs of both parties 

for distributing tickets for its Pree Trade Hall meeting on 8 December 

i895t the 'first provincial meetingt organised by the SDFIs Executive 

Committee. 3 Branch activities, apart from business meetings, might 

also be open to both socialist parties. Thus S. Manchester SDF's classes 

in economicsv held during the winters of 1898 and 19t were advertised 

in October 1899 as being free for SDF and ILP membersv while non-members 

were required to pay a shilling, for the course. 4 

Other social organisations outside the tvo parties also tended 

to draw their members together. The Social Trading Companyp f ormed 

in 1894, 'Mainly to help in financing the movement for the enfranchisement 

of labourtg allotted 50% of its profits to socialistic bodies. The ILPq 

OF and other organisationswere to participate in proportion to their 

support. 5 Also composed of SDF and ILP members, and dividing its funds 

between them-tras the Manchester Socialist Choir. Just before the 1906 

1 Ct 19 February 1898 

2 Ibid. 9 4 November 1904 

3 ! 19 23 November 1895 

4 Ct 19 November 1898; 14 October 1899 

5 
.2 and LL9 17 November 1894 
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General Election it sang in S. W. Manchester on behalf of the OF 

'war chest' and ILP election fund, and duly sent a guinea to each 

organisation. 1 Plans for a central meeting place for all socialists 

were mooted at intervals during the period in question. In March 1895 

a Central Socialist club had been formed in temporary promises at BOA 

Market Street. However it proved somewhat disappointing to a Clarion 

observer: 

I believe it has been decided to affiliate with the 
SDF. This,, I think, is a mistake. Here is a splendid chance 
of initiating the unity of Socialism by the formation of a 
central Socialist club for Hanchesterv irrespective of the 
ILPp SDF, or Fabian Society, and I hope the committee will 
see their way to the adoption of this idea, or it will 
degenerate into a mere sectional branch, and altogether miss 
the aim of the originators. 2 

In November 1896 the idea vas again raised by Joseph Nuttall in a 

letter to the Labour leader. He wanted to see a Central Socialist Club 

for Manchester, to contain a large hall for meetingsq lectures and ballot 

small rooms for committee meetingst refreshment room with restaurant 

attached, smoke room, billiard room and bedrooms for lecturers. 3 More 

successful however were S. 11. Manchester's running of a United Socialist 

Club in 1899-190094 and the arrangements for a central dining room in 

Manchester, which provided a daily rendezvous for socialists working in 

the city centre. 5 Perhaps the principal reason why the more ambitious 

schemes did not come to fruition was not associated simply with financep 

or a lack of rapport between local socialists, but simply the fact that 

I LLP 5 january iqo6 

2 c, 16 March 1895 

3 28 November 1896 

4 C9 18 February 1899; Manchester# December 1900 

5 q, 25 November 1904, The originator of this scheme was T. D. Benson. 
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-the Clarion movement tended to fulfil this need for an 'umbrella' 

organisation. The Clarion club and cafe have already been mentioned 

abovep as have the propagandist activities on behalf of both ILP and 

OF undertaken by the Clarion Scouts. 1 Not only was the Clarion the 

mouthpiece of the national movement towards socialist unityt2 but 

also at a local level its organisations drew together ILP and SDF 

members as well as the lun ttached socialists'. 

The exchange of lecturers also formed a bond between local ILP 

and SDF branches, which may perhaps have been too strong in the eyes 

of the latter party's national leadership. When 'Autolycus' of the 

Workman's Times urged SDF speakers to lecture for the ILP on every 

possible occasiont 'AJAX' countered the suggestion by reminding readers 

of Justice that the first duty of SDF lecturers was to strengthen or 

form OF branches. 3 However not only did the Manchester abd Salford 

socialists share local lecturers, they also combined to arrange mass 

meetings on the occasion of visits by leading national or international 

personalities. Thus August 1894 found John Trevor, H. M. Hyndman and 

Dr. Panhhurst together on the platform of the Rree Trade Hallf at a 

socialist demonstration to welcome the continental delegates to the 

Textile Workers' Conference. 4 When Karl Liebknecht visited Manchester 

in May 1896, a joint committee was formed under the auspices of Manchester 

I See abovep p?. (6Z7-0 

2 See belowq p. 775$fThe Clarion also provided the means of exchanging 
information on a local level betwo6n the socialist organisations. Thus 
on 8 June 1895 'Havkshawl asked secretaries of branches 'not only of the 
ILP, but also of. the SDF-and other organisations' to send any items of 
interest. 

3 ! 19 29 JulY 1893 

4 Ibid. p 4 August 1894 
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Central Branch SW-- to make arrangements for his welcome. All branches 

of So cialists, in lancashire were invited to send delegates to meet him 

at a dinner on SaturdaY 30 HaYt when an address of welcome was presented 

by James Leatham for the SDr- and Dr. Pankhurst for the ILP. On the next 

day a public demonstration was arranged in the Free Trade Hall, and tickets 

were available from all Socialist and Labour clubs in Lancashire. 1 In 

July 1901 If. Salford ILP and S. Salford SDF combined to arrange a 

series of lectures by James Connolly. So successful was the venture that 

Connolly paid return visits the following October and in July and August 

1902. The last visit fell just before Connolly's departure to Americaq 

so the local ILP and SDF members duly arranged a social and 'send-off' for 

him, in the SDFIs Trafford Road club, on 16 August. 2 The two local 

socialist organisations combined with the Manchester and District 

Trades Councils on 2 July 1905t to hold a demonstration in Heaton Park. 

Prom four platforms resolutions were submittedg dealing with the 

Unemployed Bill9 the feeding of school children, the trades dispute 

bill, and labour representation. 3 

Not only did the ILP and OF make common cause over the arrangements 

for mass meetings, but also over the defence of free speech. In August 

1894 they invaded Stevensbn Square to establish their right of free 

speech, while Wo years later Justice solicited contributions towards the 

I LL, 2 Hay 1896; ! j, 9 May 1896; g, 9 and 16 may is96 

2 C9 29 June 19019 4 Julyt 8 and 15 August 1902; IL9 20 and 27 Julyp 5 
6ýtober 1901; jj, 27 July 19019,19 July 30 August 1902. Connolly 
organised the Irish Socialist Republican Party in 1696 and was editor of 
the Dablin Workers' Republic. Ile sailed to the USA on 30 August 1901.1. in 
order to undertake a lecture tour under the auspices of the Socialist 
Labour Party of America. For details of Connolly's careert see S* 
Levensong James Connolly (1977) passim, 

3 c, 23 June 1905 
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expenses incurred at Doggart Hole Clough. ' The most obvious occasion 

for Soint ILP/SDF activity was of course Hay Day. In the early 190s 

the Trades Council remained aloof from the whole affairg and voluntary 

committees were formed each year to organisc the demonstration, being 

composed of ILP, SDF and a few of the 'advanced' trade unions. Before 

1895 the organisers also encountered opposition from local Parks Departments 

and Watch Committees. However in February 1898 the Manchester and Salford 

Trade Council adopted a resolution-b organise that year's demonstrationg 

and the ensuing procession from Albert Square to Peel Park, Salfordt 

comprised not only ILP and SDF branches, but also contingents from the 

Labour Churchq Clarion Cycling Club and 27 different trade unions. 2 Such 

united action does not, however, appear to have continued beyond the turn 

of the century. The report in Justice proved extremely critical of the 

1900 May Day rally in Alexandra Park. Held under the auspices of the 

Trades Council, the demonstration included contingents from about twenty 

societies representing Manchester and Salford ILP and trade unions. No 

mention was made in the report of an OF contingent. 

The feature of the demonstration was the passing of a 
jingo resolution of congratulation on the relief of Mafekingq 
etc. This resolution was submitted from the whole of the five 
platforms, and supported mainly by Socialists (oic. ). Such a 
contribution to the jingoism of the moment must have naturally 
helped to fan the flame of public passion in Manchestert and 
will completely neutralise arV good the demonstration might 
otherwise have achieved. 3 

As will later be demonstratedg the ILP generallyshared the 
MaSE OF 

pro-Boer sentiments of the SDF9 but the mass of trade unionists tended 41 

I C9 18 August 1894; Lt 30 Hay 1896 

2 LL, 11 may 18959 9 ihy 1896p 26 Februaryp 2 and 28 Aprilt 7 Hay 1898, 
'F. 7 flay 1899; q, 2 and 23 April 1898; ! IP 7 April 1898 

3 ! 19 2 June 1900 
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to support thc*var. Thus May Day 1900 was perhaps symptomatic of ILP/SDr- 

relations; while the ILP remained independent and distinctly socialistp 

the local parties worked closely together. But once the ILP became 

involved in alliances with non-socialist and labour and trade union 

organisations, then their paths diverged. In 1901 the Lancashire 

District Federation of the OF organised a demonstration for its own 

members in Blacklyurn. 1 Manchester and, Salford Trades Council continued 

to organise local demonstrationsp but in 1902 dispensed with the usual 

procession. That year the crowds at Gorton Park 'were not nearly so large 

as on previous occasionst. 
2 Although in 1904 the OF did approach 

Ibnehester Central Branch ILP to consider the advisability of holding a 

May Day demonstration93 the ILP branches generally decided against joint 

action. According to the report in Justice, 

The Manchester and Salford branches of the OF had the 
matter in hand this timep assisted to some'degree by the West 
Salford ILPt but the remainder of the ILP branches and trade 
unions could not see thbir way to act with us. 4 

However before attempting to analyse the growing divergence between 

the two parties after the turn of the century,, it is necessary to exPlore 

more fully the factors which forged numerous links between them. 7he local 

socialists were generally united in their approach to foreign affairsp 

being opposed to the capitalist element in imperialist expansion and to 

the Tsarist regime in Rassia. Thus when a major event merited a socialist 

protest or demonstration, the ILP and OF tended to make joint plans. 

I Ibid. 9 20 April 1901 

2 Up 10 May 1902 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILPp Minutes of Special Meeting 29 Harch 1904 

4 J, 7 t: ay 1901, 
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Thus early in 1897 famine in India led flyndman in particular to become 

increasingly critical of British policy in the sub-continent. With his 

friend Dadabhai Naoroji he travelled the country, agitating 'against the 

Diglish-made famine in India'. Their meeting at the I; Yee Trade Hall on 

28 February was hold as a result of co-operation between the ILP and 

Lancashire branches of the SDP. 1 

The aspect of imperial policy which had most impact upon local 

socialists was undoubtedly that concerning South Africa. Neither group 

of socialists entertained any sympathy for the capitalist Uitlanders or 

their demand for political rights, and their views were best expressed 

in a res6lution passed on I September at a special members' meeting of 

-the ILP: 

That this meeting of Manchester and Salford Independent 
Labour Partyq being conscious of the fact that two hundred 
millions of Her Majesty's subjects in India and hundreds of 
thousands of men in Great Britian and her Colonies are unjustly 
deprived of 

' 
their political rights, enters its emphatic protest 

against the methods being adopted by Her Majesty's Government 
to force a quarrel upon the Transvaal Republicq and considers 
that any attempt to use force against the Doers will be an act 
of gross injustice, which no factor in the case can possibly 
justify. 2 

The NAC, meeting at Blackburn on 9 Septemberg then proceeded to adopt a 

similar resolution,, adding that British policy ... 

can be explained only on the supposition that their 
intention has beýn to provide a war of conquest to secure 
complete control of the Transvaal in the interests of 
unscrupulous exploiters. 3 

1 C. Tsuzuki, op. cit., pp. 126-7 

2 Cq 9 September 1899. For the background to the Doer Varg see E. alevy, 
X History of the naglish People. Ebilo. n. rue (1895-1905) Doolc IL: 

(19ý2 ,5 passim. Inperialism -! 6--. ]Pelican ed. 1939) PP. 1-1-6:; 22--IT- For Ilyndman 
and the national SDF's attitude toiiards the imr, see C. Tsuzulcit op. cit. 9 
pp. 125-v3O. MP policy is considered in H. Pellingg The__Orifrins of the 
Labour PartE ... pp. 187-9 

3 q, 16 September 1899 
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On the morning of Sunday 6 Angu*t 1899, immediately bef ore the SDF 

annual conference began in the Coal 1kchangov flanchester, William 

Horrocks presided at a Trafford Bridge meeting, which protested 

against the overwhelming, pmier of the British Dnpire 
being used to coerce a small, non-aggressive population of 
only 130,000 Boers on behalf of the motley inhabitants of 
Johannesburg ... who were no worse off re political rights 
or personal wellbeing than millions of Eaglishmen at home. 

? ýembers of both parties joined the Manchester Transvaal CommitteO92 

and imre united by their common cause in the face of widespread Jingoism- 

"kLrw%O-A C-0-C. 'W%ft 046SCA- C. &Y4.06P, I'At4 
DatAthe antiL-irar Liberals, and such vas their desire to exclude supporters 

of the war from the local councils, that the Fourth Clause election policy 

, %,; as finally abandoned. 3 The war also drove a wedge between IkLnchester 

and Salford ILP and its founder. Blatchford, vho had generally been 

the leading figure in the campaign for a united socialist party, now took 

up the role of a patriotic ex-soldier. 4 He was duly conde=ed by the SDF 

in Justice,, 5 and many ILP branches and clubs broke off their contacts with 

the Clarion. Such a boycott was hardly justified, as Dlatchford pointed 

out: 

My, Dangle and The Whatnot are pro-Boers. Mont is 
almost neutral. Since the war broke out the Clarion has 
said ten words against the war for every one in its favoure 
Even I wrote against the war before it began, and since it 
began I have only said in a mild way that England was not 
alone to blame, and that I as an Englishman loved England 
better than I loved any other country. 

He had, moraoverp opened the columns of the Clarion to 'an honest debate' 

1 Jt 12 August 1899 

2 For examplesq see J, 3 February and 7 April 1900 

3 See belowp p. 74S 

4 For Blatchford's viewsp see L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford ... pp. 154-7 

5 ! lv 4t 11 November 1899 
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on the war. 1 

Thus the Manchester and Salford ILP and SDF were now linked in 

opposing Blatchford's stand on the war, as they had once been linked by 

his crusading socialism. They also joined in denouncing any supporters 

of the war within the local socialist fold, In January 1900 J, Jackson 

of South Salford OF made himself unpopular when, at Elvington Street 

Labour Hallp he quoted instances of what he considered to be official 

jobbery and maladministration in the Transvaal, and stated that these 

merited interference by the British government. Such views met with 

'the strongest possible opposition and condemnation', not only from 

Hudson and Selby of the SDF, but also from Whitehead and Sanders of 

the ILp. 2 

Wider publicity was given to the recalcitrant within the ranks of 

the local ILP: Fred Brocklehurst. In February 1900 he was quoted in 

the ILP News as having stated at a public meeting that: 

Being embarked upon it (the war) he believed that 
everything of national safetyt everything of national influencep 
compelled that it should be prosecuted until the Boers lay at 
our mercy. 

The leading article, by Russell Smartq went on to claim that: 

A sentence such as this is nothing but rank treachery to 
the party. Mr. Brocklehurst is put forward as an ILP candidate 
to advocate a definite set of opinions. If he finds those 
opinions are fundamentally opposed to his own then he is bound 
to resign his candidature and membershipp and to continue in 
both is distinctly dishonourable. 3 

I C9 28 April 1900 

2 J9 3 February igOO 

3 ILP News, February 1900. The speech in question was made on 29 
January in Hulme Town Hall. Smart was then editor of the ILP News; 
Brocklphurst was prospective parliamentary candidate for S. W. 
Manchester. 
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The article raised a storm within the ILP9 which did not subside until 

the Annual Conference in May. ý Hardie supported the demand for Brocklehurst's 

resignation and correspondence, most of which was far from amicable in 

tone, filled the columns of the ILP Newsq Labour Leadert Clarion and 

Justice. 1 Brocklehurst defended himself by pointing out that ILP 

members were entitled to formulate their own views on foreign policyp 

since no official decision had been taken by the party conferences* 

More importantt he maintained that his speech had been quoted out of 

context. His speech as a whole had strongly condemned the wart as had 

his lecturesq delivered throughout Lancashire and Yorkshire over the 

past seven months. Indeed he had been pilloried as a traitor by the 

Manchester press on account of his work for the )%nchester Transvaal 

committee. All he had said on the occasion in question was that 

... war could not be stopped like an eight-day clock; 
it had to be pursued until a crisis arrived in which one or 
other of the contending forces acknowledged defeat. In view 
of the immensity of interests involved I could not desire 
that the British forces should be defeated. 2 

Both Brocklehurst's Election Committee in S. W. ýbmchesterv and 

the Manchester and Salford ILPt protested against the attack upon their 

candidate3 but amicablexelations between Brocklehurst and the NAC were 

only restored at, the Annual Conferenceg when Brocklehurst's speech 

finally made it apparent that his opinions were in harmony with those 

I For full details of the controversy, see ILP News, February - May 1900; 
Up I March - 14 April 1900; 2t 79 14 April 1900; ! It 7t 14 April 
1900; ILPp, Report of the 8th Annual Conference ... 1900. p. 24; 
ILP, NAC 11inute Book 4.1899-1904. Minutes of NAC meetingp 53 Fleet 
Streett London. I March 1900. 

2 ILP News, April 1900. Letter from Brocklehurst to editor 

3 lip 17 Marcht 7 April 1900; ILP News, March 1900 
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of the NAC and party as a. whole. 1 Once the ILP had settled its internal 

dispute, the anti-war movement continued to unite local socialists. When 

Hardie spoke at the Free Trade Hall on 29 June, to protest against the 

annexation of the South African Republics, John Hempsall of the OF took 

the chairg and both ILP and SDP were well-represented on the platform. 2 

But while the Boer War drew local ILP and OF members into common 

action against the popular jingoism, it also produced setbacks for the 

wider movement towards socialist unity. Blatchford's popularity 

witnessed a marked decline, and the anti-war Liberals now became alliesp 

who might even be supported at elections. 3 The controversy over Brocklehurst's 

speech also revealed the degree of intolerance which existed within the 

NAC, and intolerance was hardly an asset in the quest for socialist unity. 

After the Boer War, the foreign affairs of most interest to 

socialists concerned Tsarist Russia. Again such interest was not the 

sole preserve of members of the two'socialist parties. In December 1900 

there was in existL-nce a Manchester and District Branch of the Fviends 

of Russian Freedom. The branch held a public meeting at the Hemorial 

Hall, Albert Square, on 14 December, at which the speaker was J. F. Greent 

secretary of the movement's Central Committee, and a member of the 

International Aebitration and Peace Association. In the chair was 

Professor Weissp of Victoria University, who later gave lectures and 

classes for the ILP. 4 The extent to which ILP or SDF members were 

1 ILP News . May 1900 

2 LLP 7 July 1900; ILP News, July 1900 

3 See belowq pp. 373. fFor the implications of the ILrvs wartime alliances, 
see H. Pelling, Origins-of the Labour Pa!: fl ... pp. 187-91 

4 Cq 15 December 1900. For Professor Ifeissts later work for the ILPq see 
LL, 18 September 1908,26 November 1909,17 11arch 1911. 

/ 
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involved in this movement is virtually impossible to ascertain, but in 

February 1905 resolutions from S. W. Manchester SDP and Manchester Central 

ILP were among those sent to Justice after the shooting of worlmen in St. 

Petersburg. 1 

Socialist sympathy for the victims of Tsarism did also extend to 

the immigrants vho arrived in Manchester. In December 1895 the Jewish 

Trade Unions of Manchester held a meeting in the Pree Trade 114119 to 

protest against the resolution apposIng pauper alien immigrationg 

passed at the Cardiff TUC. Thomas Ibrton Parves of South Salford OF 

took the chair, while other local socialists on the platform included 

Harry Henshall and Terence Ilynnp General Secretary of the Amalgamated 

Society of Tailors. They all urged English and Jewish workers to unite 

against their common eneqyq capitalism. 2 When Parliament be3an to 

consider a bill against alien immigration, socialists again opposed the 

move. Manchester Central Branch ILP called a meeting at TO Street on 

29 May 1904, at -which Messrs. Lewis and Schoor of the Jewish Tailors' 

Union were billed to speak on 'The Aliens Bill'. In the Clarion Son 

Robinson announced that: 

... a resolution will now be moved emphatically 
protesting against the Aliens Bill now being considered by 
Parliament. If there is a Fellowshipp now is the time to 
prove it, if only for thg sake of Peter Kropotkint Felix 
Volkofsky, and Stepniak. -ý 

At-, Tib Street a resolution was carried unanimously: 

That this meeting of Manchester citizens declares the 

present Aliens Immigration Billq now before Parliamentq to be 

1 JV 11 February 1905 

2 Ibid. 9 28 December 1895 

3 Ct 27 MaY 1904 
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a reactionary measureq and against all the best traditions 
of the Eaglish people. It also declares thatp if passed in 
its present formp it will greatly prejudice the right of 
asylum for people who are compelled to leave their resyective 
countries through political and religious persecution. 

A Manchester Protest Committee vas formed in opposition to the Bill. This 

body, with H. DucIman and J. (sic. Sam? ) Robinson as its joint socretariest 

organised a further protest meeting in Stevenson Square on 19 June, 'to be 

addressed by prominent English and Alien Trade Unionists. 2 

It was obviously rather easier for socialists to unite in denouncing 

the Tsar than-in deciding upon, more immediate issues affecting Manchester 

and Salford. Although there was an element among local socialists which 

relegated election activity to a secondary place, and put more emphasis 

upon propaganda and the conversion of individuals to socialismt the 

'official' relations of the ILP and OF largely hinged upon their 

electoral, policy. To vhat extent did they ally to fight local elections 

and,, also of vital importance, to what extent did either party ally with 

organisations not acceptable to the, other? 

+ + + + + 

Although locally the IU and OF exercised a good deal of freedomp 

they were both constituent parts of national partiest and as such were 

expected to comply with a national policy. The official attitude of the 

SDIF to the ILP changed slightly in the latter party's early yearsy from 

the 'benevolent neutrality' of 1893 to the #dignified neutrality, 

expressed at the 1894 Conference. 3 In Hanchester and Salford the OF 

+ 

I Ibid. 9 3 June 1904 

2 Ibid. j 17 June 1904 

3 C. Tsuzukiq op. cit., p. 101. For details of policy decisions by 
national parties on socialist unity and co-operationg see below, p., 7751T. 
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not only avoided opposing ILP candidates, but in many instances 

co-operated in selecting and running a candidate, or offered the 

services of its members for election work. It should be added that 

the nominees of independent socialist societies might receive similar 

support. The major question at issue was -whether the candidate was a 

socialist. On the whole the SDF was not prepared to work for non- 

socialistag whether or not they might be trade unionists. The ILP9 

while alsoavoiding opposition to the SDF9 tended to adopt a more 

opportunist policy, which revealed certain geographical differences. 

One of the principal reasons for considering the development of 

the SDF in some detail above -was to demonstrate the fairly limited 

geographical distribution of its branches. In Salford and in the South 

and South-west Manchester constituenciest it had comparatively strong branchesp 

club rooms and election workeraq not to mention support among the local 

electorate, uho had been exposed to' SDP propaganda and election can-paigns 

long before the ILP was even founded. In these areas the ILP and OF 

worked closely together. Dat in many of the Manchester constituencies 

there was no OF presence during much of the period in question. It 

is not being suggested that ILP members in these areas were any less 

socialist, or any less enthusiastic about socialist unity than were 

their comrades in Salford and S. and S. W. Manchester. They simply had 

no local SUP branch with which to make electoral agreements. 

The origins of the local Labour Representation Committee should 

rightly be considered in a later See-tionJ However it is of crucial 

importance here to note that when, on 29 July 1903p a meeting was held 

'to take further steps in the matter of Labour representation for Manchester', 

1 See below, p. 76(orf- 
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the OF delegates decided 'that they could take no part in a Labour 

party not committed to socialismt. 1 It might be expected that this 

decision represented the parting of the ways for the ILPmd SDFq but 

as 'Labour' candidates became the norm in most of the Manchester 

elections, in the old-established SDF strongholds elections continued 

to be fought by SDF/IL. P or 'Labour and Socialist' candidates. It there- 

fore appears that where the SDF was a physical presenceg the socialisto 

rather than labourg alliance was preferred. Again this is not to imply 

a greater inclination towards labourism as opposed to socialism among 

the Manchester ILPers, or the reverse in Salford and southern Manchester. 

Such examples are merely intended to illustrate the argument that where 

opportunities for co-operation with the SDF existed locallyp they were 

widely utili, -ed by ILPers. For specific examples of such socialist 

unity at elections, it is necessary to consider in turn the various 

elected bodies in the Salford and southern Manchester areas in questiong 

and also to examine what effect, if any, the establishment of a Labour 

Representation Committee had upon the tradition of socialist representation* 

Elections in Salford appear to have been regarded by local 

socialists as a combined fight against the capitalist partiespwith 

vhich any accommodation was unacceptable. In June 1893 a vacancywas 

created in St. Paul's wardt when the Liberal Councillor J. Lindsay 

became bankrupt. Plans were made for William Horrocks to stand as a 

socialist candidate, with the full support of the ILP as well as the 

SDF, The Liberals then approached Horrockst with the request that he 

should stand on their behalf as a Labour candidate. However when 

Horrocks declared that he could describe himself only as a socialistt 

I J9 8 Auýst 1903 
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they decided to proceed with their own nomination. The ensuing three- 

cornered fight left Horrocks at the bottom of the poll with 146 votes. 

Bat the fact that the Conservative had polled 116 more votes than the 

Liberals led the latter party to declare that Iforrocks had robbed them 

of their victoryll To the socialistsq howeverg Horrocks' determination 

to fight the seat under the socialist banner and independent of established 

parties was of paramount importance. Men a further by-election became 

necessary in St. Paul's ward, in September 1894, an ILP member was 

adopted. Fred Barrett was a former Secretary of the Labour Church 

Cinderella Club and a 'well-known trade unionistlt who had previously, 

contested Grosvenor Ward for the ILP. lie was supported by local trade 

union officialsq as well as by the ILP and SDF, but encountered 'mean 

and dirty' tactics from his Liberal opponent. Not surprisingly St. 

Paul's ward again failed to elect a socialist. 2 

In reply to the united socialist opposition at the polls, the 

Liberal and Conservative parties in Salford made a compromise over the 

1895 municipal electionsg agreeing not to oppose one anothert but rather 

to maintain the status quo. As a result only eight Salford seats were 

contested, six of them by the joint efforts of the ILP and SDF. Thus 

Joseph Nuttall, already an ILP member of the School Boardq contested 

Grosvenor Ward, while James Dadleyq former president of West Salford 

Ct 109 17p 24 June 1893; 19 17 June 1893. Apparently some 900 electors 
astained. A letter then appeared in the press, apparently from an ILP 
man, stating that these abstentions were all ILPers. 1 As T. M. Purves 
commented in J (22 July 1893)9 'Some people may believe thist yet how a 
group of men lider 200 strong can claim to have a following of 900 is 
more than I can swallow. " J. 11. Field, a former member of the OF who 
was now secretary of South Salford ILP9 quickly asserted that the letter 
did not represent the views of the ILP (ibid. 

t 5 August 1893). While 
there is no concrete evidenceg one suspects that the accusation stemmed 
from Liberal pique, rather than socialist disharmony. ' 

2 !b 159 22 September 1894; 
. 
2,28 October, 4 November 1893p 89 229 

29 September 1894 
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ILP and representative of the BleachersIt Dyers' and Finishers' 

Association on Manchester and Salford Trades Councilq contested 

Charlestown. J. H. MeGarvie of the OF contested St. Matthias Ward 

for the second time that year. At a by-election in July he had lost 

to the son of a Tory Councillor by 378 votes to 515-1 None of the 

candidates sponsored by the combined socialist forces was successful 

and the e3wtionsp which-followed closely after a General Electiong were 

'the lamest and quietest held for a number of years, 02 

Probably because he was already a public figure as well as a full- 

time ILP organisert Nuttall appeared to be the socialists' best hope for 

Salford Borough Council. However he was to contest Charlestown Ward in 

1896, and at a by-election in June 1897v as well as Mbert Park Ward in 

1898, before finally being elected for the latter in 1902. His 1898 

campaign was organised from both the SDF Club at 63 Great Clowes Streett 

and the Labour Hall in Hightown. 3 

It is impossible to ascertain with any accuracy just how formal the 

electoral arrangements between the two socialist parties were. The 1897 

Labour Annual listed in its 'Directory of Socialist, Economic and Political 

Reform Organisation' a 'Federal Council of Socialist Bodies in Manchester 

district, to facilitate politicalwork and organisation and to concentrate 

local efforts in all electoral work'. But apart from the claim that 60 branches 

sent delegates and the fact that the secretary was A. J. Ebery, of 78 Cross 

Street, Manchestert no further information was provided. 4 Nor is there 

Ct 6 JulY, 5 October 1895; UP 5 October, 9 November 1895*p Salford, 
Reporter, 5 October 1895 

2 Up 9 November 1895 

3 Ibid. p 26 Septemberg 7 November 1896,26 June 1897,21 May and 5 November 
1898f 8 November 1902; qq 22 October 1898 

4 Labour Annual 1897P P, 106. 
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any indication as to why John Hempsall of the SDF fought Ordsall Ward 

in the 1897 Ib3nicipal elections simply as a 'Socialist'. ' However the 

absence of further information on these points does not detract from the 

overall picture of continuing socialist co-operation. 

In the S. /S. W. Manchester area the division between the ILP and 

OF was blurred by the change in allegiance of the St. George's Ward 

socialists already noted aboveg and by the activities of William Maben. 

In September 1894 when Richard Anderson contested a by-election in the 

ward on behalf of the ILP, William Yaben served as his election agent. 

The following month the St. George's Ward ILP branch refused to accept 

the set of rules for election candidates drawn up by the lhnchester and 

Salford B. C. As a resultt the Executive suspended the branch from the 

district party, and referred the matter to the NAC, which in Decemberp 

declared the branch dissolved and abolished. The members however 

refused to disband their organisation and, in March 18959 resolved to 

become a branch of the SDF. In 1896 Maben himself fought the seat on 

behalf of the SDF, and lost by only a narrow margin. He emerged second 

in a three-cornered fightq obtaining 1191 votes against the 1208 of the 

retiring Conservative Councillor. Bottom of the poll was the Independent 

candidateg with only 203 votes. The size of Naben's pollq on the first 

occasion the ward had been fought on behalf of the SDFq suggests a 

transfer of allegiqnce by former ILP voters. 

However the SDF appears to have been unable to maintain a branch 

in the Halme district after the beginning of 1897. Thus in the following 

November Mabenj although still a member of that partyp contested St. 

George's Ward as the candidate of Hulme Socialist Society. In a straight 

1 LLP 6 Ndvember 1897 
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fightt he defeated the sitting Conservative member by 1778 votes to 

1575- Thus a ward without even an SDF branch had returned a Social- 

Democrat to Manchester City Council. The picture presented is thus one 

of socialistsq regardless of their labelsp working for the return of a 

socialist candidate. 1 To add further complication to the local scenet 

both the liulme and HDss, Side Socialist Societies appear to have been 

independent organisations12 inspired perhaps by the Clarion movement* 

Moreover in 1899 a Manchester United Socialist Club was meeting in 

Mvington Street. 3 Maben's political career was perhaps symptomatic 

of the long established and broadly-based socialist movement in the area. 

The extent of the unofficial alliance between the ILP and OF in 

the areas where the latter had branch organisations is however best 

illustrated in the period alter 1900. The Labour Representation Conferencet 

held in the Memorial Hallp Farringdon Streett London, on 17-IFebruary of 

that year, should rightly be considered in detail elsewhere. However 

it must simply be mentioned here that the national OF did send delegates 

and formally affiliate to the new organisation. Not surprisingly the 

MC, both on this occasion and at its Ist Annual Conference in Manchester 

in rebruary 19019 refused to be committed to the 'class warl. As a 

consequence the SDFt at its own conference in Birmingham the following 

Angustv voted in favour of withdrawal from the LRC. 4 

Ibid. p 22 September 1894p 7 November 1896,25 September and 6 November 
1897; g, 24 October, 7 November 1896,25 September and 6 November 1897; 
lip 24,31 October, 7 November 1896 

2 See abovep pplp. 3,4ot 

3 c, 5 August 1899 

4 See Ulow pp. %3.4. See also LIIC. The Labour Party Foundation Conference and 
Annual Conference Reports 1900-1905 (1900-1905, reprinted Hammersmith 
Dookshop Ltd. t 1967)- See also C. Tsuzulcil op. cit-P PP- 105-69 136 
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In Manchester the national example of the LRC led to a conference 

being called at the Coal Exchange on 18 August 1900, to consider the 

formation of a United Workers' Municipal Election Committee for Manchester 

and Salford. The conference was actually convened by the ILP, but 

invitations were extended to all trade uniont co-operative and socialist 

organisations in the district. Only the Co-op, Is apparently failed to 

send delegates to the conference, which unanimously adopted a resolution 

'affirming that the time was ripe for the closing up of the ranks of the 

workers and the consolidation of the labour vote in municipal affairs'. 

A provisional committee was duly elected and a second delegate meeting 

arranged for 9 
ýctober 

at the Piccadilly Restaurant. On this occasion 

a committee was elected, comprising A. Ifear as Presidentt T. Cook and 

J. Lewis as Vice-Presidents, H. V. Herford (Treasurer)q J. E. McGlasson and 

W. Hunt (Auditors), and T. H. Gunning (Secretary). Thus apart from 

Herford of the Labour Church, and McGlasson of the SDFt ILP members 

predominated. 1 The Committee seems to have faded into oblivionp and 

certainly at the 1900 Manicipal Elections there were no distinctly 'Labour' 

2 as opposed to ILP candidates put forward under its aegis. However the 

SDF does appear to have been willing to co-operate in this venture. 

The real breach between the local SDF and Labour Representation 

movement came in July 1903 vhenq as has already been mentionedt a meeting 

was convened which led to the formation of the local LRC, This meeting 

was overwhelmingly trade union dominatedt although it should be added 

that many of the trade union delegates were individual members of the ILP. 

Nevertheless 55 trade unions were representedo as opposed to 5 ILP and 

I Il and C. 25 August 1900; Manchester, September and October 1900. 

2 See municipal election results in LL, 10 November 1900. 
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2 OF branches. The Social Democrats of S. 1f. Manchester and S. Salford 

had jointly sent a resolution 'urging upon the meeting the necessity for 

the recognition of the class struggle as a basis for all Labour representa- 

tiont and the necessity of a Labour Party having for its aim the social- 

isation of the means of life and the overthrow of the present system-'I 

A somewhat embittered account of the whole affair was provided for 

Justice by Alec Henry. Describing as it did the refusal of the local 

SDF to become involved in a non-socialist Labour Representation Committeeg 

and disappointment with the attitude of the ILP, it merits quotation at 

some length. At the meeting, chaired by Councillor J. E. Suttong the OF 

resolution was proposed by W. E. Skivington. A. H. Watson rose to second 

it. 

He had not been speaking many minutes when he was 
pulled up by another interjection on the part of the chairnanp 
who advised the SDF members not to bring the subject up beret 
but to leave it to the committee to decide. He then allowed 
a whole fusillade of speeches to be made by tradeunionistsy 
and so on, but would not allow Mr. Watson to finish his 
speechg prefering, studiously to smother the Socialists and 
their resolution. At lengthq after continued protests from 
the Social Democrats, the chairman, from the platformt urged 
someone to move the previous question, which was seconded, and 
then carried amid tumult. 

Now, one would not have been surprised at the trade 
unionists taking such a coursep but what was most striking 
was the attitude which the ILP representatives took up- 
During the whole of the proceedings on this particular 
resolution the ILP men never made one effort to back up 
the resolution, notwithstanding the fact that they have 
been considered by most people in Labour circles as Socialists- 

On the election of committee another scene took place 
because the Social-Democrats desired to be represented. They 
had promised financial support conditionally on the result of 
the meeting being satisfactory to their organisationt but 
the meeting was determined to oust themg and as a consequence 
a delegate moved: 'That no organisation shall be represented 
on the Committee which has not given a definite promise to pay 

1 CP 7 August 1903 
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towards the expenses'. This was seconded and carried 
with only the protest of the Social-Democrats against it. 

Having completed the elimination of the OF as an 
active factor, as they thought, they then proceeded to elect 
the committee, select constituenciesq and would have elected 
men had there been time,, without even one moment's consider- 
ation being given to a programme. 

Ftom the trade unionist point of view of mere independ- 
ence the meeting did right in excluding Socialism from their 
consideration and their programmeg but what is the amazing 
feature is that the men who call themselves socialists9 and 
, who form the ILP, should have allowed the meeting to go 
forward without the slightest attempt to put forward 
Socialism or back it up when put forward by the SDF. One 
feels inclined to query whether they really believe in their 
principlesq seeing that they were willing to subordinate it 
to a Labour party without even the shadow of a programme. 1 

The Manchester and Salford ILP was now committedt in local as well 

as general electionst to an alliance with the trade unions* Thus the 

1903 municipal elections produced a rash of 'Labour' candidates. However 

in the Salford and S. and S. W. Hanchester areas, candidates continued 

to be distinctively socialistv and John Hayes was duly elected for 

St. Thomas' Wardt Salfordt under the auspices of the ILP. 2 In the 

following November Councillor J. F. Thompson was re-elected as ILP and 

OF candidate for Trafford Ward (Salford), while SDF candidates Robert 

Whitehead and A. A. Purcell fought unsuccessful campaigns in St. George's 

and Ordsall Wards respectively. In Ibss Side West J. Archer fought a 

losing battle for the ILP. 3 Purcell returned to the fray in 19059 to 

contest St. Paul's Ward (Salford) as ILP and SDF candidate. The chairman 

of his committee was Thomas Parves of the SDFq while he had an Merv 

I J, 8 August 1903 

2 C, 6 November 1903 

3 Ibid. 9 1 July, 21,28 October, It November 1904; Ut 4 November 1904; 
it 5 November 1904 
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CAT. Rraserp as election agent. Purcell lost by only 17 votesp while 

in St. Thomas' Ward H. Mottershead of If. Salford ILP (and described in 

Justice as a 'Socialist') was elected with a majority of 55.1 In order 

not to overstate the case it should be emphasised that many of the 

candidates in other wards were ILP men, as opposed to non-socialist 

trade unionists. However it is clear that no attempt was being made 

to end the existing tradition of co-operation with the SDF. 

Having established this continuing pattern of SDF/ILP co-operation 

in municipal electionst it is necessary to examine activity concerning 

other elected offices; the Boards of Guardians, Elective Auditors and 

School Doardst before finally considering the General Elections. 

Guardians'elections in Salford were very much a combined effort. Thus 

in December 1894 the ILP ran J. P. Thompson as its candidate for Broughton 

Townshipp while in Pendleton and Salford Townships Social-Democrats ran 

with the support of the ILP: William Horrocks, J. Beardsley and 

J. Heywood in Pendleton; Alfred Act., on, W. H. Cuddefordl H. Whittalcert 

J. H. Johnson and William Rae for Salford. 2 

Arrangements for Guardians'election campaigns became more formal 

in the next two years. In March 1897P vhen elections for both Salford 

Guardians and a Borough laective Auditor approached, a joint committee 

vas formed representing SDF and ILP branches and the Labour Churchq and 

operating from the ILP Club in West Craven Street. William Hunt of the 

ILP topped the poll in the Auditor's election on I April. Four days 

later the GuardiansIcandidate proved less successful. Alfred Actý, Onf 

William Horrocksq J. H. McGarviep Bracegirdle and Cuddefordq all of the 

1 119 13 October, 3,10 November 1905; qq 20 October 1905 

2 Jt 10 November 1894; 
. 
99 15 December 1894 
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SDF, were among 31 candidates contesting N seats. The group emerged 

in places between 17th and 21st in the results. As Justice commentedo 

I... all the old gang were re-elected, in spite of our comrades having 

exposed their inhumanity and jobbery'. 1 Such results did not however 

detract from the socialists' enthusiasm to re-enter the contest the 

following year. Thus on 3 February a preliminary conference of 

delegates from the ILP, SDF. Labour Churches and other socialist 

organisations in Manchester and Salfordt was hold to arrange for united 

action in the Guardians' elections that April. It was decided to recommend 

the in-inning of 3 candidates for Manchester Union, 3 for Chorltonq 4 for 

Prestwichp and 2 for Salford. A second conference was then planned for 

16 February, to receive reports on the recommendations*2 

It thus appears that concerning the Guardians'elections the ILP 

acted only as a result of agreement reached with other socialist 

organisations. It was not just a case of candidates from one party 

being assisted by workers and speakers from otherst but of a united 

socialist campaign. In March 1899 a special ILP meetingg called to 

consider the question of contesting the Guardians'electionsg resolved 

'That a conference of the Socialist bodies in the 11alme district be held 

to consider the question of jointly contesting the Rulme Guardians 

elections. ' Invitations were duly sent to Hulme SDF and 19ulme Socialist 

Society, to meet in conference with the ILP on 8 Harch. As a resultp 

Thomas Yardley and T. H. Gunningg both ILPerN were nominated. Their 

campaign was run from the Labour Hall in Elvington Streett and all socialistst 

I It 17 April 1897. See also HT News, April 1897; LLP 3 April 1897 

2 ILP News'q February 1898 
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both 'attached' and 'unattached' from all parts of Manchesterg were asked 

to assist. 1 

The major question is obviously to what extent such socialist 

co-operation survived in the era of the Labour alliance, Certainly in 

1902 Justice, reporting that the S. W. 11anchester SDF had contested the 

local Guardians electionp complained that no outside assistance had been 

forthcoming except a donation from some ILP friends. 2 Obviously there 

had been no formal conferences as in previous years. However in 19049 

after the establishment of the local LRC, Salford ILP Council decided 

to contest the forthcoming election of Poor Law Guardians for Pendleton 

Toimshipp in co-operation with South Salford SDF. With 5 seats up for 

electionp the socialists ran the 'full ticket'; Itrs. Sarah Hayes (wife 

of Councillor John Hayes), William Horrocks, Jonathan T. Simpson# Mrs. 

Elizabeth Davies and Henry Ibttershead. None was electedp but clearly 

the tradition of joint action was continuing and, moreoverg all the 

candidates were endorsed by Manchester and Salford IZtc,. 3 

Whereas the Guardianslelections produced formal arrangements 

between the two socialist partiesp but no victorieso the campaigns to 

return a socialist elective auditor for Salford proved eminently successful. 

On I April 1897 William Hunt of Hightovn ILP was duly elected to the officet 

as the joint ILP/SDF candidate. He was then re-elected at annual intervals 

until April 1899. After a year out of office he regained his seatv finally 

retiring 'after nine years good work' on 30 March 1906, because his 

I LL9 111,18 March 1899; 
. 
29 lip 25 March 1899 

2 Jq 26 July 1902 

3 Up 5t 26 March 1904 C, 5t 18t 25 Marchp 8 April 1904 
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official trade union position prevented him from seeking re-election. 1 

It might be added that in the two years prior to Hunt's election Salford 

had a Social-Democrat auditor, in the person of John Hempsall. Hempsall's 

contacts with the ILP have been considered above and his careerp when 

considered with that of Hunt, illustrates one field in which socialist 

co-operation was combined with success at the polls. 

In the case of the School Board elections however, the ILPIS 

desire for electoral victory drew it into an alliance unacceptable to 

the SDF. The exact details of the alliances formed for the promotion 

of School Board candidates are by no means clear. However it appears 

that before the 1894 election the ILP attended a conference of all the 

groups supposedly of 'Progressive' tendencies,, at which the possibility 

of an electoral alliance was discussed. However according to Leonard 

Hang 

... it was to be gathered that Manchester 'Progressivism' 
signifieth nothing in particular but nebulosityv or something 
vorse, on those questions as to which real progress demands 
the most determined and vigorous affirmation. For instancep 
the feeding of the little bodies belonging to the little 
brains iihich our side understand to be chiefly affected* 

As a result of such differencesp the Labour and socialist groups appear 

to have decided against involvement with the Liberal Progressives. The 

ILP subsequently joined with the Manchester and Salford Trades Councilt 

the Building Trades Federation, and the Progressive Committee of the 

ASE, to contest the elections as the 'United Labour Committeel. 2 Tlie, 

Cl 27 March, 10 April 1897; 31 March 1900,8 April 19049 30 March 1906; 
1! ýq 10 April 1897,30 March, 13 and 20 April 19019 11 April 19039 30 
March 1906. Hant was a member of the Typographical Association. 

2 
. 
29 8 September, 17 November 1894 
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OF remained apart from this arrangement but did, in April 1895p take 

part in the first meeting of Manchester and Salford Education Association. 

The function of this body is uncertain, but it was described by the 

Clarion as comprising all shades of 'advanced' opinion - ILPq SDF, and 

Labour Church. 1 

TheýILP's relations with the Progressives deteriorated further 

after the elections, and the arrangements with the Trades Council also 

led to problems. When a seat on Salford School Board became vacant 

upon the death of a memberg the 'United Labour Party's' representative, 

John Nuttallt claimed the seat for J. P. Thomson, idio at the elbetion 

had received the highest poll of the unsuccessful candidates* The 

Progressives however managed to bring onto the Board the Rev. A. F. 

Dolphin who had actually emerged at the bottom of -the pollf with about 

3,000 votes less than Thomson, To add to the ILP's problemsp the Trades 

Council then prevaricated when the suggestion arose that it should share 

'with the ILP h%ttall's out-of-pocket expenses (which would have cost it 

about L4). 2 

Such setbacks did not however deter the ILP from all forms Of 

united action in the School Board campaign. Elections were triennialg 

and it was therefore in 1897 that the Manchester and Salford District 

Education Association (of which the ILP was still presumably a member) 

and the Manchester and Salford School Board Progressive Parties-asked the 

Trades Council to appoint delegates to a conference on election policy. 

However after considerable discussion the Trades Council decided against 

representationp 'in view of the attitude of the Progressive Party on labour 

1 lbid. 9 25 May 1895 

2 Ibid.,, 22 June, 24 August 1895 
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matterstg and proceeded instead to convene a conference of labour 

organisations. A committee was subsequently formed of members of the 

Council and representatives from tother outside organised labour bodies', 

which decided to nominate two candidates for Manchester and two for 

Salford. It vas therefore under the aegis of this 'United Trades and 

Labour Party' that Councillor Fred Brocklehurst and R. S. Crossman 

contested the Manchester seatsv and Joseph Nuttall and J. P. Thomson 

those in Salford. When both Brocklehurst and Nuttallwere electedq 

labour alliances appeared a promising venture. 1 

It is doubtful vhether the SDF took any part in the electoral 

arrangements outlined above and when, in 19009 an alliance was eventually 

formed between the Progressive Partyp Trades Council and ILP tor un 

candidates as the United Educational Partyp Social Democrats were 

particularly scathing. J. E. MeGlasson in Justice asserted that: 

... the ILP have compromised their independence 
for the sake of expediencyp and perhaps capturing another 
seat on the Manchester and Salford School Boards. They 
have joined hands with a party which Coxrade Nuttallq the 
present ILP representative on the Board, told us in his 
report were his enemies, and who, finding that they made 
no impression on Comrade Nuttall - who, it should be said 
to his credit, kept a straight line in face of the opposition 
of the Church and Progressive Parties - then adopted another 
policyg one of conciliation, with the result that they captured 
the ILP. 

The SDF did not disapprove of the points included in the United 

Educational Party's programme: free education in all Doard Schoolsp 

adequate salaries for teachersp the enforcement of the fair contracts 

1 Manchester and Salford Trades Council, Thirty-first Annual Report... for 
the year ending December 31st 1897_(Ifanchester,, 1898) 48 pp. 9 pp. 4-6. 
This report gives the complete programme of the United Trades and Labour 
Party. For election results see ILP News, December 1897, p. 6. See also 
L. Batherp op. cit., pp. 147-9. Crossman was the Trades Council delegate 
from the Operative Stonemasons' Union. 
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clauflep and efficient and well-equipped Board schools in every district 

of the borough where they were required. Their chief complaint 

concerned what was omitted from the programmep namely secular education 

and state, maintenance for all children attending Board schools. These 

items hadp claimed )IcGlasson, been sacrificed by a Socialist body for 

the sake of expediency. 1 Drocklehurst and 11rs. Panhhurst were both 

elected to the Manchester School Board that November,, but the loss of 

the Salford seat was described in Justice as 'The first-fruits of ILP 

candidate (Ihmt) and-Trades Council candidate (Thomson)p both Socialistst 

running with the Progressives. 2 Thus again the picture was clear; 

the OF was prepared to support socialists from other organisations 

in election campaigns, but not in alliance with non-socialist bodiesp 

particularly the Progressives. 

Mach the same pattern emerged in the General Election campaigns* 

W. K. Hallts fight in South Salford in 1892 had been a rallying point for 

united socialist action. In the summer of 1894 plans were made for 

H. Gaylord Wilshire to contest the constituency at the next electiong 

on behalf of the SDF. 3 However before the end of the year the candidate 

was obliged to undertake a lengthy business trip to Americal and 

H. W. Hobart was duly adopted in his place. 4 Asked in an intervielf for 

the Salf ord, Reporter -%. ihether he was assured of ILP supportp Hobart 

replied that: 

Every member of the Independent Labour Party in or 

1 JI 15 September 1900 

2 Ibid. p 24 November 1900-lh&'S*. k,, J 6*-^L' wO,, s 
OAAk "30w% 10j 

ir% taql (st# o, 6&\A, *, ts-T. S). Re, i-POt'rt-ci C., \ 19o6 and cki'd not Zee)< 

. 
29 7 JulY 1900 

4 Jp 7 December 1894 
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near South Salford has promised to make every effort in 
his power to secure my return. That is most emphatic and 
there is no hesitation about it in any way whatever. 1 

Although Hobart emerged at the bottom of the poll, with only 813 votes 

as opposed to over three thousand polled by each of his opponentat the 

socialist co-operation witnessed during Hall's campaign had continued. 

Justice commented that 'The members of the ILP lent yeoman service in 

the cause, both by speakersq canvassei-st and literature distributors., 2 

The Maki Election' of 1900 happened to fall during the brief 

period, when the OF was, officially if not altogether in spirito a 

constituent member of the Labour Representation Committee. Moreover 

locally both socialist parties were united by their opposition to the 

Boer War. Of the local candidates Pred Brocklehurst in S. W. Manchester 

and Councillor William Vard in Gortonvere both ILPerst while James 

Johnston and John Hempsall contested Ashton-under-Lyne and Accrington 

as Socialists. 3 Some three years after the event John Penny apparently 

suggested that the local OF had failed to assist Drocklehursto This 

charge A. R. Watson deniedy adding: 

It was our comradeq J. B. Hadsont who proposed the fit 
and proper resolution at Mr. Brocklehurst's first meetingt 
and all our comrades worked extremely hard during the iihole 
of the eletion, while some of the best canvassing, was doneby 
them. Nýr owa personal experience of that particular election 
confirms this, and,, moreoverg we hold in our possession a 

1 Salford Reporter'. 2 March 1895 

2 J0 209 27 July, 1895- Me ILP fought Gorton and N. E. Hanchester at this 
iýiection. Both campaigns are considered in Chapter 5 below. Suffice 
it here to state that neither district had an SDP branch at the timee 

3 M9 13 October 1900; ! 1,6 October 1900. The SDF refused to sanction 
Hempsall's candidature since it had not been informedq in accordance 
-with the party's rules (see above, p, 733 ) 
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letter from Mr. Brocklehurst thanking us for the good 
work we did at that fight. 1 

There was as yet no crisis of conscience for the Social-Democratsq 

for 'Labour' candidates were all ILPers. The real problems were 

likely to arise iihen the LRC ran non-socialist trade unionists as 

candidates. 

The events surrounding the 1906 General Election should properly 

be considered below. However the selection of candidates acttdly took 

place long in advance, and two controversies surrounding this process 

are worthy of note, as a portent of things to come. In 1903 G. D. Kelley 

was selected as prospective Labour candidate for S. W. Ikmchester. 

While Kelley's long career in the Amalgamated Society of Lithographic 

Printers and in Manchester and Salford Trades Council rendered him an 

extremely wortby figure in trade unionist eyes, he was hardly the man 

to gain socialist support in an area with a long socialist, as opposed 

to labourg tradition. It vas not until after his selectiong early in 

1904t that he publicly dissociated himself from a long allegiance to 

the Liberal party, and his opposition to socialism in the 190S was 

far too recent to evade the memory of his constituents. Even the 

Labour Leader realised a need to reassure its readers as to his political 

leanings: - 

GD is not an ILPer. As a matter of factq in the 
early days of the movement he fought us most vigorouslyt 
but that was before Taff Vale, and before the LRC was formed. 
There is not the slightest possible doubt but that GD willp 
if elected, tgo straightIq notwithstanding his previous 2 leanings to official Liberalism. 

I Ct 25 September 1903 

2 Up 12 December 1903. For Kelley's career, see entry by D. E. Martin 
in Dictionaýy of Labour-Biolrraphy, Vol, II, pp. 211-14. 
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In 1903 John Penny asserted that the Social-Democrats had declared 

their hostility to Kelley. By way of replyp two letters from S. W. 

Manchester SDF provided firm statements as to that party's policy. 

A. H. Watson in the Clarion announced: 

Because we disagree with Mr. Kelley in our political 
opinionsp it does not follow that we shall actively oppose 
him. The circumstances of the time will decide that; but 
of one thing Mr. Penny may be assured - that is, that we 
Social Democrats will not be in the position of the ILP at 
that election, their hands tied as far as Socialism is 
concerned, but we shall force the lesson to the notice of 
-the worker, and use every opportunity of ýmpressing upon 
the workers the need for a definite SociaV Party. Labour 
representation is all very well in its way, but it is only 
trade union representation, and can in no sense be representa- 
tion of the unorganised workers; and till the Labour Party 
bases its programme on Socialist lines it will fall short of 
the qualifications for a workers' party. 1 

In Justice J. W. Dixon denied that the branch had declared its hostility 

to Kelley; they had already made it Imown locally 'that our branch is 

neither hostile nor enthusiastic about him'. 

liby he (Kelly) [sic. ) is a mere political nonentityt 
and apart from his trade unionism would scarcely be known. 
He is undoubtedly a very nice chap, a J. P., and an extremely 
mild sort of Liberal, who tries to accomplish the impossible 
- i. e. to reconcile capitalism and trade unionismv and of 

4e 
necessity generally failsq because he lacks the Iw dge 

d 14 
. that the interests of the texploited' (Taff Valedz opposed 

and antagonistic to those of the 'exploiting capitalist'. In 
shortq he seems to be a mere Labourite*2 

That the SDF would not support a 'mere Labourite't to whose 

candidature the ILP was committed the portent of a breach in the long- 

standing socialist alliance in Hanchester. But perhaps of even greater 

significance for the future was the attempt by some ILPers to join with 

the Clarion socialists and OF to promote a Socialistf as opposed to 

Labourv parliamentary candidate. 

i Cq 25 September 1903 

2 Jq 19 September 1903 
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The arrangements made by the LIM prior to the 1906 General Miection 

will be considered in a later chapter. As background to the incidents 

under discussion, it is necessary only to remark that in October 1905 

there had been no Labour or Socialist candidate selected for East 

Manchester. The constituency was then the seat of the Prime Ministerg 

A. J. Balfourp and as such offered little hope of a Labour victory. But 

to socialistsv and particularly the Clarion group, vho believed in 

contests for the sake of socialist propagandag failure to run a candidate 

appeared a wasted opportunity. Thus on 20 October 1905 a letter appeared 

in the Clarion from ýIrs. C. E. M. (Katie) Garrettq suggesting that Fred 

Bramleyq the Clarion vannerg should oppose Ballour. 1 The proposal was 

later endorsed by her husbandq Dr. Thomas Garrett, also a prominent member 

of the local Clarion movement, and the suggestion was taken up by 

A. M. Thompson. Bramley himself joined in the municipal election work 

2 in the constituency, and awaited a decisione 

Iht candidatures were no longer decided upon by socialists alone. 

Joseph Nuttall as Secretary of Manchester and Salford IRC pointed out 

that the Committee had already decided upon S. W. and N. E. Manchester 

for future contests. He continued: 

Our executive committee are strongly of the opinion that 
the introduction of a Socialist or Labour candidate in East 
Manchester would seriously damage the good prospects of their 

candidates in South-West and North-East Hanchester Divisionsp 

and would tend to upset the cordial relations at present 
existing between the trade unions and Socialist organisations 
for independent political action, which has taken years to 
bring about. 

In view, of these circumstances they feel it would be a 
mistaken policy for the CLARION to put forward a Socialist 

I Cp 20 October 1905 

2 Ibid. 9 27 Octoberp 3 November 1905 
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candidate for East Manchester, and one which they, as the 
representative body of the Labour and Socialist bodies in 
the districtt appointed for the specific purpose of running 
Parliamentary Labour candidates, could not countenance. 1 

The decision by the local LRC Executive was made on 2 Novemberg and 

there can be little doubt that the news would immediately be related 

to the East Manchester socialists. It therefore seems most unlikely 

that the group of about 24 socialists who met on 3 November were 

ignorant of official policy. The group comprised members of the ILP 

and SDF, secretaries and treasurers of Clarion Cycling clubsq and 

included prominent local personalities such as Councillor E. J. Hart, 

Harry Beswick, R. C. Wallhead, H. Green and Dr. Martin. Their meeting 

then appointed a deputation to confer with the two branches of the ILP 

in East Manchester -whichp as the Clarion pointed outp 'constituted the 

only Socialist organisations in the divisionIq on the candidature of 

Rred Bramley. 

A meeting was duly arranged for 20 Novemberg vhen a deputation 
f 

met members of the two ILP branches at the Bradford Ward Labour Hall- 

It was however adjourned for a week, to allow the presence of the three 

socialist Councillors for the ward. official policy had however made 

itself feltq and Councillor Fox now movedt and Councillor Sutton secondedp 

a resolution that the East Ibnchester branches of the ILP would not 

consent to the candidature without the agreement of Manchester and Salford 

IRC. However an amendmentwas now moved by Hunt (of Bradford branch) and 

seconded by Jones (or Ardwick branch): 

That we, members of the Ardwick and Bradford branches 
of the ILP, although, on account of our affiliation with the 
LRC9 are unable to promote any_candidature in East Manchesterg 
cannot withhold our consent to the promotion of the candidature 2 of P. Bramley for the division by the CLARION BOARD. 

I Ibid., 10 November 1905 

2 Ibid. 9 I December 1905 
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This amendment was carried by 49 to 27. 

Once it had been made clear that the ILP could provide no 

backing, for the candidature, the East Manchester socialists soon 

abandoned the plan. A. M. Thompson reiterated an earlier statementp 

that the Clarion was not a political organisation and could not run 

candidates under its owa aegis. He has also heard that Hardie had been 

invited to stand against Balfour, and had not yet declined. 1 To put an 

end to the mattert Fred Jowett firmly declared: 

It cannot be too clearly understood that no branch of 
the ILP can promote a candidature, and at the same time be 
loyal to the constitution of the Party, without the sanction of 
the National Council. 

He reminded Clarion readers of the heavy responsibilities already 

undertaken by the LRC and, vhether intentionally or notv contradicted 

the Clarion socialists' fundamental policy by asserting thatt 'The 

necessi, ly for Socialists in the next Parliament is too great to excuse 

us if we fail through fighting wildly and aimlessly'. 2 There was however 

a sequel to the affair. The NAC meeting, held at the Albion Hotelp 

Hanchesterý on 18 December 1905P was confronted with an application 

from West Salford ILP-for the endorsement of Fred Bramley as Parliamentary 

Candidate for the constituency. Not surprisingly# it was resolved 'that 

a strong letter of disapproval be sentt. 3 

When these events surrounding general election campaigns are 

considered in conjunction with other aspects of the local relations 

betwden the two socialist partiesq a clear pattern can be seen to emerge. 

Relations between the ILP and SDF9 as well as with other independent 

I Ibid. 

2 Ibid. g 8 December 1905 

3 IU9 NAC )anutes 1904-99 Hinutes of MAC Meeting held in the Albion 
Hotelp Manchester, 18 December 1905 
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socialist bodies such as the Clarion organisations or the socialist 

societiest were generally extremely good. Of course thore were 

occasional in6idents which marred the general picture of harmony. In 

October 1893 If-K- Hallp on his way home from delivering a lecturep 

came across an indoor meeting in favour of an ILP candidate 'in a mining 

centrev not a hundred and one miles from Pendleton'. According to T. M. 

Purvesq 

Hall offered them a couple of hundred of the OF '%Ihat 
Use-is A Vote? " leaflets. They were accepted; but on seeing 
"Social Democratic Federation" at the top, they were sent 
back to Hall with a request that he would cut off the heading, 
Hall, of course, refused to do so, and the leaflets were 
returned. 11 

Reading the reports of such incidents in Justice, one cannot help but 

feel that the national leadership of the SDF welcomedt rather than 

regretted, -their occurrence. To the Manchester and Salford socialists 

however, any such dissension or misunderstanding between the parties 

was generally regarded as unfortunate. By comparison with the fields 

of co-operation however, such minor controversies between the ILP and 

SUE were few. 

Had the national leaders been as compatible as the local membersp 

and paved the way for a united socialist party, there can be little 

doubt that all sections of the Manchester and Salford socialists would 

have welcomed the move. 'What the OF was not prepared to accept was 

any compromise in socialist principles, and this included any alliance 

with trade unionists which was not dedicated towards specifically 

socialist ends. By its involvement in the LRC, the ILP virtually 

brought to an end the long, -standing socialist alliance. Yet there are 

clear indications, particularly in Salford and the S. and S. W. Ibnchester 

I J9.21 October 1893 
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areas, where the OF was strongestt that a section of the ILP preferred 

socialist to labour representation. The abortive affair of Bramley's 

candidature for East )hnchester was a sign of future rebellion in the 

ILP ranks, a rebellion which was to prove containable only until the 

effects (or lack of effects) of a Labour Party in Parliament were 

finally revealed. 

This survey of local events in M3nchester and Salford clearly 

demonstrates that practical co; -operation between the socialist parties 

was widespread, particularly in the pre-LRC era. It now remains to 

examine the extent to which local socialists became involved in the 

national debate on socialist unity. Manchester and Salford ILP began 

its existence as one of the most distinctively socialist local parties. 

Ew far did it attempt to inculcate its ovn attitude into the national 

movement, and bring into being a united socialist party? 
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Chapter 2 

The National Quest for Socialist Unity.. 189ý=1905 

If three or four of the disinterested advocates of 
the co-operative Commonwealth could have agreed in those 
days of enthusiasm to work together, Britain would now 
be a Socialist state. 

But Jno. Burnsp Keir Hardie, and Elyndman could not 
work together, and the history of the labour movement in 
the 'nineties is largely a tale of their dissensions. 1 

A. M. Thompson may have been somewhat hopeful concerning the socialist 

state, but certainly the antipathy between the socialist leaders was 

one of the major factors which prevented the formation of a united 

socialist party in the pre-LRC era. 

Men considering the subject of socialist unityp perhaps the most 

important consideration is the fact that the ILP was never really united 

behind one leader. Brom the very formation of the partyp it was obvious 

that the Clarion socialists did not altogether share the aims and political 

methods of the official NAC leadership. This factor has been eonsidered 

above, but must be emphasised in the present contextt for in many cases 

it was the Clarion group which pressed the case for a united socialist 

party. With a belief in socialism as a cause which took precedence over 

party or electoral campaigns, the Clarion socialists saw a united 

socialist party as an obvious and necessary step towards their goal of a 

co-operative Commonvealth. 2 

Blatchfordp who always denied being a Ileader', v but was nevertheless 

regarded as such by a large number of Clarion socialists, never lost his 

initial antipathy towards Hardie. In an article in the Clarion on 

I A. M. Thompson, op. cit. 9 p. 94 

2 J. A. Rneher, op. cit. r pp. 189-332 passim. 
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24 January 1902, he expressed the belief that Hardie had hamed the 

socialist cause and alienated potential recruits; indeed he had often 

led Blatchford himself to consider retiring from the movement. 

He has often caused me to regret that one of us was 
not a Tory. And if he can produce so strong an effect of 
revulsion on the mind of a Socialistt what effect must he 
produce on the minds of men and women outside our ranksol 

This personal dislike of Hardie was shared by A. M. Thompsont who also 

commented, 'Indeed I felt more at home with Hyndman than I ever did with 

2 Hardie'. 

Hach of the long-standing feud between Blatchford and Hardie 

stemmed also from the fact that the Labour Leader was not only edited 

by Hardie,, but was also the official mouthpiece of the ILP. Blatchford 

was generally opposed to the idea that the ILP should have a President; 

for that President also to be the editor of the party's papervent 

completely against his conception of democratic organisation. 
3 Defending 

his view in the Clarion on 25 June 1898, Blatchford wrote: 

What I had in mind was a feeling that Mr. Hardie would 
not be a good presidentq nor a good leaderg and that if at any 
time it was advisable for the Clarion to criticise Mr. ITardie 
or the ILP, the cry would at once be raised that we were 
jealous of the Labour Leader. 4 

In the same vein he wrote to Bruce Glasier: 

I don't think I dislike Hardie. But I do seriously 
believe that he is a great hindrance to the spread of Socialismj 

andq believing that, how can I speak with approval of his work 
in or out of Parliament? I have, on the other hand, muzzled 
myself for years, because if I criticised the ILP they would 
say it was from enmity to Hardie, and if I criticised Hardie 

I Cp 24 January 1902. See Blatchford's articleg 'Socialism and the ILPI. 

2 A. M. Thompsont op. cit. f p. 98 

3 C9 27 October 1894 

4 Ibid. 9 25 June 1898 
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they would say I wanted to smash the IIX. Now to avoid 
splits I have held my tongue. With the result that there 
is a strong anti-Clarion party in the ILP. Nen who suspect 
us because we leave Hardie and the party alone. I 

Long after Hardie had died, and Blatchford himself was over 90t the old 

man wrote to Thompson: 

You know I have always felt you were too lenient to 
Hardie and Ilyndman. They were both ambitious and conceited. 
Hardie wanted to be the great leader of British democracy. 
That was why he took his comtemptible paper to Manchester. 
He hated us because he thought us an obstacle in his way -2 But the fact was he had neither brains nor guts for the job. 

The very real political differences between Clarion socialism and 

Hardie's aspirations for a Labour Party in Parliament have been considered 

above. Particularly in the 190s there is every reason to believe - 

althoughq admittedly, no absolute proof - that the Clarion was the 

greater influence upon Manchester and Salford ILPers. Until it removed 

to London in 1895 it vast after allt a local paperg which had played 

a major role in founding Hanchester and Salford ILP, and the readership 

and popularity which it had built up in those early years was not 

suddenly eradicated upon its departure. The growth and strength of 

the Clarion organisations in the Nanchester area bore a continuing 

testimony to its influence. 

Not only was the Clarion critical of Hardie's leadership of the 

ILPp it also campaigned at regular intervals for a united socialist 

party which in practice would involve some form of rapprochement between 

the ILP and SDF. Because the Clarion was not an 'official' paper of 

Typed copy of letter from Robert Blatchford to A. M. Thompson (undated) 
in Autograph Letters, Robert Blatchford to A. IL Thompson. Vol. I. 
(Ibnchester Public Libraryo Archives Department) 

2 Letter from Robert Blatchford to A. M. Thompsont 27 August 1942 in ibid., 
Vol. II 

I 
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any partyv it was not dependent for its policy upon conference Votes or 

aecutive decisions. Although Blatchford had little regard for Ilyndman 

personally (having in 1894 written to Thompson of 'the blather and 

humbug of Hyndman'), the Clarion and the SDP generally remained on 

amicable terms. As Blatchford's biographer put it, 'The Clarion and 

Hyndman's paper, Justice, could box one another's ears, and the staffs 

enjoyed a drink together aftersfards'. 1 There was none of the bitterness 

which was the hallmark of the Clarion's relations with Hardie and the 

Labour Leader. 2 

Mach of the subsequent campaign for socialist unity centred around 

the Clarion. Read widely by ILP memberst but unencumbered by 'official' 

party policyq it was both hostile towards Hardie's labouristp as opposed 

to social'istt leadership, and on amicable terms with the SDF. It should 

also be emphasised that the Clarion's policy had been moulded in 

Manchester, in an era when the existing socialist and independent labour 

groups in the city were moving towards united action. The party 

founded after May Day 1892, and inspired by the Clariong had indeed 

been a united socialist party, with SDF members among its leading 

founders. The Dradford Conference had failed to produce such unity on 

a national scale, and it is hardly surprising that the Clarion and some 

of the leading Manchester socialists tried to recreate for the country as 

a whole the type of united socialist party which had once existed in 

11anchester and Salfordt in the days before Hardie's influence became 

paramount. 

1 L. Thompsont Robert Blatchford ..., p. 138 

2 For an example of the attitude of the C and J towards one anotherp 
see J, 11 August 1894 and C 18 August F894. - 
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While the Clarion did provide the mouthpiece for the socialist 

4--e- 

unity debatep other leading socialists shared its aimst and many of 

them were also men who had their roots in the Manchester movement. 

Although the Labour Church can hardly have hold great attraction for 

many Social-Democratso John Trevor was sympathetic both toliards the 

party and to the ideal of unity. Taking the chair for William Ibrris 

at the Rree Trade Hall, in Harch 1894, he expressed ooo 

... his high regard for the -work of the SDF. He was 
deeply indebted to the work of the Federation himself and 
above all to a few members of the South Salford Branch .. * He was hopeful that the various organisations idiich had the 
Socialist ideal in view would endeavour to work in harmony 
together, and he wished to indicate that they of the Labour 
Church were anxious to work along with all those who had in 
view the harmonious development of manhood and womanhood. 1 

More influential in the actual movement towards a united socialist party 

were Leonard Hall (again a founder member of Manchester and Salford ILP), 

and the young student who made his political debut at Tib Street in 1904, 

Albert Victor Grayson. The leadership of 12Lnchester personalities in 

the socialist unity debate, finally culminating in the foundation of 

the BSP in Salford, cannot be regarded as pure coincidence. 

The disappointment which many Manchester and Salford ILP members 

felt as a result of the 1893 Bradford Conference first found its 

expression in a local rather than national form. The Lancashire and 

District Federation of Independent Labour Parties and Socialist Bodies has 

already been considered in detail above. 2 It was basically an attempt to 

create a united socialist party 'from the bottom up' - to unite the 

J9 17 March 1894. Although religion and Marxism were (and are! ) 
hardly compatible, there were individuals, such as George Evans, who 
were active in both the SDF and Labour Church. 

2 See above,, p. b2. fp 
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socialist movement of the Lancashire district in the hope that other 

areas would follow suit. It also represented a scheme to re-model the 

ILP from within, thereby turning it into the socialist lumbrella, movemento 

which had been the aim of some of its earliest members. 

Not surprisingly it was the delegate of the Lancashire Pederationt 

Ben Bilcliffe, who proposed the resolution in favour of socialist unity 

at the 1894 ILP Conference. Ile moved that the Conference instruct the 

NAC to approach the National Executive of the SDF and the Fabian Societyp 

'with the object of forming one national Socialist partyq under a 

constitution, name or title, to be decided at a future joint conference 

of the three bodiest. His resolution was however rejected by the 

Conference. As Ben Tillett said: 'There was no one squabblingwith any 

other parties as to vhether'One or the other was the right sort of party. 

Let them go on doing their work, and the other parties doing theirs'. ' 

The 1894 Conference also witnessed attempts to establish the 

Fourth Clause as national policyq and to change the name of the ILP. To 

many committed socialists within its ranlcsv the party's failure to 

announce its socialist principles as part of its title was a grave 

omission. As Blatchford declared in the Clarion, just before the 

Conference: 

The ILP is, in fact, a Socialist Partyp or it is no 
party at all. The whole pith of its programme is Socialistic; 
the bulk of its most capable and earnest members are Socialists; 
the only arguments by virtue of which it can justify its 
existence as a separate Party are Socialistic arguments; and 
in so far as it may ever deviate from Socialistic linest or 
may enrol in its ranks men who are out of sympathy with 
socialism, it is bound to become weaker and less united. 

The Bradford Conferencet he asserted, had avoided a distinctly socialist 

title for the party because many delegates represented newly-formed or 

I ILP, Minutes of the Second Annual Conference ... 1894, p. 7 
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timid bodiest or themselves were but half-converted. The name of 

Socialism had been regarded as a bogeyt which would make it difficult 

to win adherents. However Blatchford insisted now that honesty 

demanded the party should call itself by its true name. Iforeover a 

socialist title would prevent any confusion of its aims and policies 

with those of the Liberal party. He also argued that a large number 

of socialists had held aloof from the ILP9 who would have no reason for 

such an attitude towards a distinctively socialist party. 1 These 

*unattached socialists' were to loom large in Blatchford's arguments 

for a united socialist party. While both ILP and OF had little time 

for men and women who called themselves socialists but remained 

outside the party ranks, Blatchford was to regard them as an important 

element which might be attracted into a united movement. The justification 

of his argument was to lie in the number of independent socialist 

societies which eventually entered the BSP. 2 

The lack of support at the 1894 Conference for socialist unitYP or 

even a more obviously socialistic ILP, tended to draw the campaign away 

from 'official' channels and into the press. June 1894 saw the public- 

ation of Andrew Reid's The New Party, with a contribution by I31atchford. 3 

Reidt himself a former Liberal, not only attacked that party but called 

for a New Party - the Isocratic Party or the Party of Equality - to be 

composed of all classes united by socialism. The Clarion announced 

enthusiastically: 

The-important fact to be siezed upon is the fact 

I C9 27 January 1894. H. Pelling, Origins of the Labour Party ... 
P- 1719 suggested that converts to socialism might feel that there 
was an element of compromise about a party which failed to call itself 
'Socialist' in its title. 

2 See belowq Chapter, +9 p. 94)3 

3 qt 16 June 1894 
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that at last the hour seems to have struck, and the time 
for uniting all the scattered forces of the New Democracy under 
one flag seems to have arrived. What we want is a Socialist 
Partyl and of that, it seems to us, Mr. Reid's book will 
hasten the formation. 1 

Reid insisted that he had no wish to interfere with the ILP. But,, he 

pointed out, there were thousands of socialists, from all classes of 

society, outside its ranks. As for readers of the ClarionI 

Let them join the Independent Labour Party by all meansp 
where its machinery is locally in working order. When they 
have joined it, let them keep to it with all their strength. 
There are numbers of people who have written to me in 
consequence of my bookv 'The Now Party', and they want to 
form 'THE SOCIALISTIC PARTY1.2 

While Reid's ambition appears to have centred primarily upon 

organising the hitherto unattached socialistsp Blatchford immediately 

took up the campaign for a united socialist party. In the Clarion of 

28 July 1894 he set forth his arguments in an article entitled 'Class 

Interests versus National Justice'. There were, according to Blatchfordt 

five 'clan sl whose aims were socialistic: the SDF, Fabiansy Christian 

Socialistsq Labour Church, and ILP. Of these only the ILP and SDF could 

be regarded as organised political bodieso but the SDF was not prepared 

to join the ILP, nor were the ILP and other 'clans' willing to join the 

SDF. From which Blatchford deduced: 

... whether the refusal or disinclination of the people 
to join the SDF is or is not founded upon solid reasonsq we 
are obliged to recognise thelact. 

If the people want a Socialist partyp and do not want that 

party to be a mere extension of the S. D. F. 9 the wisest course is 
to form a new Socialist party to which the S. D. F. and all other 
Socialists may belong. 

After allp it is chiefly a matter of a name. lie want one 
party instead of half-a-dozen. None of the names borne by the 
existing parties will satisfy us all. Let us find a new name. 
Let us call ourselves The Socialist Party. 

I Ibid. 9 23 June 1894 

2 Ibid. 9 28 July 1894 
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Let us unite, and organise our forcesp and get ready 
for action. 

I should suggest that as a preliminary step we appoint 
five secretaries, one from each of the five bodies above 
named, who shall receive the names of men and women willing 
to act as delegates to a National Socialist Conference. That 
these names be submitted by the secretaries to the various 
branches of the S. D. F., the I. L. P. 9 the Fabiansp the Labour 
Church, and the Christian Socialistst who shall elect by 
ballot about 50 delegates. 

Let these delegates meetv and draw up a scheme for the 
formation of a National Socialist partyt and let that scheme 
be submitted to all the branches for amendment and approval. 

If the scheme is a reasonable and a simple oneg as it 
certainly should be, it will be adopted. 

All the branches will then be branches of the Socialist 
party, and can at once set about the election of an executive 
council and the draving up of a programme. 

If this is done I am sure that we shall find ourselves 
with a National Socialist party at least three times as 
strong as all the five parties now existing would beg in 
numbersp even if they were united, which they are not. 1 

The scheme evoked little enthusiam in SDF circles, The leader- 

ship of that party continued to hold the view that anyone who was 

truly a socialist should simply join the SDF. This uncompromising 

attitude was clearly set out in Justice on 8 Septemberp in an editorial 

reply to Blatchford's letter on 'Socialiomp Collectivismt and the 

National Party'. Blatchford, claimed Justicev 

... does not quite understand the difference between 
the SDF and the ILP. It is not that the SDF refuses to work 
with mere Collectivists; it is that the ILP will not accept 
the position of the SDF as a definite revolutionary Social- 
Democratic party and not a more political party. Briefly, the 
ILP is an Independent Labour Party - the SDF is a Social- 
Democratic Party It is a wide eifference. The object of the 
ILP is the formation of an Independent Labour Party in the 
House of Commons - the object of the SDF is Social-Democracy 
by political or any other means. True, the ILP has the 
collective ownership of the means of production inscribed on 
its programme. So have some trade unions and any number of 

I Ibid. p 28 July 1894 
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Radical clubs; but that does not make these organisations 
of Socialists nevertheless. 1 

SC-Ir-Ora 
Moreover the South SDF, generally more tolerant than its national 9 

leadershipt tended to share the same viewq adopting a resolution: 

That this branch is of opinion that the SDF is the 
only National Socialist Partyp and recommends all real 
Socialists to become members of the SDF. 2 

What Blatchford tried to explain, and what none of the Social-Democrats 

was prepared to accept, was that there were genuine socialists who 

agreed with the aims and policy of the SDPq but not with its organisation 

and leadership. 

It does not follow that because the men uho formed the 
ILP were Socialists, and agreed with the principles of the 
SDFq it was treason for them to start another party. For 
it may be that they were agreed with the SDF principlesp but 
did not approve of the OF methods or machinery. Which wasp 
in fact, the case. 3 

Unlike the SDF leadershipt Blatchford believed the cause of socialism 

to be above individual organisations and partiesp and saw no justification 

in the SDFIs proposal for ILPers simply to join its ranks. I ... To put 

it bluntly, that isn't good enough. To absorb the ILP into the SDF 

would be very much like Jonah swallowing the whale. 
4 

Perhaps the chief difference between the two parties was the 

London-orientated, centralised organisation of the SDFp as opposed to 

the essentially provincial ethos and large extent of local autonomy 

which existed in the ILP. As Blatchford stated in his Clarion article 

i Jv 8 September 1894 

2 Ibid. 9 15 September 1894 

3 gv 11 August 1894, 'The Need for a National Socialist Party' by 110bert 
Blatchford 

4 Ibid. 9 25 August 18949 'One Socialist Party' by 'Nunquaml 
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on 'One Socialist Party', on 25 August 1894: 

The fact is that a great gulf exists between London 
and the Provinces. The North of England is as remote from 
the Londoner's ken as Paris or New York. This state of 
affairs will not do. The London men and the North men must 
be introduced to each other. I see very clearly that our 
friends of Justice do not at all understand or appreciate 
the ILP. I acknowledge frankly for my own part that I know 
hardly anything about the state of affairs in London. 1 

He put the case nore frankly in a letter to Justice: 

I say that if you ask the ILP to sink its name and 
organisation and simply become a part of the SDF under a 
centralised London management you ask too much. 

)tr idea is to form a National Partyt which party 
should elect a new executive and take a new name and code. 
I object to a London executive not from any local jealousyp 
but because I see no reason why London should be made the 
centre of a national movement. I prefer the ILP system of 
a moveable council of delegates from many centres. 

It is nonsense to speak of London as the centre of the 
Socialist movement. The Socialist movement has not got any 
centre. Little Burnley is almost as strong as big London; 
and vhen the first good advance is made it will start from 
Scotland and the north of Eagland. 2 

Even though Dlatchford was clearly determined to avoid the new 

party being dominated by London or the SDFq ILP circles were far from 

enthusiastic. Perhaps most constructive was Joseph Burgesst who through 

the medium of the Iforlanan's Times advised federation rather than 

amalgamation. 3 Hardie, for his part, was just as dogmatic as the OF 

leadership, and showed far more sign of personal antipathy towards 

Blatchford. After stating in the Labour Leader that the ILP Was itself 

capable of uniting all forcest he went on both to commend the non-socialists 

who provided assistance at the polls, and to condemn the socialists who 

I Ibid. 

2 Jq 8 September 1894 

3 Cq 25 August 1894 
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remained outside the party. He commented: 

So far as I can gather the difficulty with those 
who want to come in but don't, is the name independent 
Labour party. If we would call ourselves the Socialist 
party all would be well. Dat I am prepared to mai; Rain 
that the name we are now known by is a safeguard against 
the admission of a not too desirable class of persons. 
There is a type of middle class Socialistq with all the 
prejudices of his class thick upon him, who objects to 
the name Labour because he is not a labourer in the 
commonly accepted definition of the term. Ile wants a 
party with which he can be connected without sacrificing 
any of his caste. 1 

Clearly Blatchford and the Clarion were poised between two 

dogmatic and uncompromising forcest in an attempt both to unite them 

and to retain for a wider socialist movement the allegience of many men 

and women who were also aware of the shortcomings of the ILP and SDF, To 

Hardie he replied: 

It is bad policy and bad manners for ILP men to sneer 
at the unattached socialists as 'superior persons'; quite 
easy for the unattached to ask why, if the ILP is a Socialist 
party, it declines to call itself so. 

He also commented: 

I dontt think the ILP is sufficient; I dontt think 
it can do the -work alone; I jmow that it is not doing the work 
alone, and I Imow that it never has, done the work alone. 'The 
movement' is not composed solely of the ILP ... 

The movement was before the ILP was heard of; and many of 
the men vho made the movement,, and many of the men who are now 
doing yeoman service in the movement, are not members of the 
ILP. 

Blatchfordts concept of socialist unity did, however# win some 

support, and not simply from the 'unattached'. William 1-brris, on 

behalf of Hamersmith Socialist Society, wrote to express the view that 

a united socialist party could be formed without interfering with 

I ! Lq October 1894 

2 Ct 13 October 1894 
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existing organisations. 1 Me Labour Leader on 13 October announced: 

'It has been proposed to take a ballot of the Manchester branches on 

the question of 'One Party1v i. e. t one new oneo. 2 Whether the ballot was 

ever 'taken and, if sog its outcome, remain undisclosed, but individual 

branches made their opinions felt. Thus: 

In -the opinion of the New Cross Ward ILP, Manchester,, 
the time is fully ripe for the formation of One Socialist 
Party that shall absorb and supersede the various Socialistic 
bodies now existing, and voice the principles of Socialism 
through a single organisation. 3 

From Droylesden ILP came a resolution: 

... that the time is fully ripe for the formation of One 
Socialist Party, as we believe the objects for which 
Socialists are working could be more easily attained 
through one organisation. 4 

In his Labour Annual for 1895, Joseph Edwards argued the case for 'A 

National Socialist Federation': 

Everywhere the necessity and the wisdom of this step 
are becoming more clearly recognised. Very briefly I would 
urge the members of every reform body mentioned in this 
Annual to devote the year 1895 to a thorough understanding 
of the benefits thatwould accrue from Federation. 5 

The debate continued until the ILP's Newcastle Conferencep in 

April 1895, but without any action being taken. Blatchford himself 

moved to a more gradualist approach. In December 1894 he advised that 

ILP and OF members who favoured one party should join one another's 

organisations, while, wherever possible,, members of the Clarion Scouting 

corps should join both SDF and ILP. In this way the old prejudices 

might die outq the ideas of the two organisations would be assimilatedq 

Ibid. p 3 November 1894 

2 LLP 13 October 1894 

3 Ibid. 9 17 November 1894 

4 Ct 8 December 1894 

5 Labour Amual 189-5. P. 33 
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and the 'One Party' difficulty would be solved without frictiont 

disorganisation or risk. 1 

In theory Dlatchford's campaign for a united socialist party 

was a logical, obvious and necessary step. Yet perhaps the leaders of 

existing parties realised more clearly than he did that any definite 

steps towards one party might well split both the OF and ILP. Thus 

'Tattler' in Justice, on i September 1894 prophesied that if a coalition 

took place, the-SDF would split over adherence to it. The mere labourists 

of the ILP would drift into'llabourism' pure and simple, and there would 

in fact be three parties instead of two. 2 Blatchford was aware of the 

non-socialist element within the ILP and would not, apparentlyt have 

regretted its loss. On 22 December 1894 hewrote: 

A true Socialist party should consist of Socialistsp 
and of none others but Socialists. 

Nowt the Independent Labour Party does not consist Vholly 
of Socialists. It has in its ranks very many men who are not 
Socialists. These men are a source of danger and of weakness. 3 

Whether he realised that a split might well be created in the SDF ist 

however, ýquite another matter. It may be remarked that in 1911 the OF 

joined in the formation of the BSP only after the 'Impossibilists' had 

left its ranks. 4 

When the ILP's Newcastle Conference was held in April 1895g a 

General Election was looming upon the horizong and most members of the 

I C1,22 December 1894. For other statements by Blatchfordq Hardie and 
Y; m lkmn, see ibid., 20 October and 22 December i894t 26 January 1895. 

2 J9 1 September 1894. 

3 qq 22 December 1894 

4 See C. Tsuzuki, op. cit-9 PP- 135-9; see also C. Tsuzuki, 'The 
5mpossibilist Revolt" in Britcl; n. The origins of the SLP and the SPGBI 
in International Review of Social Historyt Vol. Ip Part 3,1956, 
pp. 377-97 passim. 
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party were primarily concerned that nothing should mar its chances at 

the polls. Thus both Fred Brocklehurst, and Mrs. Panhhurst opposed any 

change inihe party's name. Victories won under the present title 

provedq in the opinion of Mrs. Pwikhurstt that it was good enough to 

rally people to the cause. On the subject of the SDFq the Conference 

was chiefly concerned that there should be no controversy between the 

parties idien running election candidates. It was however agreed that 

the NAC should circularise all Socialist Societiesp to ascertain their 

views concerning one socialist organisation. i 

The 1895 General Election was a great disappointment to the ILP, 

not least in Manchester. If the party as a whole lamented Hardie's loss 

of S. 1f. 11amv the lhnchester members were particularly concerned over 

Dr. Pankhurstts defeat in Gorton. Much more so than James Johnston in 

N. E. Manchester, he had entered the contest with a reasonable expectation 

of success. With their party now completely outside parliamentt and 

faced with a decline in national membershipq ILPers began to seek a new 

impetus for the movement. Leonard Hall, writing in the Clarionj first 

attempted to diagnose the problem: 

The present-dead halt in the Socialistic advance -a 
stagnatory tendency which no active man in the movement will 
attempt to dispute or ignore - is due to: (1) Our appeal 
being largely misconceived and misdirected. (2) Our policy 
being -too "classy" and exclusive. (3) Our programme being 
uncertain, unwieldy, and unstatesmanlike. 

Hall's proposed solution was to make an appeal to the self-interest of 

the lower-middle classes by concentrating upon the single plank of land 

nationalisation. With the transfer of the rent of land to the stateg 

monopoly and interest wouldp according to Hall, inevitably disappearg and 

2 
all workers would enjoy the full product of their labour. Hall insisted 

I IILP, Report of the 3rd Annual Conference ... 18959 PP- 7-89 16-17 

2 Cq 8 February 1896, 'Where are we? t by Leonard Hall 
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that he was not attempting to form any new organisationg merely to 

create a national movement, I ... with a defined, sound, and practical 

reform as its objectivet-and engineered with a spirit and upon lines 

sufficiently broad to make its immediate popularity and ultimate 

triumph a certainty. 11 

The plan does not appear to have been well-received in the party. 

Russell Smart complained that it would only accentuate the differences 

between socialistsp and make 'One Socialist Party' a hopeless dream: 

Mand nationalisationt pure and simplep as a political force is a 

negligible quantity, and as an economic principle is more vague and 

difficult to understand than the Socialist formula'. Some points of 

Hall's argument did, however, make an impact: the need to gain the 

support of the lower-middle classo the problem of the cumbersome and 

unwieldy programme of the ILP9 and the need to appeal to self-interest 

as opposedto pure altruism. 
2 Hall did not seek re-election to the NAC 

at the 1896 conference in Nottingham3 and continued to press the case 

for land nationalisation as opposed to purely palliative measuresp on 

the grounds that 'the most dangerous weapon the revolutionary party can 

wield against reconstructive revolutionary, economic changes'. 
4 For Hall 

himself the campaign may well have marked the beginning of his movement 

away from the mainstream of ILP thought. 5 

I Ibid. 9 7 March 1896, 'Where are weV II by Leonard Hall 

2 Ibid. t 28 March 1896, tA One-Plank Programme' by H. Russell Smart 

3 qt 11 April 1896 

4 Ibid. 0 I May 18979 'Some Remarks on the ILP Conference' by Leonard Hall 

5 On the land question, Hall subsequently wrote Land, Labour and Liberty 
Clarion Newspaper Co. Ltd .9 1899) 16 pp, and The Next niing to Do 
Birminghamp 1911) 16 pp. For Hall's later roles as co-author of the 

'Green Manifestol, founder member of the BSP, and syndicalistg see 
below, pp. 97s. 7,9$9-9, Z 



-791- 

Many ILP members still continued to pin their hopes upon a united 

socialist party, but the tentative approaches made by the NAC as a result 

of the Newcastle Conference had not proved encouraging, On 11 September 

1895 the OF replied that its EC 'propose to seriously consider the 

matter for some time before expressing their opinion on it'. More 

enthusiasm was shown by the Labour Church Uniont which wanted to see the 

co-operation of all socialistic bodies for a common object, and by Chorlton- 

cum-Hardy Socialist Society. The latterg replying on 20 Septembert 

considered 'the time is ripe for the formation of a National Socialist 

party by the conjunction of all existing Socialist bodies'. However the 

Chorlton socialists had never presented any real problem. Having 

received no further reply from the SDFI Tom Ikunas Secretary of the ILP 

wrote to his counterpartf H. W. Lee, on 28 November. On 18 December Lee 

duly replied that 'under no circumstances would the general body of the 

members of the SDF consent to any step being taken, which would require the 

giving up of the name, the abandonment of any portion of their programmep 

or the modification of any detail of their policy'. 1 

The Worth Manchester ILP delegate, John Harker, arrived at 

Nottingham in April 1896 to move a resolution: 'That this Conference 

appoint a Committee to confer with other Socialist organisations with a 

view to the formation of We Socialist Party'. Buto apparently 

2 
arriving late for the debatet he was ruled out of ordert and the conference 

subsequently accepted a proposal from the XACt that it be authorised to 

convene a British Socialist Congress in conjunction with other Socialist 

and Trade Union bodies. 3 The involvement of trade unions was much more 

I ILP, Rel2ort of-the 4th Annual Conference ... 1896, pp. 16-17 

2 Cq 11 April 1896 

3 ILP, Re]2ort of the 4th Annual Conference . -. 
1896, p.. 17 
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the fabric and purpose of utilising the municipal and 
parliamentary vote and machinery to further our ends, 
wherever and however we can. The long and the short of, 

Z legit- it is that Socialism cannot afford to neglect p 
imate means of advance of which it can possibly avail 
itself. We neither regard Parliament as a sacred fetish 
to be worshipped, nor as a bogey to fight shy of. 

To emphasise his pointq Hall added: 

It is not a question of tolerating the non-Parliamentariansg 
but of whether we have a stronger love for party than for 
Socialism. If non-Parliamentary Socialism is to be tabooed 
and repudiated by the ILP, the sooner some of us get out of 
the ILP and acquire the freedom to push Socialism in all and 
every one of its manifestations and developments that may be 
open to us, the better for Socialism and our personal reputations 
for intelligence, whatever may be the result for party. 1 

Leonard Hall's comments are importantp not so much for their impact upon 

immediate events, but as a portent for the future. Once the hopes of 

many ILP members became shattered by the Labour alliancep the non- 

parliamentary elemento which had always existed among the Clarion 

socialists, did indeed 'get out of the ILP and acquire the freedom to 

push Socialism ... I And Leonard Hall, by then based in Birminghamp was 

to be one of the leading figures in their movement. 2 

Also disillusioned by parliamentary election failures was H. M. 

Reade. Th a letter published in the Clarion on 30 January 1897 he 

commented: 

Iwas glad to read your remarks about the futility of 
parliamentary propagandav which I think will be echoed 
throughout the rank and file of the Socialist movement. 
Some of us who can speak of a 12-years' active work in the 
fight have at last grown disgusted with parliamentarianism. 
We recognise that we have not been consistent with the 
teachings of modern science in att m ting to grapple first 
with the most complex (parliamentary instead of the simple 
concrete (the villaget district, or town), and that to be 

I Ibid. 1 22 August 1896 

2 See belowp Chapter 4 
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successful we mast commence from the unit or individual, 
and spend our force upon converting individuals instead 
of attempting to capture parliamentary seatsp with the 
necessarily extravagant expenditure and minimum of 
results. 

Readets proposal was to utilise the money, which might otherwise have 

been spent upon election campaigns, in socialist propaganda. He 

suggested that a Bureau of Socialist Literature be formed, to cater for 

the propaganda requirements of all the socialist organisations. The 

Bureaug formed of delegates from each of the various groups - ILPt SDFt 

Fabian Society, Clarion, Labour Leader and Freedom, could send out parcels 

of literature upon request to groups throughout the countryt receive 

reports of their work, and send a resume of all -the reports back to the 

groups. 1 

While Hall and Reade sought united socialist action on a national 

levelf similar aims were being pursued locally by the Lancashire and 

Cheshire Independent Labour and Socialist Federation. Now outside the 

official framework of the ILP,, it had widened its contribution to admit 

any Socialist bodies agreeing to independent political action. 2 

Despite such schemes outside the realms of official ILP policyt 

many of that party's members still desired to draw it into some form of 

union with the SDF. In 1897 the two parties agreed to institute a 'Court 

of Appeallp comprising three members from each partypiho should intervene 

if the ILP and SDF sought to put forward candidates in opposition to one 

another, Its services had not, howevert been required by the time of the 

I Cq 30 January 1897 

2 Ibid. t 17 October 1896. See Annual Report of the Lancashire and 
Cheshire Independent Labour Federation. 
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ILP's Birmingham Conference in i898. IL Ibre important was the fact that, 

despite the TUCts decision in September 1896 not to take part in a 

Conference, the ILP and SDF delegates went ahead with plans for an 

informal meeting on 29 July 1897. The five members of the NAC and five 

of the SDF's Executive involved proceeded to recommend that the ECs of 

the two bodies should act in concert until a Joint Conference could be 

called. In November a statement was sent out to branches, accompanied 

by a voting paper. Members were asked whether they were in favour of 

uniting the OF and ILP9 and whether they were prepared to accept the 

name which received the majority vote, as the title for the new united 

party. To these questions the majority voted in the affirmative; 

indeed 5PI58 were for amalgamation, and only 886 against. However the 

two parties had so far failed to reach any agreement as to the title. 

Once the vote had been counted, the SDF pressed for the opening of 

formal negotiations, but the ILP executive refused to accept the results9 

on the grounds that only a third of the party's members had voted. 2 

This apparent change of heart by the ILP Executive has been 

ascribed by Dr. Tsuzuki to a change in the balance of power. Tom Mannq 

the Executive's keenest advocate of unity, had generally lost influence 

to Hardiep Glasier and Ramsay MacDonald. 3 Hardie in particular not only 

disliked the SDF, but hoped to take advantage of the changing attitude 

of the unions towards Labour representation. Trade unionsq many of them 

still to be weaned from their Lib-Lab allegience, would hardly welcome 

1 Labour Annual 1898, P. 70. The proposal seems to have emanated from the 
SDF Conference at Northamptonp held in August 1897. See also ILPp Report 
of-the Sixth Annual Conference --. 18989, pp. 4-5 

2 ILP9 Rej! ort of the Sixth Annual Conference ... 1§28, Pp. 5-7 

3 C. Tsuzukip op. cit.,, p. 102 
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involvement with the SDF. 1 

Thus at the IILP's Birmingham Conference in 1898, the M&C Report 

advised strongly against any move which would involve dissolving the 

ILP. Pred Brocklehurst, who was subsequently elected to the NAC, also 

argued against fusion, pointing out the fundamental differences between 

the OF in London and in the provinces. Mere was, he argued, already 

a working alliance in some places (Manchester? ), and he wanted fusion 

to develop naturally from this. If forced into being, fusion would not 

be of long duration. A proposal to proceed with federation was lost by 

80 votes to 48, but it was decided that the matter should again be 

considered by the branches. However it was also resolved that no vote 

involving the dissolution of the ILP be operative unless a majority of 

three-quarters of the financial members of the ILP voted in its favour. 

Brocklehurst, who had seconded the resolution for referral to the 

branches, served on a sub-committee appointed to define the terms 

'fusion' and 'federation' for the purpose of the ballot. 2 

By May 1898 a circular had been issued to branch secretariest for 

distribution among members. In accordance with the deliberations of the 

sub-committee, 'federation' was defined as: 

The retention of the separate organisations as at 
present, and the formation of a general council composed of 
representatives of each body federated on a proportional 
basis of financial members, such body to be consultative 
and advisory on all matters affecting the general movement, 
and empowered to annual convene a conference of all Socialist 
organisations. 

Dision with the OF meant: 

The dissolution of the Independent Labour Party and 

Ibid. See also I. McLeanq op. cit., pp. 75-9 and K. O. Morgang 
Keir Hardie; Radical and Socialist (1975) pp. 87-90 

2 ILP, ReRort of the Sixth Armual Conference ... I§L89 PP. 7-89 31-6 
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the Social-Democratic Federation and the formation of a 
new Socialist partyp such party on its formation taking 
over the assetsp liabilitiesp and responsibilities of both. 1 

The XAC's decision to hold a second ballot among branches was not 

altogether popular. At its General meeting on Wednesday 8 Julyq 

Droylesden group of the ILP resolved: 

That in the opinion of the members of this groupt the 
NAC has overstepped its duty in not accepting the previous 
voting re fusion with the SDF, and we refuse to use the 
voting papers uhich have been sent for a second vote. 2 

A few branches appear to have taken matters into their own handsv and 

proceeded to join the SDF. The NAC, meeting in Hanchester on 23 JulYt 

attempted to quell this sign of rebellion in the ranks by issuing a 

statement. All ILP branches were advised to refrain from taking any 

individual action. An appeal was made to branches 'to discountenance 

communications or overtures, whether from individuals or organisations 

inside or outside the partyt which are calculated to create disaffection 

or schism in the midst of our hitherto unbroken ranks. ' r1he party as a 

whole should take action on the result of the vote. 3 

But even after two votes, no real progress was made. The branches 

favoured federationwith the OF and other independent Socialist bodies. 

The SDFt however, retorted that the question of (ýderation had not been 

submitted to its members, and it was 'quite impossible for them to 

consider it at the present time'. At the 1899 ILP Conferencep the NAC 

Report both described this lack of progresag and reminded the party 

that 'the Miecutive of the OF still maintains its intractable bearing 

I ILP News, May 1898 

2 ig 16 July 1898 

3 
.2 and LLt 30 JulY 1898 
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towards purely Labour organisations. 11 During the summer and autumn 

of 1898 the IUC had been turning its attention increasingly towards 

the prospects for the next general election. 2 Yet again the subject 

of one socialist party appeared to have been shelved. 

Once again the call for united action among socialists was 

revived by the Clarion. On 10 September 1898 A. M. Thompson, in a 

leading article entitled 'Business meant', called for a National 

Progressive Charter, as a means of rallying the forces of reform. The 

measures which Thompson suggested for inclusion in the Charter were by 

no means ttxc-l usively socialist: an eight-hour day, old age pensionsp 

extending local powers to provide work for the unemployedp increased 

succession duties, the just taxation of land values, and the national- 

isation of mines and railways. Thompson himself realised that such 

reforms were only palliativesq 'but I grow weary of doing nothing 

whilst waiting to lift and shift the earth. I grow ashamed of wasting iny 

time in crying for the moon idien in these present sultry summer days I 

might be helping the woeful East Ihd get water for its children's thirst. 0 

Thompson's proposals were formulated with the intention both of 

working towards goals more immediate than the 'Co-operative Commonwealthlq 

and also of attracting more middle class support. Of course the scheme 

had its critics. Blatchford, already disheartened by the lack of progress 

in the socialist movemento nevertheless despised political compromise. 4 

1 ILPq Report of the 7th Annual Conference ... 1899, pp. 6-8 

2 ILP, NAC Minute Book 3 1897-9. Minutes of NAC meetings 23 July and 
1 October 1898 

3 
. 
29 10 September 1898 

4 A. M. Thompson, op. cit. t p. 126; L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford 
pp. 145,147 
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Leonard Hall announced that it was utopian to suppose that the 'forces 

of reform' could be concentrated on any particular list of legislative 

proposals. Nevertheless he seemed to pin his own hopes on a list of 

measuresp including of course socialisation of the landj 

However Thompson's ideas were both supported and expanded upon 

by H. M. Reade. Writing from 950 Charlotte Street* Hightown, Ibnchesterv 

Reade commented: 'You echo the feelings of thousands of Socialists 

when you say you are 'weary of doing nothing whilst waiting to lift and 

shift the earth'. Ip too, am prepared to sink my extreme viewsp or 

postpone them, if by doing so I can help a brother to go part of the 

way with me towards the Socialist ideall. 2 In his article Thompson had 

expressed support for the establishment of Initiative and Referendum. 

Now Reade suggested that the Clarion should hold a referendump to 

give rank and file socialists a say on the desirability of forming a 

United Socialist Party in Brita1n. After this had been dealt with the 

question of adhesion to a Charter would be presented to the peoplev a 

National Conference could work out details, and the party could be 

launched. Towards this end a coupon might be printed in the Clariong 

which readers could completeg cut out, and post. 3 

Thompson immediately took up the suggestion, and on 24 September 

1898 the Clarion carried the first Referendum voting coupon. It was 

planned to print a coupon in each October issue, and every British 

I CP 17 September 1898. Other measures included changes in the matter of Iýheritance; nationalisation of mineso canals, harbours and railvays; 
the abolition of the half-time system; and the ending of the money 
monopoly by the free establishment of banks of exchange issuing notes 
directly on securities lodged by their customers. 

2 Ibid. 9 17 September 1898 

3 Ibid. 9 17 September 1898 
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socialist (male or female) over the age of 21 was asked to complete 

only one coupon. ' The coupon was in fact amended for the 8 October issue. 

Questions were reframed in the light of suggestions from various 

correspondents, in the hope of getting a clear verdict. 2 The idea of a 

referendum appears to have been well-received. Among the most enthus- 

iastic was 'J. W. ' of Chorlton-cum-Ilardyg who wrote: 

It not only opens the door to the free expression of 
Socialist opinion on the questions submitted, uninfluenced 
byý-organisations; but comes at a time when most Socialists 
have been convinced that the present political methods of 
the socialist parties require serious and careful reconsider- 
ation. 3 

The idea of a progressive alliance met with a rather more mixed 

reception. Blatchford remained opposed to -the scheme4 and for once 

found himself in the company of Hardie, who maintained that the Socialists 

would become the appendage of the Liberal party; 'I will not be a party 

to betraying the Socialist movement into the hands of its enemies'. 
5 

Edwin Roundq Secretary of South Manchester ILP, wrote that he was 

'surprised at the flabby tone and spirit of those socialists vho would 

seek to water down our grand principles to a cold lifeless progra=e of 

expediencies and palliativess. 
6 Russell Smart doubted whether it would 

help create a united Socialist party by starting another organisationg 

'which before six months was past would be exhausting its energies by 

fighting both ILP and SDFI. To this Thompson replied: 'I never dreamt 

1 Ibid. p 24 September 1898 

2 Ibid. f 8 October 1898 

3 Ibid. f 1 October 1898 

4 Ibid. 9 15 October 1898 

5 Ug 8 October 1898 

Ibid. 
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of starting a new party'. 1 

Vie results of the pollt set out on one of the amended forms, 

were published in the Clarion on 3 December 1898. The referendum 

cannot be taken as providing statistical evidence of opinion within the 

ILP or SDF, or even within the broader socialist movement. Indeed the 

figures-represented only the opinion of those Clarion readers who 

bothered to vote. But even in the light of this factor, certain findings 

were significant. ýTost obviouslyt a large proportion of the votersp 

5,937 out of a total of 8,885, were unattached to any Socialist 

organisation. Moreover they were overwhelmingly in favour of one 

socialist party and a 'practical' Parliamentary programme. 'Fourth 

Clause' tactics were rejected by -the voters as a uhole,, but a substantial 

minority did adhere to that policy. 2 

Vie Referendum was not the forerunner to any immediate action 

on the issues raised. It was rather a reflection of opinion among 
,A 

rank-and-file socialists. Blatchford had been proved correct in his 

assertion that a large body of 'unattached socialists' did exist outside 

the ranks of the ILP or SDF. A certain disillusionment with 'official' 

party action also came across. Indeed some branches took matters into 

their own hands in a quest for socialist unity. In Boltong West Ward ILP 

and the local branch of the OF fused together to form Bolton Socialist 

Party. 3 while in Manchester independent Socialist Societies flourished 

in Moss Side and Chorlton. 4 Not surprisingly such independent bodies 

bore the brunt of criticism from both the OF and ILP. 5 

I C9 24 September 1898 

2 Ibid. i 3 December 1898 

3 Ibid. 9 8 October 1898 

4 Labour Annual 1899, p. 72 

5 Jq 8 October 1898 
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As the 1899 Conference approachedv Hardie set out in no 

uncertain terms his opinions concerning the OF and the subject of 

socialist unity. In an editorial for the Labour Leader on 25 Februaryp 

he traced the course of negotiations from the very foundation of the 

ILP, taldng pains to emphasise the occasions on which overtures had 

been made by the ILPf and the OF had failed to respond. He deduced: 

It is abundantly clear that the SDF does not desire this 
unity. The official element still persists in regarding it as 
the only Simon Pare of 'revolutionary' Socialism, and as such 
not to be contaminated by contact vith any other movement. To 
the ILP, and to it alone, has been committed the task of 
uniting the forces of democracy *99 

It is perhaps worthy of comment that Hardie used the word 'democracy,, 

not socialism. He supported the idea of a Federation which could 

include Fabians, unattached socialists, Christian Socialistst SDF9 

ILP, trade unions which supported independent political actiong 

co-operators and land nationalisers. 1 

Just aver a month later, the ILP's Leeds Conference voted in 

favour of a federation with the SDF. 2 However Hardie's plans for a 

broader federation were soon in operation. The SDF took part in the 

Joint Conference on Labour Representation at Edinburgh on 6 January 

1900. Despite losing their resolution, to the effect that working class 

representatives in the Commons should form a distinct party based on 

recognition'of the class war, and with the ultimate object of the social- 

isation of the means of production# distribution and exchange93 they 

proceeded to send delegates to the meeting at the Memorial HA119 

Farringdon Street, London, on 27 Februaryp which ushered in the Labour 

I LLO 25 February 1899 

2 ILP, Re]2ort of--the 7th Annual Conference . -.. 
18999 PP- 38-41 

3 ILP,, Report of the 8tAi Annual Conference ... 1900p pp. 6-7 



-803- 

Representation Committee. The resolution lost at Edinburgh was again 

movedg and lost, by James Macdonald of the SDFp at the Memorial Ifall. 1 

After the Memorial Hall meeting the SDP was, officially at leasto 

involved with the ILP and trade unions in the Labour Representation 

Committee. Bat any hopes that -this would bring about the desired unity 

must surely have been short-lived; the SDF could hardly be expected to 

show any real enthusiasm for a potential Labour group in Parliament 

which was not committed to a socialist policy. Indeed on 3 March 

Justice described the ILP's amendments of the'SDF resolutiong and 

elimination of the clause binding the Parliamentary group to socialism 

as Itreacheryt. 2 The secretary of the ILP then wrote to the SDF 

Executive, asking how far this comment represented the official OF 

attitude. Vhen the Executive then endorsed the articlev the NAC 

decided that it could 'hold no relations with the Executive of the 

SDF until all such imputations have been withdrawn'. 3 

Around the turn of the century the SDP was itself divided over 

-the question of political alliances. Views ranged from the IrightIv which 

sought to maintain a trade unionist link through the LRC, to the Icentrel 

which preferred a form of 'socialist unity, with the ILP, and the IleftIv 

the 'Impossibilists' who rejected any compromise with the 'reformist' 

ILP. Certainly the hopes of the Irightt were soon dashed forg vhen the 

1 The Labour PartZ Foundation Conference and Annual Conference Reports 
(Originally published by the Labour Representation Committee 1900- 
1905. Reprinted by Ihmersmith Bookshop Ltd., 1967) 'Report of the 
Conference on Labour Representation hold inthe Memorial Hallp 
Parringdon Streett London,, E. C., on Tuesday, the 27th February 190010 

p. 17 

2 Ibid.; ILPt ReRort of the 8th Annual Conference ... 1900p pp. 6-7; 
C. Tsuzulcip op. cit. p p. 106; it 3 Harch 1900 

3 31 March 1900. See repo rt of NAC meeting, Birminghamq 26 March 
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OF failed to carry a 'class war' resolution at the 1901 IMC Conferencep 

its oim Annual Conferencev held that August in Birmingham, agreed upon 

withdrawal from the LUC. 1 

The leadership of the ILP was both firmly committed to the MC 

and hostile towards the SDIF. After the LRC's, 1901 Conferencet J. R. 

Clynesq who represented the trades councils on its R., ecutive, had 

attacked the Social Democrats' attitude in a letter to the Labour 

Leaderg entitled 'How not to secure Labour Representation'. 2 In March 

1901 Glasier rejected an approach by the SDF for a joint meetingg to 

consider tactics for the next election. The accusation of treachery 

still rankled, and he suggested that the SDF wanted to 'rig a seat or 

two from us for their Ilyndmans and Quelches'. 3 Hardie berated the SDF 

through the columns of the Labour Leader, v particularly in the 17 August 

issue. After reading this article, C. W. Fraser of Salford ILP commented: 

'I could not have believed that Hardie would be so grossly unfair to 

brother Socialists. The article is literally crammed with misrepresent- 

ations and unsound, arguments'. 
4 

However the ILP was not experiencing any major revival as a 

result of the Labour alliance. Its popularity in the country had dwindled 

under the impact of Jingoism, and at the 1900 Thakil election only Hardie 

'Itte t, had been returned to Westminster. The LRC provided -X support for the 

pro-Boer stand; when Glasier moved an anti-war resolution at the 1901 
somt, cWe1, %MS 

IRC Conference, it vas opposed on the grounds that it would estrange V 

I C. Tsuzuki, op. cit-9 P. 136 

2 LLt 2 lbrch 1901; J. R. Clynest op. cit., Vol. It p. 89 

3 L. Thompsong Me Enthusiastst p. 122 

4 LL9 17 August 1901; ! 19 17 December 1901 
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rank-and-file, trade unionists.: 1 Nor did the LRC provide more practical 

assistance in terms of funds for election expenses and payment of Ws, 

At its Foundation Conference Fred Brocklehurst had led the opposition to 

such activity, because 'it had been spread abroad by certain friends of 

Labour that the Socialists' object in attending the Conference was to 

collar the funds of the rich Trade Unions to help to propagate their own 

vi ews 12 

Tlms the MIC had not provided an immediate panacea to any of the 

ILP's problemsp and it had moreover led to a widening of the breach 

between that party and the SD. -v. It has already been suggested that a 

section of -the ILP in Manchester and Salford demonstrated a preference 

for a socialistt as opposed to labour, alliance. Was this a purely local 

phenomenong or part of a broader national movement? And what part did 

the Manchester socialists play in the general debate? 

Blatchford, the traditional leader of the socialist unity campaign 

had fallen from favour among many of his adherents as a result of his 

attitude to the irar. But the SDF did find some sympathisers among the 

local rank-and-file ILP members. After Hardie's attack on the Social- 

Democrats in the. Labour Leader (17 August 1901), C. W. Fraser was moved 

to write to Justice a letter which was published under the title tTowards 

Unity - an ILP Protest': 

I contend that the Socialism advocated by the OF isq 
broadly speaking, the Socialism desired by all conscious 
Socialists, and differs in no way, save perhaps in greater 
exactitude of definitions from that advocated in the programme 
of -the ILP. 

In'short, I hold ... that the sole reason and justification 

L. Thompson, The Eathusiastst p. 121, "The, resojtAejvý% WaQ 

2 C, 10 March 1900 
(see, ýAc,, Rgpork oF fhv rr4V Avinwad 
C. -Oncem'Ace".. 19c), P. f+-14- (RO. MM"Srv*%'4N 
& OW%pp "6, ý cAj) 
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for the bringing into existence of the ILP was to 
accentuate and develop the political side of the Socialist 
movement. 

It ifas because I believed that the ILP came into being 
at a psychological moment for achieving this that I joined 
it. Only that and nothing more. 

Eraser had expounded these views a week earlierv in a lecture at South 

Salford OF Club. Ibny members of the ILP had been present, but all who 

took part in the discussion supported him. ' 

The rank-and-file socialist protest had by -this time concentrated 

upon the issue of the Dewsbury by-election. The constituency had been 

contested in 1895 by Edward Hartleyq but now, vAien it seemed likely that 

the Liberals would co-operate by leaving the Labour candidate a clear run 

against a Conservative, the ILP and L1W decided that the more moderate 

Don Tamer would prove a more suitable candidate. While the local Trades 

Council was still considering the mattert the SD. 'F1 announced that Harry 

Quelcht editor of Justice, would contest the seat as a Socialist and Trade 

Unionist candidate. The LRC decided against supporting Quelcht considering 

fhat the ILP had a prior claim to fight the constituencyp and that all 

sections of the movement in Dewsbury should unite in deciding upon a 

candidate. The Liberals had now entered the ýray with Walter Runciman as 

candidate, and Glasier finally persuaded the NAC that they should not 

attempt to contest the seat; tas the position is hopeless and it is 

best to throw the blame of defeat upon the SDFI. 2 

If Glasier considered that the SN's conduct had been 'unscrupulous'93 

some of the rank-and-file ILP members apparently believed that the ILP and 

I Jq 7 December 1901 

2 L. Thompsonv The lhthusiastso p. 125 

3 Ibid. 
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LRC had been about to endorse a Lib-Lab candidatep and that the SDF 

was perfectly justified in forestalling this. Protesting against Glasier's 

article on Dewsbury in the ILP Newsiq C. W. 1raser pointed out that Glasier 

had ignored - but had not denied - the SDFIs contention that Dewsbury 

Trades Council was bent upon having a Lib-Lab candidate. In these 

circumstances, he contendedv the SDFIs action in pressing the nomination 

of Quelch was imperative. Moreover I ... the agreement on which joint 

action had been takeng namely that of promoting a Socialist and trade 

union candidate, had been nullified by the majority of the trade unions 

declaring for a Liberal-Labour man like Woods'. 1 Prom the correspondence 

from John Hodge to MacDonald, it does appear that there would have been 

support from the LUC for a candidate selected by the ILP and Trades 

Council, regardless of any Lib-Lab, as opposed to socialistt views which 

that candidate might have entertained. Thus on 29 November 1901 Hodge 

wrote: 

if the ILP and the T. C. make a direct request that 
we should endorse their nominee, then without any qualification 
I would say yes, we could not refuse, and as our report specifies 
that the OF are in the wrong to endorse such nominees would be 

2 an easy matter. 

Among the ILP members in ýInchester and Salfordt support for Quelch 

appears to have been widespread. On 4 January 1902 both Justice and the 

Labour Leader printed a resolution that: 

West Salford branch of the ILP, vhilst deploring the 
present situation at Dewsbury and recognising that there have 
been mistakes and misunderstandings on both sidest trusts that 
all Socialists in Dewsbury will now rally to the support of 

UC , Mee (59 I J9 14 December 1901-Tan, .0 I Z'O 6 jqvo(see- ý-A. Clem Oal-, pp. 10 3 4) 
2 LRC 3/169. Letter from John Hodge to J. Ramsay IracDonaldq 29 November 

1901 (Labour Party Archivesp Transport House). Hodge had previously 
sent Macdonald a copy of a report on the Dewsbury election, accompanied 
by a letter dated 25 November 1901 (see LUC 3/168). 
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H. Quelch. 1 

Openshaw ILP expressed 'its entire confidence in Harry Quelch, editor 

of JUSTICEt as the Socialist candidate for Dewsbury Parliamentary 

Division at the coming by-election'. 2 
'Newton Heath ILP passed a 

resolution hoping that all Socialists and ILPers in Dewsbury would 

close up their ranks in supporting Quelch; it would be in the interests 

of socialism to sink all minor differences in the face of the enemy. 
3 

Although defeated at the by-electionp Quelch polled unexpectedly 

well. 4 The Labour Leader of course blamed him and the OF for having 

lost the seat for Labour. 5 The affair did however reveal a continuing 

sympatby with the SDF among the ILPts rank-and-file. C. W. Fraser can 

hardly have been alone in his sentiments: 

... I hold that the strength of the ILP in the past 
has been its aturdy and uncompromising hostility to non- 
Socialist political parties; that we must beware of alliances 
which involve sacrifice of principlest and that nothing should 
be done which will tend to prevent that harmonious co-operation 
of local branches of Ie ILP and the SDF which has existed in 
so many districts, ... 

Both Hardie and Glasier were concerned that the by-election might 

lead to a renewed demand for fusion with the SDF. 7 Their fears were 

justified when Blatchford returned to the fray, with a Clarion article 

IJ and LL, 11 January 1902. The resolution was also published in ILP 
News, January 1902 

2 Cp 10 January 1902; J and 11,11 January 1902 

3 LLO 1 February 1902 

4 L. Thompson# The 1hthusiasts, p. 127 

5 LL9 1 February 1902 

6 Jq 14 December 1901 

7 L. Thompson, The Dithusiasts, pp. 127-8 
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entitled 'Socialism and the ILPI (24 January 1902). Criticising both 

Hardie, whom he thought had harmed the socialist cause and alienated 

potential recruits, and Glasier who, according to Blatchford, seemed to 

believe that socialism and the ILP were one and the same thingg he again 

turned to the question of the unattached socialists. He believed that 

if a general vote were taken of all the socialists in the kingdomg there 

would be a very large majority in favour of establishing a united socialist 

party. 

It speaking for myself, as a Socialists, say that I do 
not think the ILP is big enough or strong enough to embrace the 
Socialism of the United Kingdom, and I cannot regard Mr. Hardie 
seriously as a leader. As leader of the executive of the ILP he 
may be entirely satisfactory; as a leader of British Socialism 
he is impossible. 

John Penny retorted by criticising both the idea of a referendum and 

Blatchford's general position in the movement; independent of party 

offices or commitments, and able to criticise freely without concern 

for the consequences upon any organisation. 1 

Blatchford however found a supporter in H. H. Ibjndmanp who wrote 

thatj whatever their points of differenceg they agreed on two important 

matters: 

One is that a consolidation of Socialists in one 
Socialist party of Great Britain is essential if Socialism 
is to represent any real and effective power in the country. 
The other is that the man who stands in the way of the form- 
ation of such a party more than any other individual is Mr. 
Heir Hardie. He and his friends, in fact, act as if they 
were quite determined that this party shall not be formed. 

Ilyndman believed that nine-tenths of socialists would be ready to work 

together on the following broad lines: 

(1) The recognition of the class war between the workers on 
the one side (with the small shopkeepers and others 

1 Cq 24 January, 1902 
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dependent on them) and the landlords and capitalists 
on the other. 

(2) The demand for the socialisation of the means and 
instruments of productiong distribution, and exchangeg 
including the land. 

The use of political and mmicipal action as an 
independent Socialist partyt in order to obtain control 
of the entire socialist organisation by degreest and 
finally altogether. 

Ile concluded: 

Would it not be possible to arrange - say, next Easter - 
general meetings of Socialists throughout the country, in order 
to obtain a strong expression of opinion as to the necessity 
for union? l 

CunninghareGraham, just back from Dewsburýý, believed that the 

vote for Quelch might have risen to over 2,000 if the ILP and SDF had 

been in accord; 

As far as I Imowv Socialist parties do not exist primarily 
in order to get ambitious and possibly incompetent men into 
Parliament, but to further the cause of Socialism. Still if it 
is required to get men into Parliamen4 socialists will not 
achieve their object by quarrelling. 

Supporting Blatchford's call for unityq CunninghareGraham added: 

With the lesson of Dewsbury fresht and with the evident 
desire of the rank and file of the ILP and the OF to act 
together, surely it seems the time for socialists to make a 
move. The rank and file are a necessity to a party, but the 
leaders are not. Could not the two parties agree to sacrifice 
their respective leaders and call a conference with a view to 
mutual action? 2 

Not surprisingly, Glasier was extremely scathinge-boutthe SDF/Clarion 

alliancep which he described as 'only another organised hypocrisy'. Ile 

commented: 

Unless the Clarion has changed its skin and the OF its 
spots, their united assault upon the ILP will be a tame display 

1 Ibid. 9 7 February 1902 

2 Ibid. 9 7 February 1902 
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compared with the tussle between the two allies when once 
the Clarion and Justice begin to reckon against each other 
their respective ideas of Social Democracy. 

Ile went on to remark: 

You say you are more Democratic than the Democracy. 
You may fancy you are: but you are talking precisely the 
means that every well-intentioned and ill-intentioned 
usurper resorts to - the rendering himself popular by 
appealing to the will of the peoplet while destroying the 
organised methods by which the collective will can be 
ascertained and made effective. 

Glasier accused the Clarion of publicising the SDFIst as opposed to the 

ILPIsq case concerning the De-mrsbury electiong and suggested that 

Blatchford might begin his united socialist party enterprise by fusing 

the Clarion and Justice, and 'place the Clarion under strictly referendum 

editorship and management'. ' 

Despite (or perhaps even because of) Glasier's attitudet the 

renewed movement for socialist unity did find support among 11'Pers in 

Manchester and Salford. At the request of Salford Fellowship Hall 

Discussion Class, John Barlow wrote to the Clarion to convey their 

appreciation of Thompson's advocacy of one socialist party. He suapsted 

a referendum comprising the following questions: 

(1) Are you in favour of the immediate establishment of one 
British Socialist Party, ...? 

(2) Do you prefert instead of the formation of an entirely new 
party or anisatiOnp with new officers for the time bein 9 
at leasZ the amalgamation for political purposet only of 
the ILP and SDF? 

(3) Are you a member of the ILP? 
Are you a member of the SDF? 
Are you an unattached Socialist? 2 

Barlow's referendum was never put into operation, and at the 1902 

I Ibid. 9 21 February 1902 

2 lbid. 9 28 February 1902 
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ILP Conferenceg held in Liverpool at the end of March, the dissidents 

within the party were firmly silenced. Glasier attacked fusion with the 

SDF in his opening addresst and an attempt to debate the matter of the 

Dewsbury by-election was heavily defeated. Newcastle branch called upon 

the NAC to hold a referendum on the question of one socialist partyp but 

-was defeated. Some of the Manchester and Salford delegates were far from 

happy-with the proceedings. H. Davies of Openshaw received overwhelming 

defeats when he proposed that half of the NAC should retire from office 

annuallyp and not be eligible to stand for re-election for at least twelve 

months.: 1 

After the West Salford delegate, John Hayes, had duly reported the 

proceedings to his branch,, C. W. Fraser as Secretary was deputed to write 

to the Clarion: 

Dear Comrade - The following resolution was unanimously 
adopted at the last branch meeting of West Salford branch of 
the ILP: 'That after hearing a very lucid and exhaustive 
report from our delegate to the annual IU Conference, this 
branch views with grave dissatisfaction the manner in which 
that Conference was conducted in regard to the stifling of 
discussion on resolutions from branches. We are of the opinion 
that conferences conducted on such lines are futilev if not 
mischievous, and should be supplemented or replaced by referendum 
votes of the branches'* 

This branch also endorses the resolution passed by 
Newcastle-on-Tyne branch requesting the N. A. C. to take a 
referendum vote of the whole of the members in the question 
of One Socialist Partyg and pledges itself to bear a share of 
the expenses if such a vote be taken. 

Daviest in his capacity as Openshaw branch secretaryt also wrote to the 

Clariont expressing support for the Newcastle resolutiong and offering to 

pay their share in the cost of a referendum. 2 

I ILP,, Report of the 10th Annual Conference 
--- 

12029 PP- 34-5; 
L. Thompson, The Enthusiasts, p. 128 

2 Cp 2 lby 1902 
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Newcastle ILP then proceeded to send out circulars to other 

branchesp asking them to inform the NAC whether they favoured a 

referendum on the one socialist party question. 'Our concern is not 

to find out -sihether branches favour fusion. All we want at present is 

to know whether they are satisfied that the Liverpool Conference 

represents the true feelings of the party? ' Among the branches which 

wholeheartedly endorsed the Newcastle ILP's sentiments were Openshawq 

West Salford, North Salford, and Ashton-under-Lyne. 1 

The OF Conference, meeting at Blackburn, voted against any 

attempt to rejoin the Labour Representation Committee, but did support the 

proposal that a National Convention should be arranged, to formulate if 

possible a united socialist party. 2 However in June 1902 the NAC 

refused to take any action concerning the proposed referendump and the 

prospects of unity appeared as far removed as ever. 3 

After this latest proposal for a referendum ims rejectedp the 

socialist unity question ceased to gain much attentionwith the national 

movement. Blatchford became embroiled in the religious debate surrounding 

God and MY Neit-rhbour; 4 enthusiasm for a Parliamentary Labour Party 

increased in the wake of the Taff Vale decision; 5 a section of the OF 

6 
advocated reaffiliation to the Labour Representation Committeep and 

preparations for the next General Election accounted for much of the 

1 Ibid. 9 23 May 1902 

2 Ibid. 9 4 April 1902 

3 Ibid. 9 20 June 1902 

4 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, pp. 166-77 passim. 

5 L. Thompson, The 1hthusiasts, p. 129 

6 C. Tsuzuhiq op. cit-9 P. 155 
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activity of socialists of all denominations, Admittedly tho Amsterdam 

Congress of the International, meeting in August 1904, gave its 

support to the doctrine of socialist unityt but there was no real impetus 

among the British socialists to implement its proposals. 1 

The subject of a united socialist party had thus been raised at 

intervals ever since the foundation of the ILP. Short of the unlikely 

possibility that the OF might merge itself contentedly into the LTIIC9 

there seemed every prospect that the question would arise yet again. 

Clearly the demand for unity arose at times uhen there was general 

dissatisfaction within the ILP: after the failure of the 1893 Dradford 

Conference to adopt 'Fourth Clause' Clarion socialism; in the wake of 

the 1895 General Election defeats; and after the controversy surrounding 

the Dewsbury election. Thus the timing of another socialist unity 

revival would clearly be linked to the outcome of the next General 

Election. 

Apart from the national leadership in the movement provided by 

Blatchford and the Clarion (now removed from Manchester, but nevertheless 

extremely influential in the city)v rank-, and-file socialists in the local 

area had regularly made their contributions to the general socialist 

unity debate. Their contributions do not, of courseq give any indication 

as to the number of local ILP members vho sought alliance with the SDFp but 

when the national campaigns are considered alongside the general pattern 

of socialist co-operation in Manchester and Salfordq then it is clear 

that the desire for a united socialist party was strongly felt in the 

area. Admittedly its advocates may have been a minority among the ILP 

membership, but they were both vocal and determined. As preparations 

I Ibid., p. : 153 
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were made for the 1906 General Electiont some ILP and Clarion socialistsq 

as well as OF members, were already viewing with distrust the plans and 

candidates of the IRC. Short of the election heralding in the millenniump 

the demand for a united socialist party would undoubtedly revivet and 

when it did there would be plenty of support from the Manchester and 

Salford socialists. 
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Chapter 3 

Socialists in the Labour Movement, 1893-1906 

In 1909 H. C. D. Scott returned from the ILP's Edinburgh Conference 

to complain bitterly of 

,.. the inept and stagnant policy of our leaders. They 
have sold our birthright for a mess of Trade Union pottage; 
and of course, if the Trade Unions find the money, they have 
a right to call the tune and time the pace. Now our candidates 
are not Socialist, but Labour I and as for our independencep we 
cannot choose our candidates. 

By this stage his views were shared by many of his fellow-members of 

Manchester and Salford ILP. The SDF however had been critical of the 

Labour Representation Committee from its very outset, for it had failed 

to commit itself to a socialist objective, seeking merely to establish 

a tdistinct Labour group' in Parliament, which would co-operate with any 
I 

other party 'in the direct interest of Labour'. Moreover the ILP delegates 

at the Memorial Hall had readily accepted such limited aimst a move which 

the SDF described as 'treachery' to Socialisml 

Had the ILP willingly submerged its socialist identity in the LRC 

merely for the sake of expediencyt in order to achieve victory at the 

polls with the backing of the trade unions? J. M. McLachlani himself a 9 

leading critic of the Parliamentary Labour Party's policies in 1910p 

nevertheless defended the concept of a labour alliance from a socialist 

standpoint: 

The Labour Party is the one conceivable formation in 
which Labour can operate against Capitalism. The economic 
interests of Labour and Socialism are identicalp and can be 
served only by public ownership and control of Land and 
Capital. Ana as political organisation never can be stable 
unless it exists in relation to definite and related economic 

I Mv 30 April 1909 

1, For 1`ýLcA I ae%'s role, iA MctoiAeýster ILP, S-te, 6q(oa p. tOSIo 
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interests, it follows that Trade Unionist and Socialist 
must fight under one flag for their common interests. The 
average Trade Unionistp it may be contendedp is unconscious 
of the Socialist ideal# and cannot therefore help to achieve 
it. This is quite an erroneous idea. Consciousness is vital 
in leaders, but not necessarily so in the early stages in the 
rank and filep however desirable it may be. The great 
necessity is common action and the discipline of fighting 
shoulder to shoulder for the common ideal or interest. Fort 
until the Trade Unionist is ready to intelligently accept 
Socialismt Socialism is impossible. And the one way by which 
he can be led to accept it is by co-operative action with 
Socialists. 1 

When Manchester and Salford ILP was founded in 1892 it vas 

uncompromisingly Socialist and committed to the independent stand 

emphasised in its Fourth Clause. Moreover it continued to maintain 

close links with the local SDF and produced some of the leading advocates 

of a united socialist party. Yet ILP socialists from the area also 

played their role in the. formation of both the national and local Labour 

Representation Committees. Did this signify a willingness to compromise 

their beliefs? Were they simply anxious to achieve certain limited 

objectives, which would not necessitate any fundamental concessions? 

Or did they hope to establish a socialist leadership for the trade 

union movement, in the manner described by McLachlan? Initially the 

aim of this chapter is to examine the relations between the local ILP 

and trade unions, and attempt to suggest the socialists' motivation in 

entering the alliance. 

But even before Manchester and Salford Labour Representation 

Committee was founded, the national MC-%. ias formulating plans to achieve 

its basic goal: Labour influence in the House of Commons. For the first 

I J. M. McLachlan, 'Let Us Reform the Labour Partylq in Leonard Hall, 
J. M* McLachlan, C. T. Douthwaite and j. H. Belchert Let Us Reform the 
Labour ParýZ. A protest and apReal., (Manchester 1910) 16-pp. p. 12. 
This document was popularly Imown as the 'Green Manifesto'. 
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time in its history the ILP no longer had overall control of its election 

policy, and the true impact of the Labour alliance made itself felt. 

Through the actions of the LRC the local ILP was drawn into a web of 

compromise with the Liberal party. More important, rank and file ILPers# 

even if they did not fully appreciate the extent of the electoral pactf 

were conscious of their party's independence being eroded. Thus the 

second part of this survey will examine the working of the Labour 

alliance before the 1906 General Election, not in the context of the 

origins of the Labour Party, but as it affected the independent socialist 

stand of the local ILP. Moreover an attempt will be made to demonstrate 

rank and file discontent with the machinations of the MC, at a time 

when that body had not yet become subject to the additional pressures 

of parliamentary expediency. In -the context of Manchester and Salford 

ILP9 the attempt to ally independent socialism with the wider labour 

movement had already failed by 1906. After the General Election the 

principal question at issue was simply for how long the ILP rank and 

file would be prepared to accept the compromise. The political attitudes 

described in this and the two preceding chapters indicate that it was 

unlikely to be for long. 

++++++ 

When consideringwhy the Hanchester and Salford ILP was prepared 

to enter into the Ilabour allianceý, v it is initially necessary to state 

the obvious: that 1ILPers' and 'trade unionists' were not two distinct 

and separate groups of people. Although in this thesis socialism and 

labourism have frequently been considered in the abstract9 as distinctive 

political tendenciesq in fact many ILPers played a role in their appropriate 
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trade unions. The biographical indexi makes some attempt to identify 

the trade union affiliations of socialistsq but the vast number of rank 

and file ILP members mustp through lack of information, remain anonymoust 

as also must the trade unions to which many of them doubtless belonged. 

The source material simply does not exist, which might have rendered possible 

any analysis of the numerical strength of socialists in trade unions. 

Thus the only available means of assessing socialist influence in the 

unions is simply to consider local socialists who rose to prominent 

positions in their own societies. Such an examination cannotq of courseq 

prove that the socialists were able to exert particular influence upon 

the union's political leanings. However if a number of socialists did 

reach promi'hent union positions, then the argument that ILPers hoped to 

direct the labour alliance towards socialist ends does seem feasible. UP 

on the other hand, socialists were largely rank and file members of Liberal 

or Conservative dominated unions, and exerted no particular power in 

national or local executive committees, then the alliance appears more 

in the light of a compromisev an expedient aimed simply at obtaining a 

few parliamentary seats and limited palliative reforms. 

In their study of Labour and Politics-1200-1206, F. Bealey and 

H. Pelling listed the trade unions Q10% cvar lopop in 1900 in order of size X 

and also indicate those vhich had headquarters in Manehester. 2 Initially 

it will be profitable to consider the larger Manchester-based unionsq 

and*to attempt to indicate socialists in key positions. The largest 

union in the country was in fact organised from Manchester. This was 

the Hiners' rederation of Great Britain, which included within its ranks 

I See Appendix II below 

2 F. Bealey and H. Pelling, Op. cit., pp. 20-1 
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the Lancashire and Cheshire 11iners' Federation. Unlike their colleagues 

elsewhere in the countryq the Lancashire and Cheshire miners had never 

been overwhelmingly Liberal in their sympathies. The Federation's politics 

were influenced not only by the extent of working class Conservatism in 

Lancashireq but also by the fact that the local mining community tended 

to be dispersed. Lancashire miners did not therefore exert overwhelming 

political influence in any particular constituencies, to the extent that 

they could pressuri3e the Liberal party into accepting their own parlia- 

mentary candidates. Thus by the mid-190s, the Lancashire and Cheshire 

miners had recognised, the benefits of independent labour representation. 

Moreover propaganda was perhaps more extensive in Lancashire than in 

many mining areas, and for local miners the demands for a minimum wagep 

an eight-hour day, and the public ownership of mines, mineral royalties 

and railwayst held a particular appeal. Not only did miners whowere 

members of the OF and ILP play prominent roles within their uniong but 

socialists not connected with the coal industry assisted the miners' 

cause during the 1893 loclc-out-' 

Politically the, link between the miners and the socialists soon 

became apparent. In November 1894 Jesse Butler, a miners' agentp was 

elected as ILP municipal candidate for Openshaw Ifardq2 while nearby 

Bradford Ward was won for the party by John FAvard ('Jaclcl) Sutton. 

Sutton was then a checkweighman at Bradford Colliery, and secretary of 

the Bradford branch of the Miners' Federation. 3 Butler lost his seat in 

I R. Challinor, op. cit., passim. 

2 LL9 20 and 27 Octoberv 10 November 1894. R. Challinor, op. cit., p. 218 
incorrectly states that Butlerwas elected in 1893- 

3 gg 14 July, 27 October and 10 November 1894. The 'Bradford' mentioned 
here is of course the district of lanchester, not the city. 
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1897 and his political views obviously underwent a change, for in 1hy 

1898 he contested a by-election in Openshaw as a Lib-Lab. However he emerged 

at the bottom of the poll. ' Jack Sutton continued to serve on the City 

Council until January 1910p resigning his seat only to become Labour M. P. 

for East Manchester. By this time he had become both a J. P. and the 

leader of the Labour group on Manchester City Council. He represented 

the miners on Manchester and Salford Trades Councilp serving on its E. C. 

from 1895 to 199, and as its delegate at the 1904 L. R. C. Conference. Ile 

also became the first President of Manchester and Salford L. R. C. After 

his victory at the General Election Sutton was elected an agent of the 

2 Lancashire and Cheshire Minerst Federation. Thus both in general terms 

and through the activities of Butler and Sutton, the ILP clearly played 

an influential role among the local miners. When the Labour Representation 

Conference took place at the Memorial Hall in February, 19009 only the 

Lancashire and Cheshire miners were represented out of the whole rederation. 3 

The idea that support for socialism could be achieved among the miners was 

far from wishful thinking in the Manchester and Salford area. 

I Ibid., 6 November 18970 21 and 28 May 1898; LL9 21 and 28 May 1898 

2 C9 14 July, 27 Octoberg 10 November 1894; 119 10 November 18949 6 
Kývember 1897,4 February 1899,10 November 1900,7 November 1903, p 9 November 1906,21 January, 22 April, 2 and 9 December 1910o See also 
Manchester and Salford Labour Representation Committeep Annual-Reports 
1904-10; Manrhester and Salford Trades Council, Annuallleportsq 1895-7 
(the reports for 1898-1900 are missing from the bound volume in 
Manchester Public Library); Labour Representation Committeet Annual 
Conference Reportq 1904. For biographical information on Sutton, see 
Manchestert December 1900 article on 'Councillor John Edward SuttonIq 
and Clayton Divisional Labour Party, Memorial Souvenir to the late 
Charles Priestley (Manchesterg 1926? ) 64 pog p. 11. See also 
D. Howell, entry on Sutton in Dictionary of Labour BiographT, Vol. 3, 
pp. 176-8. 

Labour Representation Committeep Report of the Conference on Labour 
Representation held in the Memorial Hall, Parringdon Street, London, 
E. C., on Tuesday, the 27th FebrualZ 12009 passim. 
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The United Textile Factory Workers' Associationg second largest in 

the country and also Manchester-based9l appears to have been far less 

subject to ILP influence. Indeed it is not possible to name a single 

prominent Manchester and Salford ILP member who also played a leading 

role in a textile union. This cannot be entirely attributed to union 

politics, for although during the 190s the textile workers exerted 

political influence simply by pressure group tactics, they did join the 

L. U. C. as a body early in 1903- Independent Labour Representation however 

became attractive after, rather than beforet the Taff Vale decisioný and 

was also boosted by David Shackleton's unopposed return as Labour 

candidate in the Clitheroe byý--election. Why did local socialists not 

appear to make much impact in the cotton unions? In part this must have 

been due to the nature of the industry. A high proportion of the textile 

workers were unenfranchised women. 2 Moreover for male workers there was 

a distinct pattern of employment. Young bays would enter the mills as 

half-timers or school leavers, work there for a few years andq if the 

opportunity arose, leave to enter a trade apprenticeshipt for there was 

little prospect of a skilled trade in the mills for an older man. It has 

already been suggested that ILP members, tended to come from the more 

intelligent and skilled section of the working class, thus actilal and 

potential socialists would be among the men and boys most likely to 

leave the textile mills. Figares are not available to prove this 

hypothesis statisticallyt it is possible only to refer to individual 

examples. Thus Harry Ifenshall began work at the age of ten as a half- 

timer in a cotton mill, but two years later was indentured to a master 

I F. Bealey and H. Pelling, op. cit., p. 20 

2 Ibid. v p. 17; H. Pelling, A Short History of the Labour RaLtX, pp. 11-12; 
H. A. Cleggg et. al., OP* Cit., pp. 298-9 



-823- 

printer. 1 J. R. Clynes had also begun his working life as a piecer at 

the age of ten, but in his early twenties left to become Lancashire 

organiser of the Gas Workers' and General Labourers' Union. 2 Of a 

younger generation, Harry Pollitt went to work with his mother at 

Denson's Hill, Droylesden, as a twelve year old half-timer, but moved 

to G(rton Tank as an apprentice boilermaker just before his fifteenth 

birthday. 3 Thus while a semi-rural area like Colne Valley could produce 

a body of socialist weavers who helped to send Victor Grayson to 

Westminster. 4 in the Ibnchester and Salford conurbation young men who 

might later become active socialists tended to leave the mills for better 

prospects in other industries. And the women who remained in the mills 

had neither votes nor, for the most of the period in questiong the support 

and encouragement to take part in socialist and trade union activity. 

Mary Louise Pollitt and her sister, Dnily Gerring, textile workerswho 

played an active role in the Openshaw socialist movement95 were the 

exception rather than the rule. Apart from this factor the governing 

bodies of the cotton amalgamations were not likely to draw into Manchester 

socialists from elsewhere. They were composed of full-time officers of 

the local associations, among whom turnover was low, and any complete 

6 
changeover would require a period of some twenty to thirty years. 

1 Stockport Express, I October 1931,26 March 1936. See Henshall's column 
under the pseudonym of 'The Idler' 

2 J. R. Clynes, Memoirs 1896-1224 (1937) pp. 29,63 

3 H. Pollittv Op. cit-P Pp- 179 26-79 30-31 

4 Letter: E. Whiteley, ILP Huddersfield Branch to J. Ramsay MacDonaldq 
29 June 1907 (Lp/cAN/o6/459 Labour Party Archives). Whiteley explained 
that the members of the Weavers' Union based in Saddleworth also tended 
to be members of the ILP. 

5 J. Mahon, Op. cit-9 pp. 109 14t 23 

6 II. A. Clegg, et. al. p op. cit., p. 298 
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Of the other old-established unions based in Manchester, socialists 

appear to have gained some influence at branch level in the Amalgamated 

Society of Carpenters and Joiners. ' Branch level. influence is of course 

impossible to assesso one can merely point to personalities like William 

Harley, the Society member who became secretary of S. W. Manchester ILP 

in September 1906,2 or to the Labour Leaderts claim on It August 18949 

'that the Carpenters and Joiners were 'rapidly advancing IUPsrardst*3 

Certainly the local branches were represented at the 1893 1hy Day demon- 

strationt vhich the ILP organised in the face of the Trades Council's 

refusal. 4 The union supported the resolution on independent labour 

representation at the 1899 TUC andq although it eventually affiliated in 

190295 at least one Manchester member was attempting to hasten the 

procedure during the previous year. As the union's General Council met 

in Manchester, in June 1901, James Bales from Ardwick Green wrote to 

Ramsay McDonald, remarking that it was a good opportunity for the MC 

to appeal to the Council to affiliate. He suggested that lktcdonald 

should send sufficient literature to supply the 16 delegates and chairman 

6 
with full particulars of the movement. 

The Typographical Association provides a more obvious example of 

increasing socialist influence in a locally-based craft union. Until 

1897 the-dominant figure in the union was its General Secretaryl, Henry 

1 Ibid. p p. 296 

2 LLf 21 September 1906 

3 ILp il Angust 1894. See also H. A. Cleggg et. al. v op. cit., p. 296 

4 C, 6 Hay 1893 

5 H. A. Cleggg et. al., ON cit-Y P- 302t 375 

6 Letter: Jas. Bales to J-R. MacDonald, 27 June 1901 (LUC 3/279 LRC 
Archives) (Hereafter only classification numbers will be given for 
location of documents in this collection. ) 



-825- 

Slatter. A member of the Hanchester Liberal Association's General 

Council, he also served on the TUC Parliamentary Committee from 1877 

to 1890, on the Manchester School Board from 1879. In May 1885 he 

became the first worliman to be appointed a magistrate. In 1893 Slatter 

stated before the Royal Commission on Labour that improved factory 

legislation vas the only point upon vhich the Association desired state 

intervention. Indeed he resigned from the TUC Parliamentary Committee 

after the 1890 Liverpool Congress as a protest against the growing 

influence of the New Unions. Admittedly the Typographical Association 

could usually bargain with employers from a position of strengthp for 

newspaper proprietors and shareholders were particularly vulnerable to 

public exposure of their deficiencies as employers. 1 Thus the union's 

members did not have the same need for legislative protection as didt 

for examplev the Lancashire and Cheshire Miners, However among the 

younger generation of typographers several socialists soon emerged into 

prominence. William Hunt served as Secretary of Manchester and Salford 

District ILP in 1895, and of Hightovn branch in 1898. From 1897 until 

his retirement from -the post in Yarch 1906 he was Elective Auditor for 

Salford, being the nominee of both the ILP and SDF. He also stoodt 

unsuccessfully, for the Salford School Bohrd elections in 1900 and for 

Grosvenor Ward in 1909 municipal elections. Hunt's retirement as Auditor 

was in fact necessitated by his union activities. In April 1903 he was 

President of the Manchester branch of the Typographical Associationg a 

member of the Representative Council of the Associationo and delegate to 

Manchester and Salford Trades Council. 2 James Heaviside was already an 

I A. E. Hassong OP- Cit-P PP- 301-10; L. Bather, op. cit-s P. 70 

2 LL9 29 June 1895,10 April 1897, il April 1903,9, April 1904,30 March 
1906,12 November 1909; 

. 
9P 1-7 March 1897,22 October 1898,8 April 

19049 30 March 1906 
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acti-ye member of the Typographical Association when he was appointed 

Vice-President of lknchester and Salford ILP in August 1893- On behalf 

of the IU he contested Albert Park Ward, Salford, in 1893, and Grosvenor 

Ward at the two subsequent municipal elections. Rr July 1896 he was also 

vice-president of the Manchester branch of the Typographical Associationg 

its delegate on the Trades Council, and also the representative selected 

by the Trades Council to attend the Belfast Trades Congress. 1 Harry 

Henshall, founder of the Manchester Labour Press Society, was also an 

active member of the Association, being re-elected to its Executive in 

1898.2 1,11oreover by 1900 the Association had an ILP member as its national 

secretary. 3 Ile vas A. W. Jones and, together with R. Hacketto he attended 

the 1900 IDemorial Hall Conference on behalf of the uniont and was 

instrumental in its affiliation to the LRC in 1900.4 Clearly in the 

Typographical Association the old guard of Liberal leadershipp as 

personified by Slatter, had succumbed to the influence of ILP socialists- 

To consider briefly the smaller printing trade unions. The 

Dookbinders' and Machine Rulers' Consolidated Union also witnessed the 

accession of socialists to hey positions. In January 1900, i-rhen the 

union's headquarters was moved to Manchester, James Kelly ims elected 

General Secretary, andwas instrumental in affiliating the union to the 

LRC. 5 William Mellor apparently became the union's delegate to Manchester 

1 WTP 5p 26 August 1893; gq 28 October, 4 November 1893t 23 February 1895P 
F5 July 1896; 119 29 September, 10 November 1894p 12 January 1895 

2 Ct 26 ITarch 1898 

3 H. A. Cleggt et. al., op. Cit-9 P- 375 

4 Ibid. t P- 375; MC, Report-of the Conference on Labour ReRresentation 
... 1900t p. 12 

5 1&p 13 May 1899t 20 January 1900,7 July 1905; Letters: James Kelly to 
J. R. McDonald, 27 July 1900 and 22 January JL903 (LRc 2/166 and iac 6/16) 
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and Salford Trades Council in 1893,1 and from 1904 to 1914 he edited 

the official Book-Binding Trades Journal. 2 Hellor could also be found 

speaking at ILP meetings after 1905,3 and the 1914 Trades Council 

Annual Report commented: 

He is a convinced Socialistt and regards Socialism as 
the only ultimate solution of the labour question. As a 
member of the ILP he has done his share of lecturing workt 
and among his numerous offices has been the treasurership 
of the Manchester and Salford IRC# of which he has been a 
member since its formation. 4 

Ifithin the Amalgamated Society of Lithographic Printersv George 

D. Kelley remained the leading figure from the Society's formation in 

1879 until his death in 1911, and the change in policy vhich drew the 

union into the LRC was far from being indicative of any socialistic 

leanings on his part, Apart from his role as the Society's General 

Secretary, Kelley served for nearly a quarter of a century as Secretary 

of Manchester and Salford Trades Council. His numerous other roles 

included the secretaryships of the Printing and 11indred Trades Federationt 

and of the Lancashire and Cheshire Federation of Trades and Labour 

Councils. For a number of years he was a member of the Parliamentary 

Committee of the TUC. Kelley's earliest political allegiance 'was to the 
I 

Liberal Party, which he hoped would support direct labour representation. 

Supported by the Trades Council he filled an uncontested seat for St. 

Clement's Ward in February 1891, thereby becoming the first Labour 

I Manchester and Salford Trades and Labour Councilt 48th Annual Rel! Rrt 
... -1914, 

p. 2 

2 R. Harrison, et. al., op. cit., p. 42 

3 j&P 7 JulYP 13 October 1905; 17 August 1906; 21 June 1907; 17 and 
24 Januaryt 8 IIayq 24 July, 6 November 1908; 29 Januaryl October, 
10 December 1909; 20 January 1911; 6 August 1914 

4 Mnchester and Salford Trades and Labour Council, 48th Annual Report 
... 1914t pp. 2-3. biography and photographs of Mellor. For biographical 
information on Ifellorp see also E. and R. Prow, op. cit., pp. 64-5 
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representative on Manchester City Council. Ile also became the first 

Labour magistrate. Kelley attended the 1900 Nemorial Hall Conference 

on behalf of the Trades Council, and in 1903 the newly-formed Manchester 

and Salford LRC adopted him as its Parliamentary candidate for South 

Ifest Manchester. 1 In the 190s Kelley was particularly antagonistic 

towards the socialistsp and after his adoption the Labour Leader apparently 

2 felt the need to reassure its readers. Although Kelley publicly ended 

his association with the Liberal Party in February Igo4,3 the fears 

and suspicions of socialists within the LRC were by no means allayedg as 

` described in -, c%. previous chapter. 

The other large craft unions based in Manchester all had active 

socialists in key positions. James P. Quinn# President of the Manchester 

branch of the Amalgamated Society of Tailorsq and its delegate on the 

Trades Councilq -was a Social-Democrat who played a leading role in the 

foundation of the local ILP. He acted as one of the secretaries of the 

1892 May Day Committeep led the procession to Alexandra Park and spoke 

at the demonstration, as well as raising funds for W. K. Hall's parliamentary 

candidature. 11 Paralleling Quinn's activities in Hanchesterg the leading 

Social. r, Democrat James Macdonald was active as the Society's London district 

secretary. After Macdonald's expulsion in 1892, he was replaced by Terence 

A. Mynn, who continued his predecessorts efforts to organise the sweated 

I For biographical information on Kelley see Manchester Paces and Places 
Vol. II, No. 6,10 Harch 1891, pp. 92-5; LL9 12 December 1903; 
Manchester and Salford Trades and Labour Councilv 42th kmual Report 

... 19119 P. 3; D. E. Martin, entry on Kelley in DictionaEZ of_Labour 
Biop,, M21hyp Vol. II, pp. 211-4 

2 Up 12 December 1903 

j, 'Gq 4 February 1904 

4 IfTo 31 JulY 1891P 9 April and 28 May 1892; gg 29 16 and 30 April 1892 
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workers within -the clothing industry into the London Tailors' Federation. 

In 1894 Flynn moved to Manchester as General Secretary of the uniont a 

post which he retained until his death in 1925.1 Flynn openly declared 

his socialist principles at the Free Trade Hall in December 18950 when 

he attended a meeting to protest against the TUC resolution concerning 

alien immigration. 2 In 1906 he was put forward by his union as socialist 

and labour candidate for St. George's ward at the municipal elections. 

However Flynn emerged at the bottom of the poll, as he did the following 

year in a contest in Longsight. 3 

The Amalgamated Operative Bakers' and Confectioners' Uniong which 

vas based in Manchester in the early 190s, had as its GeneralSecretary 

John Jenkins. Jenkins was a member of the Trades Council who also played 

a role in the organisation of 'New Unions' and in the campaign for 

independent labour representation. In 1891 he served on the EC of the 

Salford Labour Electoral Association, iras president of the Trades Council's 

LEA, and contested the 1891 Manchester School Board elections in the Labour 

interest. Jenkins supported the Workman's Times scheme for an Independent 

Labour Party, and May Day 1892 found him leading the procession to 

Alexandra Park as chief marshall. 4 The union's headquarters were 

subsequently removed to London, and in August 1899 Jenkinsv still General 

Secretary, joined Central Branch SDF. 5 

The British Steel Smelterst Amalgamated Association also had its 

I H. A. Clegg, et. al. 9 OP- eit-9 PP- 137-8 

2 Jv 28 December 1895 - 

3 111 19 October, 9 November 1906,4 October and 8 November 1907 

4 WT9 
FIF 

5 September 
November, 12 

1890; 8 MaYt 31 JulYt 7 and 28 August, 9 October, 14 and 
December 1891; 7 May, 20 August, 25 June 1892 

5 ! 12 19 August 1899 
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offices in Manchester in 1892. However its General Secretaryý John 

Hodge, was at that time an active Liberal. In 1699 the Union's EC 

balloted its members on-the question of direct labour representation 

in the Commons, and when the vote proved to be in favour of such a 

movet selected Hodge to ran as its Independent Trade Unionist candidate. 

Glasgow Trades Council then invited Hodge to contest the St. Rollox 

division, and the machinations of the local Liberals were largely 

responsible for his disillusionment with that party. 1 Thus in 

November 1900 John Hodge declared his adherence to the ILP. 2 While 

this conversion officially brought another trade union general 

secretýary into the ILP fold, the extent of Hodge's 'socialism' continued 

to remain suspect among some ILPers. Such suspicions were further 

aroused when Hodge appeared on the platform at Winston Churchill's 

meeting in July 19o4.3 Thus like G. D. Kelley, Hodge was a figure whose 

activities brought to the fore the labourist/socialist controversy 

within the ILP. Unfortunately (for the cause of party unityr at least) 

both became MPs in 1906. 

Apart from the activities of John Hodge, there appears to have 

been a comparatively high proportion of skilled metal workers and active 
aMO., Sth*- soc. ýC, 11ý4 

trade unionistsAin Gorton and Openshaw. Again there is no accurate 

information available, but the list of members of Openshaw Socialist 

Society, compiled by former member Mrs. Elizabeth Davies in 1970p helps 

to substantiate the hypothesis. 4 Asked if she could explain the attraction 

I J. Hodge, op. cit., pp. 115-39 passim 

2 Ut 3 November 1900 

3 Ibid. p 11 8 and 15 July 1904; qf 22 July 1904 

4 J. Mahonp op. cit. 0 Appendix 29 'Openshaw Socialist Society 1906-19111, 
pp. 497-501 
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of socialism for the Gorton engineering workerst Mrs. Davies remarked 

upon the scientific nature of both the work and the philosophy., 

Outside the ranks of Openshaw Socialist Societyq several prominent 

members of the Amalgamated Society of Engineers were also active 

socialists. On a national levelt the union could boast the leadership 

of John Burns and Tom Mann, 2 while in the Manchester area one of the 

leading figures was James Gorman. Ile bad joined South Salford SDF 

in 1893 at the age of 180 and two years later joined the ASEO being 

elected minute secretary of Salford 3rd Branch. In 1905 Gorman was 

elected to the union's Manchester District Council, and became a member 

of the national EC in 1907. Býr this time he was also serving as a 

delegate to both the local Trades Council and LqC. Although defeated 

on all three occasionst he contested the municipal elections as SDP 

candidate, for Trafford Ward in 1908 and 1910, and St. Thomas' in 

1909.3 ILP members among the 1bgineers included Jim Rileyq who 

organised the locked-out engineers labourers in Gorton in 18979 while 

himself the victim of a lock-outO4 and J. D. Lawrence. 5 13etter known 

for his literary than his engineering skills was ASE member Frank Rose. 

But despite his journalistic career with the Workman's Timesp Sundm 

Chronicleg Clarion, Daily Despatch and Labour Leader (of which he became 

1 Ih-s. Elizabeth Davies. Tape recorded interview, 20 June 1978 

2 H. A. Cleggg et. al. f op. cit., p. 42 

3 LLP 9 May 19039 30 January 1904,27 April 1906,8 October and 12 
November 1910; C9 7 August 1903,25 1hy 19069 16 October 1908; 
it 8 August 1903,21 November 1903,26 May 1907; ASP, Monthly 
Journal, )ktrch 1920p p. 56 

4 LL, 12 May, 27 October 1894v 22 June 1895,21 April 1905; 
16 October 1897 

5 LL9 25 September 1908t 13 October 1911 
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Parliamentary Correspondent)p and his publication of several pamphlets, 

he nevertheless found time to lead a Belfast Strike in 1895, speak at 

the ASEts Sheffield District Demonstration in 1906, and stand as 

Independent Socialist Parliamentary candidate at Stockton in September 

1900.1 Thus there could be little doubt thatp by the turn of the 

centuryl socialists were firmly entrenched in the ASE. 

Within the Amalgamated Society of French Polishers, howeverp 

socialist influence was perhaps more dependent upon the activities of 

its leading figureq A. A. Purcell. Purcell's dual role in the nP and 

SDF has already been considered. As a trade unionist, he became 

general secretary of the Amalgamated Society of French Polishers in 

1898, and chief organiser of the Amalgamated Furnishing Trades 

Associationt with which his society merged in 1910. Purcell attended 

Manchester and Salford Trades Council from 1903 to 1922, being a member 

of its Executive from 1910, and first serving as its president in 1905-6. 

Having unsuccessfully contested Ordsall and St. Paul's Wards in the 

1904 and 1905 municipal elections, he was elected as ILP and. SDr, 

candidate for St. Paul's Wardp Salfordy in 1906. On this occasion his 

candidature was endorsed by the Trades Council, LRC and Building 

Trades Pederation. 2 

Within the building trades unionsý Socialists again secured Icey 

positions. John Stewartp secretary of the Building Trades Federation 

and Manchester'and Salford Trades Council's representative at the 1894 

1 C, 16 November 18959 23 October 1903,6 March and 19 June 1908; 
aformer's Year Book , 1905; Sheffield Guardiang 19 October 1906; ILP9 
Report of the 17th Annual Conference ... 19099 P. 13. For Rose's 
publications, see Appendix IV below. 

2 Cq 28 Octoberv 4 November 1904,20 October, 10 November 19059 12 October 
ý November 1906; It. Rayburn, D. E. Martin and J. Saville, entry on 
Purcell in Dictionary of Labour Biography, v Vol. 1 (1972) 
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TUC, also stood in that year's School Board elections as Socialist 

and Labour candidate. 1 In 1896 Michael Dellar became General 

Secretary of the National Society of Operative Plasterers. Despite 

the description of him as 'forceful ... domineering ... overbearing and 

intolerant'. 2 he was selected by the ILP as its candidate for the 

Manchester School Boardt Chorlton Guardians, and All Saints Ward 

elections in 1894, and for All Saints in 18959 as well as the Guardians' 

election the following year. 3 In the Masons' Society, the ILP was 

represented by Richard Andersong President of S. W. Ibnchester ILPq 

a vice-president of the Manchester and Salford party, and municipal 

candidate for St. George's Ward in 1893 and 194.4 Active in the Painters' 

and Paperhangers' Union was H. Piper, Vice-President of Longsight ILP 

until he was selected by his union to attend Ruskin College. 5 

One of the leading figures in Hanchester and Salford ILP in the 

1890s, and in the early years of the LRCI was Joseph Nuttall. In 1894 

he-sms serving as General Secretary of the Mock, Roller and Stamp- 

cutters' Society, but his election to Salford School Board as a Labour 

member in 1894, and his role in a trade dispute in the autwmi of 18959 

rendered him far from popular with local employers. After losing his 

job, and being unable to find another, lie became a paid secretary and 

I C1 8 and 29 September, 17 November 1894; 

2 H. A. Clegg, et. al. 9 OP41 Cit-9 P- 157 

3 LL9 21 July, 27 October, 10 November, 8 December 1894,1 June 1895, 
21 March and 9 May 1896; gt 25 August, 27 Octobert 10 Novemberg 
8 and 15 December 1894,14 )hrch 1896 

II WT9 29 October 1892,13 May, 16 September, 21 October 1893; 
. 
99 

22 October 1892,28 October and 4 November 1893,29 September 1894 

5 111,22 January 1909t 7 April 1911 
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organiser (as well as election agent) for Manchester and Salford ILP. 

Nattall, was re-elected to the School Doard in 1897 but retired in 1900. 

After five unsuccessful attempts, he was returned to Salford Town 

Council in 1902, as ILP member for Albert Park Ward. In 1905 Nuttall 

ims appointed Secretary of Manchester and Salford LRC, and at the 

following General Election he acted as agent to both Kelley and Clynes. 1 

Another socialist councillor and trade unionist, who also fell 

victim to unemploymentg was James Dudley. In 1889 Dudleyq then aged 

18, joined S. Salford SIX179 but after 1892 transferred his activities 

to West Salford ILP. Ile was also 'a prominent and most strenuous worker' 

in the Bleachers' union, although upon losing his job he worked as an 

insurance agent. Dudley was elected to Salford Council, as ILP and 

OF candidatep at a St. Paul's Ward by-election in February 19079 but 

lost the seat in November 1908.2 Also a member of the Bleachersp Dyers 

and Finishers (Bolton Amalgamation)q and its representative on the 

Trades Council, was J. E. McGlassong Secretary of North Salford SDF. 3 

Amongr the socialists active in craft unions should also be listed 

George Tabbron. He was an active member of South Salford SDF from 18899 

and became an elective auditor for Salford in 1891, -%, rhile also serving 

on the Trades Council as delegate of the lhnchester Brassfounders' and 

1 Ibid., 6 October 1894p 22 June, 14 September, 5 and 26 October 1895; 25 
'1ý January, 26 September 1896,30 Januaryq 10 Aprilq 26 June, 27 Tovember 

1897,29 January, 26 February, 2 April, 21 Mayt 5 November 18989 4 
February, 8 April and 15 December 1899,3 February and 211 November 19009 
27 September, 8 November 1902t 9 and 16 Septemberg 23 December 1904p 27 
October 1905,19 January 1906; 

. 
9t 17# 24 November 1894t 14 September, 

19 October 1895, . 0.5 January, 12 September, 7 November 18969 23 October, 
13 November 1897,28 Hay, 5 November 1898,3 February 1900t 26 September, 
7 November 1902,15 April 1904,20 January, 13 October 1905,6 November 
1908; Salford Reporter, 16 June 1906 

2 LLP 30 MaY 1903P 15 February and I March 1907,9 October and 6 November 
19-68; 

. 
29 29 May 1903P 15 February and I March 1907P 9 October 1908; 

! 19 5 June 1909 

3 Hanchester and Salford Trades Councilp Annual Report 1897, p. 28; 
! It 19 November 1898 
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Finishers' Society. He subsequently joined the ILPO served as both 

Vice-President and President of the Trades Councilq and was a member 

of Manchester and Salford IRC. Also worthy of note were E. J. Hart, 

Trades Council delegate of the Portmanteau Makers and ILP councillor 

for Openshaw Ward, and James Bowden of North Manchester IL139 who stood 

for the EC of the Saddlers' and Harnessmakers' Union. 1 

The influence of socialism upon the Railway Servants at a national 

level, and the union1s enthusiasm for independent labour representationt 

2 have received particular attention from historians. Railwaymen as a 

group might also be particularly influential within local ILP branches. 

Lord Brochway commented upon this factor in relation to Stockporto which 

at the 1906 General Election returned, the editor of the TtailnX Tzcvie,;, Tg 

G. J. Wardle, to Parliament. 3 As a union the Amalgamated Society of 

Mailvay Servants were particularly interested in independent labour 

representation. Meir union was stillZunrec; lnised by the rail'Way 

companies, and the high proportion of parliamentary time devoted to 

railway legislation made participation in the process particularly 

desirable. It was therefore hardly surprising that the resolution 

placed before the 1899 TUC, to summon a special conference to consider 

1 For information on Tabbron see ! j, 14 September 18899 19 July 1890t 2 
June 1900,8 August 1903; WTp 16 April, 24 July, 21 August, 16 October 
18910 19 November 1892,1 and 29 July, 21 October 1893; Sit 30 January 
18979 7 Au, (,, rust 1903; jLP 7 May 1898,4 February 1899P 3 November 19009 
18 October 1902; Manchester Central Dranch ILP, List of Members 
(contained in Vol. I of Hinutes) and Minutes of meeting:, sq 4 February 
1908; Manchester and Salford Trades Council, Annual Reports 18929 18959 
1897t 1901-4. For Hart see in particular LL, 4 -February 1899,8 November 
19029 27 October 1905 and 6 November 1908. ýowdenls attempt to obtain a 
seat on his union Executive are recorded in ibid., 4 September 1897 and 
12 Mirch 1898. 

2 II. A. Cleggg et. al. t op. cit., pp. 295-6; F. Bealey and H. Pelling, 
op. cit. 9 pp. 22-3 

3 Lord Droclzmy. Tape recorded interview by T. D. W. Reidv 23 July 1974. See 
also P. Da&nfell, entry on Wardle in Diction_ary of Labour Biographyg op. cit. r 
Vol- IIP PP- 373-6 
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labour representation in parliament, came from the Doncaster branch 

of the ASM. Nor was it surprising that the resolution was proposed 

by an ILP memberv who had served on the union's national executive. In 

contrast to the Textile Workers, the Railway Servantshad an Executive 

Committee composed of rank and file membersv vho were also subject to 

annual election and not re-elidible after serving for two years. 

Influence within the union could easily be obtained by young socialist 

activists. 1 In the Manchester area Arthur Law, a member of the ASTIS 

executive, was a regular speaker at ILP meetings2 while Alfred Mearsq 

a union organiserv was active in the party for much of the period in 

question. Ile spoke at the 1892 May Day demonstration, contested municipal 

elections on behalf of the ILP both in Mles Platting in 1894 and in 

Now-ton Heath two years later, and was elected chairman of Manchester 

and Salford ILP in January 19oo. 3 

The General Railway Workers' Union-vas both a tilew Union' and also 

the outcome of the efforts of a group of socialists9 including II. H. 

Champion, to cater for the lower-paid grades. 4 In the local area the 

union's leading figure was Tom Lowth, secretary of its Manchester and 

Salford District Council. Lo-., rth was elected as LRC candidate for 

Ardwick Ward at the 1904 municipal elections, but lost his seat in 1907 

and proved unsuccessful in his attempts to regain the seat in the two 

I H. Polling, A Short Histoj: Z of the Labour Partyt pp. 6-7; F. Bealey 
and H. Polling, op. cit., pp. 22-3; P. S. Baotellp op. cit., pp. 199-203 

2 aq 11 May, 23 November 1906,149 21 June 1907,7 May 1909,20 January 
: Fg-ijL 

3 C9 30 April 1892,22 September 1894,3 October and 7 November 1896, 
3 February 1900; Up 29 September 1894,26 Septemberg 3 October, 
7 November 1896, ýTýbruary and 26 May JL900,19 August 1904 

4 H. A. Cleggg et. al., op, cit., p. 230 
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years -JAch f olloved. 1 Also active as an ILP speaker in 1893 was 

J. Solley of the MM2 but the details of his career remain obscure. 

Like the GMiUq many 'New Unions' had been strongly influenced by 

socialists at the time of their foundation. As has already been 

remarked, there followed no mass conversion of the unions' rank and 

file. Indeed, J. R. Clynes encountered problems when, as Lancashire 

organiser of the G1 & GLUj he appeared as a speaker at ILP meetings: 

1hch of my opposition came from members of my own 
Union. Hundreds of working men, -kiiose Union official and 
servant I was, wrote or sent resolutions protesting against 
my support of the Labour Party because they themselves were 
Liberals or Tories$ and they found my wages. 6 

Again there is no statistical evidencel but the indications are that 

while active socialists might be found among the rank and file as well 

as in key positions within the craft unions, in the 'New Unions' -their 

influence continued to be concentrated among the leadership. The Liberal 

and Tory gasworkers were by no means untypical'. ' 

J. R. Clynes, although based in Oldham and an active member of that 

towia's Trades Council, was well-knoim in the Ihnchester area during the 

150s both as union organiser and ILPer. He attended the foundation 

conference of the LRC in February 1900, and was chosen to represent 

the Trades Councils on the Committee's executive. 4 The Clariong at 

leastq visualised Clynes as 'future MP for Oldham' and his municipal 
5 

contests of 1901-3 took place (albeit unsuccessfully) in that town. 

1 Up 21 October, 4 November 1904,8 November 1907,16 October and ý-kovember 1908,19 March and 3 September 1909 

2 Cq 11 February and 11 March 1893 

3 J. R. Clynes, op. cit. f p. 84 

4 Ibid. p pp. 88-9; 119 12 May 1894,9 May, 20 June, 4 July 1896 

5 
. 
29 3 July 1903; J. 1t. Clynesq OP- cit-, Pp. 95-6 
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Clynes did not stand at the folbwing year's election 'for my work was 

taking me more and more to Ihnehester. It was already foreshadowed 

that I should soon be asked to contest a division of that city in a 

Parliamentary election, and I could not give adequate time to both 

12mchester and Oldham'. ' In 11y 1905 Clynes was indeed requested to 

replace John Harker as Labour Parliamentary, candidate for N. E. Manchester92 

and upon his election in 1906 he became the only local 11P who was both 

a trade unionist and a long-standing member of the ILP. At the time 

of Clynes' appointment as Lancashire organisert the Manchester district 

secretary of the G11 & GLU was P. Connorp who also contested Harpurhey 

Ward for the ILP at the 1893 Municipal elections. 3 

Several of the socialists prominent in 'New Unions' were actual 

founders of their particular unions. Leonard Hall's activities on behalf 

of the Navvies have been described above. When the majority of the 

Lancashire members of the union seceded in 1891, to form the Lancashire 
Holl coKt;, %t4e4)v% KLs r; le d o0aA4tr omd "presex-ILd -tie Amato, 201'11LGO" 

and Adjacent Counties Labour Amalgamation on Manchester and Salford 

Trades Council and at the 1893 TUC. 4 Tom Fox became a member of the 

Amalgamation's EC and Secretary of the DW[infield brancht before 

I Ibid., p. 96 

2 LLt 26 MaY 1905; J. R., Clynes, op. cit., pp. 105-6 

3 WT9 4 September 1891,21 September and 28 October 1893; Cq 28 October 
and 4 November 1893,5 IhY 1894; lit 12 May 1894 

,I See above, p. 19+ for Hallts activities in the Navvies' Union, The 
secession of most of the Lancashire members from the Navvies' Union 
appears to have been a result of a split between John Ward and the 
London &ecutive, and general dissatisfaction of the Lancashire members 
with their treatment by the Executive. Complaints were made that the 
Executive ignored correspondence and proposals for reforms of the rules 
and constitution. For details of the secession see letter 'Leonard 
Hall: His slanderers refutedIv in LL, 25 August 1894. See, also 
J. B. Smethurstq OP- cit-P P- 1: 5. 
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replacing Hall as General Secretary of the union (iihich was later 

re-named the British Labour Amalgamation). Fox joined the ILP upon 

its inception, and afterune unsuccessful attempt was elected to 

Manchester City Council at the Dradford Ward by-election in February 

1904. He was elected to the EC of Manchester and Salford Trades Council 

in 1901, becoming its Secretary in 1905. He continued in this role 

until his election as Vice-President in 1909 and President in 1910.1 

Representing the Lancashire and Adjacent Counties Labour Amalgamation 

at the IRC Foundation Conference was Joe Chatterton. Ile was an active 

member of the SDP, both as a public speaker and as a member of the ECO 

2 elected at the 1899 Annual Conference in Manchester. 

Also continuing his activities in the union which he had founded 

was Joseph Billam, Secretary of the Upper Mersey Watermen's Association. 

Billam, like several other organisers of 'New Unions', had never himself 

engaged in the occupation pursued by his members. In fact he was a 

shoemaker by trade, and also worked an an insurance agentq but his union 

activities continued until his death in 1915. Joseph Billam fought 

his first election for the ILP in 1893, when he was defeated in Miles 

Platting. He fought New Cross Ward the following yearp again unsuccess- 

fullyp and -was finally elected for Bradford Ward in 1905. Ile retained 

this seat until his deathq being particularly noted for his committee 

E. and It. Yro-mr, op. cit., pp. 63-4; Ilanchester and Salford Trades 
Councilp Annual Reportsv 1901-10; Manchester and Salford Labour 
Representation Committee, Annual Report 1906; aq 18 October, 
8 November 1902,13 February 1904 

2 LrX. 112p2rt of Conference on Labour Representation ... 19009 P. 11; 
! 19 21 November 189ý-, 12 August 1899t 22 Septemberv 13 October, I 
and 15 December 1900,9 March, 11 I-Jay, 19 October 1901 
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work on the Council. Billam also became a JP. 1 

John Harkerg founder and general secretary of the Shirt and Jacket 

Cutters' Societyt ims actually employed in the clothing trade at the 

timep albeit as a foremant but as a young man he had intended joining 

the ministry. He represented his union on the Trades Councilq serving as 

its president from 1903-5- Harker was actually the instigator of the 

resolution in favour of an Independent Labour Party, which was proposed 

at the 1892 May Day demonstration. In 1896 he was elected Vice-President 

of Manchester and Salford ILP. Apart from his role in the Boggart Hole 

Clough free speech campaigno Harker undertook two municipal contests on 

behalf of the ILP in Harpurhey Ward, and contested the 1895 School Board 

elections, all unsuccessfully. He was selected as Labour candidate for 

N. E. Hanchester in 1904 but withdrew a year later, to be succeeded by 

Clynes. Thus in the case of the Shirt and Jacket Cutters there is again 

no, indication of conversion to socialism among the rank and file member- 

ship but another 'New Union' continued to be led by its socialist founder 

2 
until his death. 

Even though socialists undoubtedly formed the minority among the 

'New Uaionslq active members who were also accustomed to public speaking 

were not without influence. Thus J. Dixon became Secretary of the Rulme 

branch of the Amalgamated Society of Indiarubber Workers; 3 A. Astles of 

I Royal Commission on Labour (1893) )1inutes of E'yidence BII. Qs- 159 329- 
6 November 35; g, 4 November 1893,10 November 1894,10 November 1905, 

1908; ILt 27 October and 10 November 1894,3 November 1905,6 November 
19089 10 November 1911,4 July 1912,11 August 1913t 22 July 1915 

2 Labour Annual, 18979 pp. 227-8; Salford Report 92 May 1908; LL9 10 
and 17 November 1894t 5 October 1895,25 January 18969 23 and 30 KaYq 
13 and 20 June, 11 July, 12 September, 7 November 18969 4 February 1899, 
19 December 1903,10 March and 12 I-Jay 1905,8 HaY 1908 

3 TIT9 11 September 1891. Dixon served on Tt. Anderson's election committee 
in Hulme (g, 28 October 1893)p but whether he was an ILP or SDF member 
is unImown. 
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the United Carters also acted as chairman of Newton Ifeath ILP. 1 

Thomas Ibrton Parves was by trade a compositor. Ife was also a member 

of South Salford SDF, who was sacked as a result of his activities in 

the 1892 General Election campaign, and remained unable to find work. 

In 1893 Parves became Secretary of the Lancashire District Council of 

the SDIT and, by 1895, Secretary to the Salford branch of the National 

2 Dockers' Union. 

Socialists had played an important role in the Jewish trade unions. 

Bat while non-Jewish socialists had assisted the organisation of the 

immigrant workers in the 180s, after the turn of the 6entury Jewish 

socialists appear to have come to the fore in their own unions. Abraham 

Lewis of the Tailors' Union and Jewish Social Democratic Association was 

particularly active at the meetings concernin, ", the Aliens Bill. 3 R. 

Abrahamst who chaired the Jeiirish platform on May Day 18929 -,, ras an active 

member of the SDIF. In 1896 he became District Secretary of the SDFIs 

Lancashire District Councilq but in 1897 left Salford for London, where 

he became Secretary of the Mantle Makers' Union.,; 

The nesirest of the 'New Unions' was undoubtedly Tom MWMIs Workers' 

Union, founded in 1898.5 With its declared political objectives it 

I Up 9 May 1903,10 November 1905 

2 I? Tt 29 October 1892; ! Ip 22 July 1893,28 December 1895; LLj 8 June 
FS-§5 

3 Mg 13 May 1899,27 MMYP I July 1904; qt 27 May 1904,26 January and 
2 March 1qo6 

1119 7 May 1892,16 September 1893; C, 16 January 1897; ! 1v 20 April, 
Tilay 1895p 8 February, 22 August JEF96,13 Februaryt 13 March 1897, 
29 January 1898. Jq 29 January 1898p commented: 'It is interesting 
to note that most of the-officials of the Jewish trade unions are 
Social-Democrats'. Miether this was an accurate appraisal of the 
situation, or just wishful thinking, is not however certain. 

5 It. Hyman, The Workers' Union (Oxford, 1971) pp. 6-11 
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belongs in a category of its oim, and must be considered at a later 

stage, in the light of other attempts to utilise trade unionism for 

socialist objectives. Among its leading members in the Manchester area 

were George Tittv union organiser who became ILP and Labour Councillor 

for Openshaw; l Annie Lee, Secretary of Openshaw ILP; 2 and Sam Brierley, 

who organised -the Ihnchester and Salford branch of the union and 
3 subsequently became Northern Circulation Ihnagger for The Syndicalist. 

Not all the newer unions were for unskilled workers; hitherto 

unorganised 1white collar' occupations had also been catered for, and 

it was among this particular group of 'Now Unions' that socialists were 

more likely to be found within the rank and file membership. William 

Johns, ton was both a founder of Manchester and Salford ILP and of the 

National Union of Shop Assistants. As an IIXer he attended the 1893 

Bradford Conference, and was elected to the first NAC. His trade 

union activitiest uhich had begun in the USA on behalf of the Knights 

of Labor, led to his becoming General Secretary of the Shop Assistants 

and founder of the unionb journal, Shop Life Reform. JohnEýeon moved to 

London in July 1893, apparently because the union headquarterswere 

being re-located, but he then resigned his secretaryship and accepted t2l 

that of the Democratic Club (thereby succeeding Shaw Maxwell). However 

Johnsfon's activities on belialf of the Shop Assistants continuedq and 

1 C, 3 April and 18 December 1908,12 March 1909; LLj 8 May and 
ýi July 1908,9 April 1909,11 November 1910,6 November 1913 

2 Ut 17 March 1900,22 June 1901,14 March 1903; ! 19 11 January 
1"9q6 2 

! It 26 Ilarch 1898; The §Mdicalistv September 19129 p. 
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notable rebels within the counting houses, , The importance of clerks 

within the Clarion movement has been emphasised by J. A. 'I'linchertIL as 

2 has their role in the ILP by Deian 11op! zin. In the )hnchester and 

Salford. area members of the National Union of Clerks included H. M. 

R. cadeq first secretary of Salford SDIF and a founder of Manchester and 

Salford ILP, who was the Union's local secretary in 1895.3 J-M- 

McLachlan, ILP member of Levenshulme Urban District Council, then of 

Manchester City Council, and parliamentary candidate for S. W. Manchester 

in 1909, was also a member of the uniong although he was better Imoun 

as one of the authors of the 'Green Manifestol. " In 1902 the secretary 

of the National Union of Clerks' Manchester branch was Robert Hughesp 

who became the union's electoral candidate for St. 1hrk's Ward. Although 

defeated he i-ms returned as Independent and Labour candidate for Ardwick 

Ward the following year. 5 Also numbering among the union's members was 

J. R. 116111eady, a speaker at Manchester Central Branch ILP's Tib Street 

6 
meetings* 

A somewhat larger 'white collar' uniont established in Manchester 

in 1893, %-ms that of the Musicians. Its founder was J. B. Ifilliamst a 

young cellist, idio in 1900 served as its delegate to the Labour 

Representation Conference. Williams also represented the 11isicians on 

1 J. A. Fincher, op. cit., pp. 181-5 

2 D. Hopkin, loc. cit., passim. 

3 Labour Annual, 1895, pp. 184-5 

4 Ct 11 I-larch 1904; 11,12 September 1903,9 April 19049 30 Aprilq 
Eý June, 12 November 19099 21 January, 12 and 19 August, 9 September 
1910t 10 November 1911. For MaLachlan's activities in connection with 
the 'Green Manif esto t, see beloif , pp. q-75-ý6 

5 Et 10 October, 111 November 1902,6 November 1903; j1p 11 October 1902, 
31 October and 7 November 1903 

6 C1 I February 1907; jLt I and 22 February 1907 
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he-subsequently became President of the Union. 1 

Among the younger generation of activists in the Shop Assistants' k. ý 
Union, Percy Redfern and W. C. Anderson merit particular mention. 

Redfern, who was a regular speaker for City of Manchester ILPt. as vell 

as a leading figure in the Ibnchester Tolstoy Society, was also editor 

of the, Shop Life Year Book, which was published in 1899 for the Manchester 

2 Branch of the National Union of Shop Assistantsp Warehousemen and Clerks. 

William Crawford Anderson moved to Hnnchester in 1903 as a union organiser 

for the north of Eagland. Paving initially joined the ILP in Glasgow, 

he became a regular speaker at meetings in the area. Anderson resigned 

his union post in 1907 to concentrate upon his political careert which 

was to involve membership of the MC, the Chairmanship of the ILP9 and 

serving as Iitbour IT for the Attercliffe division of Sheffield. 3 

The National Union of Clerks, -with a total membership of only 82 

at the turn of the century, could hardly be expected to wield much power 

within the trade union movement. ILDreover emphasis has been placed upon 

the clerks' -working environment being conducive to their lestrangement 

from the mass of working men and to their identification with the 

entrepreneurial and professional classes'. 
4 There were however some 

1 For Johnson's early career and role in the foundation of Manchester and 
Salford ILP, see abovev p. 200-See also Iff, 21 January, 25 March, 24 June 
1893; qv 18 April 1896; R. Mrrison J7. al., op. cit., p. 495, No- 3193 
Labour Annual, 18959 P- 177 

2 C,. 22 September, 20 October 1900,31 January 1902; LL9 26 January, 
'9'November 1906,9 Octoberg 20 November, 4 and 18 December 1908; it. 
Harrisont et. al., op. cit-, P. 495t NTO- 3194- See also Appendix IV 
below for other publications by Redfern. 

3 LL9 23 September 1904y 16 June, 11 and 25 Augustt 22 September, 27 October, 
1 December 1905P 9 Marchq 22 and 29 June, 6 Julyq 26 October, 2 November, 
14 December 1906,19 April, 29 November 1907,31 January and 4 September 
1908,12 and 19 February, 2 and 30 April, It June 1911,25 July and 10 
October 1912. IkLnchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of Mleeting, 19 
September 1905. D. E. Harting entry on Anderson in DictionaEx of Labour 
Bioaraphyq Vol. ut pp. 11-16 

4 II. A. Cleggg et. al. 9 ope cit,, p, 223 
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Manchester and Salford Trades Council, and served as a Labour councillor 

f or Openshaw Ward from 1904-7.1 Among the members of his union was the 

violinist and itinerant socialist propagandist Walter Ifimpson ('Caseyl)v 

2 
who became a regular contributor to the Labour Leader. 

The general vealmess of 'white collar I unions in the field of 

collective bargaining rendered political action inereasir4-, ly important. 

This factor applied particularly to goverment employees, such as the 

postmeng uhose wages and conditions were directly regulated by 

Parliament. Among the leading local members was Henry Mottersheadt 
0ý ONe POZýMeA4 fe(4"ak; (A 

financial Secretary of the Manchesterg Salford and District Branch and, x 

in 1904, Labour and Socialist candidate for Pendleton Guardianso Havir4l, 

failed on this occasion to secure a seatv he was elected for St. Thomas' 

Wardt Salford, in the following year's municipal electiong and retained 

his seat until 19os. 3 Also representing St. Thomast Wardp Salfordo on 

Salford Town Council at this tine was John Hayes, ILPer and Chairman of 

the Federation's 111anchester branch. Elected'in 1903, Hayes lost his 

seat in November 1906.4 The third posfman to be elected to Salford 

Council was the Federationis President, J. Openshaw. First elected in 

I MC9 Report of the Conference on Labour Representation ... 1900t p. 11; 
LL, 6 Yhy 1899,9 February 1901,14 and 21 Octoberg 4 November 19049 
18 January, 8 '11TOvember 1907; 

. 
29 14 October, 11 November 1904; Manchester 

and Salford Trades Councilp Annual reports, 1897 P- 36 and 1901 p. 26 

2 For biographical information on Hampson, see lReminiscences of 'Casey, t 
published veekly in Forward, 28 March - 17 October 1931. Contributions 
by 'Casey' appeared regularly in the LL,, 1907-22. 

3 jjjy 5 March, 9 April 19049 1 September, 3 November 19059 23 March and 
Ill September 19011, Ili June and 27 September 1907? 6 November 1908; 

. 
g, 8 April 1904v 15 September, 20 October, 10 November 1905; It 11 
November 1905 

It Up 7 November 1903,24 June 1904,27 January 19059 19 October and 
Tkovember 1906; Cp 9 October, 6 November 1903P 16 December 1904 
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1907 for Seedley Wardt he retained his seat three years later. A 

member of lfcst Salford ILP, Openshaw also took the chair at a Manchester 

branch meeting of the Civil Services Socialist Society. 1 Vie activities 

of the socialist postmen however met with opposition from the Postmaster 

General, vho in September 1908 forbade Openshaw and Hayes to take any 

further part in party politics. 2 Ilayedreaction to this dictat is 

uncertain, but Openshaw clearly continued his socialist and trade 

unionist activities. 

The 'white collar' unions may have been comparatively small and 

weak, but to socialists they had their own particular significance. 

Initially the unions represented occupations in which were to be found 

an important group of socialists. Moreover it is likely that an above- 

average number of employees in these fields would tend to be non-union 

members, thus giving socialists (who did tend to join unions) a 

disproportionate influence., New unions without an established Lib-Lab 

or Conservative leadership, and in which comparatively intelligent and 

articulate'members were aware of the potential benefits of parliamentary 

action, were an obvious opening for socialist influence. 'Caould such 

unions be drawn into a labour-alliancet socialists might well hope to 

for; mlate policy and exercise power in this expanding area of trade 

unionism. 

++++++ 

Diographical evidence has been extensively utilised above simply 

1 LLI 25 January, 8 November 1907,12 February 19099 11 November 1910,15 
Ka-ých 1912,20 February 1913; 

. 
2,25 September 1908,12 February 1909 

2 Cv 25 September 1908 
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because it forms the principal evidence to substantiate the claim that 

many leading socialists in the Manchester area also tended to be leading 

trade unionists. It is not being suggested that socialists composed the 

majority rank and file of any of the unions, but simply fliat socialist 

members achieved an influence within the unions out of all proportion 

to their numbers. The most likely reason f or this is the one which still 

operates today. The majority of trade union members, while obviously 

desiriný-, improvements in wages and conditions, are seldom particularly 

interested in the day-to-day running of their organisationg or in 

attending meetings. Socialists were, on balance, more likely to play 

an active part in such routine business; they were, after allq 'political 

animals', who recogmised the long term importance of such activities. 

Being generally articulate, they would not find it difficult to obtain 

votes in union elections from fellow-membors, idio did not necessarily 

share their political viewst but who iranted to see the union's case 

put in a competent manner to the management. Moreover in many of the 

instances described aboveg socialists were not just active and able 

rank and file. trade union members, but the very founders of their 

societies. Unless their activities suddenly militated strongly against 

the general interests of members, they could reasonably expect their 

influence to continue. Detailed statistical evidence concerning the 

actual number of socialists within trade unions may not be availableg 

but after examining the biographical datav the influence of socialists 

among local union leadership cannot be denied. 

The increasing influence of socialists ims also a notable feature 

in the development of Ihnchester and Salford Trades Council. In 1892 

the Council iras firmly under Liberal domination, with Matthew Arrandale 

of the United Machine Workers' Association as President, and R. W. Ifatters 
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of the Typographical Association as Vice-President. E. E# Roberts of 

the Bookbinders and Machine Rulers was Treasurer, and G. D. Kelley, 

Secretary. Somewhat isolated on the Executive was a lone Social- 

Democrat, J. F. Quinn. Dut uhile largely excluded from the leadershipp 

socialists vere in evidence among the delegates: George Tabbron, 

John Harker, William Johnson and J. P. Quinn. ' BY 1895 flichael Dellerg 

Harker, Tabbron and J. E. Sutton had all obtained places on the Fxecutivet 

and the socialist contingent among the delegates included William Mellor, 

Nuttallq William Turton of the United Flint Glass Cutters' Society (and 

N. E. Manchester ILP)q Tom Fox, and Joseph Billam. 2 Tabbron took office 

as Vice-President the follo-mring year, being supported on the Ibcocutive 

by Harkerg h1attall and Sutton. The number of socialists among the 

delegates appears to have doublcdsince 1892; Social-Democrats J. E. 

McGlasson and E. H. Parkinson represented the Bleachersq Dyers and Finishers 

and the Union of Engravers to Calico Printers and Paper Stainers respectively. 

ILP members delegated from the unions included Nuttall, Mellort J. J. Itudge 

of the Flint Glass Makers, Tom Pox, J. B. Williams, Suttonq E. J. Hart, 

Billam, and C. B. Brierley of the Asils. 3 

That the balance of power ivns swinging from the Liberal to the 
0 

socialist camp was revealed by several hey policy decisions. 1897 was 

the year in which the Trades Council decided against co-operation in the 

School Board elections -. -rith the Hanchester and District Education 

Association and the School Board Progressive Party, and resolved instead 

Manchester and Salford Trades Council, 26th jVmual Report ... 18929 
pp. 29 15-23 

2 15inchester and Salford Trades Council, 99th Annual ... 1895t 
pp. 2,24-36 

Manchester and Salford Trades Council, 31st Annual Report ... 1897 
pp. 29 28-42. Brierley was described in I! L, 4 August 1911, as 'one of 
the old veterans of the Ibnchester party. ý 
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that the EC be instructed to convene a conference of labour organisations, 

with a view to joint action. 1 The Trades Council also took the initiative 

in organising the 1897 May Day demonstration, vhen the resolutions put to 

the gathering at Peel Park supported the direct independent representation 

of labour on all legislative and administrative bodies, the enactment 

of a compulsory eight hour day, nationalisation of the landq and the 

2 abolition of all private monopolies. 

After the -turn of the century the Trades Council Executive became 

increasingly socialist-dominated. In 1901 Tabbron and Harker served as 

President and Vice-President respectively. Harker succeeded to the 

Presidency in the following year and retained office until 1905, when 

he was replaced by A. A. Purcell. Thus in 1903, when the local LUC 

was formed, the Trades Council not only had a Socialist President but 

4 of the 5 ordinary members of the Executive were also ILP or SDF 

members: Parkinson, Fox, Tabbron and J. P. Thomson. Socialists were 

3 
at last in a majority on the Trades Council Executive. 

Clearly the socialists played an influential role in the local trade 

union movement in the years preceding the formation of the local LRC. 

But they did so as individualsy selected as delegates from their own 

unions. It therefore remains to consider the local relations bet%feen 

the ILP and the trade union movement on an institutional level- 

Initiallyq how did the unions regard the ILP, as a rival or an ally? 

Obviously the ardent Liberal and Tories among the union leaders 

1 Manchcstcr and Salford Trades Council, 31st Annual_Report ... 18979 
pp. 4-6. L. Batherv OP- cit-9 P- 147 

2 Manchester and Salford Trades Council, 31st Annual Report ... 18979 
pp. 22 

3 Ibnehester and Salford Trades Council, 55th to 39th AnnualReports 
... 1901-5, passim. 
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simply opposed socialists and socialism in general, Thus G. D. Kelleyq 

when serving as Secretary of the Trades Council in 1893, asserted that 

I 
the ILP was rim with Tory money in order -to injure the Liberals. 1 For 

those who desired to prove a point, it was moreover possible to find 

evidence to the effect that socialists were 'anti-union'. Although it 

was unlikely that many of the inhabitants of Ibnchester and Salford 

would be airare of Rigels' opinions concerning the older craft unions 

and their leadership92 criticism iras also voiced by local personalities 

and in publications locally available. In November 1893 Leonard Hall 

commented in the, Clarion: 

Some of our SDIF friends are fond of referring to 
trades unionism as 'played-outt 'a friend of capital' 'an 
. nstitution for the perpetuation of exploitationt, and so 
forth. They have sent me this week a leaflet headed 'To 
Hell with Trades Unionism'. 3 

1-bre widely read than the OF leaflets was the Clarion itselfq 

and 13latchford could-wax highly critical of trade unions. Admittedly 

his outpourings on 19 January 1895 were provoked; Kentish Town OF 

and Islington ILP had complained (with little genuine cause) that the 

paper -viras produced by linotype machine and on foreign paper. Blatchford 

for his part turned upon the union movement at large: 

Trade Unionism is no part of Socialism. It is, indeedv 
a part of Individualismt and the only reasonviiy we as 
Socialists support Trade Unionism is that as things now are 
Trade Unions are the only defence of the workers against the 
attacks of the capitalist. 

Blatchford shared the unionst objection to the linotype machine, preferring 

I C, 25 March IS93 

2 K. jhrx cmd F. Engels, On BritAin (jqosc(nf, 1962 ed. ). In particular see 
letters: -2. Engels to F. A. Sorge, London, 19 April 1890 (PP. 570-1); 
F. Engels to G. V. Plelthanovp London, 21 May 1894 (P. 583) 

gp 25 November 1893 
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r. atker 
to pay the price of manual labour4than allow compositors to be thrown 

out of work. However his decision was motivated by sympathy with the 

workers rather than socialism. He demanded: 

But what have the Typographical Society - as a society 
- ever done for us? Or what will they ever do for us? Trade 
Unionists are ready enough to denounce Socialists if they 
refuse to support Trade Unionism; but I have yet to see the 
first effort made by Trade Unions to support Socialists. 
With few exceptions, I have found the Trade Unions to be 
selfish, dogmatic, and ungrateful. 1 

The objection of Blatchford, and of socialists in generalt was not 

to trade unionism as a concept, but to the Lib-Lab 'establishment' which 

dominated the traditional craft unions. The socialist case was forcibly 

argued by both Blatchford and Hall, in articles published in the. Clarion 

during the spring and summer of 1894,2 while the union 'establishment' 

was represented by T. R. Threlfall, Lib-Lab secretary of the Labour 

Electoral Association. 3 Like Kelleyq Threlfall accused the ILP of being 

a Tory dodge, created to destroy the LEA. But perhaps more likely to 

carry weight among rank and file trade unionists was the additional 

accusation that the Labour candidates of the ILP were not truly flabourers' 

but middle class men pursuing their own self interest. Blatchford 

quickly ret9liated: 

What is a workman? Are none workmen except "manual" 
labourers? What is a manual labourer? It is one who works 
with his hands. Then, what do you call a telegraph clerkp a 
newspaper reporterp an author? All thesevork with their 
hands 

I Ibid. 9 12 January 1895 

2 See Leonard Hall, 'Labourism v. Socialism' in C, 26 may 1894; 'Nunquam'. 
1"Labourism" or "Socialism"' in ibid., 4 and i7l August 1894 

3 Blatchford's article of 4 August 1894p cited aboveg formed a reply to 
Threlfall's criticisms. Threlfall's attitude to the ILP also formed the 
subject of the leading articlev 'The ILP and its Critics. Hr. Threlfall 
Replies' in ibid. 0 25 August 1894 

IF,, 
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You cannot make the distinction between head-work and 
hand-work, for all workers use both head and hand ... 

To Blatchford the issue brought to the fore the fundamental difference 

between Socialism and Trade Unionism. 

Trade Unions were formed to protect the worlaaen against 
their employers. The chief object was to keept or to raiset 
the wages of the Trade Unionists. 

Trade Unionism is, in fact, a scheme of defence - or 
self-defence. It is a union of men of one trade to defend 
the common interests of that trade. It is a perfectly 
reasonable and good thing; but it is certainly based upon 
the instinct of self-preservation ... 

But Socialism is a very different thing. It is based 
not upon the instinct of self-preservationg but upon funda- 
mental principles of justice, of mercy, of reason, and of 
universal brotherhood. 

Trade unionism tries to secure for one tradeq or one 
classt as much as they can get. Socialism demands for all 
trades and all classes as much as they deserve. 1 

In Manchester and Salfordq at leastt differences of social class 

never formed any real barrier between the socialists and trade unionists. 

Men who might be described as 'middle class' were comparatively few in 

the ranks of the ILPq although the names of Dr. Pankhurstq the barrister; 

Dr. Arthur Wyndham Martinp Medical Officer of Health for Gorton; and 

T. D. Bensong an estate agentp allEpring to mind. Yet there are no 

indications that working class trade unionist members of the party bore 

any distrust or resentment towards them. They were more likely to be 

regarded as an asset to any movement. which they joined or assisted. 2 The 

literature which survives from Dr. Pankhurst's 1895 election contest in 

Gorton reveals a keen awareness of both the immediate interests and the 

I C, 4 August 1894 

2 See abovet Part 2, Chapter 4 passim. for social composition of the 
ILP. 
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potential strength of trade unionists, whom he called upon to unite 

politically, in order to bring about the Co-operative Commonwealth. 1 

Socialism and trade unionism might be seen by Threlfall and his 

associates as opposing forces. Other observers or participants might 

regard them as two distinct and separate activities vhich happened to 

have a common core of members. But predominating the philosophy of the 

ILPers was the belief that socialism and trade unionism were, or rather 

should be, closely integrated aspects of theworking class struggle. As 

Blatchford asserted: 

... The ILP is the logical end of Trade Unionism. For 
whereas Trade Unionism binds the workers together to resist 
the capitalist at times of strikes and lock-outs, the ILP 

2 
bands 

them together to resist the capitalist at election times. 

Somewhat broader in concept was Leonard Hall's belief that: 

The New 'Labourism' (a phrase which is only objection- 
able because indistinct and clumsy) is the direct product 
and outcome of the teachings of Marx and Lassalle. And the 
keynote of these men's message is the CLASS WAR. The economic 
dependence of the producing classes upon the selfish caprice 
of the possessing classes - that is the root of social evil, 
involuntary poverty, systematised injusticep viceq despairg 
disease and death. The remedy? This - the self- 
emancipation of the producers. In other wordsq class 
organisation .3 

Neither Hardie nor, one suspects, the majority of the ILP's national 

leadersq would have echoed Hall's emphasis on Marxism and the class war. 

Dut there is every reason to believeg although again no firm evidenceg 

that to the rank and file trade unionists of Manchesterv who were not 

particularly avid supporters of the major partiest the ILP appeared as 

I See leaflets headed 'Labour! Labour! Labour! Gorton Division Parliamentary 
Election, 18951 and 'Gorton Parliamentary Election 1895. Workers: Read 
how the Tories love your Trade Unions'. Both are contained in Dr. 
Pankhurst's cuttings collectiont Pankhurst Paperst Vol. 4. 

2 C9 11 August 1894. See Blatchford's 3rd article on 'Labourism and SocialismI. 

3 Leonard Hall, 'Labourism v. Socialism' in C. 26 May 1894 
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a willing and useful ally. 

'Simeon Tvigg', when interviewing Leonard Hall for the Clarion 

in October 18939 remarked: I... I've heard it said that the Manchester 

and Salford Labour Party is somewhat unsound in the matter of trade 

unionismV Hall immediately dismissed the accusation. - 

Any lie is good enough to the enemy - the bigger the 
better. .1 As a matter of factq the Manchester and Salford ILP 
is practically a trades unionist political organisationg and 
in its rules presses upon all members the necessity of being 
good trade unionists. It has done more in its short life to 
practically assist the unions, financially and morallyp than 
any other body. It was specially active in the matter of 
public collections during the Cotton Lock-out, and has done 
splendidly for the colliers. 1 

Socialist assistance to the wider labour movement hag been 

particularly in evidence during the era of 'New Unionism'. The Clarion 

had from its very foundation campaigned not simply for abstract socialist 

principles, but on behalf of groups such as the Manchester matmakersp or 

the chainmakers of Cradley Ileath. 2 After the foundation of the ILP 

branches or groups of members were usually to be found assisting 

strikes and lock-outs, or campaigning on behalf of the unemployed. 

The cotton lock-outo to which Leonard Hall referredt actually 

began on 1 November 1892. The Hanchester and Salford socialists were 

particularly active on behalf of the card room and blowing room 

operatives, whose own funds were spent by Decembert and who were there- 

fore obliged to seek outside assistance. The Labour Church began to 

make collectionst having obtained permission from managers of theatres 

to stand at the doors with boxes. 3 S. W. Manchester ILP held a demonstration 

I Ibid. 9 14 October 1893 

2 Ibid. p 12 December 18919 2 April 1892 

WT9 25 February 1893 
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in March 1893 and collected for the locked-out operatives along the 

route, only to have the names of marshals and collectors taken by the 

police. 
' South Salford devoted the proceeds of a concert to the 

2 fund. 

The colliers' lock-out, also mentioned by Ifallt commenced at the 

end of JulY 1893- On 27 August East Manchester ILP assisted the miners 

with funds raised by a procession and mass meeting, addressed by Leonard 

Hall, Don Bilcliffe,, J. Riley and others. 3 The following Saturday West 

Salford followed suit, with its demonstration culminating in a meeting 

at Charlestown Fair Ground. 4 Two miners' checkweighmen, Edwin Datler 

and Robert Spruceq were then refused permission from the Watch Committee 

to collect funds in the streets. Moreover the Committee passed an order 

prohibiting any collections. The two men proceeded to lead a procession 

of about 60 miners (all with collecting boxes), and were duly arrested. 

Manchester and Salford ILP, which had previously advocated that all 

districts should collect on behalf of the miners, decided to continue 

its plans in spite of the Watch Committee. N. E. lknchester district 

party then arranged a meeting at New Cross, in the course of which 

Brittain (district delegate on the Pxecutive) and Worsley (district 

secretary and municipal candidate for Miles Platting) were both taken 

into custody. However they continued to collect from the crovd all the 

way to the police station. A meeting was duly arranged at the same 

location that evening, when Beresford volunteered to collect. The 

1 Ibid. 9 18 March 1893 

2 Ibid. 9 22 April 1893 

3 Ibid. 9 26 August 1893 

4 Ibid. t 2 September 1893 
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Temperance Party met - and collected funds - at New Cross, but the 

police did not interfere. However as soon as the ILP meeting began 

Beresford was arrested, as was a young man named McDonald, accused 

of kicking a policeman. Ben Bilcliffe, then on his way home from a 

meeting at Oldham, heard what had taken place. Ile promptly got off the 

tramcar on Oldham Roadq and vent to start another meetingt with a crowd 

of about 3,000. As Bilcliffe urged his audience to revenge the outrage 

by voting for ILP municipal candidatest Iforsley and Ritsong he too was 

arrested. At the police station the ILP men were treated as habitual 

criminalsq but were given bail until their trial at Hinshull Street 

Police Court on Monday 5 September. Hundreds of people failed to gain 

admission to the event and crowded the street outside to hear that both 

ILPers and miners had been remanded. 

N. E. Hanchester continued its meetings and collections on the 

Monday and Tuesday evenings, with audiences of about 3,000- Police'Were 

present and collections made, but there were no arrests. 1 The City 

Council subsequently refused to ratify the Watch Committee's arbitrary 

prohibition of street collections for the miners. The Watch Committee# 

having originally prosecuted on a charge of vagrancyt now decided to 

change it to one of obstruction, But the Chief Constable instructed 

Superintendent Meade not to offer any evidence against the defendants on 

either chargep and the collectors were duly dismissedt but without costs. 

However, as the Iforliman's Times commented, it was likely that the 

advertisement for the ILP would be worth the money. 2 

The joint activities of the ILP and colliers continued through 

I Ibid. 9 9 September 1893 

2 Ibid. f 16 September 1893 
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September 1893. W. J. Dodd of Liverpool Fabian Society came to speak 

on 'The Coal Strike' at a meeting in Charlestown arranged by West 

Salford ILP and attended mainly by locked-out colliers. The ILP was 

invited to assist the colliers in holding a demonstration at the Prince 

of Wales Theatre, Salford, on 2 October. The Itiners' Federation clearly 

welcomed the aid which was forthcoming from the ILP, but G. D. Kelley 

did not. As Secretary of the Trades Council he should have conveyed 

a request from the Miners' Federation for ILP co-operation at a demonstra- 

tion to be held in Stevenson Square on 24 September. Kelley not only 

failed to invite the ILP to co-operate (and received a remonstrance 

from the Miners' Federation as a result) but he also excluded from the 

posters the names of three ILP men, all delegates to the Trades Councilp 

who were appointed as speakers. i 

The miners were notg however, ungrateful for the ILP's efforts. 

Just before the 1893 municipal elections the party's campaign closed 

with a procession from Stevenson Square and a demonstration in Ste James's 

Hall. Obvious in the procession were colliers, carrying their picks and 

collecting from the crowd. As the Worlanan's Times commented: 

Not the least important of the developments of the 
coal lock-out is that it has practically converted the miners 
of Lancashire and many of their leaders, to the ILP views. 2 

Ygmy of the Pendleton and Pendlebury miners helped Ben Bilcliffe's 

campaign in Charlestown Ward13 and the following year Jesse Butler and 

Ibid. 9 30 September 1893 

2 Ibid. $ 4 November 1893- For a survey of the role of Socialists in the 
strike in Lancashire generally, see It. Challinort op. cit., pp. 218-20. 

3 IiTt 11 November 1893 
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Jack Sutton won Openshaw and Dradford Wards for the ILP. 1 

Another major industrial dispute, in which the local ILP played 

a leading role in assisting the trade unionists, was the 1897 engineers' 

lock-out. The origins of the dispute have been considered elsewherep as 

has the validity of the arguments presented by both sides. Prom, the 

point of view of the ILP, the principal considerations were that the 

employers had formed a Federation whichg the Bagineers claimedt was 

attempting to destroy the unions. Moreover the employers believed that 

the unions had been inspired by socialist militancy. In fact the 

fundamental issue behind the dispute-was the unions' attitude towards 

technical change, but the union leadership deliberately concentrated 

upon the campaign for an eight-hour day, as being more likely to win 

public support. 2 Thus when the lock-out affected the Manchester areap 

the local ILP quickly rallied on behalf of the unions. On Saturday 

18 July the S. W. Manchester district party organised a meetingo attended 

by some 2,500 people at Alexandra Park. With Joseph Nuttall in the chairt 

Dr. Panhhurst gave an address on the 'Eight-Ifours Day' and a resolution was 

carried unanimouslyt in favour gf-the legislative establishment of an 

eight hour working day, and the nationalisation of mines and railways. 

A telegram was duly sent from the meeting to the ASEt wishing 'Success 

to the good cause of Labour against Employers' Federation and tyranny'. 3 

The Ibnehester and Salford ILP held a further mass meeting (with, of 

courseq a collection) on 14 August, when Councillor Suttonq Dr. and Mrs. 

Pankhurstj Charles Gregoryq E. J. Hart and Tom Fox all expressed sympathy 

1 See above, p, (997 

2 H. A. Cleggv et. al. 0 op* cit., pp. 161-8 

3 IL9 24 July 1897 
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for the locked-out engineers. 1 

Support for the unions was of course widespread, and certainly 

not confined to the ILP. The SDF in West Salford held a meeting on 

'Social-Democracy and the Engineers' Lock-outt. 2 The GUS voted 939000 

for the fund (a sum wbich James Johnston and others tried to raise to 

C5,000). while 114nchester and Salford Co-operative Society's committee 

recommended its members to vote 050.3 In all a total of C6,462 was 

received by the lhnchester District Allied Trades Joint Committeep most 

of the money apparently coming from the unions. 4 The local ILP as an 

organisation could never raise funds to the same extent as could the 

unions. It did however have among its members some individualowho, at 

a local grass-roots levelq led the fund-raising activities. They were of 

particular aid to the engineers' labourers idio, unlike their skilled 

workmates, did not receive strike pay. J. Connor of West Gorton offered 

to go to any district round Manchesterg to show the labourers who were 

idle through the engineers' dispute how to obtain funds and organise 

themselves. Apparently in his own area every labourer was paid eight 

shillings per week from funds which they had raised themselves. 5 The fund 

raiser par excellence in Gorton was undoubtedly ILPer Jim Riley. By 

16 October his activities on behalf of the engineers' labourers had 

already been in progress for eight weeks. Dvery day he had sent out 

batthps of labourers with--a couple of street organst-who had raised a 

1 Ibid. p 21 August-i897 

2 J9 25 September 1897 

3 gq 2 October 1897 

4 E. and R. Prow, OP- Cit-P PP- 36-7 

5 LL9 28 August 1897 
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total of C30 in bronze coins. Daring the same time he had sent out 

a company of eight dancers (wearing costumes supplied by Pitt 17ardacre) 

and accompanied by collectors, who received over M. Twenty collectors 

went round the neighbourhood with collecting boxes, 'tapping shopkeepers 

and other 'well-to-do' residents for contributions'. Collections 

weretaken at workshop and factory gates on pay days, and an average of 

four concerts were held on behalf of the labourers every week. During 

the eight weeks the schemes organised by Riley had raised C230 from all 

sourcesq and provided for 83 men, vhose number was being augmented by 

3 per day. Riley had also raised contributions in kind; C12 worth of 

fish sent from the fish-market every week, 83 1/6d. parcels of groceries 

from the, Chronicle office; and 160 4 lb. loaves from the Co-opo Stores. 

One shoemaker gave new boots to a labourer every week; five shoemakers 

mended boots for nothing, and two hairdressers would shave and cut hair 

free for Ilabourers having the imprimatur of Rileylo Jim Rileyp himself 

a locked-out engineer, was officially president of the fund-raising 

committee, while the other officers and committee members were almost all 

labourers, Prom the contributions receivedv they had managed to pay the 

collectors 18/- per week, together with 9d. per day for dinners. ' As 

James Leatham commented in Justice: 'Citizen Riley knows many engineers 

who are of the opinion that it would pay -them to give up their strike 

allowance pay if they could declare on Riley's lock-out fund'. ' 

The actual sums of money raised by individuals such as Connor and 

Riley, or indeed by the ILP itselfq may have been extremely small by 

comparison with the sums which were provided by the unions during the 

dispute. Dut although the contrast between the financial resources of 

i ig 16 June 1894 
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of the ILP and the unions is a factor which must be considered later in 

the context of the LUC, the intention here is to demonstrate the efforts 

made by socialists on behalf of trade unionists at grass-roots level. 

The strikes and lock-outs mentioned above,, although perhaps the 

most important, were far from beingthe only ones iihich took place 

during the period in question. Nor was assistance confined solely to 

disputes. One could mention H. M. Reade's endeavours to improve the 

conditions of the women shirtmakers. 1 or Dr. Martints efforts to raise 

a Christmas and New Year fund for tram drivers and conductorsq by 

borrowing collecting boxes which were then placed in the Belle Vue and 

Denton trams. 2 Trade union affairs at a national and international level 

also received the attention of ILPers. Joseph Nuttall as ILP Secretary 

was one of the principal speakers at a meeting in March 1898f held to 

3 
condemn -the discharge of four men from II. M. Dockyard at Portsmouth. 

The fight by, the Carmaux glass workers for the right of combination 

received both sympathy and financial assistance at a meeting addressed 

by Caroline Martyn, James Sexton and Katherine Bruce Glasier. 4 

The ILP also played a leading part in the unemployed movement 

during the 190s, which again would serve only to strengthen the local 

bonds between the party and working class people outside its ranks. 

Wheng at the beginning of 18959 unemployment led to 'great and widespread 

distress' in Manchester. Dr. )krtin and Mrs. Panhhurstt as the ILP 

representatives on Chorlton Board of Guardians, pointed out the 

I LL9 16 June 1894 

2 Cp 18 January 1896 

3 LL9 12 March 1898 

4 Ibid. 9 2 November 1895 
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inadequacy of more charitable reliefg and advocated that the Corporation 

should provide employment on its own estates. Apparently under the 

auspices -of the ILPp a committee was formed, which both undertook a 

census on unemployment and organised the collection and distribution of 

food. The committee met daily at the Labour Institutel and managed to 

provide daily fare of pea soupp hare and rabbit stew, bread, and corned 

beef, to crowds of about 2#000. The food was prepared in ILP clubs in 

NE and N. Ibnchester before being transported (in a large furniture van) 

2 to Stevenson Square, where ILPers organised its distribution. 

Lhtil the spring the ILP continued to assist the unemployed on 

these two levels. Food continued to be distributed at Stevenson Square 

and also at Salford 'Flat Iron' market. On some days the ILPers fed some 

3,000 people, and from Stevenson Square the 6-deep queue often reached 

the corner of Oldham Street. On a political level, the ILP both held 

demonstrations and organised deputations to advocate more far-ireaching 

government action. Initially they called for immediate and adequate 

relief to be provided through local authorities to the unemployed and 

destitute poor, iiho should not as a, consequence forfeit their rights of 

citizenship. As a longterm solution to the problem they called for the 

local authorities to provide-work for the unemployedg both in clearing 

slum dwellings in the city and in producing food on the 11pOOO acres of 

fertile land then owned by the municipality. On Itty Day 1895 the eight- 

hour day was also advocated as a means of reducing unemployment. 
3 

Unemployment did nott howeverg continue to be a major issue after 

I Cp 23 February 1895 

2 Ibid. t2 March 1895 

3 Ibid., 2v 9,16t 23 and 30 April 1895; Ilov 22 February 1896 
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the mid 190s. The economic boom, which commenced in 1897, both 

alleviated the situation and led to a decline in public interest. 1 

But the local ILP's efforts at the height of the distress had clearly 

demonstrated that the party was not an elite group of armchair intellect- 

ualsq but rather an integral part of the local labour movement. The 

role of individuals across the spectrum of the socialist and labour 

movements, as well as the ILP's obvious efforts on behalf of trade 

unionists or the unemployedp all indicate a close cohesion between the 

two movements on a local level. Thus there is every reason to believe 

that the local ILP did not regard the prospect of a Ilabour alliance' 

simply as a means of obtaining support or funds for its electoral 

activities, or that it was prepared to lose its socialist identity. The 

ILP considered its role to be the political leadership of the broader 

labour movement, and the conversion of the trade union rank and file to 

socialism. On a purely local level they may well have had some hope 

of success in their bid for political leadership. But the labour 

alliance which was formed on a national level was to differ both in its 

priorities and its balance of power. The section which follows will 

examine the formation of the alliance, and the manner in which both the 

socialism and independence of the local movement were compromised by the 

activities of the national Labour Representation Committee. 

++++++ 

In practice the ILP leadership had long sought some form of political 

alliance with the trade unions as they then existed. On the evening of 

the 1893 Bradford Conferencep Hardie suggested to George Bernard Shaw 
I 

K. D. Browny Labgucý and -UnO-ruplo4melit 1200-12t4 (Newton Abbotp 1971) 
pp. 19-20 . %J 
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that 

periodicallyq say once a year, a Socialist conference 
should be called, and that all Socialist organisationsp together 
with all Trade Unions and Co-operative organisationsq should be 
invited to send delegates ... this committee would be the 
recognised head of the Socialist movement in Dritian, leaving 
the ILP, SDP, Fabian Society9 and other organisations to carry 
on their propaganda in their respective vays. 1 

But if Hardie, and indeed the majority of ILPers, accepted trade 

unionism in its current formv and merely considered the possibilities of 

future ra rochmentt other socialists initially sought changes within 

trade unionism itself. By the end of 1896, Tom Hann, while still serving 

as secretary of the ILP, was becoming increasingly interested in the 

possibilities of trade union organisation. He finally resigned from office 

in April 1898, to devote his time to the newly-formed Workers' Union. 2 

1 11. Pelling, The Origins of the Labour PartE ..., pp. 201-2 

2 It. Hyman, op. cit., p. 6. Although contemporary reports and references 
in more recent works to ýkmls resignation all suggest that itWas 
simply the result of his own commitment to trade unionismg there is 
little doubt that several of his ILP comrades had for some time been 
anxious to precipitate his departure. On 19 September 1897 J- Bruce 
Glasier recorded in his diary a visit to Russell Smartv who stated 
that he had been discussing )! Dmn with Keir Hardie. Hardie had agreed 
that Smart should speak to Ihnn and advise him to retire from the 

secretaryship. According to Glasier: 

Smart says lk=ls conduct at Birmingham during Trades Congress was 
very foolish. He went about with Joe Turner's sister who is 
regarded as a prostitute. Ile brought Minnie Palmer into the gallery 
of the congress and altogether seemed an jous to flaunt his profligacy 
before the public. Smart thinks we must do something, I agreeo What 
I feel is that Mann has ceased to be a serious propagandisto He is 
becoming bankrupt in character and in speech. His personal extravagances 
and indulgence is an affront to our cause. It is. a thousand pitfies 
he has not remained true and braveo The movement has treated him as a 
prince - and he has behaved as princes commonly doo 

(J. Bruce Glasier, Diarieso 1htry for 19 September 1897. Sidney Jones 
Libraryv University-of Liverpool), 

It is obviously beyond the scope of this work to debate the opinions 
expressed by Glasiero But it is clear that a section of the ILP leadership 
did dislike Ikum (either personally or politically) and seek his resignationo 
Thus Mann's decision to concentrate his work for socialism upon the industrial 
front may to some extent have been influenced by the attitude of Hardie and 
his supporters in the ILP. It may not have been simply a calculated political 
decisiono 
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The Workers' Union was intended to be a general union, drawing its 

membership from the five sixths of adult workers still unorganised. 

Mann himself described it in the Clarion as: 

... an organisation free from as many as possible of 
the narrowing influences that swamp so many of the older 
unions: not seeking to convert the existing unionsp but 
aiming at drawing together in one organisation persons 
connected with any department of industry. Skilled and 
unskilled, men and women; an organisation that shall 
serve the purposes of any workerp no matter how often he 
may change his occupation; that shall show due regard to 
the standards already established by organised sectionsp 
but shall aim at welding together the interests of all 
sections ... 

Ihnn also visualised the Iforkers' Union as a political organisationg which 

vould aim at securing common action with members of other unions for political 

ends. Moreover, 

The Workers' Union will always co-operate with 
socialists and Labour men in forcing to the front an advanced 
municipal policyg and when desirable and possiblev will ran 
candidates, always on the 'Independent' ticket. 

The union also intended to seek reforms from parliament: a general eight- 

hour day; the provision of work for the unemployed; the raising of the 

age for commencing work to 14; state pensions for all; and adult suffrage. 
1 

Clearly Mann was still thinking in terms of independent labour 

representation, and of a united mass movement of trade unionists and 

socialists pressuriSing parliament for reforms. His later syndicalist 

philosophyvas as yet undevelopedt2 but the shift in emphasis was apparent. 

Hardie and his colleagues visualised the ILP leading a labour alliance; 

)Idun put his faith more in the power of a united trade union movement. Thus 

even if personal antipathy had been cast aside, the ILP would hardly have 

i Ct 7 May 1898 

2 See Tom Mann,, From Sinale Tax tq 25Mdicalism (1913) passim. 
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welcomed the advent of the I-Iorkers' Union, with its rival political 

aims. In Manchester the initial organisation of the Workers' Union 

was undertaken by an ILPer, Harry Henshall: 1 and a Clarionette, Sam 

Brierley. 2 The local union branch does not appear to have impinged 

upon the affairs of Manchester and Salford ILP, but did pursue its 

policy of calline for the adherence of electoral candidates to its own 

programme. Thus just before the 1902 municipal elections the branch drew 

up a progranme which, among other reformsq demanded direct labour for 

public works, adherence to the Fair Contracts Clause, an eight hour 

day with a 30/- per week minimum adult-vage, taxation of ground valuesq 

municipal coal supply, the establishment of a food departmentg old age 

pensions for corporation employees, and work at trade union wages for the 

unemployed. 3 

In the late 190s many local socialists also became involved in the 

various schemes to promote trades federation. Essentially the aim was 

simply to create a powerful trade union body uhich might act as a 

counterpoise to capitalist combines. In the wake of the engineering lock- 

out the need for mutual assistance during disputes was keenly felt*" 

But to socialists, and especially to the Clarion group whose aim was 

socialist unity, a federation which would provide a parallel industrial 

I Henshall was at this time running the Manchester Labour Press at 
premises in Miller Street. He ims also serving on the executive 
committee of his ovn union, the Typographical Association (Cq 26 
March 1898). 

2 Brierley vas a newsagent at 49 Chester Road, Hulme. On 19 March 
1898 the C announced that he was to accompany the Clarion Van on 
its next journey. In 1912 he became Northern Circulation Manager 
for The Syndicalist (see The §Mdicalistg September 1912) 

3 
. 
2t 10 October 1902 

4 H. A. Clegg, et. al. 9 op. cit., p. 266 
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unification was eminently desirable. Schemes for federation were 

mooted by P. J. King and John Wre, and discussed at length in the 

columns of the Clarion and Labour Leader, as well as at a conference 

held on il April 1898, convened by the Manchester and Salford section 

of the National Trades Federation League. The Clarion then convened 

and financed a Federal Labour Parliamentp which met at the Co-op. Hallf 

Downing Street, Manchestery from the 18th to the 20th July 1898. With 

P. J. King acting as General Secretaryt 200 delegates representing 

7509000 trade unionists met and pledged to support the main principles 

of the Clarion scheme. 1 The later development of this movement remains 

obscure, but it appears that it was eclipsed by the TUC's own activities. 

After years of considering the subject of trades federationt the TUC 

finally convened a special Congress in Manchester, in January 18999 which 

2 established the General Federation of Trade Unions. Daring the Congress 

Isaac Hitchell of the ASE moved an amendment which was carried unanimouslyp 

that: 

The objects shall be: 'To uphold the rights of combination 
of Labourp to improve in every direction the general position and 
status of the workers ]a-the inaup,, uration of a polia, that shall 
secure to them the power to determine the economic and social 
conditions under which-1he shall work and livep and to secure 
unity of action amongst all societies forming the federatiod. 

The Labour Leader in reporting the proceedings, commented that thewords 

in italics, if interprebed sympathetically, might be made to cover the 

entire socialist field of effort. 3 The General Federation however 

decided to confine its activities entirely to trade mattersq leaving the 

TUC to deal with political affairs. 4 

1 LLP 5 and 26 March, 2 and 16 April, 7 and 28 May, 11 June 1898; 
T5- June, 16 and 23 July 1898 

2 U9 28 January, 1899; II. A. Clegg et, al., op. cit., p. 266 

3 Up 4 February 1899 

4 H. A. Clegg, et, al. 9 op. cit., p. 266 
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Thus neither the Workers' Union nor the trades federation 

emerged as a real rival to the ILP's plans for a labour alliance. But 

the fact that such schemes were being mooted is worthy of note. Through- 

out the nineteenth century the leadership of the British working class 

movement had gravitated be-Eween its industrial and political wings* 

Since the advent of the ILP the impetus had been essentially politicalp 

and this phase was to continue into the early years of the LUC. The 

long term significance of the Workers' Union and trades federation was 

their suggestion that leadership could and should be rooted in the 

industrial movement. As disillusionment with the Lntourgrew in the years 

after the 1906 electiont the idea of socialists concentrating not upon 

parliamentary powert but upon trade union control of industryt found 

new popularity. 

During the 1890s however the main impetus was towards a socialist/ 

trade unionist alliance,, with the object of returning independent labour 

candidates to parliament. As the biographical sketches above have clearly 

demonstrated, a large number of ILPers were themselves active and even 

prominent trade unionists. A political alliance with the unions did 

not therefore appear to them as a compromise or a tsell-out' to an 

alien organisation, but a formalisation of the co-operationwhich had 

long been practised on a local, personal level. Socialist influence 

within the unions was-sfidespread in the lknehester and Salford areat 

and further propaganda and conversion in this ýield seemed an obvious 

and rewarding task. Even if the wholesale conversion of trade union rank 

and file-tras merely wishful thinkingg Manchester and Salford ILPers had 

good reason to believe that socialists could wield considerable 

influence within the unionst and could use an alliance to promote the 

advance of socialism. 



-869- 

The recurrent negotiations on a national level between the ILP 

and the TUC are beyond the scope of the present work. It is perhaps 

more relevant to indicate the extent of political co-operation between 

the local party and unions immediately prior to the Memorial Hall 

Conference. The formation of a 'United Trades and Labour Party' to 

contest the 1897 Manchester School Board elections has already been 

described. 1 Two years later a similar alliance was formed prior to the 

municipal elections. The Manchester and Salford Trades Councilq meeting 

on 15 July 1899, considered a recommendation from its EC, that the 

Council should run Trade Union candidates in several wards at the next 

municipal elections. ? hny delegatesq mindful of their own and their 

members' party allegiapcesq proved far from enthusiastic, but it was 

decided to refer the matter to branchesp particularly in order to 

2 ascertain the extent of financial support which would be forthcoming. 

The local ILP meamdAle resolved that, if the union branches did 

support the Trades Council's policy, its own EC should arrange a 

conference of ILPp trade union and co-operative delegatesp with a view 

to joint action. 3 

The extent to vAiich socialists managed to influence trade union 

colleagues at branch meetings can only remain a matter for speculation* 

Dut appeals to self-interest had worked in the past. 1rank Lawlerv 

writing in the Labour Leader on 'Labour Representation on Local 

Mmnicipal BodiesIt recalled his personal experience of seeking union 

support for his candidature (possibly in 1895): 

i See aboveg p. 7&3 

2 Manchester, July 1899 

3 lbicl. ', August : 1899 
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In my own casev which my society unas asked to pass 
a resolution approving of my candidaturep the 'political 
phantom' was requisitioned to veto the request. And I 
may add that the officials and the better paid class of 
men led off with the attitude of tno more political parties 
wanted'. Howevert I reminded the society 'that as the 
Corporation isus a large employer in our tradev what position 
would they be in if I was electedg and the society had a 
grievance requiring redress? ' At this stage and second 
hearing a resolution on my behalf was adopted. 1 

In 1899 the major issue before local trade unionists vas the Fair 

Trades Contract Clausep idiich had been drawn up by the Trades Council 

and rejected 'in the most contemptuous manner possible' by Manchester 

City Council. According to the report in Manchester concerning its 

presentation by Fred Drocklehurst, 

Not only was the* right of the Trades Council to 
intervene in the matter disputedg but at least one membery 
representing a working-class constituency, asserted that 
the Manchester and Salford Trades Council represented no-one., 
The Council, especially the official portion, resented this 
statement. It iias declared, that at all costs and all hazardso 
Mr. Phythian, the member in question, must be taught a lesson. 

The EC of the Trades Council had no definite proposals to lay before the 

delegates, at the special meeting on 5 October, but the meeting nevertheless 

decided to create an election fund by a levy of 2d. per member per annumv 

and to nominate a Labour candidate to contest St. Mark's Wardq Gortong 
ccvvef va ý; %, Ie, 

against John Pbythian. The candidate selected by the Trades Council x 
2 was Charlie Gregoryt an ILPer and active member of the ASE. Even 

before the Trades Council made its decision to contest the wardt the 

Liberals had put their own candidate into the field, apparently with the 

intention of dissuading the trade unionists from taking action. Gregory 

proved unsuccessful at the pollst emerging last in a three-cornered 

contestt3 but the precedent of a municipal Labour candidate had 

I LL,, 5 August 1899. Lawler's-ras a leading member of 511 Manchester HN 
Zýd in 1897 represented the Saddlers' Union on the Trades Council. 

2 Mnchesterp October 1899 

3 For election results see LL, 11 November 1899 
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nevertheless been established. 

Arrangements for a Labour parliamentary candidature had also 

been made in Gorton. As early as June 1899t Manchester announced that 

the trade unions in the division had formed themselves into a committee 

for independent political action, and were expected to provide funds for 

a parliamentary contest. 1 Exact details concerning the organisation 

remain obscure. At the municipal elections the trade uniozý%5ts combined 

with the local ILP (which was then outside the centralised Manchester 

and Salford party) to ran as candidate an ILPer, R. Macdonald. 2 

Macdonald's defeat proved particularly disappointing, as he had only 

a straight fight with a Conservative. 3 Also at the 1899 IlLmicipal 

elections, Tom Cook contested Harpurhey Ward under the auspices of the 

ILP, although apparently with the support of the Trades Council. His 

Liberal opponent in the three-cornered fight was H. Noblet vho had 

4 publicly declared his opposition to the Fair Contracts Clause. 

Thus before the 1900 Memorial Hall Conference even mett Manchester 

and Salford had some experience of 'Labour' candidates. Not surprisinglyt 

most of them had also been socialists. lihen viewca from the angle of 

local socialists, the prospect of a labour alliance on a national level 

therefore appeared particularly promising. Several local socialists 

attended the conference irhich, on 27 February 1900, brought into being 

the Labour Representation Committee. (Councillor) Fred Brocklehurst 

-took his place in the ILP delegationt while J. B. Williams and A. W. Jones 

1 Itanchester, Mme 1899 

2 Ibid. t November 1899 

3 LL9 11 November 1899 

4 Ibid. p 2 December 1899 
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also ILP members, represented the Amalgamated Masicians' Union and the 

Typographical Association respectively. John Jenkins, one of the. 

founders of Manchester and Salford ILP, who had recently removed to 

London in his capacity of General Secretary of the Amalgamated Operative 

Bakers and Confectionersp also represented his union. He had moreover 

joined the Central Branch SDF*" Alsoa member of the SDF9 and representing 

the Lancashire and Adjacent Counties Labour Amalgamationg was Joe 

Chatterton. From Oldhamp and representing the Gas Iforkersp came a 

future Manchester NP, J. R. Clynes. Obviously not all the local delegates 

vere socialists. John Hodge of the Steel Smelters still adhered to the 

Liberal Party, vhile the piitics of R. Hackett of the Typographical 

Association remain unknown. James Kelly's platform appearances in 

Manchester suggest that he was at least sympathetic towards socialismi 

but details as to his exact allegiance are uncertain. At the Memorial 

Hal 1 he represented the Bookbinders' Consolidated Uniong of which he 

had just been appointed General Secretary. ' 

The keynote of the ILP policy on this occasion was caution. Aims 

were limited to the creation of an alliance Viieh would assist the 

election of independent labour representativesq and establish 

... a distinct Labour Group in Parliamentf-siho should 
have their own Whips and agree upon their policyp which must 
embrace a readiness to co-operate with any party -. &ichg for 
the time beingg may be engaged in promoting legislation in the 
direct interest of labour, and be equally ready to associate 
themselves with any party in opposing measures having an 
opposite tendency. 

The conference rejected James Macdonald's proposalp on behalf of the 

SDF, that a distinct party of working class representatives should have 

as its ultimate objective the socialisation of the means of production 

1 IMC, N]2ort of the Conference o_n_Labour ReRresentation ... Igoot 
pp. 9-12. 
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distributiont and exchange. Privately many socialists present must 

have sympathisedv but the time was not opportune for such a statement. ' 

The socialists did, howeverp manage to manoeavre-themselves into 

the dominant position on the new Ikecutive Committee. When -the Conference 

agreed to reduce its size from 18 to 12 memb6re, the ILP and OF each 

retained two seats, while the trade union representatives were reduced 

from 12 to 7. Mus if at least -bro of the latter group were also 

socialists (as indeed they happened to be during the first year), there 

would be a socialist majority. 2 The main problem was that even such a 

majority-tirould give the socialists no real financial control. The 

conference planned no organised attempt to collect funds for election 

expenses and the payment of members. Thus candidates were still to be 

financed by the trade unions or political societies proposing them. 

Apparently the ILP had deliberately avoided the issue of an election 

fund because, according to Pred Drocklehurst, they were suspected of 

planning to utiliSe trade union funds for their ovn ends. 3 The diplomatic 

reasoning may 1mve been excellentt but -within the LRC the ILP was now 

destined to be thwIpoor relation'. 

Although the Memorial Hall Conference has received considerable 

attention from historians as the foundation of the Labour Party,, the 

deliberations made little immediate impact upon local socialists and 

trade unionists. (ka a theoretical level# Manchester and Salford ILP 

had already abandoned its Fourth Clause, and the idea of support at the 

polls for non-socialist candidates vas more acceptable against the 

I Ibid. 9 pp. 141 17 

-gins of f pp. 209 2 11. Pellingg The-Ori he Labour Part- 

3 qq 10 March 1900 
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background of the Boer War. 1 In August 1900 both Hardie and Glasier 

were advocating, a 111hite List' of anti-imr MPaq 'whom ILP members might 

2 support. On a practical level, the local School Board elections again 

loomed upon the horizong and in both Manchester and Salford the ILP again 

decided to co-operate with the Progressives and Trades Council. 3 

The next obvious area for joint action was the minicipal election 

campaign. Thus on 18 August 1900 Manchester and Salford ILP organised a 

conference at the Manchester Coal Exchangep $to take into consideration 

the question of the formation of a United Iforkers' 11, ýmicipal Election 

Committee for Manchester and Salford. Invitations were extended to all 

trade uniong co-operative and socialist organisations in the districtv 

but the co-operative societies decided against attending. EVentually 

32 trade union and socialist organisations were represented andq with 

Tom Cook in the chair,, they unanimously decided: 

That this Conference of Trades Union and Socialist 
Delegates believes that the time is ripe for the closing up 
of the ranks of all sections of workers and the consolidation 
of the Labour Vote in Mmicipal affairs, and by the resolution 
declares for the independent representation of the workers' 
inf, erests; andq furthermoreq this Conferencep in order to 
give effect to the foregoingo appoints a Committee to draw 
up a practical basis of organisation, and to press upon all 
Labour Associations the necessity of establishing a Manchtster 
and Salford United Workers' 15inicipal Election Committee. 

The conference vas hailed by the 11P News as I... the first fruit of 

the long uphill work which has been done season in and season outp and 

I See above , pp. 7+$.! g 

2 LL9 4 and 18 August 1900 

3 Manchester, May 1900 

4 Ibid., September 1900. See also reports in LL and C9 25 August 1900 
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often against great odds, by our comrades in the different unions ... 
I 

A committee of five (one representative from each-organisation 

taking part) was appointed to draw up a practical basis of organisation. 

After slight amendment their draft constitution and programme were 

adopted, and officers duly elected. This committee was overwhelmingly 

socialist in composition. The Presidentp Alfred Hear, was then Chairman 

of Manchester and Salford ILPq while one of the Vice-Presidentag Tom 

Cook, was also serving as the party Treasurer. The Committee's Treasurer 

was H. V. Herford (of the Labour Church),, while the two auditors were 

J. E. McGlasson (of the SDF) and W. Hunt, an ILPer currently representing 

both the ILP and OF as Elective Auditor for Salford. Secretary of both 

the Committee and of Manchester and Salford ILP was T. H. Gunning. Thus 

the only officer who cannot be positively identified as an active 

2 socialist was the other vice-president, J. Lewis. 

Unfortunately the progress of the United Workers' Municipal 

Election Committee remains obscure. No mention of it can be found in 

the socialist press reports of the 1900 Municipal elections. It may well 

have proved a victim of the sudden swing in attention from municipal to 

national politics when, in October of that year, a general election was 

suddenly declared. But although somewhat ephemeral in character, the 

Committee does serve to illustrate the balance of power within the local 

Labour alliance. In Manchester and Salford the socialistsy many of whom 

were also leading trade unionists, were able to exert far more influence 

over the labour movement than could the ILP on a national level. Neither 

the local municipal or school board elections, nor the General Election 

1 ILP Newsq September 1900 

2 Manchester, October 1900. For biographical details see Appendix II below. 
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posed any ideological problems for the ILIPets. It was still possible 

to remain loyal to the socialism of the ILP and support the LRC. 

Several of the socialist trade union leaders were instrumental 

in arranging the affiliation of their societies to the LRC. J. B. 

Williams sent fees on behalf of the Musicians on 31 March 1900t as 

did Tom Fox for the Labour Amalgamation on 10 May, and A. A. Purcell for 

the Rrench Polishers on 21 September. William Mellor affiliated the 

Bookbinders in November 1901 whilep after earlier reservations about 

using their funds for political purposest the United Carters Mially 

empowered Alfred Astles to seek affiliation on 14 October 1901*1 

Iffien the IRC decided to hold its First Annual Conference in 

Manchester, at the Douning Street Co-operative Hall on I February 19019 

local socialists had ample opportunity to attend. Thus Bruce Glasier 

(resident at Chapel-en-le-Prith) and Fred Brocklehurst represented the 

ILP9 and J. E. McGlasson with Dr. T. G. Garrett the SDP. Tom Fox and Joe 

Chatterton were present on behalf of the British Labour Amalgamationg 

J. B. Williams for the lbsiciansp A. W. Jones for the Typographical 

Association. Annie Lee,, a prominent member of Openshaw ILPp attended 

as a delegate from the Workers' Union. 2 This was however the last 

occasion on which the Ilabour alliance"appeared intact. The SDF decided 

to withdraw from the LRC the following August, and by the end of the 

year events surrounding the Dewsbury by-election had caused at least 

some ILPers to question the LIWIs tactics. 

But while the LRC might raise problems for the socialist conscience, 

I See letters: IRC 1/42/1,1/225-8,1/268,2/68v 2/1789 3/69t 3/378 
contained in LRC Correspondence. 

2 LPX, ReRort of the First Annual Conference ... 19019 pp. 27-9 
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on the industrial front its potential benefits became increasingly 

clear. In July 1901 the House of Lordst delivering judgement on the 

Taff Vale Railway caseq decided that trade unions could be sued in a 

corporate capacity for damages alleged to have been caused by the 

action of their officers. Thus virtually any industrial action could 

leave a union open to legal action by employersq and place its entire 

funds at risk should the case be lost. The implications of the decision 

were not fully appreciated until January 1903# when the Taff Vale Railway 

Company's action for damages against the Amalgamated Society of Railway 

Servants resulted in the union being rendered liable for a total of 

; C42,000 in damages and costs. 1 The future effectiveness of collective 

bargaining, and above all thevages and working conditions of every trade 

unionistp were potentially at risk, and the only real hope of the 

decision's reversal lay with Parliament. The need for the LRC and for 

concerted electoral activity became only too clear, and it was notp in 

the circumstances, particularly difficult for ILPers to convince them- 

selves that the type of pioblem, raised by the Dewsbury by-election could 

simply be avoided by more careful consultation in the future. 

As the LRC continued with its arrangements for the next general 

Electiong the need for local organisation-became apparent. In West 

Salford the ILP branch decided to take the initiative in forming a local 

LRC, and on 27 September 1902 Henry Mottershead duly wrote to RamsaY 

IfacDonaldt requesting the assistance of the national LRC. Having 

enquired about the possibility of financial assistance and visiting 

speakerst he announced: 

The constituency is, in the opinion of the members 

.f 

For 6 detailed examination of the case and its legal precedentsq see 
H. A. Cleggt et. al., op. cit-, pp. 305-25 passim. 
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of our branch, one in which a Labour candidate would stand 
an excellent chance of success and as there is no candidate 
at present in the field in opposition to the sitting member, 
it was felt that early action ought to be taken. 1 

The possibility that individual constituencies might talco election 

plans into their oim hands, or even that ILP branches might do sog must 

have alarmed McDonald. On his behalf John McNeill informed Nottershead 

that: 

The Committee does not take any part in forming such 
Committees as you propose to form, but is alimys prepared to 
consider a request for co-operation with local bodies in 
order to make a successful conference and demonstration in 
favour of Labour Representation. Such Conferences are 
usually promoted by the local Trades Council ... The 
essential point is that the local Labour vote should be 
fully represented at the Conference. 2 

Mottershead does not appear to have placed much faith in the Trades 

Councilq 1-uhich has done nothing in this direction as yet beyond 

affiliating with the MCI. He commented, 'I am not very sanguine that 

the Council would take the matter up, but I hope that our members will 

agree to get the Council to undertake iti. 3 

McDonald, apparently doubtful as to vhether the Vest Salford ILPers 

would desist from unilateral action,, decided to approach the Trades 

Council himself. He reminded its Secretary# G. D. Kelleyp 

I understand that there is a good deal of disorganised 
talk in Manchester about Labour candidates for the next Election. 
Me success of any move that may be made in your district will 
depend upon how far it is well considered and properly arranged ... 

I Letter: 11. Mottershead to J. R. MacDonaldq Mancbesterg 27 September 1902 
(LRC 5/384) 1 

2 Letter: John McNeill pp. J. R. MacDonald to if. Hottershead, 4 October 
1902., (Iac LB1.48) 

3 Letter: JI. Mottershead to J. R. MacDonald, 11 October 1902. Ibttershead 
also commented that Manchester had 'a preponderating influence on the 
Council'. Clearly he expected that. this would result in Manchester, 
rather than Salfordt constituencies being selected for contests. 
(LPX 5/262) 
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Had the Mcecutive Committee of the Trades Council any observations to 

malce, on, political action? HDreover, would it not be advisable to have 

a conference of all Labour organisations to discuss the matter? i 

Clearly McDonald feared a possible repetition of the Dewsbury 

byý-election, but his fears were allayed in March 1903, Aien G. D. Kelley 

informed him that the Trades Councilp meeting on 19 Ilarchq had resolved 

that a conference of Trades Councils and trade unions in Manchester and 

District should be held at an early date. A preliminary meeting was 

arranged for 2 April in St. James' Schoolroom. 2 A meeting was next 

held on 30 April, when 116 delegates representing trade unions and 

socialist bodies considered the question of Labour Representation. Under 

the chairmanship of John Harker, they reiterated the resolution originally 

passed by the Trades Council: 

That the time is opportune for Labour to assert itself 
by advancing candidates at the next General Election for the 
purpose of securing direct Lab-our representation in the House 
of Commons, and that at least two constituencies in Manchester 
and one in Salford be contested. 

A committee was duly appointedv to draw up a report on financep probable 

candidates and constituencies. It was predominantly socialist in 

composition. Mrs. Pankhurstp C. W. Prasert Councillors Johnstonp Sutton 

and Nuttall, together with W. A. Astles (representing the United Carters) 

were all ILPersq while James Gormang delegate of the ASEt was a Social- 

Democrat of some ten years' standing. The political leanines of the 

other membersp Messrs. Dickinsong Beever (of the Tinplate Workers) and 

I Letter: J. R. MacDonald to G. D. Kelley, 27 February 1903- LRC,, Report 
of the 3rd Annual Conference ... _1203 ..,, p. 900 lists Manchester as one 
of the places in which a conference of trade union and socialist delegates 
had been arranged (apparently by midý-Febraary). 'This seems at variance 
with McDonald's advice to the Trades Council to begin to organise such 
a conference. (LRC 1/295) 

2 Letter: G. D. Kelley to J. R. MacDonald, 20 IfArch 1903 (LIX 7/281) 
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Hall (of the Insurance Agents) are uncertain, but they were not 

necessarily anti-socialist. 1 Whether t1iis organisation immediately 

began to use the title of 'Manchester ana Salfora Labour Representation 

Committee' is not clear. It was not until a conference on 29 July that 

a pemanent, comittee was elected. 

The meeting on 29 July ifas overwhelmingly trade unionist in 

composition, with 55 trade societies being representedg as opposed to 5 

ILP branches, and 2 branches of the SDF. Events involving the SDF and 

its breach with the local ILP have already been discussed. From the 

point of view of the Social-Democrataq the ILP members betrayed their 

socialist principles by not supporting their resolution that the class 

struggle be recognised as a basis for all Labour representationg and that 

the aim of the Labour Party be the socialisation of the means of life and 

overthrow of the present system. Yet clearly the ILP members faced a 

dilemma. While they might support the sentiments of the SD, '. ', "o was the 

moment opportune for expressing them?. Givcnthe composition of the 

conference,, and even allowing for the fact that socialists were to be 

found among the union delegatest such a resolution had virtually no chance 

of acceptance. Moreover ILPers openly advocating the class struggle 

would undoubtedly deter some unions from further participation in the 

local LRC, vhich might then disintegratel leaving the Trades Council to 

co-operate with the national LRC in running candidates. If the local 

ILPers were committed to parliamentarianism, then they would be well 

advised to avoid public expression of their ultimate aimsp to co-operate 

in and attempt to dominate the MC, and hope thereby to gain parliamentary 

I LL9 9 MY 1903- For biographical information see Appendix II. Iktnchester 
decided to send Mrs. -Feýtral Branch ILP, at a meeting on 28 April, 

PanIchurst, WooMerton and Cook as its delegatesy with instructions to 
affirm the platform of the LRC. 
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seats for socialists. The alternative was to join the Social-Democrats 

and Clarion socialists in concentrating on propaganda and the struggle 

to achieve socialism outside parliament. Moreover dominating the 

argument was a realisation of the extent to which parliamentary action 

could affect the broader working class movement. As the Manchester and 

Salford LRC stated in its first Annual Report, 'The Taff Valeq Denaby Mainp 

and other decisions with the penalties attachedý have convinced the 

organised workers that only by a drastic and immediate change in 

Parliamentary representation can the disabilities attaching to Trade 

Unionism be swept away'. 1 Even the most optimistic ILPer realised that 

the socialist society was a long way away; but the Taff Vale decision 

could be reversed by the next government. In the circumstances it 

seemed logical to concentrate immediate efforts upon the LRC. 

The Social-Democrats, who were not prepared to give a definite 

promise of financial supporto were excluded from the local LRC: q while the 

ILPers took up the leading roles within its ranks. Jack Sattont John 

Harker and James Johnston were elected Chairman, Secretary and Treasurer. 

Of the other members Fraserg Ifebb and Jackson were elected specifically 

as ILP representativesp while Tom Foxv (J. P. ) Thompson, and William Mellor 

were all members of the partyq although apparently representing their 

unions. Together with the Social-Democrat trade unionistag Gorman and 

Tabbron, they formed an eleven-strong socialist contingent. Of the 

remaining members only the former Liberals, Kelley and Watters, can 

readily be identified, but even assuming that Ballq Bowlerg Flocktong 

Beever and Kean were all anti-socialistg there would in fact have been 

a socialist majority on Manchester and Salford LRC. 

I Manchester and Salford MC, 11st Annual Report ... 1904tv p. 1 (typescript) 
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But even though socialists did predominate on Manchester and 

Salford LRC, their real power was extremely limited. The Committee was 

only an election-fighting machine, ikich was not affiliated to the 
R 

national il 1913f and was not even placed on a permanent footing 

until after the 1906 General Election. The Manchester and Salford Trades 

Council, having affiliated with the LUC in January 1901, was the usual 

recipient of communications from Ramsay MacDonald (as IMC Secretary) 

concerning electoral activities, and was clearly regarded as leading 

the local movement for labour representation. 1 Although socialists had 

been increasing their influence on the Trades Council's EC, they were a 

small minority among the delegates. 

++++++ 

The 1906 General Election has long been heralded as bringing about 

the birth of the Parliamentary Labour Party. But it also saw the eclipse 

of the power of local ILP branches and, in the eyes of some membersy 

the betrayal of the party's principles. For the first time local branches 

were pledged to promote parliamentary candidates uho were not socialists. 

The main subject under consideration here is the attitude of Manchester 

and Salford ILPers to the Labour alliance, not the origins of the Labour 

Partyv either local or national. Thus an attempt will be made to view 

the election campaign from the standpoint of local ILPers. It ist of 

course, impossible to ascertain hov much rank and file members Imew of 

the deliberations of their leaders. This factor is of particular 

importance in relation to the negotiations between the LRC and the LibCMQ1 

1 Manchester and Salford IJtCj Annual Report 19139 p. 
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Party. ' The electoral arrangements were deliberately kept secret 

because of the expected antipathy of socialist militants and Conservative 

working men - both of which groups were numerous in Manchester. But 

even if the details of Ramsay MacDonald's meetings with Jesse Herbert 

did remain obscure until the Herbert Gladstone papers finally became 

available in the British Library, might not local socialists have 

suspected that something-viras 'going on behind their backs'; that 

candidatures were being manipulated against the wishes of local activistsp 

and for no obvious good reason? To what extent were their own wishes 

over-ruled? Moreover, were there any signs of rebelliong, even before 

the election, among the ILP contingent in the LRC? 

Less than a year after the disastrous 'Khalci Electionlp the ILP 

began to consider its prospects for the next contest. According to 

John Penny, in a letter to MacDonaldv dated 5 July 19019 the NAC was 

considering candidatures in Gorton and Manchesterv but had 'not yet 

discussed how the LRC could best assist their candidates'. 
2 lest 

Salford ILPers were particularly anxious for a Labour candidatureg 

hence Henry Hottershead's communications with McDonald. But before any 

decision had been reachedo McDonald was approached by one of the 

candidates selected by a trade union, and asked for information concerning 

election prospects in South Salford. MacDonald duly made enquiries in 

a letter to G. D. Kelley (datecA 28 January 1903). 3 The candidatep 

I For a full aaoDunt of the electoral pact, see F. Bealey,, 'Negotiation's 
be-hTeen the Liberal Party and the Labour Representation Committee 
before the General Election of 1906, in Bulletin of the Institute of 
Historical Researcht Vol. = (1956) pp-. -2-611--ý74passim. 

2 Letter: ILP (NAC: John Penny) to J. R. IfacDonaldg 5 July 1901 
(LRC 3/187) 

Letter: J. R. MacDonald per J, McNeill to G. D. Kelley JPq 28 January 
1903- (IARC 1/219) 

0 
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unnamed in the correspondence, was not a socialistp but was the General 

Secretary of a trade union, and was resident in London, where most of 

his work was done. 14cDonald therefore sought Relley's 'candid opinion' 

on the constituency from a Labour point of view. Was there any candidate 

- Liberal or Labour - before the constituency, or even spoken of in 

connection with it? What support would a united Labour candidate 

receive? Uhat sort of menwould back him up? Could they put a lot of 

work in? Kelleyq'sdiile avoiding giving any more information than was 

absolutely necessaryq consulted some people who lived in Salford. There 

was, he found, no knowledge of a candidate before the consULtuency. 

Those whom I consulted have my own views in respect 
to a Labour candidate-idiich are that a I-ocal labour man 
would have a very good chance, particularly if of very 
advanced ideas or a Socialist, but a Labour man not well 
kn(nm in the constituency would not have much chance if anyi 

Gorton Trades Council had since December 1901 been intent upon further 

efforts on behalf of William Ward, 2 uhile on 27 February 1903 a list Of 

candidates was sent to J. Ifebb (apparently of N. E. Manchester ILP) with 

the rejoinder t ... but I do not know if you will get any of them to take 

on N. E. Ibnchester. I should think it is probably a likely constituency 

MacDonald then urote to Manchester and Salford Trades Councilq 

asking its Ibiecutive for observations on political action at the forth- 

coming election, and suggesting a conference of all Labour organisations. 4 

Bat even before the preliminary meeting vas held in Manchester, and before 

I Letter: Manchester and Salford Trades Council. G. D. Kelley to J. R. 
MacDonald, 30 January 1903 (MIC 6/269) 

2 See beloift p. qo3 

3 Letter: J. R. MacDonald to (J. ) Ifebbp 27 February 1903 (LUC 1/294 

4 Ibid.; Letter: J. R. McDonald to G. D. Kellcyt 27 February 1903 
(MC 1/295) 
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the Ibnchester socialists and trade unionists had any real opportunity 

to express their opinionst election contests were being arranged for 

them by Ramsay HacDonald and the Liberal Chief Whip, Herbert Gladstone. 

Under the secret agreement subsequently concluded, the LRC was to be 

left a clear run, free from Liberal oppositionp in constituencies uhich 

included Gorton, S. 11. Manchester and South Salford. 1 All were constit- 

uencies with a tradition of Labour contests, and w1lere the Liberals had 

little apparent hope of success. South Salford had been hold by the 

Conservatives since 1886, and contested by socialists W. K. Hall and 

I1.11. Hobart in 1892 and 1895.2 S. 11. Manchester hadq in 1900, been 

contested for Labour by Fred Drocklehurst. The Liberals had on that 

occasion decided to leave him a straight fight against the Toriesq 

although the divisional Liberal Association had stopped short of giving 

him official backing. However he had declared his support for Liberal 

candidates elsewbere and Herbert Gladstone, apparently under the impression 

that he would contest the seat again, was prepared to leave him a free 

run. Brocklellurst however announced in February 1903 that he did not 

intend to stand: his political views had already been the subject of 

much ILP criticism. 3 Gorton had been contested by Dr. Panhhurst in 

1895, and in 1900 the Trades Council had run a Labour candidateg William 

Ward, i&o had subsequently been endorsed by the local Liberal Asso&tion. 4 

North East MEmehester was not among the constituencies originally listed 

i Iffemo from Herbert Gladstone (to Canipbell-Bannerman)v 13 March 1906, 
reprinted in F. Bealey, loc. cit. 9 p. 269 

2 J. Vincent and H. Stenton, op. cit., p. 211 

3 P. F. Clarke, op. cit-P Pp- 313-4 

4 Ibid., P. 312 
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by Herbert Gladstone as being left open for a Labour candidate, although 

it had been contested by James Johnston in 1895. It had been hold by a 

Conservative, Sir James Fergussont since 1885, and comprising as it did 

the poverty-stricken Ancoats district, cannot have seemed a particularly 

hopeful target for the Liberals. As will later be shawn, it does appear 

that pressure to contest the seat came from Neiirton Heath ILP and the 

local LRC, and that the national organisations (ILP, Labour and Liberal) 

were prepared to acquiesce. 

The aim here is not simply to consider the election campaign in 

detail, but rather to attempt to detect signs of local ILP protest 

against the ILRC and, moreover, any suspicions locally voicedq concerning 

collaboration with the Liberals. It must be emphasised that a large 

element of Ihnehester and Salford ILP did not need to see or Imow of 

NacDonald's communications with Herbert Gladstone to suspect Liberal 

attempts to influence the Labour movement and the ILP itself. Just asq 

almost half a century later, HcCarthyite Americans suspected Teds under 

the bedt, so Manchester and Salford ILPers were prone to suspect collusion 

-with the Liberals - with or without evidence. Nor vas the attitude confined 

to -the ILP. On 18 June 1902 B. Murray of the )ýmchcster and Salford 

Umbrella )bherst Union replied to the circular from the Labour Representation 

Comittee. His society ims in favour of Labour Ilepresentationg 

... but as we are under the impression that Labour 
Representation Committee are in negotiations with the 
'Liberal Partyt are desirous of Imoving the future policy 
of the Committee before joining. 1 

Local elections tended to give rise to regular witch hunts. In 

December 1901 a correspondent to the, Labour Leader objectedlo Manchester 

1 Letter: Manchester and Salford Umbrella Mcers Union. B. Darray, 
Sec., to J. R. MacDonald, 18 June 1902. (LnC 4/198) 
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ILP for having selected William Johnscm as a municipal candidatev 

... Imoving that he was the nominee of the Liberal 
Party in South-West Manchester only a few months ago, and 
has also twice been the municipal candidate of the Liberal 
Party in Ifulme, his mover and I econder on the last occasion 
being both prominent Liberals. 

In April 1902, three months after a municipal by-election in Ardwickq 

W. Sanders of Hulme accused Ered Drocklehurst of having supported a 

Liberal, 11r. Cox, whose candidature had moreover been approved by the 

Tories on the grounds that it would 'keep out a Labour man'. 2 After the 

1902 municipal elections F. Ifimbury, Secretary of Gorton ILPp protested 

that John Harker and Councillor James Johnston had been seated on the 

platform of an official Liberal candidate in St. MarIcts Ifard. 3 In support 

of his letter (Walter) Sanders, who claimed to be an ILPer of nine years' 

standingv commented: 

If others would take the same trouble as he (Wimbury) 
11anchester Socialism would cease to be the happy hunting- 
ground of betrayers who have exercised a free hand long 
enough. 'Save us from our friends'. Amen. One 'Socialist' 
Councillor assists the candidature of a Liberal capitalistp 
who is 'to keep out a Labour man', and this same Councillor 
contributes an article to a local Liberal newspaper showing 
the reasonableness of low wages for mechanicsM Another 
'Socialist' Councillor, in his feverish desire to gain 
municipal honours, roams from the ILP to the Liberal party 
and back again, like a political wandering Jewq and now caps 
his previous records by supporting the candidature of an 
advocate of child-sweating. And now John Harker is to be 
added to the list ... Let the party in Manchester go back on 
the old lines. Nothing but drastic rules calculated to 
control the antics of its ambitious members will save the 
party from a funeral. 4 

As preparations were being made for the General Electiong the 

1 119 7 December 1901 

2 Ibid. 9 12,26 April, 3 MaY 1902 

3 Ibid. t 22 November 1902 

4 Ibid. t 29 November 1902 
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subject of labour and socialist independence vas a live issue. Leonard 

Hall raised the matter at the Lancashire ILP Conference in December 19029 

only to be told by Hardie that 'the LRC was thoroughly sound on the 

question of independence; and it was very unfair to malign the vhole 

bodyg as was being done in certain quarters, because one or two of its 

members were shaky. 1 A. Whitehead (apparently a member of the ASRS) from 

)Iiles Plattingg drew attention to Ilichard Bell's support for a Liberal 

candidate92 while Manchester Central Branch protested to Will Crooks about 

his advertised appearance at a Liberal meeting at the Pree Trade Hall 

on 24 July 1903.3 Even the Labour Leader had to admit that there was 

some 4isquiet in the party: 

Is there a danger of the ILP losing or forgetting 
its Socialism in its absorption in work not directly or 
avowedly socialist propaganda? This is a question which 
has been troubling certain earnest members of our party 
to whom Socialism alone is the one worthy object of effort 
or sacrifice. 4 

One such 'earnest member' was ID. 11.1 of Manchesterg who expressed his 

objection to the policy of using voting power to obtain concessions from 

Liberals or Tories. Socialists should regard Liberals and Tories alike 

as the common foe, and keep the movement free from anything which would 

cause the public to identify it with an orthodox party. 5 MacDonald's 

desire for secrecy was well, consideredg for clearly among some Manchester 

and Salford ILPers, the Fourth Clause still reigned supreme* 

1 Ibid. 9 13 December 1902 

2 Ibid. 9 21 February 1903 

3 Manchester Central Branch ILPq Hinutes of General Meetings'O.. 01 July 
and 11 August 1903 

It LLf 12 March 1904 

5 Ibid. 9 14 April 1905 
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Thus as the election campaign began the ILP was being pulled - 

and one might almost add 'pulled apart' - by divergent forces. On the 

one side was its allegiance to the MCg. which had in fact drawn it into 

an arrangement with the Liberals. On the other side was the local 

tradition of Fourth Clause socialismt co-operation with the SDF, sus- 

picion of the Liberals in general, and (among the Clarion element at 

least) suspicion of the ILP's oun leadership. In order to examine these 

elements it is perhaps most appropriate to consider the election campaigns 

in turnt commencing, most appropriately, with Salford, over which MacDonald 

had made a major blunder. 

The initial impetus to contest a parliamentary seat had come from 

West Salford ILP, but MacDonald had devoted his enquiries to the possibil- 

ities of a trade unionist candidate for the South and hadt moreoverg 

obtained Liberal agreement to a contest in the latter constituency. 

Oblivious to such problems, West Salford ILP made enquiries to the 

national LRC concerning possible candidates, and arranged a meeting at 

the beginning of August, when they intended to select a name to send in 

to Manchester and Salford LftC. 1 Despite these letters from a constituency 

which was not even 'available' for Labourg McDonald took no actiong and 

it seems apparent that he had simply not realised that his arrangements 

were disturbed! West Salford ILP proceeded to select John Harkert 

founder member of Manchester and Salford ILP, founder and first secretary 

of the Shirt Cutters' Union, and, upon G. D. Kelley's resignation in 

I Letter: If. Salford ILP. C. W. Fraserp Sec. 9 to J. R. McDonald, 4 and 6 
August 1903. Apparently Bruce Glasier had refused to let his name go 
forward for selection in view of the Liberal readiness to leave S. Salford 
vacant. See P. P. Poiriert The Advent of the Labour Party (1958) p. 250. 
Poirier also stated that a Liberal leader in S. Salford protested against 
the (possible? ) transfer of the Labour candidate to his division. 
(L'RC 10/398-9) 
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1903, Secretary of Manchester and Salford LRC. 1 Explaining the current 

situation in an undated letter to McDonald, he innocently remarked that 

there might be a triangular contest in West Salford, but that there was 

also a Liberal in the field in the North constituency. Ile also commented 

that South Salford was in the hands of a big local brewer (J. G. Groves, 

M. P. 9 Conservative)p Uith a polling booth at every street corner'. 2 

Obviously West Salford seemed the most hopeful constituency to the local 

socialists and labour men, while the South (which MacDonald intended them 

to contest) seemed a hopeless cause. 

The discrepancy had however become apparent by 6 September 1903P 

when Jesse Herbert visited MacDonald at Leicester Isolation Hospital. On 

the following day he informed Herbert Gladstone that: 

12teDonald is opposed to a Labour Candidate standing in 
W. Salford. Ile says there has been some mistake. That when 
his Committee considered the Salfords he (MacDonald) was under 
the impression that they were fixing a man for the Southq and 
not for Urest Salford. He is mortified at the mistake. Ile will 
see the Salford leaders within the next day or two (for they 
are at the Trades Congress at Leicester) and will write to me 
before the end of the week upon the subject. Ile is sincerely 
an ious to avoid any conflict in 11. Salfordq and will try to 
remove the man from there into S. Salford. 3 

Exactly what action MacDonald recommended to Harker is not clearg but 

when the latter simply resigned his candidature, MacDonald was far from 

happy. In the light of his discussion in Leicester, ýIacDonaldls letter 

to 111arkerp dated 30 September, makes interesting reading: 

I wired you this morning advising you not to give up 
your candidature. That is not the point at all. Your 

I See Appendix II, below. 

2 Letter: Manchester and Salford LRC. John Harker. t Sec. 9 to 
J. R. IlacDonaldt n. d. (LRC 9/2-72) 

3 Ilemo from Jesse Herbert to Mr. Gladstoneq cited in F. Bealeyq 
loc. cit., p. 271 
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resignation will as you say only lead to the introduction 
of another candidate. What some of us think is that a 
great mistake is being made in fighting so many seats in 
Manchester and the district, and we rather fear that the 
general movement would be damaged if W. Salford was fought. 
11hke no mistake about our reasons. Ile simply look at the 
matter from the point of view of Labour. Ile do not care 
whether it is a Liberal or a Tory who is going to sufferg 
nor must you imagine that we want you to do anything other 
than you have done. Our minds are in a state of inquiry. 
To the outsider it does seem as if you were malting a great 
mistake, and as a sort of friend all round we want to express 
that fear and see whether you can or cannot re-assure us. 
Is there not a chance of some change coming owing to certain 
private occurrences. Why not make an opportunity of these 
things to reconsider the matter. 1 

The situation icas eased to some extent when Tom Pox retired as 

candidate for N. E. Manchester, on grounds of ill-health, in October 

1903v and Monchester and Salford LRC agreed to abandon West Salfordq 

transferring Harker's candidature to N. E. Manchester. But if Fox's 

illness had proved the excuse for a re-shufflet the now situation was 

far from satisfactory to the socialists and independent labour supporters 

inihe town. Harker informed MacDonald that: 

The decision not to contest Salford is a sore point with 
a great section of our members and has caused a little friction 

which may wear off with time*2 

It does however appear that Harker believed the West Salford fight had 

been abandoned for financial reasons. On 24 October he assured MacDonald 

that no more candidates would be brought forward by the local LTIC9 as 

the contests in N. E. and S. W. Hanchester were quite as many as they 

could finance. But he added: 

The geographical position of Salford is most unfortunate 
and the friends there are very sore at being spoiled of a fight. 
It would hardly do now to place another candidate in West 

I Letter: J. R. IlacDonald? to J. Harker, 30 September 1903 (UtC 2/384) 

2 Letter: Manchester and Salford LUC. John Harker to J. 11. lktcDonald, 
9 October 1903 (LUC 11/296) 
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Salford which I have vacated, but a candidate whose society 
could find some money would receive a large support in 
South Salford and would find plenty of willing workerso but 
his opponent the retiring member is a wealthy brewer and 
whilst a splendid fight would be made and the full support 
of the Liberal party given I would not be very sanguine of 
success. Ife balanced the matter well and concluded that 
West Salford afforded the best chances. 1 

Clearly Harker himself did not object to the prospect of utiliT, ing 

Liberal assistance against the Conservative sitting member in South 

Salfordq but vhether he would have accepted the pact with the Liberals 

as sufficient reason to leave Salford uncontested by Labour is another 

matter. 

MacDonald has anticipated that 'there will be a littb friction 

for a short time, but let us have a good rousing Labour campaign and 

I am sure that friction ivill wear away'. 
2 Ile had nott howeverg taken 

into account the political complexion of Harker's erstwhile campaigners 

in Salford, among idiom the OF and Clarion influence was strongg and 

suspicion of the Liberal party ever-present; and who, moreover, were 

unlikely to accept the LUC's ruling without further protest. The 

rebellion came at the end of November 1905, when the proposal was made 

at a West Salford ILP meetingg that overtures be made to Fred Bramleyq 

the Clarion Vannert to contest the constituency. When members were duly 

reminded of the branchts affiliation to the local LRCt a resolution was 

passedq emphasising the fact that Ifest Salford had originally been selected 

for a contest, and asking whether the LUC would object to the branch 

putting forward Bramley or another candidate. The branch sent a 

deputation to the next meeting of the local LRC Executiveg which only 

1 Letter: )hnchester and Salford LRC. John Ilnrker to J. R. MacDonald, 
24 October 190-) (LRC 11/297) 

2 Letter: J. R. MacDonald to J. Harker, 13 October 1903 (LRC 3/26) 
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resolved that it-could not contenance any further Labour candidature 

in Manchester or Salford. 

At the West Salford branch meeting on 3 December, the IRCIs 

resolution was reported and, as the Secretary C. 1f. Fraser informed 

Druce Glasier, members took it very badly. 

There were a lot of hot-headed young members present, 
a lot of "Clarion" Scouts and "Clarion" Cyclists and generally 
an irresponsible unreasoning crowd. 

Councillor Mottersheado from the chairg appealed to them to accept the 

situation or relegate the matter to a special meeting. He was 

supported by Hayes and Fraser, but 'Comrade Dudley, one of our oldest 

members and a fine fellow but of the hot headed temperament' made a 

violent attack on the LRC and 'intriguers' generally. Dudley then 

moved that Bramley be asked to contest Ifest Salford, and that the SDF 

be invited to co-operate with West Salford ILP in promoting his 

candidature. He charged Fraser and Thompson with using undue influence 

in the LIIC Executivet painted the LRC generally as a 'band of intriguers' 

and even suggested that the NAC were in the same category, since they 

had come to suggest dropping the West Salford candidature when Harker 

was before the constituency. More significant in retrospect was 

Dudley's charge that the local Liberals had 'got at' some of the LUC. 

Dudley's resolution was carried by 11 votes to 6 and the secretary 

duly sent an invitation to Bramley, at the same time telling him of the 

LRCIs objection. Rred Bramley, as both a trade unionist and an ILP 

member, responded with caution. He suggested that the branch lay its 

case before the MCp and if the NAC and local LRC approvedg he would 

then consider a united invitation from the ILP and SDF. 1 The NAC, 

I Letter: C. W. Fraser to J. Bruce Glasier, Salforaq 10 December 1905 
(1 1.1905/24 Glasier Papers). Documents from these papers will hence- 
forth be cited according to the new classification numbers of the 
combined collections. 



-894- 

upon receiving the application, decided upon 'a strong letter of 

disapprovalll and the matter wasp on the surface at leastq closed. 

Dat less than a month later Salford went to the pollswithout a single 

socialist or labour candidate on the hustings, and emerged with three 

new Liberal MPs. Some ILPerso like Fraser and Nottersheadq had 

obviously been prepared to accept the absence of local action in fhe 

hope of major Labour advances elsewhere. Dut would their sacrifices 

ultimately appear worthwhile, and how and when would the 'hot-headed 

young members' be reconciled? 

John Harker, in taking over -the candidature for N. B. Manchesterg 

should have been assured of both labourist and socialist support* Ile 

was formally adopted at a public meeting in the New Islington Hall on 

26 November 1903t 2 
and early in January 1904 held a series of meetings 

in the constituency. 3 But even as his campaign begang Harker's political 

activities were giving local cause for concern. On 7 January an 

extremely worried Tom Fox informed MacDonald in a 'Private and 

Confidential' letter that both Harker and G. D. Relley (candidate for 

S. 11. IMchester) had been present at a Free Trade League meeting on the 

previous evening. Noreover they were both mentioned in the League 

circular (which he enclosed) and had joined the Executive committee of 

the League. Fox requested some guidance in dealing with the matter., 

Having resigned his candidature in favour of ITarkerp he felt that any 

protest he made might be misconstrued. On the other handq he felt that 

ILP, XAC Minute Book 5. Minutes of MAC Ifeetingo Albion Hotel, 
Manchester, 18 December 1905 

2 Letter: Manchester and Salford NIC. Robert C. Hall, Organising 
Sec,,, to J. R. MacDonald, 16 November 1903- (LRC 11/299) 

3 jL9 13 Pebruary 1904 
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the involvement was 'a huge and dangerous mistake on the part of these 

Uiro men, IiII0 ARE OIRI PARLM=ARY CANDIDATES'. Ile further commented: 

... it is in my opinion another attempt on the par 
,t of astute Liberal Politicians to try and absorb the energies 

of the best men in doing the Liberal hack workt and also 
help keep up the appearance of the MUTY Or, LIBLIMISM AND 
LABOM. It will certainly in my opinion cause dissension in 
the Labour ranks, and cannot possibly result in any good that 
I can see. 1 

Although Fox himself declined an invitation to join the Free 

2 Trade League's accutive, MacDonald clearly did not share his 

reservations. T. W. Killick, Hon. Secretary of the Leaguet wrote to him 

on 16 January 19011 (using headed notepaper which listed G. D. Kelley as 

one of the Hon. Treasurers). The League was, he claimedp non-party, 

and had recognised from the first the importance of the co-operation of 

Trade Unionists and labour leaders. Invitations had been sent to union 

leaders in the neighbourhoodt and many had joined the League's executive. 

tW-cently however some kind of difficulty appears to have arisent andWe 

have had some resignationst and have also been deprived of the services 

of some of our friends. 3 Clearly the League sought official LRC 

approval. Killick wanted trade unionists to feel that there was no 

party objection to them joining. They were much in demand as. speakersq 

for the League was receiving many requests to take part in discussions 

on Chamberlain's fiscal proposals from a non-party point of viewt and 

Liberal speakers were distrusted on the grounds that they were simply 

trying to make political capital out of the question. Moreover any 

I Letter: Tom Fox to J. R. MacDonaldt Manchestert 7 January 1904. The 
League was Hanchester-based, having its offices at 49 Deansgate (LRC 12/38) 

2 Letter: Tom Fox to H. W. Rawlingsp Acting Sec. 9 Free Trade League 
(LRC 12/40) 

3 Letter: T. 11. Killick, Hon. Sec-p I; Yce Trade League, to J. 1t. MacDonald, 
16 Januar y 1904 (LRC 12/156) 
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Free Trade Labour candidate was assured of Leag 
, ue support against a 

protectionist, ifhether Liberal or Conservative. 1 

MacDonald appears to have given his blessing to the League on 

27 January, and that evening MrIcer took part in a committee meeting. 2 

But local socialists and trade unionists did not share his sympathies. 

When both Harker and Kelley were advertised to speak at a League meeting 

on 18 February, the Manchester and Salford LRC decided that their 

appearance 'would be an infraction of the lindependentt attitude promised 

to various trade organisations'. But, as Robert Hall informed )IacDonaldp 

'Harker refused to be bound by decision. Intimates that lie will not 

proceed with candidaturel. Hall added that the ILP had passed a 

resolution against its members joining the Leaguet but Harker and 

Kelley thought they were justified by a letter which Kelley had 

received from MacDofiald on the point. Concluded Hall, 'It is a most 

unfortunate turn of affairs as every thing indicated a couple of 

victories if we could avoid dissension'. 3 By way of reply, Hall simply 

received a ifire: tIly &ecutive resolved at Bradford there was no bar 

against our speakers appearing on Free Trade League's platform'. 4 

Faced with IbcDonald's decisiong the local LRC resolved that its 

candidates had a free hand as to ifliether or not they should become 

attached to the League. Dut local labour and socialist antipathy 

tovards that orgranisation was not eradicated. At a special meeting on 

Ibid. t See also Free Trade League, printed circularg January 1904: An 
AMcal to Trade Unionists and Co=2perators 

' 
(LRC 12/159/3). Letters: 

T. 11. Killick to J. R. IfacDonald, 20,23 and 28 January 19011 (LRC 12/157-9) 

2 Letter: T. 11. lUllick to J. R. HacDonald, 28 Jarmary 19011 (LRC 12/159) 

Letter: Nanchester and Salford LRC. Robert C. Hall to J. R. lfacT)onaldv 
18 February 1904 (M 13/212/2) 

Typed 'wire in reply to IIallv Manchestert re Pree Trade League SpealcersIt 
sig4ed 111iddletont for MacDonald', 22 February 1904. (IRC 12/212/2) 
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16 March the thnehester branch of the Amalgamated Society of rVench 

Polishers passed a resolutiong expressing its dissatisfaction at the 

action of the LTIC in allowing Parliamentary candidates tot alce an 

active part in the tEYee Food Leappel. This would, felt the branch, 

create a feeling of distrust among those who had lately become 

adherents to the cause of direct labour representation. 1 

By June 1904 runours were circulating, that Harker was about to 

retire, The Manchester Courier announced that lie had only had about 

half a dozen meetings in the constituency, from which it was evident 

that the support he had expected was not likely to be forthcoming. It 

added: 111r. Harker's retirement makes it extremely improbable that the 

Labour party will seek another candidate, and the Radicals are already 

looking round for a champion, but no name has yet been put before the 

Committeel. 2 Harker did not immediately fulfil the Courier's prophesy, 

but apart from the free trade issue he was also troubled by the question 

of finance. In July 1904 he and Mrs. Panhhurst called to consult 

T. D. Benson about the candidature; Harker was in despair at the lack 

of local LRC funds.. and wanted to retire on behalf of another candidate. 

Bruce Glasier, recording the event in his diaryg commented: 'Not 

satisfied that he is candid. Does not seem to consider the matters 

from the national standpoint'. 3 But although Harker continued his 

campaign, local ILPers at least were determined to settle the issue of 

divided loyalties. 

The matter came to a head at the ILP's Manchester conference in 

1 Letter: Amalg=ated Society of French Polishersq Manchester Branch. 
A. Moreland, Branch Sec., to J. R. MacDonaldv 22 March 1904 (LRC 13/173) 

2 Manchester Courierp 27 June 1904 

3 J. Bruce Glasierg Diaries. Fztr3r for 7 July 1904 
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April 1905, when Councillor E. J. Hart on behalf of Openshaw Branch 

moved: 'That no member of the Party ally himself to or lecture under 

the auspices of the Pree Trade League'. According to the conference 

report, 

Ile thought all present would recognise that the 
Liberal party was a defeated and discredited partyp and 
had very little hope of being returned to pover except 
upon the blunders of its opponents ... Some of the 
members of the Independent Labour Party had attended meetinrs 
in districts where the branches were bitterly opposed to 
the Free Trade Leagueq and the object of the resolution was 
to prevent a recurrence of the practice. 

(Councillor) Tom Fox, representing Fast Ihnchester ILP, secondedthe 
i 

resolutiong asserting that, 'The worst service any member of their Council 

or of their party could render to the cause of Independent Labour ... 

was to give adhesion to the Free Trade Propaganda'. Although Philip 

Snowden from the chair attempted to justify his own appearance at a 

League meeting, he gained little sympathy from the conferenceg and the 

Openshaw resolution was passed. 
1 

Within a month of the ILP decisiong Harker resigmed his candidature 

for N. E. Manchester. According to the Labour Leaderv 

I-Us reason for so doing is stated to be his dissatisfac- 
tion with the resolution passed at the ILP Conference 
disapproving, of members of the party taking part in the Pree 
Trade League meetings. It is, however, Imown that Mr. Harker 
has long been someuhat reluctant to embark upon a parliamentary 
career, and no doubt this feeling had some influence on his 
decision. 2 

Fred Jo-mrett, writing in the Clarion, commented that Harker's withdrawal 

had hot occasioned much surprisel. 3 

Jobeph Nuttallj, as Secretary of Hanchester and Salford UtCq duly 

I ILP, Report of the 12th Annua_l_Conference ... 12021, pp. 49-50 

2 119 12 Yhy 1905 

Cq 2 June 1905 



- 89 9- 

requested a list of IRC candidates still availableg and ims reminded 

by MacDonald that Harker had been an ILP candidate. 1 Obviously the 

situation called for his replacement by a socialist and, in preference 

to any of the trade union candidates suggested by IlacDonald, the local 
IV-91f 01CI 

Labour activists approached J. R. ClynesvVPresident of Oldham Trades 

Council, whose work as Lancashire organiser for the GIf & GLU and 

lecturing engagements for the ILP had already made him a well-known 

figure in Manchester. Clynes was apparently surprised at the arrival 

of the N. E. Manchester deputation, which was headed by Tom Foxg and 

initially he demurred on the grounds of lack of both finance and 

election machinery. 2 However he was eventually persuaded to standq 

and was duly accepted by both the IUC and IRC as an official ILP 

candidate. 3 He described his first public meeting, in June 1905# as 

4 'very encouragingl, 

One major question raised by Harker's resignation was whether a 

Liberal candidate would now appear in the constituency. There had been 

talk of Labour contesting East )1anchester5 and vhen the TIAC met at 

Craiglands Iýydro, Ilkley, on 22 and 23 Nay, the situation in both 

constituencies was considered at length. It was decided that no 

compromise with the Liberals should be allowed or suggested. If the 

Liberal left East Manchester the party should consider taking immediate 

action. Moreover if a Liberal appeared in N. E. Manchester the party 

I Letters: Ibnchester and Salford LRC. Coun. J. Nattall to J. R. MacDonaldp 
9 May 1905; J. R. MacDonald to J. Nuttall (unsigned copy), 10 Hay 1905 
(LRC 2V55,6) 

2 J. R. Clynes, op. cit., pp. 105-6 

3 Letters: Manchester and Salford LRC. J. Mittall to J. R. MacDonald, 27 
)by 1905; (LRC 2V57); ILP Prancis Johnson to J. 11. MacDonald, I June 
1905 (IaC 2V59) 

4 J. R. Clynes to J. R. MacDonald, 10 June 1905 (LRC 24/61) 

5A meeting of Manchester Central Dranch ILP, on 16 Ijay 1905, resolved that 
the Secretary should invite Hardie to contest E. Manchester on behalf of 
the branch. (Ibnchester Central Branch ILP, Minutes of meetingv 16 May : 1905) 
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should consider the advisability of taking action in the Enst. 1 But the 

compromise already made by MacDonald still held sway. When Harker's 

resignation had been anticipated in June 1904, the local Liberals had 

resolved to put up their owa candidate. However the Manchester Liberal 

Federation now urged its NX. Association to give the ILP the chance 

to put another man in the field. 2 

Clynes, thus saved from a three-cornered fight by an arrangement 

of which he was obviously ignorantp strove to uphold his party's 

independence. Ile subsequently recalledg in the Labour Leader that: 

Leading politicians, Free Traders, prominent public 
men, offered me public help, u&ich I could only accept by 
departing from our partyts policy. I replied that all must 
help in their own way if they wished for a Labour vidDrYq 
and declined to act with any man or organisation if such 
action tended to make the Tory working man suspiciousq or 
raise doubts of our being a genuine independent party ... 
Our ideals and ultimate objects were always hold up at our 
meetings. We did not plead for a mere reversal of Taff 
Vale judgements and Social Reform limited to the taxation 
of land values ... 

3 

Without any major incidentq Clynes went to the polls on 13 January 1906 

and defeatedv by 49386 votes to 2,954, Sir James Fergussong who had 

represented the constituency since 1885i4 

South West Manchestert unlike the North East constituencyq had the 

same Labour candidate for the duration of the campaign. G. D. Kelley-ilras 

formally adopted at a meeting in Rulme Town 11all on 2 December 190395 
1 

I ILPI NAC 11inute Book 5. Minutes of NAC meetingg Craiglands Hydrog 
Ilkleyt 22-23 ULY 1905 

2 P. P. Clarke, op-cit-P P. 315t citing Manchester Liberal Federation 
Minutes, 9 June 1904 and 11 Ila y 1905. 

3 LL9 26 January 1906 

4 J. Vincent and 11. Stentonvopcit., p. 165 

5 Letter: Manchester and Salford LRC. Robert C. Hall, Organising Secot 
to J. R. MacDonaldq 16 November 1903 (LRC 11/299) 



-901. 

and went to the poll on 13 January against the Conservative W. J. Galloway. 

Dut although the campaign proceeded smoothly and ErIelley emerged victorious 

with 4,101 votes to 2,875, the election in S. 11. Manchester brought to the 

fore the main problems inherent in the Labour alliance. Kelloyp a 

prominent trade-unionist of long-standingv not only retained his 

allegiance to the Liberal party until 1904, but was ifell-Imown for his 

anti-socialist stand in the 190s. The attitude of the SDIF towards his 

candidaturc has been discussed above. 1 But while they were clearly far 

from enthusiastic about this 'more Labouritel, there is no evidence of 

any active opposition. John Pennyt discussing election prospects in 

the Clarion on 11 September 1903, commented: 

... most of the' Socialists have dropped their hostile 
attitude towards him. The ILP bection of the Socialist 
movement, at any rate, has buried the hatchetq as is evidenced 
by the fact that he vas selected as a candidate by the LRC on 
the nomination of an ILP branch - in addition to trade union 
nominations of course. 2 

During the course of Kelley's campaign it appeared that lie had 

not moved from his original Liberal beliefs. By January 1904 he had 

joined the Free Trade Leaguet appeared at its mectingsp and accepted 

office as one of its Honorary Treasurers. 3 Moreover before the end of 

the year even McDonald felt obliged to warn him against open support 

for the Liberals. Apparently Kelley and G. N. Barnes had both signed 

a manifesto in support of the Liberal candidate at the Thanet electiong 

and Kelley had also signed a similar manifesto which was used during 

I See above, p. j&j 

2 C9 il September 1903 

3 Letters: Tom Fox to J. H. MacDonald, 7 January 1904 (IRC 12/38); T. W. 
Killich, Hon. Sec. 9 I,! ree Trade League to J. R. MacDonald, 16 January 1904, 
(UtC 12/156); Mmehester and Salf ord LRC Robert C. Hall to J. '. P,. 
MacDonald, 18 February 1904 (MC 13/212/11 
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the Horshan, election. The EC of the LRC received a complaint against 

such activity, and ýIcDonald was duly instructed to point out that such 

manifestos were not in accordance with the position of the committee, and 

asked the candidates to refrain from signing any more. ' In return for 

his advocacy of these Liberal candidatesv Kelley had the support of 

Winston Churchill. During a week's campaign in Manchesterg Churchill 

held a meeting in Mlmo at which he announced: 

We have not on our platform Mr. Kelley, the Labour 
candidate for this division, but we hold a meeting for his 
support. Ile Imov that the rules of his association precludes 
him from appearing , on a Liberal platform. Whether we 
approve that rule or not has nothing, to do with the great 
issues the next election will raise. Ife are here to support 
the progressive and Rree Trade cause*2 

I, Ihy,, in the face of Kelley's blatently pro-Liberal attitudeq was 

there not a socialist revoltq or at least a protestq in the S-11. 

Manchester division? The area hadq after allq a long tradition of 

socialist activity and co-operation be-Ween the ILP and SDF. Part Of 

the answer may lie in the fact that Kelley was opposing U. J. Gallowayp 

vhose notorious antagonism to honest labour legislation 
has lately been demonstrated by the wilful wrecking of two 
Trade Dispute Bills in the House of Conmons. 3 

Obviously any large-scale socialist protest could wreck the chance of 

I Typed unsigned letter J. R. MacDonald to G. D. I'Lelley, 10 December 1904 
WIC 17/492) 

2 LLf 13 October 1905 

3 Amalgamated Socbty of Lithographic Printersp Manchester Branch. Printed 
circular to branches: Ae: Mr. Geo. D. IC'elley's Election Fbnd (LRC 29/2.68); 
lanchester and Salford LRCp 2nd Annual Report ... -1222t 

P- 39 emphasised 
this factor of opposition to Gallolfay. It described the S. W. Manchester 
election as of special interest to organised labour throughout the 
country, because Kelley '... vas opposing the one man above all others 
who iras responsible for the vrecking of the Trade Disputes Bill in the 
late Parliamentt viz. 9 Mr. J. W. Gallovay'. 
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success for Kelley, who was eminently preferable to Galloway as an 

IT and -who was moreover considered to have a good chance of success. 

Financial arrangements for his candidature were sound; his union had by 

the end of December 1905 collected ; C130 towards returning officer's fees 

(and still hoped to raise the sum to C150). Koreover a decision had 

been reached to elect and pay for the services of an assistant secretaryp 

mainly in order to provide Kelleyt if elected, with sufficient time to 

carry out his parliamentary duties. He was assured of the full benefits 

under the LRCIs nAintenance fund. ' Thus -while ILPers might note Kelley's 

pro-Liberal attitude, or even complain to the LTIC, an internecine feud 

conducted in public would have been suicidal. However once Kelley was 

elected he, like the other Labour MPsq was faced with a great many hopes 

to be fulfilled, in order that the manner of his election and past 

opinions might be forgotten. 

Socialist opinion in Gorton appears to have been somewhat less 

restrained. Moreover press reports concerning events in the constituency 

made it patently obvious to any interested reader (who had not already 

suspected aroiray) that there was indeed a Liberal-Labour electoral 

arrangement. Initial arrangements in the division however remain obscure. 

It appeared until the end of 1902 that Wardts candidature 
2 

would be resumed, 

but on 27 January 1903 a somewhat alarmed John Penny wrote to MacDonald. 

For correspondence relating to the financial arrangenent for Kelley's 
candidature see LTIC 29/268. See also letters: Amalgamated Society of 
Lithographic Printers. A. E. Harrisong Chairman to J. R. I-TacDonaldo 
30 November 1904 (LRC 28/221); (J. R. lhcDonaldý to G. D. Kelleyq 
8 December 1904 (IRC 28/224); O. R. llhcDonal(ý to A. E. Harrison, 10 
December 1904 (LTIC 28/223); G. D. Kelley to J. R. MacDonald, 12 December 
1905 (LItC 2P/225); J. R. MacDonald to G. D. Kelleyq 20 December 1905 
(LRC 28/226); G. D. Kelley to J. R. MacDonaldq 22 December 1905 (UIC 29/266); 
Unsigneq co of letter J. R. McDonald? to G. D. Kelley, 29 December 1905 
(IRC 29/267T, - (letter on reverse of circular) F. F. Boaler to J. R. 
IhcDonald, 28 December 1905 (LRC 29/268); J. 111. MacDonald to ? F. F. Boalert 
30 December 1905 (UIC 29/269). 

kcA wvtbe. Ae-cL C4ortav% a. tk,, e 19 0o qe^, eraý (i cýckj ý vX 0,5ý Cýe 
CvAoN Uaboýtf C*ukx eýl ( (vr bit) 

, 
jrvfd,.! j ) 

See, 46(rvwls VCV &OL LqO-L I P. 135 ) 
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Ile had heard that Gorton Trades Council had suddenly throiM over 

Ward and adopted Ent-vistle of the Bngineers as their parliamentary 

candidate. Penny had no details, but the positions eemed , 'very- peculiar' 

'it seems as if the local Trades Unions are simply adopting a suicidal 

policy'. 
1 As 1hcDonald duly pointed out to G. N. Barnes: 

Apparently this is bein, (, r done without any understanding 
having been come to between you and the ILP which appears to 
hold the right in the first instance to nominate a candidate 
for this constituency as it claims to have fought it at the 
last two elections. 2 

Any local negotiationssdiich followed this reminder unfortunately remain 

obscure, but Ea-hiristle's proposed candidature seems to have been dropped. 

On 12 February 1903 Charles Bamford, Secretary of Gorton United Trades 

and Labour Council, requested a list of available LRC parliamentary 

candidates. 3 John Hodge was duly wlected. As secretary of the British 

Steel Smelterst Association his trade union background was eminently 

suitable for the constituency. Moreover he hadv in November 1900P 

declared his adherence to the ILP. Hodge also had the benefits of 

previous experience as a parliamentary candidateg for the Gower division of 

Glamorgan in 1900, and a union which was prepared to. finance hin. 4 As 

HacDonald comment6d to G. D. Kelley, 'If Hodge would suit you he will be 

the easiest to fix up provided he is in ITanchester and it would also 

cost us less expensbl. 5 

I Letter: ILP. NACI John Penny to J. R. IktcDonaldv 27 January 1903 (lz, -C 6/218) 

2 Letter: J. R. IbcDonald per J, McNeill to G. N. Barnesq 28 January 1903 
(MC 1/215) 

3 Letter: Gorton United Trades and Labour Council. Charles A. Danford, 
Sec. ko J. 111. lhcDonald? ), 12 February 1903 (LRC 7/190-1) 

4 J. Hodge, op. cit-v pp. 1159 140; D. Howell and J. Savillet entry on 
John Hodge in Dictionary of Labour Bioproh - 39 PP. 109-15. LL Y-9 Vol 
3 November 1900t records Hodge's declaration of adherence to the ILPp at 
a meeting in Manchester. 

5 (J. R. MacDonald) to G. D. Kelley, 27 April 1903 (LUC 1/424) 
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In May 1903 Hodge vas contesting a by-election in Preston and 

although he was actually approached by the Gorton Trades and Labour 

Council to stand as candidate before the contestp his selection was 

delayed until after polling day. 1 Initially lie was well-received in 

the constituency. His first meeting on 28 May 'was crowded out, with 

'as many outside as inside, and most enthusiastict. NDreover 40 men 

remained behind after the meeting to volunteer for election work. 2 

Hodge proceeded to tour every union branch in the division. -7 and his 

campaign seemed to be progressing well wlien he was suddenly faced with 

the possibility of a three-cornered fight. 

The local Liberal Association apparently took exception to Labour 

activities in St. IktrIc's and Openshaw wards, and decided that they did 

not wish to be bound by an election arrangement. The Liberalsp they 

believed, must assert themselves or be wiped out. They therefore proposed 

to run Councillor Wainwright as Liberal *candidate f or Gorton. Wainicright 

apparently had no personal ambition to enter Parliament andq armed with 

this Imowledge, some local trade unionists attempted to reach an 

arrangement. Among then was Councillor Thomas Griffiths. Together with 

Thomas Pletcher (also a member of Belle Vue branch ASRS) and John Blackburn 

and Joseph Thewlis (of No. 23 branch, United nichine Workers' Association) 

I J. Hodge, op. cit., p. 150. The Steel Smelters formally applied for 
Hodge's candidature for Gorton to be approved by the MC in June 1903 
(see MC, 11inutes of fleeting 18 June (1903) London in LRC Minutesq 
letters and papers (collected by Eduard Pease). See also letter: 
J. Hodge to J. R. TheDonald, 18 June 1903 WIC 9/195), in which Hodge 
states that he has been selected by Gorton Trades and Labour Council 
for the division. Hodge's candidature was finally endorsed in a letter 
from MacDonald (LRC 2/1989 19 June 1903)- 

2 Letter: J. Hodge to J. R. MacDonald, 29 May 1903 (LLC 9/193) 

3 Letter: J. Hodge to J. 1t. lktcDonald, . 06 October 1903 (IRC 10/42" 
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Griffiths composed a letter to Wainwright. If the Liberal vithdrew 

from Gorton and allowed Hodge a free fieldo they would use their 

influence with the Gorton and Manchester Trades Councils in support of 

Horridge, the Liberal candidate in East Manchester. Moreover if 

Horridge answered questions on Labour matters satisfactorilyp Griffiths 

was prepared to go on the Liberal's platform in support of his candidature. 1 

The Labour Leader, somewhat prematurelyv announced that: 

Arrangements have been come to by which, owing to a 
threatened Labour candidate being withdrawn in East Manchesterg 
Liberal opposition to Mr. John I-lodge has been avoided in the 
Gorton division. 2 

Thus ILPers could hardly have remained oblivious to the existence of some 

type of Lib-Lab pact. 

The situation in Gorton was further confused by the fact that the 

area had two trades councils, and the plans for an larrangementt appear 

to have emanated from members of the smaller body. 9 the Gorton District 

Trades and Labour Council. The larger Gorton United Trades and Labour 

Council, which had initially been responsible for ]Todgc's candidatureq 

disclaimed any involvement 
-in 

the affair, as did the candidate himself. 3 

The Liberal candidature in Gorton vas eventually abandoned in 

December 1905, as a result of pressure within that party. 
" Had he 

proceeded more cautiously after his public disclaimerg Hod, ', Ye might have 

avoided further accusations of Liberal sympathies. However by the summer 

of 1904 he had become involved in Winston Churchill's campaign in N. W. 

1 Letter: Gorton United Trades and Labour Council. Chas. A. "I3-amford to 
J. R. MacDonaldq 17 Nýrch 1904 (LRC 13/180 

2 LL9 12 March 1904 

3 Ibid. 9 26 March 1904. See article 'The Alleged Gorton "Arrangenent"'. Vý 

4 P. P. Poirier, op. cit., p. 250; P. F. ClarIceg op. cit., p. -316. 
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Ibnchester. Churchill was originally invited to contest the seat by the 

Free Trade League and Hodge, ifho lived in the division, was asked by the 

League to support him. The League described Churchill as an Independent 

candidate, and on these grounds Hodge felt inclined to arree to the 

request. However before comittingm himself he sought advice from 

ITacDonald. 1 The IRC decided that Churchill iras in fact a Liberal 

candidate, and warned Hodge against supporting him. 2 

John Hodge failed to heed the varning, and on 24 June the Labour 

Leader stated that he was 'helping in the formation of a strong Liberal 

organisation to further the candidature of Mr. Winston Churchill'. 

Hodge vigorously denied this accusation in the following week's edition, 3 

but to little effect. On 8 July the I-abour Leader bore a letter from 

W. E. Taylor: 

The members of my branch (Crumpsall ILP Manchester) 
request me to state that several of our membersv including 
m yself . undoubtedly saw John Hodge. LRC candidate for Gorton 
(Ilanchcster) upon the platform at ý meeting run under the 
auspices of Ihnchester Liberal Federation, to further the 
candidature of Winston Churchill, W. P. 11 

Hodge attempted to explain avay his presence. Ile had attended the 

meeting simply in order to accompany his wife and daughterv and a guest, 

who all wanted to hear Churchill. They had arrived ten minutes before 

1 Letter: Jolm Hodge to J. R. MacDonald, 19 April 1904 (LRC 14/150) 

2 Typed unsigned letter to J. I-lodge, 20 April 1904 (LP,, C 1V156); 
Unsigned letter from LRC to J. Hodge, 19 jhy 1904 (LRC 1V157) 

3 ! Lý I July 19011 

Ibid. 98 July 1904. Charles Bamf ord of Gorton United Trades and Labour 
Council subsequently -. =ote to, lhcDonald to ask if Hodge had requested 
IARC permission to appear on Churchill's platformg and ims informed that 
Hodge had already been told that Churchill must be regarded as a Liberal U Letter: Charles A. Bamford to J. 11. MacDonaldq 24 August 1904 (LaC 16/110/1) 
A draft handwritten reply, signed by IhcDonald, appears on the same sheet. 
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the meeting commenced, to find not even standing room available 

except on the platform. Hodge's party and a few other people were 

then offered 'unreserved and unappropriated seats' on the platform. 

One of the others who accepted a seat on the platform was an ILPer, 

and Hodge remarked in the Labour Leader: 'It would appear as if 

certain people may steal a donkey and no crime is committed, while it 

is a crime for any one who is not a member of that body should he chance 

to be in the same field as the animall. 1 By 'certain people' Hodge 

would appear to have meant 'socialists', for although he publicly 

espoused the ILP, Hodge was in fact far from being a socialisto his 

fadvanced' views being largely confined to support for municipal 

enterprise. 2 

To some socialists in the area, not least the future founders 

of Openshaw Socialist Societyp Hodge's political stand ('Without the 

additional complication of support for Churchill) was far from acceptable. 

Hodge later reminisced: - 

... I had my troubles and vomies at various intervals 
with the left wing element in that division ... That element 
were few in numberv but what they lacked in that respect they 
made up for by the volume of their talk and general cussedness. 3 

Hodge's overt Liberal sympathies now brought the underlying differences 

-within the Labour camp to the fore. S. G. Hobson commented in the Clarion 

,e 
displaced a faithful that 'It has also to be remembered that Mr. Hodýr 

Socialist as candidate for Gorton in circumstances not a little 

peculiar. ' Not perhaps surprisinglyp his article was entitled 'Liberal- 

Labourism and Broken Vows', and concentrated upon the need for a British 

I LLI 15 July 1904 

2 J. Hodge, op. cit., pp. 1116-7 

3 Ibid., p. 156 
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Socialist Party. 1 

John Hodge was however assiduous in gaining trade union support. 

Apart from visiting trade union branches, he accepted invitations to 

2 Bible classesp Sunday Schoolso concerts and temperance demonstrations. 

With widespread labour (if not left-wing socialist) supporty he 

obtained nearly double the number of votes cast for his Conservative 

opponent. Thus by 24 January 1906 the Manchester area had gained 

its third Labour IT. 

++++++ 

The 1906 General Election campaign bas been considered above in 

an extremely parochial manner. No attention has been paid to the major 

issues Vaich simag the electorate against the Conservatives; i. e. 

protectionism and the question of 'Chinese slavery'. This omission 

has however been deliberate, for the aim has been to explore two factors 

relating to the local ILP9 namely the manner in which its independence 

was compromised (and, above all, was seen to be compromised) by the 

MEC's electoral pact with the Liberal party, and the continuous under- 

current of socialist protest against such compromise. 

Me ILP, and indeed the SDF, in the Ihnehoster and Salford area 

contained among its members many prominent trade unionists. With such 

degree of influqnce in the labour movement and a long-standing belief 

in the socialist mission to convert among the unionsq it was possible 

I C9 15 July 1904. The circumstances under i4iich Ward retired are not clear. 
Uýarles Damfordt in defending Ilodget suggested that the (unnamed) 'faithful 
Socialist candidate' had received open support from the Liberals (Cq 22 
July 1904). It does however appear that the chief problem was fin7ancial. 
Ward's contest in 1900 left a large debt, and the local ILP and Labour move- 
ment simply could not afford to finance him in another contest. The fact 
that Hodge, who could hardly be regarded as a socialist, was able to fight 
the seat because of union baching 

., may well have been a source of resentment. 

2 Up 2 February 1906. See Hodge's article on Gorton, under the headingg 
71-Knir we won I. 
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for socialists at the turn of the century to welcome the formation of the 

MC and participate in its activities without the expectation that their 

political beliefs would be compronised. The major change in this 

situation occurred-when the General Election campaign was launchedq and 

control over labour affairs was assumed by the MC. Obviously even 

in the absence of a labour alliancet the NAC would have concentrated 

resources upon certain constituencies and sanctioned candidatures. Even 

the most optimistic Clarion socialist could not have expected a complete 

free rein for local parties. But the LRC candidates were not all socialists; 

someg like Kelley, were well-remembered for their past opposition to 

socialism. 11breover at every stage in the 6lection campaign there 

emerged evidence of LRC collaboration with the Liberals. Although there 

is no reason to suppose that local socialists suspected the existence 

of a national electoral agreement, individual local incidents aboundedg 

and could hardly have remained unnoticed by any active ILPer. However 

apart from the abortive affair of Fred Dramley's candidature for East 

Iktnehester, i there was no real socialist revolt against LRC policy. p but 

rather a cont1huinfl., undercurrent of dissension. Faced with straight 

fights at the polls between Labour and Conservative candidatesp few 

socialists were prepared to risk wrecking Labour's chances. Dut socialism 

and independence had both been compromised by the labour alliancep and 

the local party which had first adopted the Fourth Clause wars hardly 

likely to forget the fact. 

1hch depended upon the future policy of the labour proup in 

Parliament. If its members clearly demonstrated their independence and 

campaigned vigorously for tangible reforms, then socialist dissension 

1 See above, pp. 770-1. 
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might well remain dormant. Should they fail, some of the original 

promoters of the Fourth Clause might be expected to fan the flaries of 

rebellion. Robert Blatchfordp describing in the Clarion 'The 

Astonishing Revolution of 1906t clearly asserted: ... our first and 

greatest duty as Socialists is to Tight the Liberal Party. There can be 

no Socialism while any pretence of alliance or friendship exists between 

the Liberal Party and the Socialists'. His principal aim was now for a 

propaganda campaiant to achieve socialist victories at the next election: 

'Labour scats may be left to the IM Dut we are going to teach the 
t-I 

masses Socialism'. ' 

I Cl 26 January 1906. . 
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Cliapter 4 

The Socialist Revolt against Labourism, 1206-1914 

A real Labour Party should have for its objective the 
overthrow of the capitalist rule and the emancipation of the 
working class. It should understand that Parliamentarianism 
is simply a means to that end, and that the means must always 
be subservient to the end. Once a Labour Party clearly under- 
stands that positiong it will be not less, but moret zealous 
in its work for ameliorative measures; but it will also attach 
less importance to these proportionately, and will be conse- 
quently bolder in its attack upon the power and privilege of 
the possessing class. It will then have less respect for 
Parliamentary forms and usages, will think little of mere 
Parliamentary reverses, andwill help to inspire 

I 
the working 

class with a belief in itself and in its future. 

Harry quelch 'Socialism and Parliamentarianism' 
(Marcht 19lOi 

Until 1906 the ILP had functioned primarily as a propagandist 

party outside Parliament. Admittedly many of its leading members had 

proved successful in local elections, and had become accustomed to 

holding public office at a municipal level, but only Hardie had 

achieved a seat in the Commons. There his role had again been that of 

the propagandist: a lone voice in the wildernesst serving as a constant 

reminder of the needs and grievances of labour. After the 1906 General 

Election however the situation underwent a radical change. Twenty-nine 

MPs were elected under the auspices of the LRC and were joinedq after the 

election, by one 11iners' MP. Of the group; more than half belonged to the 

ILP, but only seven had actually been sponsored by that party at the 

election. Among these ment uho formed the new Labour Partyt loyalties 

were directed principally towards their trade union interestog not to the 

advancement of socialism. 2 To facilitate their election the ILP had made 

I Harry Quelch,, -'Socialism and Parliamentarianism' in Harry Qpelch. 
Literary Remains ed. E. Belfort Bax (1914) P- 178 

2 D. Harquand, Ramsay MacDonald (1977) pp. 96-7 
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great sacrifices, not only in terms of the time expended and effort 

exerted by its members in the constituenciesp but also of its own 

independence. Throughout the country the ILP's participation in the 

Labour Representation Committee had drawn it into the 'arrangement' 

with the Liberal Party. ' Indeed many of the now Labour MPs actually 

owed their seats to the arrangement; only five had actually faced 

Liberal opposition. 1 

Ran and file ILPerswho for years had argued the case for the 

achievement of socialism by peacefult parliamentary methods, were now 

obliged to rest their hopes upon this largely non-socialist Labour 

Party to fulfil the role outlined above by Harry Quelch. But would the 

Labour Party in Parliament attack 'the power and privilege of the 

possessing class', or would it merely succumb to respect for Parlia- 

mentarianism and co-operation with the Liberal Government? 

In the constituencies, ILPers continued to speak on street cornersq 

sell the Labour Leader, and raise funds at bazaars. Dut the centre of 

gravity within their party had shifted. The ILP was no longer an 

essentially local, propagandist party, for the parliamentary route to 

socialism was being put to its first test, and the development of the 

party in the constituencies now depended less upon local personalities 

and activities, and more upon national political events. 

The socialist movement in Manchester and Salford had never been 

entirely committed to parliamentarianism or the Labour alliancep for 

both the OF and the Clarion group were firmly entrenched. Iforeoverg 

as events surrounding the 1906 election have revealedq at least a 

section of the ILP placed a high value upon the party's independence, 

R. Hilibandp Parliamentary Socialism (1961; 2nd ed., 1973) p. 21 
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once embodied in the Fourth Clause. Coupled with these factors was 

a long history of co-operation between the ILP and SDF, and support 

for a united socialist party. It was not, in the circumstancesp 

surprising that some of the leading critics of the Labour alliance 

emerged from the 1%nchester and Salford ILPO nor that the area became 

the focus of the renewed campaign for an alternative, socialistp 

alliance. 

The aim of this chapter is to consider both the impact of 

national events upon the ILP, and the extent to which local socialists 

actually moulded those events. ' The leading protagonists in the 

socialist revolt against labourismp Robert Blatchfordv Victor Grayson 

and Leonard Hall, all had strong local connections. Nor was its-imply 

due to 'accidents of history' that the 'Green Ihnifestol was produced 

in Manchester, or the BSP founded in Salford, If the local history of 

the ILP during the period in question cannot be interpreted without 

consideration of parliamentary eventsl the internal struggles of the 

ILP can more profitably be examined from the viewpoint of the Manchester 

and Salford party; a party formed with the aid of'Social Democrats 

and the Clarion, and committed to Fourth Clause socialism before the 

national party even came into being. 

++++++ 

Mhen Kelley, Clynes and Hodge took their seats in the Commonsp they 

did so on the opposition side of the House. This was not the result of 

a tactical decision by the Labour Party, but of the Liberal landslide 

at the General Election, which resulted in some 400 members crowding 

the Government benches. Indeed the Labour Partyp now led by Hardie as 

Chairman and Ramsay MacDonald as Secretary, was inclined to follow the 
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path indicated by MacDonald some two years previously, and give 

'general support' to the Liberalst so long as the Cabinet proved to 

be 'anti-hnperialistp and ... sound on Trade Union legislation'61 

During the first session of the new Parliament, such a policy 

appeared to produce tangible benefits for local Labour supporters. 

Hanchester and Salford LRC, in its Annual Report for 1906, claimed that: 

The need for a Labour Partyp on Independent linest 
in the House of Commons, has been amply justified in the 
work accomplished by the Labour members during the first 
Session of Parliament. By their advocacyp knowledge and 
experience, they were able to mould the Trades Dispute 
Bill, the Worlimen's Compensation Bill, and the Provision 
of Meals Bill for School Children, as to make them realp 
live Acts of Parliament, beneficial to the workers of the 
country and the underfed school child. The Labour Party 
has also secured concessions for the workmen engaged at 
the Government Dockyards and Arsenals in respect of wagest 
hours of labourt the right of combination, and the 
recognition of the work-men's unions. They have also 
rendered great assistance in the passing of the Merchant 
Shipping Act and the Notification of Accidents Act. The 
questions of Old Age Pensions and Unemployment have also 
been persistently pursued by them as opportunity presentedp 
and it can be justly claimed that their influence on the 
legislation of the session will be of immense benefit to 
the workers of the country. 2 

But by 1907 the parliamentary honeymoon vas over. A number of 
I 

Labour measures floundered,, no important legislation was passedq and 

a mere Government promise to introduce old-age pensions the following 

year contrasted sharply with the achievements of the first session. In 

their Parliamentary Report to Manchester and Salford LRCq Kelley and 

Clynes explained that 'during the second session a feeling obtained 

that others had a greater claim to the time and attention of the House'. 

They vent on to emphasise the number of speeches made by Labour members, 

I Ibid. 9 p. 22 

2 Manchester and Salford LUC, 3rd Annual RelLort 
' ,,, 1906, P. 5. The 

Trade Disputes Act set aside the Taff Vale judgement. 
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and the committee work they had undertaken. 1 but there was no record of 

solid achievement to impress their local supporters, MacDonald at least 

appears to have anticipated the problems ahead. In July 1907 he wrote 

to Bruce Glasier: 

I think we had better work up some feeling on behalf 
of the Unemployed Bill this Autumn and Winter, as I am 
afraid there is no chance of even mentioning it in the 
House of Commons this session. lie shall put a question 
or two on the subject but beyond that we shall have no 
opportunity of going. They do not mean to give us a day 
for the Local Government Board Vote ... 

2 

The problem of the unemployed, and the failure of the Labour Party to 

promote any legislative remedy for their plightp was to be one of the 

key factors in the socialist revolt against the labour alliance. As 

such it will merit separate consideration. Initially the aim here is 

to portray the general lack of solid achievements by the Labour Party 

in parliament after 1906. 

For the remaining years of that Parliament,, KelIq and Clynes I 

reports to their local LRC paint a picture of setbacks and major 

obstacles encountered* Thus in 1908 they were able to record the 

beginning of a scheme for Old-Age Pensionsp 

... but the flianks which the Government might have 
obtained was chiefly lost because of the unjust and 
irritating disqualifications which were retained in the 
Billp in spite of the efforts of the Labour Party to 
remove them. To give pensions because of old age and 
poverty, and to. disqualify those who suffered such extremes 
of poverty as to be forced to the parish for relieft was 
really to defeat the main principle upon which the Pensions 
Bill was based. 3 

I Manchester and Salford UIC9 4th Annual Report ... 19079 P. 7; 
D., Marquandi, op. cit-t pe 101 

2 Letter: J. R, MacDonald to J. Bruce Glasier. Londont 22 July 1907 
(1.1.1907/83 Glasier Papers) 

, 

3 Manchester and Salford IRC, 5th Annual Report ... 1908, P- 7 
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Daring the last session of the Parliamentt discussion on the Budget 

occupied much of the Commons' time. The Labour Party could however 

claim credit for some of the items which aroused the antipathy of the 

Lords: Land Taxest Super-Tax and Death Duties. Otherwise KellzýS and 

Clynes' report for 1909 read as an, apologia. The Wages Boards Act 

tmay not for some time be far reaching in its effects, but, in 

principle, it is perhaps more acceptable than any measure ever passed 

to deal with the conditions of wage earners'. In the same tone they 

recorded the passage of the Labour Exchanges Act, commenting 'We have 

never claimed that Labour Exchanges would increase opportunities for 

employment. Exchanges can at beat held to regularise the supply of 

labour to places vhere it may be required'. 1 

Thus after 1906 the general record of the Labour Party in Parliament 

at beat failed, to inspire its local supporters. But far more significant 

was the fact that the Liberal Goverment provided no remedy for the 

growing problem of the unemployment - and the Labour 1JPs revealed 

themselves as being far more dedicated to the niceties of Parliamentary 

procedure than to the interests of their unemployed constituents. It 

is indeed difficult to exaggerate the importance of the unemployment 

issue to the political development of the Labour alliance. Throughout 

the country socialists had been prepared to compromise their independence 

and take part in the alliance because they believed that a Labour group 

would be able to influencep persuadet or even force Parliament to deal 

with pressing social-issues* And unemploymentq at least in Hanchester 

and Salford was a pressing issue, not just an abstract problem in need 

of a legislative remedy* Crowds of raggedt half-starved men were 

1 Manchester and Salford LRC, 6th Annual Report ... 1909t p. 8 
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regularly to be seen standing about the streets or queuing at soup 

kitchens. For socialists their presence raised an obvious question; 

what was the use of the Labour alliance if its HPs. once electedg could 

notq or would notp go something about a major issue like unemployment? 

The problem of unemployment did not emerge suddenly after the 

1906 General Election. Although the situation had improved during the 

late i89Os, the unemployment figures were again rising after the turn 

of the century, and rose particularly rapidly in the engineeringt ship- 

building and metal trades. 1 As early as March 1901 a mass meetingwas 

held at the Comedy Theatret to discuss idiat means could be adopted to 

relieve the unemployed in Manchester. With Tom Cook in the chair and 

most of the leading trade unionists and socialists on the platformt the 

meeting called upon Manchester City Council to establish a Labour 

2 Bureau. Manchester and Salford ILPt at its quarterly meeting in 

December 1902, sought not only the establishment of such bureauxv but 

also a scheme of public works to be promoted by both national-and local 

government. 3 Their demand for public works was echoed by the local 

Trades Councilp but the only response from Manchester Board of Guardians 

was to the effect that the relief statistics of the Board did not show 

any exceptional distress*14 

On 12 October 1904 the executive committees of the Manchester and 

JL S. J. Chapman and H. M. Hallsworthp op. cit. t See graphq p. 100. S-J- 
Chapmant -who Vas appointed to the Chair of Political Economy at Oven's 
College in J901, had been active in the local ILP from its formation. 
(see iff, 3 September 1892 Lt 15 February and 19 September 1896, 
6 July igOlt 2 April 1914ý. 

L- 

2 LLt 2 )krch 1901 

3 C, 26 December 19020 LL 27 December 1902 

4 LL# 3 and 10 January 1903 
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Salford Trades Council, ILP, and SDF held a joint meeting to consider 

the problem. They decided unanimously to convene a conference on 27 

October, of representatives from trade union and labour bodiest co-operative 

societies, university settlementst and members of the City and Borough 

Councils and Boards of Guardiansq $with a view to arriving at some 

practical means of dealing with the large number of unemployed work- 

people in the city and borough., and also with the great amount of 

poverty and distress prevalent in our midst through lack of employmentto: l 

The Conferencet held in the Lord Mayorts Parlour and presided over by 

the Lord Mayor, again demanded municipal action, with Mrs. Pankhurst 

reminding the meeting that the Guardians already possessed the power 

2 to provide employment by acquiring land and setting men to work thereon. 

Pressure for immediate action now took the form of mass meetings by the 

unemployed and processions to Manchester and Chorlton Town Halls. 

Largely instrumental in organising the demonstrations were the socialists: 

Skivington, Horrocksp Hudson and Parcell. 3 But when an attempt to 

provide municipal employment was made, it served only to highlight a 

fundamental problem. At the end of November 1904 Manchester Corporation 

found work for 600 men; to work in 6--hour shifts, clearing the streets 

of snow. However, 'many of the men were so reduced by want that they 

were little better thanphysical wrecks, and a number of cases were 

reported of men falling down through sheer weakness'. 
4 Clearly without 

some provision for their sustanance, unemployed men rapidly became 

I Ct 2110ctober 1904 

2 'LL9 4 November 1904 

3 J9 26 November 1904 

4 LL, 2 December 1904 
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unemployable. 

The belief that unemployment necessitated a solution more 

fundamental than mere soup kitchens vas not confined to the socialists. 

In Manchester a committee vas formed, comprising the Lord Mayorg 

councillors, and representatives from all the political parties and from 

trade unions. 1 President of the Committee was Arthur Smith, an ILPerq 

who in December 1904 submitted a scheme for the establishment of Labour 

Bureaux in every industrial centre in the country. The Bureaux should 

be managed by committeest drawn from the District, Town or City Councilp 

and should not enter into competition with ordinary commercial enter- 

prises. Moreover the committees should be responsible for feedingr 

clothing and housing all the employable (and hitherto unemployed) persons 

and their dependants. The Unemployed Committee approved the schemet 

and determined that the government should be asked to bring forward a 

bill dealing with the unemployment questiong and recognizing the 

principle embodied in the scheme. 2 A special sub-committeet with 

Smith as Secretary, was then formed to draft a bill upon these lines. 3 

However the Committee can have entertained little hope of 

Government support. In January 1905 a deputation visited A. J. Balfour 

at the Queen's Hotel in Manchester. Having emphasised the inadequacy of 

the current charitable relief schemest W. I-;. Skivington (of the SDF) 

advocated the formation of Labour Bureaux, only to have Balfour decline 

to express any opinion. The Prime Minister did however attribute the 

employment difficulties'of men over the age of 40 to trade union action 

I J, 21 January 1905 

2 LL9 16 December 1904 

34 August 1905 
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in forcing minimum wages for each particular trade! I Not that the 

Liberals had offered any more hope of action. Campbell-Bannerman had 

been interviewed by a deputation in December 1904, after which the Labour 

Leader reported: 

To profess ignorance of the real condition of affairs 
at this time of day is almost criminal, yet that is what 
this 'statesman' did. The rest of his replies were# as we 2 
all expectedt diplomatic evasion and hypocritical promises. 

The socialists involved in the unemployed movement did have their 

occasional differences. Thus after a meeting in December 1904t at 

St. James' Hallt the Labour Leader complained that the ILP had been 

ignored and that H. M. Ayndman,, who did speak, had 'quickly succeeded 

in rousing the audience and making an enemy of every non-socialist on 

the platform'. 3 Shortly afterwards the S. W. Mnchester OF report in 

Justice accused the Manchester ILP Councillors of failing to assist the 

unemployed movement. 4 However faced with inaction on the part of the 

local authoritiesq the socialists were united in their condemnation. 

The regular meetings of the unemployed in Albert Square were discontinued 

at the request of the authoritiesp whereupon the Labour Leader commented: 

To be quite frank, the outside feeling was that the 

movement was being kept 'on the hand' purposely by the Mayor 

and his friends to tide over the critical period of the 
winter and to preyent any awkward manifestations in view of 
the Ring's visit. ý-' 

The Government eventually introduced its Unemployed Workmen's Bill 

6 
on April 18th. Thetmpýasis on London and provision for optional 

I Ibid. t 4 February 1905 

2 Ut 9 December 1904 

3 Ibid. f 23 December 1904 

4 Jq li February 1905 

54 August 1905 

6 K. D. Browng OP- cit-P PP- 50-5 



-922- 

relief elsevheret as well as its general timidityt caused it to fall 

far short of the socialists' hopes. But it did recognise state 

responsibility for the unemployed and when, by mid-Mayt no provision 

had been made for its Second Readingg considerable anxiety for its 

future progress prevat'led within the Labour movement. Details of the 

Bill's progress in the Commons are beyond the scope of this survey. 

In essence the chief problem was that the Government, wishing to avoid 

the principle of rate aid to pay the wages of unemployed nenv both 

exercised delaying tactics and re-drafted the Bill to exclude the 

raCc-aid clause, which was of course of paramount concern to the 

socialists. During the spring and summer demonstrations were held in 

Manchester and Salford in support of the Bill, including a mass 

demonstration at Heaton Park on 1 July, which was followed by Hardie's 

meeting at the Ardvick Empire. 1 

In July 1905 the unemployed resumed their meetings in Albert 

Square. Although the general employment situation had benefitted from 

the usual seasonal fluctuationg the plight of those men still without 

work had not. With the onset of the warmer weather the Lora Mayor's 

fund had closed, and the municipal provision of work had ceased. 
2 In 

Albert Square proposals for a march to London were mootedv and at the 

end of July the chairman at one meeting announced that if the Manchester 

Unemployed Committee had been in London, they would have made a small 

hell of that city'. Another speaker asserted that if the Unemployed 

Bill was not passedp the result would be 'another St. Petersburg'. 3 

1 LLP 30 Junet 5 JulY 1905 

2 Ibid., 4 August 1905 

3 28 July 1905 
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The leaders of the unemployed movemento notably Smith and 

Skivington, were aware of the growing impatience within its ranks, and 

therefore decided that on Monday 31 August the usual meeting at Albert 

Square should be followed by a demonstration through the principal 

streets. According to plant between 400 and 500 men gathered at the 

Square. Skivingtont from the chair, said that something should be done 

to force the Goverment's hands, and compel them to pass the Unemployed 

Bill, while Smith asserted that 'so far as the Manchester unemployed 

were concerned they were prepared to fight if necessary to obtain that 

which they desired - the right to live by their work. They would have 

to teach the nation a lesson in'this matter. W. Dck1four would not 

have to wait long if he demanded a crisis'. Also among the speakers 

was a young student ILPer who had pleaded the case of the unemployed 

both at Heaton-Park demonstration and at the regular Tib Street meetings: 

Victor Grayson. After the meeting Skivington and Smith led the march 

via Cross Street and Market Street to Piccadillyq accompanied by about 

a hundred policemen. In Piccadilly the crowd got in front of a tramcart 

and failed to move when the driver rang his bell. Police claimed that 

several of the unemployed climbed onto the tram platform and tried to 

pull the driver off. This the unemployed leaders deniedq asserting that 

the procession was moving peacefully when police attacked the men with 

batons and fists. Nevertheless Skivington, Robert McGregor and Charles 

Steadman were arrested. 
' 

That eveningt Hardie referred to the Manchester disturbance in the 

Commons. He attempted to move an adjournment of the House in order to 

I LL9 4 August 1905- The account of this affair by K. D. Brovnt op. cit., 
P. 59 is somewhat differentl although apparently based upon the same 
source. 
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call attention to the matter, but was ruled out of order. Nevertheless 

he sent a message to the Manchester Committee: Illearty congratulations. 

The spirit of the Peterloo massacre is again upon the authorities'. Mis 

was duly read to a large meeting in Albert Square, on Tuesday I Augustq 

attended by Smith, Skivington (whose case had been adjourned)t Victor 

Graysong J. E. McGlasson'and Bruce Glasier. 1 

The effect which the Manchester disturbance had upon opinion in 

the Commons can never be assessed accurately, But by 7 August the Bill, 

which had-been virtually dead a week previouslyt. had been steered through 

the Comons (albeit devoid of the rate-aid clauses). At Albert Square on 

Sunday 6 August a predominantly socialist group of speakers addressed a 

crowd of 7-8,000 people. 'The general temper of the meeting showed 

that while the majority recognised that the Bill was a poor onep yet it 

was better than nothingg and it should be acceptedp and an effort made 

to strengthen it'. Socialist speeches were well-receivedo although the 

Labour Leader may have been somewhat optimistic when it claimed: 

What struck the observer was the temper of the vast 
assemblage. It vas Socialistic through and through. This 
state of affairs is not altogether due to the excitement 
raised by the collision with the police in Market Street on 
Monday week. It is rather the result of long and earnest 
propaganda in all corners of the city. Everywhere Manchester has 
shown itself responsive to the teachings of the socialist 
speaker ... 

2 

The passing of the Unemployed Workmen's Act could have led to an 

anti-clim in the Manchester unemployed movement. The five leaders of 

the agitation, on trial at the Police Courtt appear to have recanted, 

much to the disappointment of the Labour Leader. However both the ILP 

i LL, 4 August JL905 

2 LLt 11 August 1905 

Ibid. 9 18 Augwt 1905 
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and SDF determined that unemployed organisationwas still necessary, 

both to utilise the provisions of -the act and to provide assistance 

through local schemes. Thus on 19 August delegates from both parties 

met in conference at the Mutual Cafe, Cannon Street, and agreed to form 

a committeet to attempt to ensure the efficient administration of the 

new act9 and keep the question of the unemployed before the community 

and nation, Ten members from each organisation were duly electedt with 

power to add delegates from the Trades Council, Building Trades 

Federation, women's organisationst and Gorton Trades Councilp also to 

co-opt all Labour elected persons. A sub-committee (2 SDF and 2 ILP 

delegates) was then deputed to conduct a meeting in Albert Square the 

following Sunday. i 

The new committee organised meetings,, tried to persuade the 

unemployed to registert2 and complained about the harsh regulations 

governing the provision of relief. As Hardie commentedt after listing 

some of the questions put by distress committees to applicants for 

relief: tFrom the above it is clear that not unemploymentp but 

destitution is intended to be the test of an applicant's fitness to 

receive relief'. 3, That November four members of the Committee were 

arrested in Albert Square and sentenced to three days' imprisonment 

for obstruction, although they claimed that there were few people about 

to be obstructed - except police and detectives! 4 When the Rev. G. W. 

alld5eAij - Jack of Cheetham Hill Presbyterian Church insUted the unemployed 

I Ibid. v 25 August 1905; ! 19 26 August IL905 

2 LLt I and 8 September, 6 October 1905 

3 Ibid. 9 27 October 1905 

4 Ibid. 9 17 November 1905 
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movement in one of'his sermons, a body of unemployed, led by Mary 

IfacArthurt Purcell and W. C. Andersont adopted the Chartist technique 

of appearing en masse at one of his sermons. 1 The socialists were 

rapidly losing hope of any real iminicipal assistance, despite the 

professions of sympathy from the Lord Mayor and Council. Tom Fox, 

increasing impatient, told the council that its policy meant 'that 

'the unemployed should be sent to the 40gs' home to be smothered. 2 

Me background to the )Ianchester unemployed movement before the 

1906 Election has been considered in detail for several reasons. 

Initially it was obvious that the chief demand of the movementwas 

for a new or -a mended Act. Hence the new Labour Party would be expected 

to exert all its efforts in this direction. But also the unemployed 

movement demonstrated the close co-operation continuing in a local level 

between the ILP and SDFt and the involvement of many leading socialists 

in the campaign., Being personally involved in the unemployed strugglesp 

the Manchester socialists were less likely to accept delays and excuses 

on the parliamentaryfront. This factor obviously had its most 

significant effect upon Victor Graysont who alone had the opportunity 

to transfer his agitation from Albert Square to Westminster. 3 Most 

difficult to evaluate vas the effect of continuous agitation on the 

streets upon political attitudes. While Labour members pursued their 

routine parliamentary duties and the national ILP undervent further 

I Ibid. 9 I December 1905 

2 Ibid. 9 8 December 1905 

Grayson's stand in the Commons on the question of unemployment can 
only be-appreciated in the light of his earlier activities in 
Manchester. His Colne Valley constituency was in fact enjoying a 
period of industrial prosperity vhen he was elected in 1907. (See 
D. Clarke, Colne Valley: Radicalism to Socialism (1981) pp. 141-3* 
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leadership strugglest unemployed men were meeting and marching, 

occasionally encountering police oppositiong and regularly being 

addressed by socialist orators. Although most of the unemployed were 

far from being socialists, and few of the ILP or SDF members can have 

entertained hopes of mass conversiont the possibility of utilising a 

mass movement outsidelparliament for socialist ends did present itself. 

The socialist rank and file's faith in parliamentary leadership 

can hardly have been enhanced by the activities of John Darnse Once 

famed as the Social-Democratic leader of the London dockers and gas 

workersq he now took his place in the new Liberal Cabinetp as President 

of the Local Government Board. The SDF considered from the outset that 

Burns was simply reaping his reward for betraying the working clasag 

although some ILP and trade union leaders were cautiously optimistic. 

His subsequent prevarication about producing an amendment to the 

Unemployed Workmen's Act must have increased support for the SDFIS view. 1 

Failure to assist the unemployed by an upper-class Cabinet Minister could 

be expected; but when an erstwhile working class socialist agitator 

acted in such a mannerp then rank and file activists might well 

contemplate the pitfalls of the parliamentary route to socialism. 

Although the parliamentwhich assembled on 19 February 1906 was 

informed that the Unemployed Workmen's Act would be amendedt it was not 

until 19 July that Dams brought forward some concrete proposals. Even 

then he offered only temporary aidt in the form of. a L200,000 grant, for 

the administration of the existing act. By March 1907 well under half 

the sum had actually been spent by the Boardt which had proved unwilling 

1 For a detailed examination of Burns' Presidency of the Local Government 
Doardq see If. Rentq John Ihnms: Labour Lost Leader (1950) Chapter VI, 
pp. JL47-82 passim. 
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to finance any local experiments in relief. 
' On 9 Jul3r 1907 RamsaY 

11acDonald, 
[under 

the ten minute rule], introduced the Labour Party's 

Unemployment Bil ý/ It provided for a central employment committee to 

plan national works, with local commissioners to develop and co-ordinate 

local works. Each local authority was to set up an employment committeep 

which should find work for all registered unemployed in its area and 

might pay their wages from the rates. Any individual who was not found 

work would have a'. right to maintenance for himself and his dependents. 

But this Right to Work Bill on1j'rezw1wd its Second Reading during the 

1907 session, and was then reintroducedt unchangedq in 1908. On this 

occasion it failed even to-receive a Second Reading. 2 

In Manchester the unemployed agitation continued unabated. In 

January IL9060 even before the new Parliament metv marchers from Liverpool 

and Manchester set out to London. The Manchester and Salford Joint 

Unemployed Committee, with A. F. Dankley as its secretaryt continued to 

organise meetings to demand an Amending Act and sent a deputation to 

John Barnsp albeit without success. 3 In May Arthur Smith was sentenced 

to a month's imprisonment for speaking in the Infirmary Squaret4 and 

upon his release took part in a new aspect of the agitationt the 

establishment of an unemployed camp iii-Levenshulme. Not that the 

philosophy behind the move was new; as Dunkley wrote to the Labour 

Leader: 

Our first object was to demonstrate that the land 
being the only possible source from which those things 

I K. D. Brovnt OP- Cit-t PP- 72-81 

2 Ibid. p pp. 83-4t 91-3 

3 26 MYP 30 June 1906; 27 April, 22 June 1906 

4 LL9 n may jLqo6 
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necessary to maintain life can be obtained,, to withhold 
the same from those willing to work upon the sameq was 
wrong from any point of morality. 

Dan ley and his associates also believed that the camp would disprove 

the common accusationg that the unemployed were really unwilling to 

workv and would also demonstrate that men and women hitherto accustomed 

to town life could adapt themselves to agricultural labour. 1 Their 

ultimate aim however was the entire nationalisation of the land. 2 

The land occupied by the camp belonged to Holy Trinity Churchp 

whose rector was believed by the unemployed to sympathise with their 

plight. The men proceeded to dig a drainage trenchl extend the area 

under cultivationg and establish a hen run. 7hey also began building 

a hut to provide their own winter quarters. Inspired by this example 

another group of young men in Levenshulme took possession of a piece 

of land near the library, on which they commenced horticultural 

operations. 3 However the rector was less sympathetic than he had 

appeared. He obtained an injunction against Arthur Smith the organiserg 

'Minister of Agriculture' Stewart Gray, and secretary A. P. Dankley. 

Moreover his appearance on the scene with a small army of labourers and 

policemen obliged the campers to beat a hasty retreat. 4 Camps elsewhere 

in the country also proved to be shortlived5 but their efforts did high- 

light a possible means of alleviating the problem of unemployment. 

Manchester Corporation had in fact undertaken its own experiment at 

I Ibid. t 20 July, : 1906 

2 J9 21 July 1906 

3 20 July 1906 

4 Ibid. 9 27 July, 10 and 17 August 1906 

5 K. D. Drowng OP. cit-9 PP. 76-7 
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Carrington Moss, vhich had proved so successful that it planned to 

place another NO men on the land. 1 

The 'back to the land' movementv faintly reminiscent of the 

Chartist Lana Plan, did not offer any realq long-term solution for the 

problems of a 20th century industrial society. It vas perhaps more 

significant as a resort to 'direct action't emphasising the failure of 

established political methods. Local activists in the unemployed move- 

ment were becoming increasingly critical not only of government inactiong 

but also of the attitude of the Labour movement. John Burns' contempt 

2 for farm colonies did not serve to enhance his reputation in Hanchester4l 

A meeting at Stevenson Square in February 1907 condemned 'the lethargy 

of Labour and trade unions in allowing men in search of work -to starve, 

and for not supporting the agitation for amendment of the Unemployed 

Acts. 3 Richard Robinson commented that I ... the general apathy and 

indifference which seem to characterise the ILP Council for Manchester 

and Salford with regard to the-question of the unemployed is quite 

inexplicable'. " He also believed that the Levenshulme experiment had 

foundered because it had not been properly supported by the organised 

Labour and Socialist forces in the city. 5 G. D. Kelley came in for attack 

vhen he told Mnchester and Salford LUC that he thought the Government 

record was satisfaitoryv and hoped to see the Liberal and Labour parties 

united. Such statementsp commented the Labour Leaderg 'cause grave 

I Up 24 August 1906 

2 Ibid. 9 19 April 1907. See speeches by A. F. Dunkley and J. R. Clynes 
at the ILP demonstration in Stevenson Square. 

3 qq 22 February 1907 

4 LL9 I March 1907 

5 Ibid. 9 21 September 1906 
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disquiet in the Socialist rankst and afford those who desire to see tho 

Socialist and Trade Union alliance raptured plausible ground for 

complaint'. 1 

The Manchester unemployedv with little hopo of parliamentary 

assistanceg continued to demonstrate in the city. On Christmas morning 

1907 the congregation at Manchester Cathedral had just finished singing 

'Christians Awake' when Stewart Gray appeared in the pulpit to announce: 

'I cannot understand you singing a hymn of this kind when thousands are 

starving in the city. I protest against the birth of the Saviour being 

celebrated when there are so many poor people in the world vho are not 

helped ... 1. Ile was duly carried outside. 2 

On 16 March 19080 three days after Parliament's rejection of the 

Illight to Iforkt Bill, a group of unemployedmn assembled in front of a 

large varehouse in Hanchester. One of the group broke a plate glass 

vindow, as a result of which Arthur Smith, Batty, Brown and Thompson 

were all sentenced to 12 months' imprisonment on a charge of conspiracy 

to destroy property.. The court was told that the men had suggested 

(not altogether seriously) the use of bombs, the kidnapping of an 

Aldermang and the breaking of vindowsq to arouse public attention to their 

plight. Batty justified the policy of breaking windows; 'He exclaimed 

passionately against the wrongs of the present systemg and declared his 

willingness to go to gaol in order to protest against the treatment of 

the unemployed'. 3 However the four were convicted on the unsupported 

evidence of a man vho, %, ras suspected of being an informert and had himself 

I lbid. 9 27 December 1907 

2 Ct 3 January 1908 

3 LL, 3-April 1908, 
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been imprisoned some 24 times. Clynes reminded the Home Secretary 

of this factor in the Commons on 30 March. Locally the Manchester 

Unemployed Emergency Committee was establishedt to campaign for a 

reduction of -the men's sentencest and to provide financial assistance 

for fheir wives. Its treasurer was an ILPerv R. C. Hall. Other ILPers 

- John McLaren (organising secretary of the Manchester District Party) 

eways. 1 James Howard, and Richard Robinson - visited the prisoners in Strang 

Bat althouggh local socialists assisted at this level,, they had little 

influence upon relief, -activities 
in the city as a whole. On 21 August 

1908 the Labour Leader bore an article,, 'Why is Manchester doing nothing? '. 

It complained about the general inaction of the Distress Committeet and 

demanded to Imov what the Labour members of the committee were doing. 2 

By the end of September 1908 there were 11,, 000 unemployed in 

)%nchestert and Iffiserable scenes are witnessed outside the Ibnicipal 

Labour Registry, where between 2pOOO and 3,000 every morning engage in a 

scramble for the few jobs that are goingf. 3 The unemployed again 

invaded a Cathedral servicep and became involved in a struggle with the 

police en route to a Stevenson Square meetingg -uhich was addressed by 

McLaren and Ifoollerton. 4 A fortnight later a crowd in Albert Squarep 

gathered in anticipation of a march by the unemployed to the Town Hall, 

faced a police baton charge* Wenty-eight people were seriously injured. 5 

The labour organisatlons of Manchester organised a 'Right to Work' 

I Ibid. P 3 Aprilt 12 June, 18 September 1908 

2 lbid. t 21 August 1908 

3 
. 
2t 25 September 1908 

4 LLO 18 September 1908 

lbid. 9 2 October 1908 
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demonstration in Heaton Park that August; the Clarion Scouts inaug- 

urated their Anti-Poverty Crusade on 27 September. 1 Dat neither 

their speeches nor the unemployed demonstrations produced any visible 

effect on the Parliamentary scene. Not, at least, until Victor Grayson 

rose in the Commons on 2 November, tto move the adjournment of the House 

so that it can deal with fhe unemployment questiont. 2 

The political background to Grayson's stand must be considered 

separately. Initially it is helpful to place the Manchester unemployment 

problem in perspective,, by referring to the unemployment census carried 

out in the city on the first three days of March iLgog. 3 This revealed 

that 11,957 men and 2,560 women were completely without work, while 

3,776 men and 436 women were partially or casually employed. Nor did 

these people form part of the unskilledv unemployableg floating population 

which critics of the unemployed agitation were wont to describe. Most 

of the men had been skilled workers in the building, engineeringo metalp 

woodworking and furniture tradesq or clerks, shop assistants or 

warehousemen. The great majority were trade union membersp who had 

resided in the city for over a year. Thus the bulk of the Manchester 

unemployed were of the 'respectable' working classp from vAiich the ILP 

also drew its membership. Their plight could well be blamed upon the 

shortcomings of capitalist societyg rather than upon their own personal 

inadequacies. 

Why, ff- the victims of unemployment were largely 'respectable' 

skilled -working men, and moreover trade unionists, did the Labour Party 

Ibid. 9 25 September 1908 

2 it. Groves, op. cit., p. 66 

3 
. 
29 9 April 1909. See 'Census of Manchester's Unemployed'. 
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in Parliament not rush to their defence? The answer must simply lie 

in the fact that the Party was committed to upholding the parliamentary 

routine, uhich did not provide time for the measures of a small partyp 

and to supporting the Liberal governmentq which did not place the 

unemployed question high on its list of priorities. 110reover by the 

time Grayson rose to speak on 2 November 190LI-the ILP was already divided 

in its attitude towards the Labour alliance. Grayson was to become a 

rallying figure for the 'rebel' element within the partyp and Labour 

Party inaction on the unemployed question was to serve as justification 

for those socialists vho wished to end the alliance. Not simply the 

alliance, but also the parliamentary route to socialismv was found wanting 

by some socialists. Leonard Hallt speaking at an unemployed demonstration 

in Stevenson Square in October 1908 remarked that I... if constitutional 

methods failed, the Goverment would be responsible if the people were 

driven to desperationt. 1 

In part the role of the 11anchester and Salford members in the 

Labour/socialist division within the ILP was the outcome of their local 

party's history. But local socialists were also strongly influenced 

by more immediate circumstances in the area. The unemployed of Ibnchester 

were demonstrating in the streets, for all to see. Their problem was one 

which demanded a parliamentary solutiont but after almost three years of 

a Labour Party in Parliament nothing significant had been achieved. As 

Leonard Hall later wrote in the 'Green Manifestot: 

The process of demoralisation began to be publiclY 
flagrant when the leaders of the Party threw themselves with 
gratuitous fervour and inconsistency into a prolonged campaýgn 
in support of the Liberal Government's Licensing Billq to the 

1 Up 23 October 1908 
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subordination of Unemployment and other-Things that 
Mattered. 1 

The Idemoralisation''vithin the ILP itself can however be traced back 

to an earlier stagge in the Labour Party's history, and it is to this 

political aspect that we must now turn. ^ 

+ + + + + 

Criticism of the Labour alliance received its greatest publicity on 

the occasion of by-elections. And the two which most affected the 

Manchester party# Colne Valley in July 1907 2 
and N. W. ýMchester in April 

1908, were perhaps the most divisive of the era. in 1906 Colne Valleyt 

considered to be a safe Liberal seatt was held by Sir James Kitson. 

However the Colne Valley Labour League determined to contest it at the 

next opportunity and, before the end of May 1906, was considering two 

possible candidates: Edward Black of Leeds and Victor Grayson of 

llanchester. ý When Sam Eastwood, Secretary of the CVLL, conveyed this 

information to lktcDonald, he received an instant rebuff. MacDonald 

asserted that neither of the men named had been brought before the 

Labour Party by an affiliated society, and he duly enclosed a list of 

alternative candidates. 
4 

It appears that the CVLL made every effort to 

I L. Hall, et. al. p P- 3 'Introductory' by Leonard Hall. 

+ 

2 For a detailed examination of the Colne Valley by-electiont see D. Clarkp 
op. cit., Chapters 9 and 10, pp. 129-6t. 

3 Letter: Sam Eastvoodg Sec. 9 Colne Valley Labour League to ? J. R. YacDonald. 
(LP/CAN/06/2/3i - Labour Party Archives). This letter was originally 
undated, and 'Before 16 June 19061 has been added later. However the 
letter vas clearly written during-the latter halt of May 1906, for the 
letter from IkeDonald to Eastvoodg dated 28 hay 1906, forms a reply. 
(All subsequent documents from the Labour Party Archives will be located 
only by classification numbers, commencing ILPI) 

4 Letter: J. R. MacDonald to S. Eastwood, 28 May 1906 (LP/CAN/06/2/32) 
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comply with the LRCIs wishes. They gave serious consideration to 

another candidatep T. Russell Williams I 
and although, as Eastwood 

reminded McDonald, the League was affiliated to the Labour Party as 

" properly constituted branch of the ILP, 2 
arrangements were made for 

" Labour Representation Conference. This meeting, of delegates from 

trade unionst co-operative, socialist and other Labour bodies in the 

division, was held in the Guild Room of Slaithwaite Co-operative Society 

on 16 June. 3 However no local IRC was formed, simply because all -those 

present were already members of the CVLL. 4 To the Colne Valley socialistsp 

if not to MacDonaldg it seemed pointless for the same people to form 

another organisation for the same purposet simply to bear a different 

name. 

The question of a candidature appears to have been left in abeyance 

until early 19079 probably because the Labour Party considered that the 

ILP already had more than its share of approved candidates. 
5 Colne 

Valley Labour League was still determined to contest the seatp but no 

potential candidate emerged who was acceptable both to it and to the 

NAC. The NAC again objected to Victor Grayson, on the grounds that his 

name was not on the ILP's list of available candidatesp not on the list 

I Letters: S. Eastwood to ? J. 1t. MacDonald, 30 May and 2 June 1906 
(LP/CAN/06/2/34 and-, 36) Williams withdrew when he was adopted as 
pro4pective Labour candidate for Huddersfield on 21 June 1906. 
After his defeat at the November by-election he was again considered 
by the Colne Valley Labour League as a possible candidate (See D. 
Clarkj OP- cit-P PP- 132-3). 

2 LP/CAN/06/2/34 Passim. 

3 Handbill announcing Labour Representation Conference, to be held at 
Slaithvaite, 16 June 1906 (LP/ . CAN/06/2/31iit 331 and'ii)., 

4 Letter: Victor Grayson to J. R. IfacDonaldo 3 July 1907 (LP/CAN/06/2/53) 

5 L. Thompson, The Eathusiasts, p. 152 
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submitted to the Labour Party. ' In an attempt to dissuade the local 

socialists from adopting Graysont Philip Snowden and James Howard were 

dispatched to Colne Valley on 6 April. They reported: 

We found some little soreness at what the- members 
considered the neglect on the part of the NAC to come to a 
definite decision on the matter ... 

It is perfectly evidentp however, that no other name on 
the list of approved candidates would be acceptable, and the 
whole of the branches are determined upon Grayson. It is 2 
quite certain that there is no moving them from this decision. 

Again the NAC practised delaying tactics, to the growing discontent 

(f some rank and file members, not only from Colne Valley. Thus at the 

ILP's Derby Conference on lot and 2nd April 1907 J-M- kkLachlanp 

representing Levenshulme, introduced the subject into the discussion on 

the proposed re-drafting of the ILP's rules and constitution. Snowdent 

apparently on the defensivet replied that McLachlan seemed to be under the 

impression that the XAC desired to limit the freedom of branches in the 

selection of candidates; the XAC had no power under the suggested 

constitution to impose a candidate on any coustituencyp and the power to 

select candidates from the list already approved was reserved to the 

branches. )IcLachlan failed to elicit any further information3 and the 

Colne Valley socialists were also left in a quandckrj. According to Sam 

Eastvoodg Snowden and Howard had led them to understand that no obstacle 

would be placed in the Labour League's way. Eastwood was subsequently 

instructed to write to Snowden, to see how the matter was proceeding. 

:1 ILPt NAC Minutes. 11inutes of Beeting at Portland notel't Derby, 29-30 
March 1907. W. C. Anderson had been runner-up to Grayson in two ballots 
held by delegates at the CVLL's general council. However he was not 
prepared to stand in a general ballot of all League members (see D. Clark, 
OP- cit-9 P- 133) 

2 Typed 'Report from Head Office. Page 52. April 24th 1907' (LP/CAN/06/2/39) 

3 ILP, Re]2ort of the 15th Annual Conference ... 19079 p. 57 
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Dntq according to Eastwood ... 

In his (Snowden's) reply dated April 5th he said the MAC 
did not meet until July and the Parliamentary Committee, which 
would have the matter to settleg could not meet until Hardie 
was better. Since that date we have heard nothing further till 
your letter came this morning (24th June). ' 

The letter in questiong from IfacDonaldq however arrived too late 

to influence the situation. Sir James Kitson became Baron Airedaleq a 

by-election was declared on 22 Junet and Victor Grayson was adopted as 

Parliamentary Candidate. 2A Labour Party emergency sub-committee 

meeting on 28 June resolved that Grayson's candidature was not promoted 

in accordance with its constitution, and that it could take no action. 

Moreover, in the opinion of the committeep no official of the party 
3 

should take part in the election. 

The Labour Party's ostensible objection to the selection procedure 

appears to be that it had not been carried out by an officially constituted 

LRC including a distinctive trade union element. Bat, as Edgar lihiteley 

pointed out, there simply did not exist in Colne Valley a body of trade 

unionists outside the Labour League. Nearly all the trade unionists in 

the valley belonged to the unions which had their headquarters in 

Huddersfield and were affiliated to the town's Trades and Labour Council. 

The only locally-based union was the Weaver's Union in Saddleworth. Its 

members had attended a selection meeting, but as they were also members of 

the ILP they did not consider it necessary to be classed as distinctly 

trade union representatives at further conferences, 
4 

I Letter: S. Eastwood to J, I1. MacDonald, 24 June 1907 (LP/CAN/06/2/40) 

2 Ibid.; see also L. Thompson, op. cit., p. 152. 

3 Labour Party. Duergency Committee Ifeetingg 28 Victoria Streetq Londong 
28 June (1907) (LP/CAN/06/2/43) 

4 Letter: ILP Huddersfield Branch. E. Nhiteley to J. R. MacDonald, 29 
June 1907 (LP/CAN/06/2/45) 
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The whole affair was swumarised in a letter from Grayson to 

IfacDonald on JulY 3rd 1907, which merits quoting at some length: 

With regard to the attitude taken up by you and the 
N. A. C., and the officials of the Labour Party you have consulted, 
I must confess myself extremely dissatisfied. You will pardon 
me if I say that it seems to me to manifest an amazing lack of 
correct information with regard to the conditions existing in 
this constituency, and of the negotiations that have taken 
place over an unduly protracted period of time. The Trade 
Unionists of the Colne Valley are a negligible quantity. 
Flarther, a meeting was called nearly twelve months ago with 
the object of forming an L. R. C. If the Labour Party were not 
consulted, I should be glad to know how Ald. Ben Turner came 
to be present as an official representative ... ... I feel 
compelled to say that the N. A. C. have for some purpose unknown 
to me all along adopted an ap*ently evasive attitude. What 
more could we have done than has been done? My name vast in 
Rroper formp submitted to the N. A. C. as the locally selected 
candidate. Therewas absolutely nothing of an irregular 
character. They hesitated to adopt met and after much 
vacillation, )h-. Snowden and James Howard were appointed to 
meet the Exec. of the C. V. L. League to discuss the matter. 
The meeting took place, and both members expressed themselves 
agreably surprised at the state of thingst and subsequentlyt I 
understand reported favourably to the N. A. C. At the ILP 
Conference no reply to questions re the situation could be 
evoked, pending the proceedings of -this joint conference. Since 
then, we have been led to believe that a co=ittee has been 
appointed to revise the N. A. C. official list of candidates. 
After that we have left things entirely to the N. A. C. As the 
time drew nearer to the expected vacancyt Eastwood tried to 
elicit the position of the NýA. C. t but was told they did not 
meet till Ju , and that the Parliamentary Committee could not 1211 
meet until 11r, Hardie was better. Surely we could not be 
expected to let things drag thusp or instead of having made a 
magnificent start in advance of our opponents, we should be 
still negotiating about a candidate. Ile had no intention of 
"forcing the hands" of the N. A. C. being quite assured that 
they were prepared to clear a way. I understand that the 
correct Rrocedure is for the N. A. C. to submit the candidate 
to the Labour Party for its adoption. It could not have been 
in order for us to approach the Labour Party# vhile the matter 
was sub judice in the N. A. C. 

Candidlyl my dear MacDonald, if anyone has adequate ground 
of complaintp I think it is the presei# writer. 

I regret not having the support of the Labour Partyp but 
I am humbly prepared to do without it. There is splendid 
prospect of successp the. comyrades here are resolutep we can 
raise more than the election expensesq and the maintenance can 
be managed if I am returned. I am not angry at the turn of 
affairs, but regret the apparent pettiness that seems to control 
so large a part of the L. P. s policy. I think most sincerely 
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this cleavage has tocome some time and nothing will be 
lost by precipitating it. 

As things standq thereforep I gather that in the 
event of my success at the poll, I shall be a free-lance 
socialist member, independent of the jabour Group. So be 
it. By devious ways we shall arrive. 

Despite the legalistic hair-splitting by the Labour Partyp Grayson's 

candidature was supported by the broad mass of the labour movement in the 

constituency - and not just by the ILP. The Labour Party emergency sub- 

committee, which took such a hostile attitudep was moreover chaired by a 
P"U. r 

/Liberal, David Shackleton, who can hardly have failed to be influenced by 

-the fact that this Liberal 'safe seat' was now to be contested by a 

socialist. The other members were Edward Pease of the Fabian Society# 

llacDonaldt and Walter Hudson, H. P. for Newcastle, : rLPer and railway 

trade unionist. It was moreover Shackleton vho went on to move that no 

Labour Party official should take part in the campaign. Pease and Hudson 

agreed, but IfacDonaldp who did not go so far as to oppose the decisiong 

nevertheless regarded it as a 'silly step'. 
2 

Apart from the obvious consideration of the Lib-Lab ententel many 

leading Labour figures bore a marked antipathy towards Grayson himself, 

of both a political and a personal nature. Politically Grayson was too 

uncompromising a socialist to conciliate Labour opinion. His election 

address emerged as a rallying call to class struggle and lemencipation 

3 from the vage-slavery of capitalism'. Older ILP leaders regarded him 

I Letter: Victor Grayson to J, R, MacDonaldv Huddersfieldt 3 July 1907 
(LP/CAN/06/2/53) 

2 L. Thompson, op. Cit-v P- 152 

3 Election-Address - Albert Victor Grayson. Colne Valley Parliamentag 
%, e-Election. 1907 D. Clark, op. cit., P. 138t states that it is 
unImmin vhether there was any personal antipathy between the NAC and 
Grayson. Glasier was certainly hostile. 



-941- 

with distrust - or envy. He was an outstanding orator but he had not, 

as many of them had done, spent years in local propaganda and the 

routine tasks of branch organisation. There was a certain feeling that 

age and 'worthiness' should merit a place at the head of the queue for 

parliamentary candidatures -a feeling which took into account neither 

ability nor aptitude, nor even wishes of the constituents. The ILP 

had favoured Ben Turner as candidate, only to find that he received 12 

votes against Grayson's 42 at the adoption meeting, Bruce Glasierts 

name had also becasuggestedp I 
and it was with a degree of rancour that 

he consideredt in a letter to Rrancis Johnsont the question of providing 

any assistance in the contest: 

Personally I feel a strong repugnance to our having much to 
do with the running of young untried meng whose sole record in the 
movement is that of platform speaking. Unless our movement can 
provide representatives of well-tried experience and characterv 
we shall for certain come by a big disaster before long. 2 

A few days later he commented: 

The Huddersfield light does not inspire me. I don't care 
for Grayson he is a young cheap orator not at all the type we 
wish to get into Parliament. 3 

How much did the Manchester and Salford Socialists Imow about the 

machinations vhich preceded the Colne Valley by-election? It must be 

emphasised that Grayson lived in Manchester (to be preciseq in two rooms 

in a Corporation 'barrack dwelling' in Ancoats) 
4 

andwas a member of 

I R. Groveso op. cit. f pp. 20-1 

2 Letter: J. Bruce Glasier to F. J. (? Francis Johnson)q Cardifft 30 June, 
1907 (1.1.1907/59 - Glasier papers). 

3 J. Bruce Glasier to E. G. F. (his sister, Elizabeth), London, 5 July 1907 
(I. J. 1907/14 - Glasier Papers) 

4 See H. BeswichtInterview with the New Hemýerl in C, 26 July 1907 
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Central Branch ILP. I It is therefore reasonable to suppose that the 

socialists in Manchester would display a close interest in the proceedings 

and moreover hear Grayson's own interpretation. Politically there was a 

strong core of socialistq as opposed to labourist, opinion in the local 

ILP, and -when Grayson embarked upon the campaign as an independent 

socialistt much of his external support came from the Manchester ILPers. 

Faced with Grayson's candidature as a fait accomplif the NAC 

oereeJrj - 
passed a resolutionKto ie ILP branches in the Colne Valley fighting the 

by-election, and later also agreed that an election fund should be 

opened. 2 Me Labour Party however remained hostile. When Edgar 

WhiteleS requested election literature, 3 MacDonald refusedo on the grounds 

that the Labour Party executive had resolved not to supply literature 

to any candidate not on its list. He further commented: 

If we are going to have a dozen Colne Valleys we might 
just as well shut up shop altogether, more particularly as it 
comes after Jarrow. Ife must have a clear understanding as to 
whether the IUC is 

4 or is not going to carry out the decisions 
of the Conference. 

Moreover IfacDonald set out to dissuade, if not actually debart Labour 

)lPs from assisting in the campaign. In reply to a letter from Ben Turner5 

he wrote: 

You are not exactly barred from going to Colne Valley. 
The Labour Party as such is taking no part in the contest and 
its officials are anxious that the party should not be identi- 
fied in any vay with the election. Members must use their own 
judgement as towhether under the circumstances they should or 
should not go. So far as I can hear only one member of the 

1 Manchester Central Branch ILP. List of Hemberst February 1905 
(contained in 11inute Book), 

2 ILPq Minutes of NAC Meeting, 23 Bride Lanje,, London. 5-6 July 1907 

3 Letter: E. Whiteley to J. R. MacDonald, 4 July 1907 (LP/P. A/07/01) 

4 Letter: J. R. MacDonald? to E. Whiteley, 8 July 1907 (ILA/PA/07/l/92) 

Letter: Den Turner to J. R. MacDonald, 9 July 1907 (LP/CAN/06/2/61) 
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Party in Parliament (Philip Snowden? ) has consented to 
address any meetings. 1 

naa the Labour Party simply declared itself unable to endorse 

Grayson's candidaturer many socialists might simply have accepted the 

situation without any feeling of rancour. But MacDonald's stand over party 

speakers aroused immediate indignation. Hardie expressed his own objection 

in a note to IfacDonaldp 2 
and the Labour Leader's editorial on 19 July 

commented: 

... we fail to see good reason for their (the Labour 
Party's) decision to restrain Labour members from individually 
taking part in the contest. A complete boycott of theelection 
is a totally different thing from refusal to financially 
endorse Mr. Grayson's candidature. 

3 

The Colne Valley by-election was therefore fought as a socialist# 

as opposed to Labour campaign and many of ý%nchesterls leading ILPers 

took part; R. C. Ifallhead and his daughter Mariel, Richard Robinsont 

Douthwaiteq Katherine Bruce Glasierv and 'Casey' (Walter Hampson) with 

his fiddle. Also supporting Grayson were Mrs. Pankhurst, Anaie Kenney 

and other members of the IiSPU. 4 

Grayson's victoryp a majority of 153 votes over the Liberal Philip 

Bright, was thus hailed as a victory for pure socialism (even though 

Bruce Glasier deemed it the result of a slump in Liberalism! )% And the 

fact that Grayson had won in spite of the Labour Party's boycott did 

nothing to heal the breach betveen socialists and that party. Immediately 

after the election Frank Rose vrote to MacDonald: 

1 Letter: J. R. MacDonald to Ben Turner, 10 July 1907 (LP/CAN/06/2/62) 

2 Letter: J. Keir Hardie to J. R. MacDonaldv 11 July 1907 (LP/CAN/06/2/66) 

3 LL, 19 July 1907 

4 Ibid. 0 12 July 1907; Ro Grovesq op. cit., p. 29. See also tapes of 
interviews: )L-s. Muriel Nichol, 9 November 1976 and Mrs. Plant, 6 August 
1976 

5 J. Bruce Glasierg Diaries, ]htry for 18 July 1907 
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It seems to me that the limits of endurance are just 
about reached. If the half-baked trade unionists are to run 
the show let us know and we can all assist in shoving the 
Labour Party into the scrap heap and starting afresh. I have 
seen some of the official correspondence and I declare I do 
not like the smell of it. The ILP is bad enough but the 
National Lahur Party is - or seems to be - far worse. Grayson 
is just the man you want: he is not likely to trim or exhaust 
his soul in slobbering C. B. (Campbell-Bannerman). 

He tells me that he will not sit with you and I can 
hardly blame him.: 1 

A few days later he further remarked that: 

The OF people up here are already using Grayson's 
success as an argument and indeedp claiming him as one of 
themselves. It is to be made the starting point of a more 
decided cam3aign of disruption between the TUs and the 
Socialists. 

To the Manchester ILPers the result was not only a victory for socialism 

but also a victory for a local man. It was in the Albion Hotelp 

Manchester that socialists from all parts of Lancashiret Yorkshire 

and Cheshire held their celebrations. And when J. R. Clynes in his 

speech referred to the 'difficulties' which had prevented many of 

Grayson's would be supporters from taking part in the campaignt a 

cry of 'shame' vent up from the audience. 3 

The problem of Grayson's party status was not resolved vhen he 

took his seat in the Commons. The ILP recognised him as a party 

memberg and decided to pay him the same maintenance allowance as its 

other MPs. until his status could formally be determined by the next 

party conference. 
4 But he was still outside the ranks of the parliamentary 

I Letter: F. H. Rose to J. R* lhcDonald, 19 JulY 1907 (LP. GC 17/315) 

2 Letter: F. H. Rose to J. R. HacDonald, 23 JulY JL907 (LP. GC 17/317) 

3 jLv 9 August JL907 

4 ILPq NAC Rinutes. Ilinutes of NAC Ileetingg House of Commonst 15 August 
1907 
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Labour Partyq and his supporters retained a strong sense of injustice. 

At its meeting on 3 September 1907t Manchester Central Branch adopted 

a resolution to be submitted to the NAC, regretting both its delay in 

endorsing Grayson's candidaturel, and its failure to reply to charges 

of dissuading prominent party membersfrom assisting Grayson. 1 Horeover 

the ILP now expected Grayson to act in accordance with its conference 

decisions, a position vhichp T. D. Benson told the NAC9 was intolerable. 

According to Bensonj Victor Grayson-was entitled to oppose ILP policy. 2 

- The ILP's 1908 Conference at Iluddersfieldv which was supposed to 

setýle the question of Grayson's statusq in fact only raised old 

animosities. Sam Eastwood and C. T. Douthwaite (now representing Bredbury 

and Romi3V, but eventually to achieve notoriety as one of the authors 

of the 'Green Manifesto') again raised the issue as to whether Grayson's 

candidature had really been unconstitutional., Both argued that Grayson 

had been selected and his name submitted to the NAC in February 1907 

- before the party constitution was amended in April! The only reason 

for the NAC's lack of assistancev claimed Eastwoodt was that it had 

wanted to run another candidate in Grayson's place. Lffardie's speech 

tended to substantiate this view. He emphasised that Grayson had 

worked in the movement for only a 'very few yearsIt and spoke of the 

desire 'that men who had grown grey in the movement should not feel that 

they were being put aside to make room for younger men. ' As to Graysonts 

status, the NAC proposed that for the remainder of the parliament he 

should 'bear the same relationship to the Labour Party as all other ILP 

I Manchester Central Branch ILP, Hinutes of Meeting, 3 September 1907; 
nX, NACsIlinutes. Minutes 

-of 
Ifeedng, London Hotel, Surrey Street, 

Strand, Londong 4-5 October 19P79 records the receipt of the 
resolution. 

2 ILPO X&C Minutes. Rinutes of Meeting ... 4-5 October 1907 
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members - except in the case of his being placed on the Parliamentary, 

fund'. This would entail co-operation with the Labour Party and 

acceptance of its whips. It would also necessitate signing the party 

constitutiont which Grayson refused to do under any circumstances; tHe 

esteemed it a pearl of the greatest price that they should have independent 

Socialism represented in the House of Commons'. 11oreoverp Grayson 

asserted that he had made it clear at the beginning of the campaign that 

he would stand only as an out-and-out socialist. 11 At the Conference 

Grayson agreed to join the Labour Party if he could do so without 

signing its constitution. 
2 Not surprisingly, the Labour Party insisted 

upon his signature as a condition of membership3 and Grayson therefore 

remained the only independent socialist HP. By, this time however the 

ILP had another by-election rebellion on its hands. 

The manner of Grayson's election has been considered in detail 

because he was to emerge as a key figure in the socialist rebellion against 

the Labour alliance. The election itself, fought on a socialist rather 

than a Labour ticketv provided a rallying point for ILPers vho were 

already beginning to have reservations about the alliance. To them the 

NAC's attitude in the vhole affair suggested subservience to the non- 

socialist, trade unionist element in the Labour Party; one could hardly 

imagine the ILP in its earlier (and more independent) years failing to 

support a member's parliamentary campaign. Grayson's subsequent insistence 

upon his continued independence in Parliament further enhanced his status 

ILP, Report of the 16th Annual Conference ... 1908P pp. 17P 43-54 

2 Ibid. t p. 54 

ILPq IUC Ifinuteav Minutes of Meeting, Loudon's Hotel and House of Commonsv 
23-25 JulY 1908 
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in the eyes of the incipient rebels. His stand in the Commons on 

behalf of the unemployed must be considered at a later stagep but it 

is clear thatq even before his election, he had become the spokesman 

for the dissident socialists. His success at the polls was their proof 

that it was possible to win an election on a straight socialist ticketp 

and his subsequent tactics in the Commons were both a protest against 

Labour Party inactivity and a demonstration of the Clarionite attitude 

towards Parliament. 

++++++ 

Before Grayson's rebellion extended to the floor of the House of 

Commons, the ILP again faced problems with its Manchester rank and file 

over the North West Manchester by-election. In April 1908 Winston 

Churchill, Liberal MP for the constituency, was appointed President of 

the Board of Tradet and therefore obliged to contest a by-election. The 

national ILP and Labour Party, as well as the local LRCp all decided 

against contesting the seat, whereupon the Manchester and Salford SDP 

members, meeting on 10 Aprilt selected Dan Irving as its candidate. 
' 

Manchester and Salford ILP immediately requested permission from the 

NAC to afford him official recognition. Not surprisingly the request 

was refused, although the XAC did conclude that action should be left to 

2 the discretion of individual members. Their decision was at least 

practicalp for the NAC was hardly in a position to prevent local ILPers 

speaking in the streets of N. W. Manchester. The Labour Leader however 

I J9 18 April 1908. The SDF had changed its name to Social Democratic 
'ffýrty in October 1907 

2 ILPt NAC Minutes. Minutes of NAC Meetingg Imperial Hotelt Huddersfield, 
16-18 and 20 April 1908 
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lost no time in condemning the SDP's action. When Hardie spent the 

night in Manchester (en route from Merthyr to Nelson) the paper made it 

clear that his visit had no connection with Irving's candidature. 'Ile 

has declared again and again that he will support the candidature of no 

organisation which refuses to accept the unity and common cause of the 

united Labour Partyl. IA 
week later the Labour Leader added: 

The candidate himself has acknowledged to Press 
interviewers that his party has no organisation in the 
division except a small Jewish branch, and that no prep- 
arations for the contest were made beforehand. It is 
evidentq thereforeq that a Socialist candidate under such 
circiuwtances affords no good example of that solidarity 
and vell-organised battle-front of the workers which today 
in a contest with the two contending forces of Toryism and 
Liberalism in a town like Manchester the Socialist movement 
is entitled to expect. 2 

The SDP however saw the by-election as ... 

an excellent opportunity of at once opposing two of 
the most unscrupulous representatives of capitalismg and 
passing an opinion upon the shameful betrayal of the present 
Government of all its pledges during the two years it has 
been in oflice. 3 

The situation was by no means improved vhen H. G. Ifellel now a 

member of the ILPq sent a letter to the Daily News, advising the 

Socialists of Ihnchester to support Winston Churchill and ignore Dan 

Irving's candidature. He maintained that the latter was not a genuine 

attempt to test Socialist and Labour feeling in the constituency,, and 

that it was essential, in the interests of progreseq for Churchill to be 

returned rather -than Joynson-Ricks. 4 Several delegates at the ILP's 

I LL, 10 April 1908 

2 Ibid., 17 April 1908 

! 1, 
-. 
25 April 1908 

4 LLt 24 April 1908 
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Huddersfield Conference raised the issue of Ifells, conduetp but the 

Standing Orders Committee was not prepared to deal with the matterg 

on the grounds that it would simply mean 'advertising certain individuals'. I 

Moreover the Labour Leader appeared to entertain some sympathy with Wellst 

for on 24 April it anno=ced: 

The ILP is certainly no more responsible for the action 
of Ih-. Wells in regard to North-West Manchester than the Social 
Democratic Party generally is for the shameful public attacks 
that were made upon ILP candidates at the general election by 
certain Social Democratic propagandists ... 

2 

Bat more divisive than Wells' letter was the Haddersfield conference's 

decision to endorse Irvingts candidature. HacDonald was far from pleasedt 

pronouncing in the Labour Leader: 

HDst heartily do I agree ... that the resolution 
associating the ILP with this futile escapade was the 
greatest blunder of the Huddersfield Conference. If the 
ILP allows itself to be dragged into any fight simply because 
something lisping the shibboleth of Socialist has sounded a 
trumpet, the ILP had better surrender its distinctive position 
and its independence of thought right away. To me it is a 
queer kind of loyalty which follows a man carrying the red 
flag into a ditch ... 

... If the ILP Conference had passed a vote of censure 
on the Socialist candidate for North-West Manchester and upon 
those vho brought him out against the decision of the recog- 
nised authorities of the division; it vould have been doing 

a greater service to the cause than it did vhen it blessed 
him ... 

3 

As Hardie and MacDonald condemned Dan Ir7ingq so the socialist 'left' 

rallied to his support. The SDPt holding its annual conference in 

Manchester, provided some of its leading speakerst including 11ýndman 

and Quelch, 4 
while Victor Graysont 'Casey, and his fiddle, and the 

I ILPp Report of the 16th Annual Conference ... 1208P P- 74 

2 LLj 24 April 1908 

3 lbid. t I May 1908 

4 Ct 17 April 1908t IL9 24 April 1908 
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adress Daisy Balling also took part in the campaign. 
' Moreover, as 

Irving himself emphasised, 

Despite the refusal of some of the leaders of the ILP 
and Labour Party to co-operate; despite the somewhat treach- 
erous attacks of others - the fact remains that the rank and 
file of the movement - comrades of the ILP and LUCt trade 
unionst Clarion Scouts and other 'comrades of danger poverty 
and scorn't joined most heartily in the great ýight. 

ý 

The SDP never entertained any hopes of winning N. W,, Manchesterv 

and admitted freely to -the absence of local organisationt lack of halls 

for meetings, and lack even of collectors and canvassers. They had 

hoped for around It500-29000 votesq and in the event Irving polled only 

273. However his supporters were far from downhearted. Winston Churchill 

who had opposed the Right to Work Bill, was defeated; socialism had bean 

declaimed in the streets of N. W. ýJhnchester; the ground had been prepared 

for future contestst and two new branches of the SDP were formed. Perhaps 

most importantt the campaign had united the local rank and file of all 

the socialist movements. James Kirvint secretary of North East Manchester 

SDP, pronounced in Justice that I ... the rank and file of our movementq 

no matter what they call their respective organisationsq are real down- 

right trumps'. He also added that the branch was considering a winter 

list of local demonstrations with the three neighbouring ILP branches. 3 

The Labour Leader for its part condemned the contest as irresponsiblep 

and maintained that the low poll would be cited against socialist 

candidates everywhere. 
4 The local display of socialist unity can hardly 

have brought comfort to official 'Labour' opinion. 

I LL, 24 April 1908p gj I May 19 08 

2 J1 2 May 1908 

31 May, 1908; J9 29 9 and 16 May Igo8 

11 LL9 I May 1908 
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While the Colne Valley ana N. W. Manchester by-elections were the 

outstanding local manifestations of the socialist/labourist divisionj 

they were by no means unique. In 1908 the SDP also fought by-elections 

at Haggerston and Newcastle-on-Tyne, which the Labour Party was 

unwilling to contest. The latter occasion provoked an outburst from 

MacDonala against the SDPp but also a circular from York ILP to 

branches elsewhere in the countryg voicing the misgivings raised by the 

Labour Party's by-election policy, and calling for a special conference 
I to discuss the ILP's relationship with the Labour Party. However it 

is also possible to detect less obvious signs of discontent among local 

socialists, which in turn help to place in perspective the eventual 

split in the ILP. It is to these signs that we must now turn. 

Although it is impossible to prove conclusivelyt there is evidence 

that after 1906 -the ILP no longer provided the outlet for the crusading 

zeal of socialist converts uhich it had done in the 190sq and that 

they were tending to channel their energies else-where, Most apparent 

was the growth of new SDF/SDP branches. The survey in Chapter 1 above 

revealed that at the time of the 1906 by-election much of that party's 

organisation was still concentrated in the areas -where it was long 

established: Salfordp and South and South-West Manchester. There was 

also a Central Manchester branchq with J. E. McGlasson as its secretaryt 

and comparatively new branches in Stretford and N. E. Manchester. 
2 In 

May 1906 a women's section commenced in S. W. Manchestert and a Gorton 

I D. Harquand, op. cit., p. 

2 See abovep p. 'Ult 
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branch was also meeting in the Trades Council offices on Ilyde Road. I 

That autum. several new branches opened, in Longsight, neadish (formed 

by Stockport, members)p Cheetham and Ardwickt while the Salford and 

S. W. IIAnchester branches each acquired now premises. In September 

the Salford Social-Democrats moved into Hyndman Hall, and in November 

S. W. Hanchester branch was installed in a new club in Great Jackson 

Streett Hulme. 2 Thus by January 1907 the SDF had nine branches in the 

Manchester and Salford district. 3 September 1907 saw the formation of 

a Harpurhey branchp under the secretaryship of Moses Baritzq 
4 

while in 

the following Pebruary efforts were made to establish a branch in 

Rasholme. 5 After the N. W. Manchester by-election the SDP also established 

itself in Cheetham and Bradford, and branches were foxned in West Salford 

and Trafford Park the following July. 
6 

By, October 1908 there were ten 

branches in -the Manchester districtq and although at least one memberg 

Will Hughes of Ecclesp was complaining about the lack of central organ- 

isation, there is no doubt that the SDP had been extending its activitkS67 

Unfortunately there is no indication as to the size of the branchese 

Hyndman Hall, which is'still remembered by former memberst 
8 

clearly had 

a large and active membership and was probably the biggest branch in the 

i, 19 may jLqo6 

2 Ibid. t 22 and 29 September, 6 and 20 Octobert 3 and 24 November 1906 

3 Ibid. 9 26 january 1907. This number includes the Reddish branch 

4 Ibid., 14 September 1907 

5 Ibid. 9 t5 February 1908 

6 Ibid. t 169 23 and 30 Mayt 13 June, 11 July 1908 

7 Ibid. 9 3 October 1908 

8 Mary and Alfred Ifilliamst tape recorded interviewq 17 March 1978 
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district. Bat despite the lack of information it is clear that the 

SDF/SDP was expanding locallyt in a way vhich it had not done in the 

mid-90s, when the ILP was still fired with crusading vigour. 

More notable perhaps vas the increase in the number of 

independent socialist societies. Always a source of annoyance to the 

ILP leadershipt their progress was often cited by Blatchfora as an 

argument for socialist unity. The exact allegiance of all the societies 

is virtually impossible to ascertain. Many were influenced by the 

Clarion movementp and after 1904 the SDP, as well as the ILPf would 

accept their affiliation. 
I Thus in 1906 Chorlton-cum-IIardy Socialist 

Society was inviting unattached readexsofthe Clarion to co=unicate 
2 

with its secretary. Ifithington and District Socialist Society was 

particularly active in 1907- Its members acquired a permanent room 

(over a confectioner's shop near Fallovfiela station) and organisea 
3 both inaoor ana open-air meetings in the district. The following year 

witnessed regalar activity by the Weaste Socialist Societyt and also by 

the Heaton Moor Socialist Society. 4 Admittedly these societies were 

established in comparatively prosperous suburban areas, vhere even a 

regular ILP branch would have made little impact upon voting habits. 

Nevertheless the preference of local socialists for an independent 

organisation rankled with the ILP,, and was clearly an indication 

that they were not entirely happy with the national party. 

I C. Tsuzuki, op. cit. p p. 167 

2 CP 30 November 1906. See above Part 2 Chapter 2 p, 81 

3 Ibid. j 11 January# 22 Marcht 12 April, 7 June, 4 October 1907. The 
Societr was founded at a meeting on 5 January 1906 (see J9 29 December 
1906). It affiliated to Manchester and Salford ILP Fedjrýtion in 
January 1908. (See above, p. +s+ ) 

4 Cr 39 i0q 17t 31 July, 21 and 28 Augula 1908t 29 January J909 
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Probably the largest, and certainly the best remembered, of the 

Socialist Societies was that in Openshaw. It appears to have developed 

in the summer of 1906 from an ILP brancht possibly with the intention 

of widening its activities. It continued to be affiliated to the ILP 

for another 3 years, paying fees to Head Office and sending its 

delegates to the annual conferences. On 10 June 1909 its members, who 

had been growing increasingly dijk., illusioned with Labour policyp then 

voted for disaffiliation from the ILP. Less than three months laterg 

on 2 Septemberv they voted for secession from the Trades Council and 

just before the 1910 municipal elections they even refused permission 

for -the Labour candidate to address the members. The society thus 

moved into the ambit of the Manchester Socialist Representation Committeet 

and thence into the BSP. Above all other local socialist societies the 

Openshaw Society was symptomatic of the growing breach within the ILP. ' 

Not only was there an expansion of socialist organisations outside 

the aegis of the ILPt but there were also signs that the long-standing 

tradition of ILP/SDF co-operation at localelections had not entirely 

succumbed to the Labour alliance. This aspect was particularly noticeable 

in the districts with -the longest tradition of OF activity - Salford 

and S. IS. W. Manchester. In November 1906 A. A. Parcellq standing as 

joint candidate of the ILP and SDF won the municipal election for St. 

Paul's Ward, Salford. 2 The following Fabruary another seat for that 

ward became vacantv and in the ensuing by-election James Dadleyp also 

promoted by a joint ILP/SDF committeer was elected. 
3 In November 1907 

i See above, p. 4-33 See AxIso J. Mahon, op. cit,. t pp. 497-8 Appendix 29 
Openshaw Socialist, Society,,, 1906-19111. 

2 Cq 9 November 1906; ! 19 10 November 1906 

3 qq 15 Februaryg I March 1907 
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the IIP and SDF then attemptedv albeit unsuccessfully, to secure the 

third seat for St. Paults, for SDF member Dr. Shand. The socialist 

hold over St. Paulls,, Va-rd was to be short-lived. Dudley lost his seat 

to a Conservative in 1908, as did Purcell the following year. However 

in November 1908 Dr. Shand was eventually elected to Salford Borough 

Council, as ILP/SDF candidate for Regent Ward. His victory was 

particularly noteworthy, for LUC/ILP candidates fared badly in that 

year's municipal electionst losing three seats each in Manchester and 

Salford. The Labour Leader's editorial, at least, blamed the defeats 

upon 'internal squabbling$. 
I Also a symbol of continuing socialist 

co-operation-ims the Chorlton Union Socialist Election Committee,, formed 

in March 1907 to contest the Guardians' elections. It was composed of 

representatives of the SDF, ILP, socialist societies, and trades councilst 

and ran six candidates: Mrs. Whittaker, Nurse Lawson and Sam Hague of 

the ILP, R. Whiteheadana Dr. Garrett of the SM, and Miss M. E. MaYt Of 

the University Students' Socialist Society. None managed to secure 
2 

election. It is however clear that the Labour alliance had not altogether 

superseded the long-standing tradition of co-operation between the ILP 

and SDF. 

By 1908 the ILPq particularly as seem from the standpoint of the 

1knchester and Salford party, was beset by fundamental problems. The 

Labour Party, to which it was now committed, had achieved success at the 

polls at the expense of the ILP's independencep but after the first 

session the party could boast little in the way of solid achievement. 

At by-elections the alliance was regularly being challenged by local 

I LL t6 November 1908; : It 7 November igo8,6 November 1909 

2 Ji 16 Harch 1907; kLp 29 March 1907 
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ILPers in collaboration with Social-Democrats. In Salford and some 

districts of )bnehester the long-established co-operation between the 

two parties was still continuing at local elections, and the extension 

of the SDF/SDPIs organisationp together with the growth of local 

Socialist Societiest suggested that the ILP was no longer as attractive 

to socialist converts as it had been in the 190s. Horeover ILPers and 

Social-Democrats were also campaigning together on behalf of the 

unemployedv whose worsening plight showed no signs of being alleviated 

by parliamentary action. Nor were the ILP's relations with the Labour 

Party and Social-Democrats the only cause for concern. The question of 

vomen's suffrage 
I divided loyalties and aroused criticism of Hardie's 

leadershipp which added to the dissension already latent =ong the party 

hierarchy. Against this background a protest movement crystallised 

within the ILP, and particularly among its Manchester and Salford members. 

It is this movement vhich must now be examined in detail* 

+ + 

It is virtually impossible to place a date upon the emergence of 

+ + + 

the socialist revolt within the ILP. However certain events dating from 

the 1908 Haddersfield Conference do need to be considered in chronological 

sequence. The conference, in April,, not only revived the controversial 

subject of the Colne Valley and N. W. Hanchester by-election; but also 

dreif forth criticism of the party leadership. Just after the conference 

Rassell Smartv who like Victor Grayson had narrowly missed election to 

the NAC, published an article in the Huddersfield Worker entitled 'The 

ILP in Danger'. He saw in the proceedings of the conference a deliberate 

+ 

1 See abovep pp. (, 71-9 
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effort on the part of the NAC to gain control of the movement: 

The NAC ... is like the Cabinet; it has an inner 
circle. Four men - Hardie# MacDonaldq Snowden and Glasier - 
have assumed control of the whole organisation, including the 
newspaper. All the wires are in their hands. 

Smart believed that an organised effort should be made by the Uuddersfield 

ana Colne Valley branches to bring the matter before branches first in 

Yorkshiret then in Lancashire and the North-East, ' Manchester Central 

Branch then passed a resolution in support of Smart's views# and 

criticising the Labour Leader's attachs upon 'prominent members of the 

socialist movement' (Graysoo. Me resultant controversy between the 

branch and Glasier (as editor) has been detailed aboveg in the context 

of the development of the, Labour Leader, 2 but the criticism of the 

Party's paper vas in fact secondary to the wider issue of the ILP's policy 

and leadership. 

on 29 May 1908 J. 11. McLachlan then launched into an attack on the 

Labour Party in a Labour Leader article, 'Poverty the Issue. Is the 

Labour Party Policy the Right One', Here he outlined the essential 

factors of a successful party policy: 

It must awaken the collective conscience and appeal to 
the popular sense of justice. 

2. It mast at once grasp the popular imagination with the 
power of religious fanaticism, and rouse men's enthusiasm 
by focussing their energies on one given talismanic point. 

It must expose a minimum frontage to hostile attackv vhile 
assuring its promoters a maximum of opportunity for aagres- 
sion. 

He concluded that the inherent wealmess of the national Labour Party was 

that its policies violated all three principles. 

I LLf 8 May 1908 

2 See above, ppgas-7 
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A policy of legislative opportunismo tempered by 
seasonal attacks on opponents, requires a common measure 
of economic interests such as Liberals and Conservatives 
havet but which we lack. Our policy mustt to succeedg be 
a militant one, ... 

As McLachlan called for militancy by the Labour Partyt so in the 

same issue of the Labour Leader Russell Smart renewed his attack upon 

the ILP's leaders whom he suspected of having omitted some resolutions 

from the conference aLgenda; resolutions I ... evidently sent in by 

branches whog like myselfp fear the growth of oligarchic executive 

To counteract this tendency towards oligarchy he proposed that the 

conference should elect its own chairman (who should not be a member of 

the NAC) and that the whole of the NAC should be elected on a divisional 

system, with no member being permitted to hold office for more than 

three years consecutively. No salaried official nor IT should be 

eligible for membership of the NACv which should supervise the policy 

and actions of MPs. Finallyp the Labour Leader should be placed under 

the control of an editorial committee. 
2 Smart's proposals did notp of 

course, simply involve changes in routine party administration. Had 

they been carried out it is possible that power within the ILP would 

have devolved upon the militant rank and file critics of the Labour 

alliance. The two points of contention among ILPers, namely the party 

leadership and the Labour alliance were not separate issuesp but parts 

of the same controversy. To maintain the Labour alliance it was 

necessary to retain power for its adherents currently on the NAC. To 

dissolve or even change the terms of the allianceg its critics needed 

to gain control of their own party. 

I LLt 29 Hay 1908 

2 Ibid. 
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In the autumn of 1908 the factions within the ILP became 

increasingly polarised as a result of two events: the Newcastle 

by-election and Victor Grayson's outburst in the House of Commons. 

Newcastle was a two-member constituency -which, prior to the electionp 

was held by one Liberal and one Labour member. The Labour Partyp 

mindful of its pact with the Liberals and wishing to avoid reprisals 

at the next general electiono decided against contesting the now vacant 

seat, and persuaded'J. J. Stephenson of the engineers to withdraw his 

candidature. The SDP then stepped'into the gap, with the support of 

local ILP branches. MacDonald's initial annoyance turned to scorn when the 

socialist emerged at the bottomvf the pollq but the general question 

of the Labour Party's election policy was again revived among the ILP 

branches. On 16 September York ILP sent out a circular to branches 

elsewhere in the country, call for a special conference to discuss the 

whole subject of the ILP's relationship with the Labour Party. 
i Manchester 

Central Branchv considering the circular on 18 Novemberv readily agreed 

to the demand. 2 

More; spectacular howeverwas Grayson's activity in -Uie Commons. 

As the House became preoccupied with the Licensing Billt Grayson 

determined to draw its attention to theunemployment questiong concerning 

which the Government appeared indifferent. He attempted to move the 

adjournment of the House so that it could deal with the unemployed 

questiontonly to be informed by the Speaker that the motion was out of 

order. Upon his refusal to sit downp and insistence that the people 

starving in the streets demanded the immediate attention of the Houseq 

I D. Marquand, op. cit., pp. UO-11 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILPt Minutes of Meeting IS November 1908 
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the Commons was reduced to uproar. Before being escorted from the 

House by the Sergeant-at-Arms, he turned upon the Labour memberst 

calling them traitors to their class. Not one showed any signs of 

sympathy or solidarity with his demonstration. Grayson reappeared 

in the House the following dayp and again interrupted the proceedings 

to demand immediate attention for the unemployed question. He was duly 

suspendedt leaving the Commons amid derisive laughter. I 

Grayson's action immediately highlighted the rift within the Labour 

and socialist ranks. To rank and file socialists in the constituencies 

he was a hero vho had dared to expose the sham of the parliamentary 

system and champion the unemployed. To his party leaders he was a 

disruptive influence. A meeting of Manchester unemployedp held in 

Stevenson Square on 18 October, passed a resolution calling upon the 

Labour Party to wait no longer than Wednesday 21st for the government 

to make a satisfactory declaration concerning the unemployed questions 

If the statement was not presented then, or was not in accordance with 

the Labour Party's Unemployment Bill, the Labour Party should adopt the 

obstructionist tactics of the Irish Party too well exemplified in the 

past by Hichael Davitt and in the present by Victor Grayson'. K. C. Reed, 

reporting -the meeting in the Clarion, 9 continued: 

There is no doubt at all about the popularity of 
Grayson's act. Every mention of it was received with wild 
enthusiasm. There is a dangerous, disruptive tone abroad. 
Speaker after speakerp bearing the badge of the ILP, rose 
and said things about the Labour Party. Some of themp no 
doubt, untruep somet perhapsp transferred to them by malicet 
but the unanimity of sentiment is significant - and dangerous. 
Even at the evening meeting of the ILP a casual and extremely 

R. Groves, op. cit., pp. 65-74. According to Grovest Grayson's initial 
demonstration took place on Thursday 2 November 1908. This date cannot 
be accurate, for it was reported in the 

-Ct 
23 October 1908. D. Clark, 

op. cit., in his chapter on 'The Grayson Era 1907-101, pp. 162-8. does 
not mention Grayson's demonstration. 

- 
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guarded reference by Mrs. Bridges Adams to the tameness of 
the Labour Party was received with loud cries of "Shame" from 
all parts of the house. At an ILP meeting! And the meeting 
closed vith "three cheers for Grayson"! 

It was the same everyMiere, even in the train. I 

The Stevenson Square resolution did not however gain unanimous 

support., even among local ILPers. On the following day Sam Hague, 

organising secretary of Manchester and Salford ILPq informed MacDonald 

that: 

... myselfq Leonard Hallp and I believe other speakers 
expressed strong dissent from the implied censure of the 
Labour Party's methods, also the suggestion to take Grayson 
as a pattern. 

I have not yet learned who was responsible for drawing 
the resolution but I may assure you that many of us would 
have refused to speak at all to such a resolution had we 
known what its nature was before the meeting commenced. 

I think you should Imov that, though there is a strong 
desire that all possible should be doneg there was (sic) 
frequent expressions of confidence in the party and its 
leaders. 2 

MacDonald in reply commented: 

We have got to fight this sillytub-thumping spirit of 
anarchy vhich is getting abroad. It will be a thankless and 
to some extent a heartless job but it has either to be 
crushed or it will crush our Movement. We knust, thereforet 
look to you and men who thinkwith you in the various 
districts to allow no mischievous resolutions to go through 
branches either of the ILP or the Labour Party without the 
very strongest opposition. 3 

Grayson's protest in the Commons did however receive support in 

the London-based'New Agep and after his suspension A. R. Orage appointed 

him joint editor. The association lasted only for about three months; 

1 Cp 23 October 1908 

2 Letter: Sam Hague to J, R. IlacDonald, 19 October 1908 (LP/CAN/06/2/92) 

3 Typed unsigned letter, J. R. MacDonald to Sam (Hague), 20 October 1908 
(L-P/CAIT/06/2/92) 
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in February 1909 Grayson joined the staff of the Clarion. But during 

this short time 
'New 

Me, took the lead in the tampaign for a new 

socialist party. The significant development in this recurrent 

campaign was that the emphasis was no longer on negotiations at national 

level between the ILP and SDPt but upon the formation of local Socialist 

Representation Committees all over the country. These committeest which 

would comprise representatives of the ILP, SDP, Fabianeq Clarionites, 

and presumably independent socialist societies,, would select socialist 

electoral candidates who would then receive the backing of the whole 

movement. One of the leading advocates of this scheme was S. G. Hobsont 

who in January 1909 attempted (albeit unsuccessfully) to persuade the 

Fabian Society to disaffiliate from the Labour Party, in order to found 

a Socialist Party. 1 The influence of the New &e upon Manchester 

socialists is uncertaint but Grayson continued to advocate the formation 

of Socialist Representation Committees in the book, The Problems of 

Parliamente which he produced in collaboration with G. S. Taylor. 
2 

As early as 3 November 1908 R. C. Wallhead informed MacDonald that 

Grayson and his supporters were trying to set up a new party composed 

of dissident ILP branches and more moderate sections of the SDP. Grayson 

had, apparently boasted that he had the support of 240 ILP branches* 

Although Wallhead seems to havetaken the claim seriouslyt Glasier 

doubted its authenticityp and estimated Grayson's support was nearer to 

20 branches. Early in 1909 reports were circulatedg to the effect that 

Grayson would refuse to sign the Labour Party constitutiont even if 

requested so to do by the forthcoming ILP conferencet and that he wished 

I R. Grovest op* cit-p pp. 81-3; S. G. Hobsont Pilgrim to the Left (1938) 

pp. 116-9 

2 LL, 16 April 1909; W. Thompson, op. cit., P- 139 
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to provoke defections from the ILP in order to form the new socialist 

party. 
I On a more personal levelq the breach between Grayson and Hardie 

widened still further when Grayson and Ilyndman both refused to share a 

platform with Hardie at a Clarion Scouts rally in Holborn Town Hall. 

According to Grayson, Hardie had been spreading lies and rumours about 
2 him (including one that he had been drunk vhen defying the Commons) . 

Politically, howeverp Grayson's rebuff to Hardie was a major errort for 

most of Grayson's supporters and the critics of the Labour alliance 

still retained their regard for Hardie as founder of the ILP. Grayson 

also missed an important opportunity to support a resolution which would 

enable socialists of all sections to unite without dissolving the Labour 

alliance, and also to lead the attack on the leadership over the unemployed 

issue. But Grayson, having failed to appear at the beginning of the 

conferenceg subsequently made no effort to speak, and was actually 

kidnapped by practical jokers on the last day. 3 Ikat although Grayson was 

undoubtedly guilty of some political misjudgements vhich lost him 

supportt Hardie interpreted his activities as being associated with a 

plotq with Blatchford, and Byndmanp to wreck the ILP and split the trade 

union alliance. In fact the critics of the Labour alliance were far from 

organised,, as the proceedings of the ILP's 1909 Edinburgh Conference were 

to reveal. 

Ihch of the three day conference was devoted to matters relating 

to the alliance, and generally the rebels fared badly. Conference 

affirmed the ILP's loyalty to the Labour Partyq rejected a suggestion 

I D. Narquandp op. cit., p. 112 

2 Ibid. p R. Grovesp op. cit., p. 84 

3 R. Grovest op. cit. 9 pp. 85-8; L. Thompsonp Robert Blatchford, p. 206 
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that branches be allowed to run parliamentary candidates independently 

of the NAC anaLabour Partyp and determined that no salaries should be 

paid to ILP MPs who refused to i5ign the Labour Party constitution 

(which meantt in effectv Grayson). Attempts to abolish the chairmanship 

of the ILP, and render the editor of the Labour Leader ineligible for 

membership of the NAC, were both rejected. Some local members were 

vocal in their protests against party policy. E. Garner of North 

Salford declared that he was a 'revolutionary' not an 'evolutionary' 

socialist, and believed it was the business of the ILP IWO to make 

themselves a nuisance in the Commons! C. T. Douthwaite, representing 

Bredburyq insisted that the rebels had a right to their opinions; there 

was room in the Commons for a party that was definitely socialist in 

its aims andwork. But these delegates were virtually voices in the 

wilderness (as voting figures revealed), and certainly not the 

conspirators in some 'Graysonite plot'. Moreover Hardie, MacDonaldt 

Snowden and Glasier were all re-elected to the Executive. Admittedly 

Glasier did resign his editorship of the Labour Leaderg but not as a 

result of left-wing opposition. Mach of the criticism of his editorship 

had in fact come from Hardie and McDonald, and the paper's trading 

account had shown a serious loss for some three years. 

The open rift in the ILP which occurred during the conference 

seemed almost accidental. The NAC had ceased to book Grayson for 

meetingst and in its report to the conference attempted to justify 

this decision, referring to his refusal to speak with Hardie and alleging 

that his unemployment protest movement was in fact aimed at splitting 

the ILP and disrupting the labour alliance. Graysong in self-defence, 

protested about the slanderous rumours being circulated about hing and 

moved the reference back of the relevant section of the report. The 
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motion was carried, against the platf orm, and on the f ollowing morning 

MacDonald announced his own resignation from the NAC, together with 

those of Hardiep Snowden and Glasier. It is extremely unlikely that 

many (if any) of the delegates had foreseen such a consequence of the 

reference back. With only 10 dissentients the conference expressed 

its confidence in the 4 NAC idembersg and appealed to them to reconsider. 

The paragraphs vhich had been referred back were even reinstatedp but 

to no avail. 

In fact the resignations were not entirely spontaneous. Indeed the 

'Old Guard' had indulged in far more political manoeLwes than had the 

relbels. As early as 22 January 1909 Glasier had written in his diary 

that he did not intend to defend his editorship at the conferencep and 

that McDonald and Snowden would resign from the XAC. Hardie also 

sought respite from office, but for all four the timing and occasion 

of their resignation could not have been bettered. ' Their statement to 

ILP members filled 2-2t columns of the 16 April issue of the Labour Leader. 

Some points raised in their apologia can be seen in retrospect to be 

blatantly untruet for example the reference to the foundation of the 

Labour Party: 

.,. the only condition of which was that the political 
independence which has always been the cardinal policy of 
the ILP should be rigidly maintained. Those who are acquainted 
with the political history of the last nine years know how 
loyally that condition has been accepted and pursued under the 
most trying circumstances by our trade union allies. 

Sinceq as has already been demonstratedf electoral arrangements with 

I ILP, Repo_rt of the 17th Annual Conference ... 1909. Both the actual 
proceedings of the conference and the political manoevres which 
surrounded it are discussed in D. Marquandt op. cit., pp. 112-5; 
I. McLean, OP- Cit-t PP- 134-5; 

- 
L. Thompsont The Eathusiasts, 

pp- 156-8 and Robert Blatch_ford'q pp.. 206-8; Et. Groves, op. 
- 

cit 
pp. 92-5; C. Tsuzukip OP- Cit-9 P- 170; W. Thompson, OPo Citot 
pp. 154-61 
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the Liberal party had been widely suspected by the ILP rank and file, 

this was hardly likely to appease the rebellious elements. The statement 

went on to accuse the SDP of sectarian dogmatismt and claimed that it 

remained outside the working class movement (which, would hardly have 

impressed socialists in Manchester and Salford). The 'section of 

socialist opinion' associated with Grayson was accused of seeking to 

form a new socialist party vhich rigidly excluded the trade unionag 

and in the process unsettling the minds of some members of the ILP, 'to 

make them not only distrustful of the policy of the partyq but of its 

officials and representatives'. Grayson's apparent misdeedst although 

not attributed to him by namej, were detailed at length, and supporters 

of his outburst in Parliament were accused oý forgetting $years of political 

drudgery and effective services (presumably by the resigned members of 

the NAC). 1 

If Hardie and his associates wished to maintain a united party 

their statement was a grave error of judgement. The attack on Grayson 

and the condescending attitude towards his supporters - envisaged almost 

as sheep being led astray - was hardly likely to conciliate the rebels. 

Hardie seemed at this stage particularly prone to indulge in personal 

abuse. On 28 May Leonard Hall wrote a critique of one of his pamphlets 

in the Labour Leader, and the following week Hardie launched into a 

bitter personal attack on Hall as a trade union leader and Labour 

candidate. Even Tom Foxf one of the most faithful supporters of the 

Labour alliance felt obliged to defend Hall's record. 
2 

On a more general political, as opposed to personalg levelt the 

I LL, 16 April 1909 

2 Ibid. p 28 Mayp 4t 11 and 18 June 1909 
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events at the conference precipitated a new spate of rumours, to the 

effect that Grayson was about to form a new party. Both the Manchester 

Evening_ Chronicle and Daily Despatch carried reports of an alleged 

interview with Graysonp in the course of vhich he was asked if he 

would form, a new party. To this Grayson had apparently replied: 'It 

is too early to make any emphatic declaration on that mattert but some 

such action will inevitably take place as soon as we get our forces 

together. ' Grayson, vhen questioned by the ILP Head Officet denied 

this. The interview hadt he claimedg taken place over the telephone 

in the Clarion, office and Thompson, who had been sitting nearby and 

had heard the conversation, confirmed Grayson's repudiation. 
I 

In the Clarion Blatchford also denied the existence of any 

conspiracy against the Labour Party. He asserted that 'the bond between 

Hyndman, Grayson and myself is not a political but a personal bond. It 

is true that on certain political questions we agree; but our relation 

is one of friendship, and our meetings are domestic'. Blatchford 

maintained that the resignation of the ILP's Executive was anything 

but a disaster for the party - he had long maintained that the Executive 

should be changed frequently. Moreoverg 'If the ILP cannot spare four 

men it is time the ILP was decently buried., Although his article was 

entitled 'Not Disruption, But Alliancel An Appeal to the ILPtf it 

clearly revealed the deep gulf which separated the Clarion, and its 

associates-from the 'official' ILP. Blatchford continued: 

I do not approve of the ILP alliance with the Labour 
Party. I think a Labour Party is a good thing. But the ILP 
was a Socialist Party. In joining the Labour Party it 
ceased to be a Socialist. Party. 

Now tIL6, many Socialists who are not in the Labour 

Ibid. 9 30 April 1909 



-967- 

Party have no Party at all. 

lie want socialism, not political bargaining. 

lie recalled the assistance which the Clarion had provided for the ILP, 

yet the 'official' wing of the party had for years treated the Clarion 

Mavement as enemies. 

Hyndman, Graysont Blatchford, the CLAMON, and the V Scouts have been looked upon by a section of the Labour 
Party with more hostility than if they had been Liberals or 
Tories. And our sole offence has been our independent 
and uncompromising Socialism. 1 

Bat although these national figures had disclaimed any plans to 

form a new party, the idea of Socialist Representation Committees found 

adherents in Manchester. On 10 July 1909 Justice published a letter on 

'Socialist Unity$ from George Simpson of Manchester, who felt that the 

scheme deserved fullest consideration 'from those Socialists whot like 

myself, feel that in the Labour Party we Socialists, as such, are quite 

submerged by the Labour Party, and our interests are kept subservient 

to theirs'. This situation had been made more apparent locally by 

events surrounding A. A. Purcell's resignation as prospective candidate 

for West Salford. 2 It was not however until December that a meeting 

was held to discuss the question of a SRC for Manchester and District. 

Then 33 delegates representing 20 organisations agreed to establish such 

a committee and returned to report on the proceedings and seek the 

necessary mandate from their own organisations to proceed further with 

the matter. Simpsont as Honorary Secretaryt -was to send circulars and 

a copy of the proposed constitution to the 86 branches which had 

initially been invited to the meetingg before the delegates met again 

i Ct 23 April 1909 

2 Jt 10 July 1909 
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at 50a Market Street (the Clarion Cafe) on 19 February 1910.1 But 

even before the initial meeting took placep a SRC had actually been 

formed in West Salfordp to contest the General Election. 

When the ILP's Special General Election Conference was held at 

Chorlton Town Hall on IS December 1909, the : first resolution, moved 

by Lansbury on behalf of the NACt reaffirmed 'the Party's entire 

independence of the capitalistic political parties ... 
2 In fact the 

local Liberal and Labour movements were already negotiating an arrange- 

ment, marred only by the activities of socialist dissidents. uVen the 

most militant socialists did have some sympathy with the Liberalst for 

on 30 November 1909. the House of Lords had rejected Lloyd George's 

Budgetl which included radical provision for higher income taxt death 

duties and land taxes. 'The Peers against the People' was a slogan 

which could draw Labour and socialist support, and after the Osborne 

Judgement the Labour Party had its own grievance against the Upper 

House. 3 - 

Apparently free from controversy were the two seats which would 

be defended by sitting Labour members, Clynes in N. E. ý%nchester and 

Hodge in Gorton. Although Hodge vas subject to attacks from his left- 

wing constituents, there are no indications of any attempt to displace 

him. 4 Hore of a problem arose in the S. W. Manchester constituencyo for 

as early as June 1908 G. D. Kelley announced that he would not contest 

I Ibid. t 25 December 1909 

2 LLI 24 December 1909 

3 D. 1hrquandq op. cit. 9 pp. 116-7; 1. HcLeanq OP" cit-v PP- 135-7. 
For the ILP's Election Manifesto, see Illustration 16 

J. Hodgev OP- cit-, P- 156 
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another electiong on health grounds. 
I Kelley had been readily 

acceptable to the Liberals, and for Labour to be allowed another 

straight fight someone of similar moderate views had to be found. 

Manchester ILPers had however determined upon running J. M. McLachlan, 

'Fighting Macly Chairman of Manchester and Salford ILP Councilp member 

of Levenshulme UDC9 and a director of Manchester Clarion Cafe. Ihnchester 

City and Ardwick branches had nominated him for the party's parliamentary 

list in October 1907# and in October 1908 he was nominated by Manchester 

and Salford ILP Council as candidate for S. 11. Manchester and duly 

adopted by Manchester and Salford LRC. 7he NAC, asked for formal 

endorsement of the candidatureq refused to sanction it on the grounds 

that party rules had been violated. 
2 The following January Manchester 

and Salford ILP Council was notified that if it wished to nominate 

3 McLachlan it must commence the process again. The matter vas raisedl 

and again no decision reached, vhen the NAC met prior to the 1909 

Conference. 4 It was then brought before the conference. McLachlan 

himself admitted to an irregularity in the nominationp but emphasised 

that the Manchester branches had been unaware of this at the time; it 

would be difficult to retrace steps already taken. On the issue that a 

seat held by a trade unionist should not be Iraidedl by the ILPq McLachlan 

asserted that the Labour party in Manchester was not divided in this 

manner. Conference referred the matter back, yet again, to the MAC5 

I D. E. Martin, entry on G. D. Kelley in Dictiona! j of Labour Biography 
Vol. II, pp. 211-4 

2 ILPq NAC Minutes.. M: Lnutes of meetings 11-5 October 1907,13-15 October 1908 

3 Ibid., Minutes of Meeting 21-22 January 1909 

4 Ibid., Minutes of Meeting 9 April 1909 

5 ILP, ReRort of the i7th Annual Conference ... 1902t pp. 67-8 
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and even the most trusting lknchester ILPer must by now have harboured 

some suspicions about official intentions. 

In fact McLachlan was being used as a pawn in another spate of 

Lib-Lab negotiations. In 1908 the miners had decided to run J. E. Sutton 

for East Manchester. This was not regarded as a mining seat and had 

moreover been won in 1906 by a Liberal, T. G. Horridget in a straight 

fight against Balfour. Since McLachlan wasq so the Liberals understoodl 

to contest the'S. W. division, the additional candidature of Sutton 

destroyed the understanding between the parties that the Liberals should 

have a straight fight in 4. and Labour in 2. of the Manchester divisions. 

The Liberals put forward their ovn candidates for both seats in questiont 

but behind the scenes negotiations began between the two parties to avoid 

three-cornered fights. The problem for the Labour Party was that 

Sutton and McLachlan could only be withdrawn by the miners and ILP 

respectively. The miners rejected all appeals to withdraw Suttont and 

in any case the Liberals appear to have favoured the withdrawal of 

McLachlan, He was an uncompromising socialist, whom their members would 

not support under any circumstances. Moreover the Liberal candidate 

for FAtst lknchestert L. W. Zimmermant was prepared to stand down in order 

to bring about a rapprochement. Indeed The Times of t6 November suggested 

that Zimmerman, 'the moderator of Liberal and Labour political,, had stood 

because he was *the only conspicuous Liberal in Manchester whovould not 

mind being sacrificed at the last moment in order to bring about an 

understanding between his own party and that of the Labour men'. According 

to The Times$ 'it would appear that a 'dealt between these two parties 

in Ylanchester is at least contemplated'. Apparently on the occasion 

of the ILP's election conference Manchester Liberal Federation had 

Artj,, 4r - 
empowered C. P. Scott and William Royle to inform Henderson that, if x 
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McLachlan vas vithdrawnt they mould recommend Zimmerman's retirement. 
I 

It does therefore appear that the ILP had delayed formalising 

McLachlan's candidature for so long simply because Labour negotiations 

with the Liberals were anticipated. Bat by the end of 1909 the ILP, 

which was continually protesting its independencev could hardly 

repudiate McLachlan without arousing a local furore. Consequently 

on I December 1909 the NAC finally accepted responsibility for his 

candidature and sought the official endorsement from the Labour Party* 2 

Even at this late juncture, HcLachlan was still under pressure to 

withdraw. Taking the chair at Clynes' meeting in the Grand Theatre 

in January, he was asked why he was spoiling the Liberal candidate's 

chances in S. V. Manchester. HcLachlan was not however open to persuasiont 

even after Zimmerman withdrew. He was a militant socialistq with no 

sympathy for the Liberals., whom he readily attacked, and he was 

moreover defending a seat already held by Labour. 3 

On 15 January 1910 McLachlan emerged at the bottom of the poll in 

-the threc-cornered contestp with lp2l8 votes. The victorious Conservative 

polled 3,111 and the Liberal 39004- In his account of the contest for 

the Labour Leader he pronounced that 'Official Liberalism is shattered 

in South-West Manchesterlp and listed among the reasons for his defeat: 

i. - The whole of the Liberal ]Press united in one conspiracy 
of boycott and misrepresentation of the Labour candidature. 

2. The insistent circulation of the statementg pursued in the 

I P. P. Clarkeg OP- Cit-t PP- 325-7 

2 Letter: ILP. NAC. Francis johnson to Secretaryt Labour Party, 
I December, 1909; List of ILP. Candidates, 30 November 1909; 
Letter: Labour Party to F. 

-Johnson, 
2 December 1909 (LP/GAN/06/l/ 

178-80) 

P. P. Clarket op. cit-v PP- 326-7; lb 7 January 1910 
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very polling booths, that Labour had decided to 
withdraw. 

The moral effect upon the electors of Mr. Zimmerman's 
withdrawal in East Manchester was to encourage the 
inspired idea of a reciprocal Iabour withdrawal in 
South-West, 

He also admitted the advantage to the Liberals of the House of Lords and 

Dudget agitation, and the mandates of the United Irish league and Catholic 

Federation to vote Liberal (this vote was estimated at 1000 to IP800)- 

The vhole tone of his article revealed implacable hostility to Liberalism; 

for McLachlan there could be no Lib-Lab pact. 
I 

In East Manchester Zimmerman's withdrawal left Sutton not only with 

a straight fight but also with the official blessing of the Liberal party. 

The Liberal electoral machine vas turned to his support; Liberals made 

house-to-house deliveries of leafletsp filled in his favour all the 

hoardings vhich they had previously booked, organised public meetings on 

his behalf, and sent every elector an tautographdd lettert from Zi=ermanq 

seeking support, for Sutton. 2 It might be added that the SDP refused to 

add its assistance. Not surprisingly Sutton emerged victorioust vith a 

majority of over 1,000. In N. E. Manchester and Gorton Clynes and Hodget 

both left to defend their seats in straight fights with Conservativest 

3 
were again returnedq albeit with reduced majorities. 

McLachlan was not the only socialist to experience Liberal antipathy 

and eventual defeat. West Salford was a Liberal seat vhich the LRC had 

agreed to leave uncontestedp but local socialists however were not so 

disposed. In November 1909 the "Ifest Salford Parliamentary Division 

Ilt 21 January 1910 

2 P. F. Clarkep OPo Cit-P PP- 326P 331 

LLt 21 and 28 January 1910 
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Socialist Representation Committee was formed by the South and West 

Salford SDP branches and the Irlams-ol-thl-Ileight and Ifeaste Socialist 

Societiest in order to promote the candidature of A. A. Purcell. Purcell 

was described in the Dispatch as 'a fine organiser, an effective speakerp 

and not the sort of man to encourage Lib-Lab compacts'. Meetings were 

held nightly in the constituencyp and the Countess of Warvickg Hyndmanp 

Dan Irving and Victor Grayson all appeared to lend their support. 
I 

But the socialists had to contend with opposition not only from the two 

major parties, but also from tofficialt Labour. As Purcell recalledg 

So called Labour men canvassed against us; wrote 
letters asking us to withdraw; sent letters to the Liberals 
telling them we had no chance; andq furtherp allowed their 
letters to be published against us. 

Like McLachlan, Purcell found himself at the bottom of the pollp albeit 

with over 2,000 votes. 
2 

The lessons of the January 1910 General Election in the Manchester 

area were clear. Faithful adherents of the Labour alliance who were 

willing to work in conjunction with the Liberals might be afforded 

assistance by both parties. Militant socialists who were not prepared 

to compromise their principles should expect attack from Labour as well 

as Liberals. It might also be remarked that both the rebel socialist 

candidates stood in districts vhere the SDF had been long establishedt 

and where ILP/Social-Democrat co-operation at local elections had 

continued after the formation of the Labour alliance. On a national 

level, -the General Election placed the Labour Party in vhat appeared to 

be a strong position - but which in fact left it little room to manoe%Vrt,. 

Since the Liberal government had a majority of only 2 over the Unionists, 

I Ct 19 November 1909; 27 November 1909,8 January 1910 

2 Jt 22 January 1910 
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the Irish with 80 members and the Labour Party (including the miners) 

with 40p held the balance. To oppose the government might bring it 

downp to support it might reduce the Labour Party to what Barnes 

described as 'a mere drifting appendage to the Liberal Party'. ' In 

the circumstances it would be difficult for the ILP to conciliate its 

rebels (assuming that it even wished so to do)# and very easy to 

precipitate a major split in the party. 

+ + + + + 

The revolt within the ILP after 1910 has generally been regarded 

as one broad movementg which gravitated, from the 'Green Ifenifestol to 

the Socialist Unity Conference. 2 In fact it is possible to discern two 

broad schools of opinion among the 'rebels'; admittedly they were not 

always distinct and clear-cut, and it is virtually impossible to pin 

labels on the majority of rank and file dissidents. However there were 

two general movements: the revival of the recurrent but long-established 

campaign to form a united socialist party, and the agitation to restore 

the ILP to the status which it had enjoyed before the formation of the 

Labour alliance - that of an independent, distinctly socialist partyq 

unhampered by any compromise with Liberalism. In practice the latter 

movement must be considered first, for it reached its high-water mark 

in the simmer of 19lOt after which many of its adherents either accepted 

compromiset -turned their hopes instead to a new socialist partyp or 

even placed their faith in industrial, as opposed to politicalq methods 

to achieve the emancipation of the working class. 

i D. Harquandt op. cit. 9 pp. 119-22 

+ 

2 For example see L. Thompsong, The Fmthusiastat p. 169; C. Tsuzuki, 
op. cit., Pp. 173-5 



-975- 

The desire to restore the ILP to its original independence was 

expressedo albeit ineffectuallyt at the party's Annual Conference in 

March 1910. Prominent in the debate were local delegates: J. M. 

McLachlan representing City of Manchester branch, R. C. Hall of Newton 

Heath, and C. T. Douthwaite (Dredbury and Romflar). Douthwaite proclaimed 

'He believed in a Socialist Party going straight on independent lines'. 

Horeover I... the revisionist policy that McDonald stood for was not 

the policy represented by the ILP in the past'. R. C. Hall moved 'That 

the time is now ripe for the ILP to urge the Labour Party to formulate 

a definite programme based upon Labour and Socialist policylp but his 

resolution was 'disposed of' and the 'previous question' carried. The 

only consolation for the local dissidents was the election of Leonard 

Hallf Douthwaite and McLachlan as divisional representatives on the 

NAC. I 

Having failed to influence the Labour alliance 'through the medium 

of the ILP Conference, the critics turned their efforts towards grass- 

roots propaganda. In August 1910 their case was argued in a pamphlett 

Let Us Reform the Labour Party, which because of its cover became 

popularly Imown as the Green ), bnifesto. Although attributed to four 

authors, the pamphlet was largely composed by McLachlant with an 

introduction by Leonard Hall and brief endorsements by Douthwaite and 

J. H. Belcher (who represented the S. W. counties on the NAC). Thus the 

document was essentially local in origing being printed by Will Phillips' 

Fellowship Press in Crumpsall. Indeed when the Manifesto burst upon the 

ILPt a separate controversy raged over the manner of its production and 

distribution. 

I ILPq ReRort of the 18th Armual Conf erence ... 1910, PP- 54,609 709 78 
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MIcLachlan began by outlining the reason for current controversy 

within the ILP. He saw the party as being divided between two policies. 

one, which he termed 'Revision' was that chosen by the leaders of the 

Parliamentary Labour Party: general support for the Liberal governmentp 

-thereby retainingr that goverment in officel in return for mere promises. 

The other, for which he used the term 'Revolutiont, t was the policy of 

treating each parliamentary measure upon its own merits and voting 

accordingly. This was the policy vhichq claimed McLachlant the rank 

and file of the Trade Union and socialist movement wished its leaders 

to adopt. Having described in detail the 'revisionist' stand taken by 

the Labour Party over individual parliamentary questionsp most important 

being the Lords' veto,, McLachlan nevertheless defended the concept of 

a Labour Party, on. the grounds that 'The Labour Party is the one 

conceivable formation in which Labour can operate against Capitalism'. 

Socialists should therefore remain inthe Labour Party in order to lead 

the trade unionist rank and file. McLachlan blamed the present 

stagnation of the Labour Party upon the ILP Members of Parliamentq 

rather than their trade unionist colleagues. The ILP members werev he 

claimed, the titular leaders of the party-who had in fact failed to lead. 

As a result disaffection prevailed among many of the ILP's best branches. 

The only solution was the abandonment of 'Revisionism'. The Labour Party 

must stateits own aims and policyg then vote upon the merits of individual 

questionst regardless of the consequences. 

Hall, in his introductionv agreed that the Labour-Socialist 

alliance was tabsolutely sound and desirable' in principlep although 

cruelly disappointing in practice. Ile also placed the blame upon the 

"'revisionist" heresy' of the Labour partyss leaders, and moreover upon 

the 'incapacity of the rank and file 'of the ILP to discriminate between 
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loyalty to a cause and personal idolatory of its prominent representatives'. 

However Hall's suggestions for future action were more radical than those 

of McLachlan: 

I am convinced that the ILP would be far more fruitfully 
engaged as a purely propagandist forceg devoting its resources 
to the spreading of sound and thoroughgoing Socialist opinion 
in the country,, and eschewing direct Parliamentary represent- 
ation altogethert than in continuing to waste its magnificent 
opportunities and its potential enthusiasm in such socialist- 
ically barren pettiý, ogging as the Labour Parliamentarians are 
giving us. 1 

Hall's lack of faith in Parliamentary activity -was soon to lead 

him along the path of Industrial Unionism, but in the summer of 1910 

the controversywhich engulfed the ILP was -to concentrate upon the 

issue of Labour policy in Parliamentp rather than on the more fundamental 

question of whether or not Labours hould seek to enter Parliament at all* 

It is however significant that the Manifesto gave no support to the 

concept of a united socialist partyp seeking rather to restore the ILP 

to the independent position which it had e4joyed in the 190s. in the 

summer of 1910 the Manifestists and the adherents of socialist unity 

represented two separate trends for discontented ILPers. It does 

appear that it was only after the Manifesto had failed to produce any 

tangible results that dissidents concentrated their efforts upon the 

formation of a new party. 

For almost three months after its publication the Manifesto formed 

the focus of debate within the ILP. 2 Its critics attacked not only its 

content, but also the manner of its publicationt claiming that as 

district representatives on the NAC the authors should have consulted 

their districtsp Federal Councils and colleagues on the NAC before 

I Green ýknifesto, op. cit. 9 passim. 

2 llp 28 August 1910 
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issuing such a document. i Ben Riley accused Arthur Smith of having 

offered the Manifesto for sale to 'a capitalist newspaperIq and 

'opponents of the ILPI were supposed to have been 'hawking it' at 

Victor Grayson's meeting in Oldham on 14 August - before it was 

circulated among the ILP. 2 Moving to the actual content of the 

Hanifestot those critics vho did not confine themselves to personal 

attacks upon the authorS3 emphasised the fundamental difficulties of 

Labour's present position in Parliament. Labour did not wantv and 

could not afford, a second General Election. As an ILP and Trade Union 

branch secretary from Ormskirk, J. Phippsy expressed it: 'Perhaps the 

four NAC members will inform us how 40 men are going to force a House 
lcsia3 4 

of 47ý members to grant all we ask for'. 

Support for the Hanifesto was not however confined to the extreme 

left of the ILP. R. C. Wallheadq in a letter to the'Labour Leader 

published on 12 Angustv admitted that there was grave disquiet among 

individual members concerning the methods of the Parliamentary Labour 

Party. Wallhead for his part criticised the election tactics of Labour 

Parliamentary candidates: 

I have been absolutely sickened at some of the things 
said and done by meng-who, in their eagerness to retain their 
seats, seem to have forgotten the principles for which they 
stand. Wev of the ILP, have not fought through the weary 
years we have done to now bolster up Liberalism and Free 
Trade. 5 

I W. C. Andersong 'A Strange hanifestol in ibid., 5 August 1910 

2 Ibid. 9 9 September 1910 

3 Ibid. 9 5 August 1910. 
T. D. Benson 

4 Ibid. j, 12 August 1910 

See article by W. C. Anderson and letter from 

5 lbid. t 12 August 1910 
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Ikmy ILP branchesp including Levenshulmet Longsight, Moss Side, Chorlton- 

cum-Ilardyp North Manchester and Manchester-Central, I 
passed resolutions 

in support of the Manifesto# and generally echoed its authorst demand 

for a referendum of the whole party on the issue 'of whether the Party 

and its IIPs shall in future be pledged to act and vote on every 

question on its merits, irrespective of the convenience of any 

Government 2 

Dut although the I-Tanif esto provoked a lengthy argument within the 

ILP, there were no tangible results. The Conference of No. 10 Division, 

held in Ihnehester on 1 October, failed to support either the manifesto 

or the call f or a ref erendum3 (vhich was never in fact held). At the 

end of October the Labour Leader closed its columns to further 

discussion, the IUC declined to place the matter before the LRC 

Conferencep and also determined that a national ballot was outside the 

constitution of the.. party. As a last resort, a second manifesto was 

issued to branches at the end of Octoberg again to no avail. Above all 

the publication of the Green Manifesto proved the point of its authorsq 

that although ILPers might criticise the activities of the Parliamentary 

Labour Partyv they could have little real effect upon its policy* 

Nor vas the situation eased by the second general electionq in 

December 1910. The close proximity of the two elections entailed heavy 

demands on fundstwhich were never the strong point of the ILPIS 

I Ibid. 9 26 August, 2 and 9 September, 7 and 14 October 1910; 11anchester 
Central Branch ILPp Ifinutes of Special Meeting, 25 September 1910. This 

meeting supported the Famworth resolution for the Divisional Conference. 
See also report of the Conference of No. 10 Division in LL, 7 October 
1910. 

2 Ibid. P 30 September 1910 

3 Ibid. P 7 October 1910 
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organisation. Particular difficulties were experienced in South 

west Manchesterp uhere the January election had left a largo debt in its 

wake. On 27 September a Special Sub-Committee of Manchester and Salford 

ILP, appointed to inquire into the financial arrangements of the election, 

discovered that a debt of over 06 still remained outstandingp and 

brought to light many irregularities. Arthur Smith, as election agentv 

had failed to heep receipts or order books; excessive payments had 

been made to both the agent and the Fellowship Press; there was an 

unpaid accountp amounting to over C70, to the National Labour Press* 

Furthermore J. D. Sutcliffe had been persuaded to lend C50 for three 

monthsp uhich had still not been repaid. 
I Whether such irregularities 

had been intentional, or simply the result of incompetent organisationt 

remains uncertaint but after the inquiry it was obvious that the ILP 

would not countenance another contest in the constituency in the near 

future. floreover in April 1910 Manchester and Salford LRC refused 

to take financial responsibility for Clynes' candidature in N. E. Hanchesterg 

on the grounds that its funds would then be available for all parliamentary 

candidates promoted under its auspices, in accordance with its 

constitution. 11iles Platting IEP branch was eventually persuaded to 

assume responsibilityt having been assured of the financial backing of 

Manchester and Salford ILP Federation. 2 

I Report of Manchester and Salford ILP Council of its Special Sub- 
Committee Appointed to Inquire into Financial Arrangements of S. W. 
Manchester election of 1910 and nature and extent of partyts present 
obligations with respect to same. 27 September 1910. See also 
Supplementary Reportq 27 September 1910 and Hinutes of NAC Meetings, 
22-23 November 19109 29-30 January 1911,15 April 1911 and 5-6 
October 1911. (All contained in ILP, NAC Minutes 1910-2) 

2 ILP9 Minutes of NAC Meetings, 21-2 April, 7-8 July 1910t 29-30 Januaryt 
15 April, 5-6 October 1911 
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Dut although a second General Election raised financial problems 

for Labour, its official candidates in the Manchester district continued 

to enjoy the benefit of Liberal approval. In Gorton Hodges received 

considerable support from the Liberals, as did Clynes in N. E. Manchester. 

In December 1910 II. E. Howell told the North Ikknchester League of 

Democratic Conservatives that 

Mr. Clynes in North-East Manchestert vas as much a 
Liberal candidate as he was a Labour candidate. The Labour 
Party can no longer claim to be an independent party. 1 

Independent socialists were voices in the wilderness. The SDP planned 

to ran A. A. Purcell in a three-cornered fight in West Salfordq but with- 

drew him from the contest in early December. The Clarion reported that: 

The necessary funds were not forthcoming, and sot 
althoughp I believe, money could have been obtained from 
another source -a tainted source - local Socialists, 
preferring to fight on a straiglit ticket or not at allt 
took their man out of the ring. 2 

Hodge, Clynes and Sutton all retained their seats in theDecember 

1910 General Election. But -the Labour ]Party found itself in a difficult 

position in the Commons. The Liberals were still without an overall 

majorityl and the balance, continued to be hold by the Irish and Labour 

(which now had 42 Members). Short of adopting the parliamentary tactics 

of Grayson (who had lost his seat in the January election)q the Labour 

members were again reduced to the role of maintaining the Government in 

office. It was above all this state of affairs which extinguished the 

hopes of the Hanifestists. Had the Labour vote in the Commons been less 

crucialq it is likely that a greater display of independence would have 

been madeq for leading figures within parliamentp as well as socialist 

P. F. Clarkeq op- cit-P P- 338P citing Manchester Courier, 17 December 1910 

2 Cp 9 December 1910 
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dissidents in the constituenciesl were unhappy with their party's 

supportive role. 
1 But when Labour ITs again succumbed to political 

expediencyv discontented rank and file socialists turned thoir attention 

elsewhere; to the campaign for a new socialist party, or to the 

industrial, as opposed to the political, route to working class power. 

The syndicalist/industrial unionist movement is generally outside the 

scope of this work, which seeks to examine the political working class 

movement, although there were some individuals, most notably Leonard 

Hallt George Simpson and A. A. Purcell, who featured prominently in both 

spheres. However for ILP socialists who remained unreconciled to the 

Labour alliancep the principal hope now lay in a political realignmento 

to be brought about by the Socialist Representation Committees. 

Hanchester District SRC was officially established at a meeting 

at the Clarion Club on 19 February 1910. It was attended by 37 

delegates representing 6 ILPbranches, 6 SDP branchest and 9 unattached 

socialist societies. The Committee defined its object as 'the promotion 

and support of avowed socialist candidates at Parliamentary and local 

elections'. It envisaged the eventual unification of existing SIRCS 

in order to form a National Socialist Party, Any society or branch 

of a society whose object was socialism would be eligible for affiliation 

to the committee, on which it should be represented by two members. 

Affiliated societies might propose the names of candidates - who must 

be avowed socialists - to the Committee. Prior to adoptiong candidates 

would be obliged to submit their election addresses for the approval 

I D. Marquandt op. cit. # pp. 128,136-7 
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of the committee and, if adopted, they would be subject to the direction 

of the committee. It was further stipulated that: 

All candidates shall have for their object the social 
ownership of the means of productiont distriblation and exchangel 
and the emancipation of the workers from the thraldom of 
landlordism and wage-slavery. 

Horeover, 

All candidates elected to Parliament shall be instructed 
to obstruct all business until the unemployed question has been 
thoroughly dealt with. 1 

Copies of the constitution were forwarded to various branches and 

societies, together with an invitation to affiliate. By 13 MaYt 11 

societies with a total membership of about 800 had affiliated, 
2 

and 

the Committee subsequently advertised for 'Good SOCIALIST speakers eo 
3 

No Lib. -Labs. need applyte 

The Committee's election policy was clearly formulated at its 

meeting on 28 May, vhen it adopted the 12th clause of its constitution: 

That iehere no candidate is standing for an avowed 
Socialist Society or candidate sanctioned by this Committeev 
affiliated members shall refrain from voting for or in any 
other -way supporting a non-Socialist candidate. " 

The wheel had indeed turned full circlet for the socialist dissidents 

were now adopting whatwas virtually -the old 4th Clause of Manchester 

and Salford ILP! 

In June and August the Oldham and Bolton Socialist Parties decided, 

to affiliate to Manchester and District SRC, thus widening its geographical 

5 influence. Moreover in August 1910 South Salford SDP moved that three 

I CO 25 February 1910 

2 Ibid. 9 13 HaY 1910 

3 Ibid. p 3 June 1910 

4 lbid. 9 10 June 1910 

5 Ibid., 10 Juneq 5 August 1910 
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members of the Committee be appointed to meet the Manchester District 

Council (of the SDP)t with a view to the amalgamation of the whole of 

the organised socialist forces in the district. ' But persuading the 

rest of the country to follow Manchester's example was a more complex 

task. Writing in the Clarion on 18 Marcho Simpson suggested that SRCs 

should be formed in London, Liverpoolp Glasgow, Edinburgh, Newcastlep 

Leeds, Sheffieldv Preston, Bristol and Dublin, and that an existing 

socialist organisAtion in each of. these districts should call a 

conference to discuss the project. 
2 

At this stage however the movement lacked any real national 

leadership. Blatchford vas at the time suffering both in health and 
3 

spirits, and although he did turn his attention in the, Clarion to the 

question 'Is there to be a New Socialist Party? ' he gave no firm lead* 

Instead he posed another question, 'Are the people sufficiently educated 

and intelligent to desire Socialism? ' In July, after Clynes had 

accused the Clarion of attacking the Labour Partyq. he did affirm the 

paper's support for 'a Partywhich will begin where the ILP began'q but 

on a personal level he announced: 

I do not want to have any more to do with politicst and 
I do not want to fight any more with anybody about anything. 5 

Victor Grayson, having received many letters asking him for a lead in 

the campaign for a new partyp announced in the Clarion of 11 March 'I 

personally have no remote desire to leadt. Instead he advocated 

I Ibid., 5 August 1910 

2 Ibid. 9 18 )hrch 1910 

3 L. Thompson, Robert Blatchford, p. 2217 

4 C1 25 March IqiO 

5 Ibid. t 22 July 1910 
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activity at grass-roots level; the formation of socialist societies 

and SIXsq vhich could then be consolidated into a Istrongt unified, 

Indel! endent Socialist PartY'. 1 July 1910 saw the formation of 'The 

Provisional Committee for the Promotion of Common Action Among 

Socialistslq which included among its objects the formation of SnCs, 

and the promotion of independent socialist candidates in elections. 

Its membersp including A. A. Parcellp represented all the leading 

Socialist organisationsg but appeared anxious to avoid conflict with 

the national or local Labour movements. 
2 Moreover it had no intention 

of forming a new party. 
3 

Apart from lacking concerted national leadership, the advocates 

of a now socialist party also faced problems with both the SDP and the 

NAC of the ILP. The SDP remained an ious to preserve its own identity, 

and believed that its own organisation should form the nucleus of a 

united socialist party. Thus on reading of the Provisional Committee 

for the Promotion of Common Action among Socialistsq H. Boardmang a 

member of South Salford SDF/SDP for some 20 yearsq wrote: 

* go Is this the way to 
by forming, another one? Two 
formed recently in Salford; 
the SDP. I contend that our 
and more than, the promotors 
offer. 4 

On a more official levelt the SDP 

strengthen your organisation 
Socialist societies have been 
result - loss of members to 
organisation, stands for allf 
of this common action can 

rejected any scheme for common action 

Ibid. g il Harch 1910 

2 Other members of the Committee were: James Adderley, J. A. Allan, H. 
Alexander# G. Moore Bello Cecil Chesterton, B. C. Fairchild, P. Victor 
Fisher, Fred H. Gorlep P. C. Haggar, A. S. Headingleyq James MacPherson, 
Conrad Noel, John Scurrv S. D. Shallard, C. N. L. Shaw and A. M. Thompson. 
(See Ct 15 July 1910) 

3 SDP News, Ang-ust 1910. See editor's reply to letter from IL Boardman. 

4 Ibid. 
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among socialists vhich necessitated its own affiliation to the Labour 

Party. On 17 October 1910 representatives of the Fabica Societyt ILP# 

and SDF met in Londonp but on 30 January 1911 the NAC declared itself 

against the establishment of a permanent advisory committee consisting 

of representatives from the three parties. It was prepared only to 

consider co-operation regarding specific questions, on application from 

either of the other bodies. A month later the SDP announced that it held 

aloof from other socialist organisations, on many immediate points of 

policy, as well as in its attitude towards political alliance with the 

trade unions. 'Hence, a permanent joint committeeg in the opinion of the 

Councilp would be more likely to be a source of weakness and division 

than'of consolidation and strength. 
" The impetus towards a new socialist 

party thus remained with the rank and file activists in the localities# 

and in particular with Manchester District SRC. For it was not until 

December 1910 that a similar committee was formed for the Liverpool 

District, with the assistance of George Simpsony who read the constitution 

of the Manchester Committee to the meeting. 
2 Birmingham District SRC vas 

then formed in February 1911.3 

In the sumner of 1910 the Manchester socialists sought to gain 

support and publicity for their movement by planning a mass demonstration 

in the Free Trade Hall on 25 September. There was initially some contro- 

versy with the SDP Executive over the Committee's announcement that 

Purcell and Ilyndmanvould speak. Clearly the SDP was anxious that its 

leading members should not be identified solely 'with the SRC. However 

after some diplomatic exchanges from George Simpsont the SDP was duly 

I See correspondence between ILPp Labour Party and SDP, reprinted in 
SDP News, May 1911 

2 C., 2 December 1910 

3 Ibid. p 10 Febmary Igio 
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placated, and at a meeting chaired by Frank Rose (standing in for the 

Countess of Warwick), its two members shared the platform with Victor 

Grayson. 1 The Free Trade Hall was packed for the occasion# with 

hundreds of people being left outside. Ilyndman, Grayson and Purcell 

each received a great reception before and after their speechest and 

a resolution in favour of Socialist Unity was passed unanimously. 
2 

3 The Free Trade Hall demonstration convinced Simpson$ at leastp 

that the rank and file of the socialist movement was ready for unity. 

Writing in the Clarion, both he and Grayson were convinced that the 

chief obstacle to unity on a national level was the ILP9 which Simpson 

described as being 'submerged in and dominated by the Labour Party'. 4 

Grayson defined two levels of discontent among ILPerse For those who 

were 'disgusted with the Labour Party's attitude on unemploymentIq but 

were not prepared to break the alliance, or sever their connection with 

the ILP, he suggested additional affiliation with a socialist represent- 

ation committee. ILPers whose discontent was more serious were advised 

to secede, and if possible join a socialist organisation whose methods 

and policy were satisfactory. In the absence of such an organisation in 

their localityp they were advised to form a Socialist Societyq and 

affiliate to a SRC. Grayson also realised that the SDP would not be 

prepared to merge its distinctive identity in a new Socialist Partyq 

but believed it would accept the federal structure of a SRCP to which 

the Clarion organisation and Fabians would also be willing to affiliiite. 
5 

I Ibid. p I July, 5, and 26 August, 2,16 and 30 September 1910 

2 Ibid. 9 30 September 1910 

3 Ibid. 

4 Ibid. 2 4 November 1910. See George Simpson, 'Socialist Unity'. 

5 Ibid., 30 September 1910, See Victor Graysont 'Can Socialists Unite? ' 
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During the winter of 1910-11 Manchester District SRCt under the 

secretaryship of Simpsong organised similar committees in Liverpool and, 

Birmingham, and tried in vain to organise Derby and Sheffield. By July 

1911 14 societiest representing 784 members# were affiliated to 

Manchester SRC. That committee had also provided some financial 

assistance to socialist candidates at local electionsv and organised a 

successful demonstrationp at queen's Park on 11 June, to protest against 

the provisions of Lloyd George's Insurance Scheme. I 

But although the SRC's were enthusiastic, and enjoyed the support 

of Grayson and the Clariong their campaign for socialist unity bad 

undoubtedly been hampered in its earlier stages by the lack of adherence 

of the major socialist groups. However as Grayson had anticipatedg the 

SDP was not averse to 'unity' on a federal basis, which would preserve 

its own identity. Thus at its Coventry conference in April 1911 a 

resolution was passed calling for the establishment of a tUnited British 

Socidlist Party'. 2 The move was not entirely altruistico for in the 

absence of the ILP the SDP could hope to dominate the new movement* 

Certainly it was not prepared to compromise; when, in June 191lt 

Manchester SRC sent a query to the SDP News, concerning the attitude of 

branches of the SDP vhich were affiliated to the SRCp IReplYVas sent 

that where the rules and regulations of subsidiary organisations to which 

they might be affiliatedp ran counter to the decisions and policy of the 

SDP, branches of the SDP should act in accordance with the policy of the 

3 SDPI. 

I Ibid. 9 2 December, 10 Pebruary, 9 and 16 June, 21 July 1911 

2 C. Tauzuki, op. cit-9 PP- 173-5 

SDP Newav June 191JL 
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Other elements in the socialist unity movement were not however 

prepared to assign the leading role to the SDP. The Clarion had been 

campaigning for a united socialist party for almost two decades when, 

on 4 August 1911, it carried an article by Victor Graysong 'The British 

Socialist Party. Who is ready? '. After explaining that socialist 

organisations were being circularised, with a view to holding a conference 

to consider a new party, he formally resigned his own membership of the 

ILP, adding, 'I trust that my example will be followed by all who value 

their socialist faith. For myselfq I will join no other organisation 

until I can have the pride and pleasure of enrolling under the banner 

of a British Socialist Party'. At the foot of the page appeared a form 

for membership of the British Socialist Party, which was to be returned 

to the Clarion office. Applicants would then either be visited by 

appointment, or asked through the socialist press to attend a meeting in 

their own locality to form branches. I 

The response to Grayson's appeal was particularly marked among ILP 

dissidents. Hundreds of members wrote expressing disgust at the recent 

policy of the party and welcoming the BSP. Most of these ILPers had 

held official positions in local branches, and now offered their services 

to assist in organising the new party. Whole branches had signed the forms 

en blocq and had constituted themselves branches of the BSP. Also 

enthusiastic were a 'startling numbert of unattached socialistsp but 

members of the SDP had written to say that their party already filled 

C9 4 August 1911 
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the bill. ' 

Also straggling for ascendancy in the new party were the 

industrial unionistst basedpredominantly in Birmingham and led by 

former Manchester ILPer Leonard Hall. Hall expressed his own hopes for 

tho now party in an undated letter to (R. 'B.? ) Williams: 

I myself am convinced that the far m? ýSt valuable 
service the Socts. can do is to propagand d push for all klýai 
wetre worth the idea and the organisation of the Combined 
and General strike as the most potent lever of the Social 
Revolution. Other lines will be a waste of time and 
opportunity for some years ahead yet*2 

It was with such aims that a section of the BSP was organised in 

Birming, ham. On 16 September 1911 it issued its manifestop vhich 

commenced with a reference to 'The unexampled and inspiring 'sympathetic' 

Labour Revolts of 1911 ... It went on to describe attempts to 

legislate for conciliation and compulsory arbitration in labour disputesp 

all of which were seen as aiming to make strikes so difficult as to be 

virtually impracticable, thereby depriving the workers of 'the most 

promising weapon of defence and advance in their possession - to Vito 

THE COIMINED STRIKE'. According to Birmingham BSP, employers were 

getting open assistance from some members of the Parliamentary Labour 

Party. The manifestists then went on to outline their own methods. 

General and combined strikes were to be supplemented by boycotts of 

I Ibid, v IS August 1911. There is no evidence of change of allegiance by 
ILP branches within Manchester at this stage. However when the Socialist 
Unity Conference was held, BSP branches from Birminghamp Wdeg Prestong 
Rochdalet Sheffieldt-Stockportv Urmston and Warrington were represented. 
(BSP9 Official Report of the Socialist Unill Conference ... 1911, p. 25) 
Blackley and Moston Socialist Union did however apply for membership of 
the BSP on 12 September 1911 (See press cutting 'The Dritish Socialist 
Party. What -the Country Thinks'. This is dated. in pencil 22 September 
1911, but bears no title of newspaper, and is contained in fhe British 
Socialist Party Collection. ) 

2 Letter: Leonard Hall to (H. B. ) Ifilliamsp n. d. p (1911? ) (BSP Collection) 
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wares of the 'worst s-ýTeaters and enemies of the people'. Wherever 

possiblev militant socialists were to be placed in parliament and on 

public bodiesp to obstruct oppressive measures and eventually take 

charge of national and local administration. Their first business was 

however to develop the industrial revolutiong which should be co-ordinated 

with the political campaign. 
I 

There is no evidence of such concerted syndicalist activity 

among the Manchester advocates of a BSP. Perhaps the leading activist 

in the area was A. A. Purcell, who was a regular speaker on syndicaliamt 

and also took the chair at the First Conference on Industrial Syndicalismq 

held at Manchester Coal Exchange on 26 November 1910, Also on the committee 

of Manchester Syndicalist Education League were Arthur Lawp member of the 

ASRS and an occasional speaker at ILP meetings; James Gorman of the ASE 

and SDP; and Harry Greeno also in the ASE and a membarr of the Clarion 

Scouts. Richard ('Dick') Coppockv who played an active part in the 

November 1910 Conference, was a member of Openshaw Socialist Society. 
2 

But although these Manchester men were all active in the syndicalist 

movement, no trace can be found of any concerted action on their part 

to emulate the Birmingham BSP and attempt to capture the national move- 

ment. 

Thus when the Socialist Unity Conference eventually metv at the 

Caxton Hall, Salfordt on.. 30 September and i October 1911t it was possible 

to distinguish three factions intent, upon moulding the new party in their 

I Manifesto of the Birmingham Section of the British Socialist Party, 
16 September 1911.16 pp. (BSP Collection) 

2 See biographical appendix. See also The Industrial Syndicalist 
(reprinted with introduction by G. BrovntSpokesman Booksp Nottingham, 
1974). In particular see December 1910 pp. ý 161-205 passimq report of 
'First Conference on Industrial Syndicalism'. 
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own image: the SDP, the Industrial Unionists led by Hall and the 

Birmingham BSPq and a broader alliance of Clarion socialistop ILP 

dissidents, members of independent socialist societies and the lunattachedlo 

which had gathered around Grayson and the Clarion. The Manchester area 

was represented by SDP delegates from N. E. and S. W. Manchester and South 

Salford branchesp together with the affiliated Seedley and Urmston 

Socialist Societies. ILP branches in Gorton, Longsight, East Manchesterg 

Miles Plattingp Moss Side, North and West Salford and Whitefieldq together 

with Didsbury Socialist Society, sent delegates, as did the Manchester 

Union of Clarion Cycling Clubs, the Clarion Cycling Clubs of Newton 

Heath, Salfordq Gortong and Manchester Clarion Club. Also represented 

were Manchester SRCI, Blackley and Iloston Socialist Uniong and the socialist 

societies from Levenshulme and Openshaw. 1 

Between the three factions alliances varied upon individual issues- 

The SDP Executive moved a resolution embodying the doctrine of 'class 

war'. This was supported by Hall, on behalf of Birmingham 13SPp but 

generally opposed by Clarion representativesq on the grounds that it 

would deter many ILPers from joining the new party. Leonard Hall's 

amendment in favour of 'revolutionary industrial tactics' was supported 

by Victor Grayson, but opposed by SDP delegatesp while the ILPers and Hall 

generally attacked the SDP's reference to palliative measures in its 

original resolution. 

The new party which emerged from the deliberations at the Caxton 

Hall was avowedly socialist and revolutionary. It also aligned itself 

with the industrial unionist movement: 

The Socialist Party is the political expression of 
the working class movementf acting in the closest co-operation 

i Official Report of the Socialist Uni! Z Conference ..., pp. 25-8 
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with industrial organisations for the socialisation of 
the means of production and distribution - that is to say, 
the transformation of capitalist society into a collectivist 
or communist society ... the Socialist Party is not a reformist 
but a revolutionary party, which recognises that social freedom 
and equality can only be won by fighting the class war through 
to the finish and thus abolishing for ever all class 
distinctions. 

1 

The alliance between industrial unionists and the 'Old Guard' of the 

SDP was not however to be long-lived. Both groups sought to dominate 

the DSP and vhen, by the close of 1912, the Industrial Unionists and 

Syndicalists had clearly failed in their bid, many of their adherents 

withdrew. 
2 The Clarion/ILP groupt who may be seen as representing the 

original movement for a united socialist party, were generally left by 

the wayside. 

The British Socialist Party may have been a nevp inaependent 

socialist partyv but it did not fulfil the dream of socialist unitY 

which had continued from the mid-1909. For the ILP remained outside 

its aegis, and maintained its adherence to the Labour Party# which the 

3 BSP did not join until 1916. However the aim here cannot be to examine 

the progress or problems of the BSPI but rather to consider the impact 

vhich the formation of that party had upon the ILP in Manchesterv the 

district from which much of the earlier criticism of ILP policy had 

stemmed. 

+++++ 

The most obvious question concerning the impact of the BSP upon 

Manchester and Salford ILP is simply how many members of the latter 

I Ibid., passim 

2 C. Tsuzuki, op. cit., pp. 186-7 

3 H. W. Lee and E. Archbold, op. cit., p. 217 
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organisation changed allegiance? Initially -there is little evidence 

of whole ILP branches transferri ng their loyalties. Moreover the SDP 

reminded its members that the BSPwould not begin its official existence 

until a constitution had been drafted by the provisional committee and 

ratified. Through the continuing medium of justicet Albert Inkpin 

advised SDP branches and affiliated bodies not to sink their identity 

until such time arrived. 
I Initially the BSPvas organised in'the 

Manchester area through meetings called in the various districtog which 

then drew in individual members. In the Clarion of 27 Octoberp George 

Simpson called for volunteers who would be willing to call meetings or 

assist in the formation of branches. North Salford branch was formed at 

a meeting held in the Small Hallp Teneriffe Street, on I November. A 

central branch emerged from a meeting in the Clarion Cafe on the 6th. On 

this occasion 17 members joinedt but about a dozen more names were 

promised. Choriton-cum-Hardy branch made a 'splendid start't and Urmston 

BSP acquired nearly 40 members before the provisional constitution was 

ratified, and the BSP officially established. 
2 Local SDP branches 

formally disbanded at the end of the year andt in some casest combined 

with New Year celebrations the formation of BSP branches., Thus 'On the 

stroke of midnightp December 31, the old South Salford Branch of the SDP, 

which was formed by 'Old Bill' twenty-seven years ago# ceased to exist' 

and was transformed into a 230-member strong 13SP branch. 3 Weasteand 

Openshaw Socialist Societies became affiliated to the new partyt while 

Chorlton Socialist Society asked its past members to attend a meeting to 

I J, 14 October 1911 

2 Ct 27 October 1911; ! It 189 25 Novemberg 2 December 1911 

3 Jj 2-0 January 1912 
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form a local BSP branch. North Manchester Socialist Society officially 

transferred its affiliation from the SDP to the BSP in Pebruary 1912.1 

It thus appears that the movement of established socialist groups 

into the BSP was largely confined to SDP branches and hitherto 

independent socialist societies. The obvious course for ILP dissidents 

would be simply to attend local inaugural meetings and join the BSP as 

individual members, thereupon resigning (if they had not already done so) 

from the ILP. Thus on 12 December Manchester Central Dranch ILP received 

a letter from J. O'Connor, tending his resignation from the branchq 'owing 

to him having joined the BSPt. A. Sternberg, the branch delegate to 

Manchester and Salford ILP Councill, 'regretted to report that the Didsbury 

Society proposed to disband and that a large number of Newton Heath 

proposed joining the 13SP!. 2 Blackley and Moston ILP branch appears to 

have transferred its allegiance upon the form tion of the BSP. So strong 

were members' objections to the Labour Party that whenp in July 19149 the 

majority of BSP members voted for affiliation to the Labour Party,, they 

promptly withdrew from the BSP. The socialist press provided occasional 

references to ILP branches disbanding at this time. On I December 1911 

the Clarion announced that Stretford ILP had disbanaedp and that all 

socialists in the district were invited to join the BSP brancht due to 

meet on the following Sunday at 903 Chester Roadq Gorse Hill. 
3 There 

is, of course, no evidence as to how many ex-members of the ILP branch 

joined the BSP, and how many joined other ILP branches in the district 

or simply remained unattached: Above all, there is no indication of the 

1 ! 1-,, 20 January 1912.1014 Bill' wall of course William Horrocks 

2 Manchester Central Branch ILP, Hinutes of Meeting 12 December 1911 

3 Socialist RecordIq July 1914; 1 December 1911 
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proportion of members of new BSP branches who were originally ILPers. 

Also potential candidates for membership were the lunattachedltwhose 

numbers had always been emphasised by the Clariont SDP sympathisers 

or members who may previously have attended branches in other districtsp 

members of Clarion organisationsy and erstwhile members of independent 

socialist societies. To ascribe any particular proportion of the 13SPIs 

recruitment to ILP dissidents would thusp in the absence of concrete 

evidence, be pare speculation. 

Oneis therefore limited to examining the general growth and develop- 

ment of the BSPq and comparing its progress to that of the ILP. The 

report of the BSP's First Annual Conference listed 22 branches in the 

Hanchester and Salford area: Blackley and Mostont Doothstownp Chorlton- 

cum-Hardy, East Manchester, Gortong Levenshulme, Newton Reatht North 

I%nehester, N. E. Manchester, NX. Hanchester, Noss Sidep Openshawt 

Pendleton, Rasholme, Seedleyt S. W. Manchesterv Stretfordý Urmstont 

Broadway, North Salfordv South Salford and Ifeaste. ' It does however 

appear that the BSP was unable to sustain such an extensive network of 

branches, for the Branch Diredory published in the Socialist Record for 

July 1913, excluded the Boothstown, Chorlton-cum-Hard3rg Levenshulmeq 

Newton Reath and Urmston branches. 2 In November 1913 the ILP's local 

branches, as listed in the Labour Leaderv fell somewhat short of the 

BSP's total. Included were branches in Gortont Levenshulmep Openshawq 

Ardwickv %nchester Central, Longsightp Manchester CitYp Manchester Eastp 

Manchester Northt Miles Plattingg New Crosso Salford Northp Salford West, 

Withiigton and Urmston. 3 Thus not only did -the BSP appear to have more 

BSP, 'The First Annual 
Official Report. PP. 

erence of the British Socialist Part 

f 

2 Socialist Record, JulY 1913 

LL# 27 November 1913 
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branchesq but it had established itself in districts of ýknchester where 

the SDF/SDP had regularly failed to secure a permanent foothold. 

The extent of the branch network was notg of courset the only 

consideration. The ILP's branch list, indicating the progress of the 

new stamp system, revealed a great disparity in the size of branchesp 

from membership of over 120 in East Hanchester and Hiles Platting# to 

12 in Manchester City. I Although no comparable list is available for 

the BSP,, it seems likely that South Salford (vhich claimed 230 members 

upon its inauguration)2 and Openshaw3 branches were among the largest* 

Knowledge of the size of other branches can be derived only from 

occasional references in the press: East Manchester enrolled 41 members 

between Janixar7 and mid-Harch 1912; 4 Manchester City BSP began with 17 

members and another 12 names promised; Gorton branch was formedwith 

5 30 members. 

How did the level of activity of the 13SP branches compare with that 

of their ILP counterparts? Again much depended upon the size and facilities 

of the individual branch. South Salford BSP began with all the facilities 

of Ilyndman Hall. It ran a speakers' class and Sunday Schoolp was distrib- 

uting an average of 10,000 leaflets per monthl and was already planning 

its propaganda campaign -ý four meetings per week in the summer - as well 

as a May Day demonstration. 
6 

At its Margaret Street IIallj Openshav BSP 

I lbide 

2 J, 20 January 1912 

3 J. Mahonq OP- cit-9 Pp- 33-5. No date is given for Openshaw Socialist 
Society's peak membership of about 3009 but the sheer extent of activity 
which the BSP maintained suggests that it retained a large number of 
members. 

4 J, 16 March 1912 

Cp 17 November 1911 

Jp 17 November 191l 
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also provided meetings, lectures, classes, debatesp social functions 

and a Socialist Sunday School. Harry Pollitt, as secretaryt organised 

a lending library for membersv while literature secretary Charlie 

Openshaw provided members with a selection of penny pamphlets, weekly 

journals and American editions of the works of Marx and Eagels. ' Other 

branches which lacked a firm SDP foundation also launched into activity. 

East Manchester BSP acquired rooms at 32 Ardwick Greeng which were 

opened every evening. Pendleton branch managed to deliver 29000 leaflets 

in the colliery district. 2 On a more centralised levelp a; Manchester 

District Council of the BSP was established. InitiallY 31 branches with 

an estimated membership of 19300 affiliated. By October 1912 the council 

had booked speakers for over 250 meetings, arranged for 6 seats to be 

contested in the November municipal elections, and commenced a course 

of 24 lectures on Industrial History. 3 Admittedly the BSP fared badly 

at the polls; no seats weregained at municipal elections in 1912 and 

'13, or at the South Manchester Guardians' election in April 1913.4 

Bat to former ILPerst who believed that their erstvhile party had 

achieved electoral success only by the sacrifice of principlesp the BSP's 

elep, tion results were not a cause of disillusionment* In November 1913 

Gorton North and Openshaw wards both witnessed the spectacle of socialist 

candidates fighting Labour/ILP men. 
5 

Thus although the local BSP was an almost negligible force in the 

electoral fieldp in terms of organisationt recruitment and propaganda it 

i J. Mahon, ope cit-t PP- 311-5 

2 J, 16 March 1912 

3 Socialist Record, July and October 1912 

4 J9 9 November 1912,8 March and 8 November 1913; Ms 17 April 1913 

5 LL, 6 November : 1913 
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didinitially appear as a strong rival to the ILP. Indeed one may well 

ask why the BSP failed to eclipse the ILP in the area. The most obvious 

answer must be that the ILP as part of the Labour alliance had achieved 

electoral success at all levels, and all but its most vociferous critics 

must have felt reluctant to abandon a party -which was clearly growing in 

influence. Visions of Labour majorities in local and national government 

were no longer the wild dream they had appeared to be in the early 190s. 

Moreover not all members who were unhappy with current Labour policy had 

given up hope of changing the party from within. Added to these factors 

were those of tradition and social custom. Itwas not so easy to abandon 

a party to vhich one had devoted years of hard workq and around which the 

social life of one's family and friends continued to revolve. Moreovert 

viewed from a Clarion/ILP standpointq the BSP also had its faults* It 

was not the united party vhich socialists had been visualising for two 

decadesq and it was initially divided by a power struggle between 

Industrial Unionists and Hyndmanites. The triumph of the latter at the 

end of 1912 precipitated the withdrawal of many Industrial Unionists. 

By 1914 the number of branches had decreasedq and the party had apparently 

lost about one-fifth of its, membership. 
1 It should however be added that 

nationally the ILP was also declining in strength. The number of branches 

declined after 1909p imd the amount of affiliation fees after 1910.2 The 

formation of the BSP was an effect, rather than a causep of the decline 

in the ILP. 

Bereft of its left-wing element, the ILP continued its tasks of 

electioneering and propaganda much as before. The Labour alliance still 

I C., Tsuzuki, op. cit., pp. JL78-8 

2 R. E. Dowel op. cit., p. 19 
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came under discussion, however the aim now was not simply to dissolve 

it but rather to persuade the Labour Party to adopt a definiteg socialist 

objectiveg 
I 

and above all to assert its independence from the Liberal 

party in, parliament. Thus J. H. Standring's 'Lancashire Notes' in, the 

Labour Leader criticised the Daily Citizen for its tendency 'to strengthen 

the conviction held by some that the Labour Party in Parliament ist at 

the bestp merely a rebellious - and carefully rebellious - section of 

the Liberal Party'. 2 Thus ILP criticism of the Labour alliance had 

returned to -the platform once expounded in the 'Green Manifesto'. 

The most significant development of this period however was the 

ILP's new rolet as the anti-militarist party. The BSPq like the SDP 

before it, was deeply divided in its attitude towards armaments. 

Ifyndman, who had long been issuing warnings about 'the German menace' 

clashed violently with the anti-militarist element on the party 

executive, led by Zelda Kahan. 3 However ILP membersg with few important 

exceptionsq were united in their opposition to armaments and militarismp 

and the party rapidly became the focus of the anti-var movement. One 

must hasten to add that -this role did not bring in its wake widespread 

popular enthusiasm and support. It did however provide the ILP with a 

cause which distinguished it from both the BSP and the Labour Partyq 

and which was based upon socialist and internationalist principles. 

ILP socialists had long regarded the growing numbers of Germah 

I LL, 6 February 1913- See impressions of-the Labour Party Conference 
by J. H. Standr'k*ng (Lancashire Divisional grganisero ILP). 

2 LL9 13 February 1913 

3 For a detailed examination of the SDF/BSP attitude on international 
affairs see C. Tsuzuki, op. cit., Chapter Xy 'The German Menace', 
pp. 194-213 passim 
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Social Democrats as their natural allies. But, as MacDonald pointed 

outt British foreign policy was formulated in apparent ignorance of 

their existence and in the long run could only alienate themt weaken 

their influence, and strengthen the German 'right'. ' J. T. Walton- 

Newboldp then a student at Manchester Universityt also feared that 

British military policy was a threat not just to Germany but to the 

British Ileftt: 

It is at us that the attack of the militarists is 
aimed. They have no real fear of German invasion by land 
or air, no dread of a starring nation or a ruined empire. 
All their talk is so much 'chaff'. 7hey will break the 
unions,, they will make us subject to a capitalist- 
militarist despotism. Oace they have us under a discipline 
that vill permit them to put the 'rebel' up against the 
nearest wallq they will do it relentlessly. 2 

Ne, wbold's belief that war scares and the consequent increase in armaments 

were engineered by capitalists for their ovn benefit was expounded at 

length in the Labour Leader. The issue of 22 May 1913 bore a three- 

page article on 'The liar Trust Scandal'. Farther articlesp 'In the 

Toils of the War Trust' and 'Patriotism or Profit-mongering - Militarism 

unmasked1v followed in July and September. 3 Newbold subsequently 

published two pamphlets, The War Trust Exposed and How Asquith helped 

the Armour Ringt on the subject, Not only did he name British firms 

which would supply materials of war for other countriest but he also 

named members of both House of Parliament who had vested interests in 

the companies, 
4 

I D. harquand, op. cit., p. 165 

2 LL9 3 April 1913 

3 Ibid. t 22 Man 31 July, 25 September 1913 

4 J. T. Walton-Newboldt The War Trust Expose (Manchester 1913? ) 19 PP- 
and How Asquith Helped the Armour Ring (Manchester 1914? ) 15 PP* 
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In October 1913 the ILP announced its forthcoming Anti-Conscription 

Camp4ign, which was launched the following month. Hass meetings were 

held in the various districtsp with IýL-ed Jowett and Fenner Brockway 

featuring prominently in the list of speakers. 
' In July 19111 the Labour 

Leader was in the process of printing a series of articles by Newbold 

on 'The ILP and Armaments' 2 
when Austria declared war on Serbia. When 

the paper appeared on 30 July it expressed the party's continuing hope 

that further hostilities cotLld be prevented by the organised international 

working class. Su=ounded by a black border, the editorial was entitled: 

'The Iftr Mist Be Stopped. And lie Mast Stop It. ' Readers were reminded 

that: 

When Germany, Prance, and Britain were on the verge of 
var in 1911, one of the most potent factors in preventing the 
outbreak of hostilities was the simultaneous campaign for 
peace conducted by the Labour and Socialist movement in the 
principal cities of the three countries. A similar campaign 
should now be arranged. Or it may be too late. 3 

Such hope was to be shorb-lived, for on 4 Augast Britain declared 

war on Germany. Moreover the following day the Parliamentary Labour 

Party decided to support the Government's request for a hundred million 

poftds worth of war credits. MacDonald promptly resigned the party- 

chairmanship and aligned himself more closely with the ILPt 
4 

which 

denounced thb war in no uncertain terms. On 6 August the front page of 

the Labour Leader was taken up with an announcement: 

Down with the Warl 
Workers of Great Britainp you have no quarrel with the workers 
of Europe. They have no quarrel with you. The quarrel is 

I LL9 9 Octobert 20 and 27 November, 4 December 1913 

2 Ibid., 16 and 23 JulY 1914 

3 Ibid. 9 30 JulY 1914 

4 D. Ifarquand, op. cit., pp. 169-70 
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betveen the RULING classes of Europe. 
DON IT MUM THEIR QUAR[M YOURS .... Workers, even you can stop this terrible calamity if you 
will! No Government can continue to engage in war if its 
people say with sufficient strength: TIME )JUST BE PEACE., 
SAY IT! 
Say it in your thousands. Harch through the streets and 
say it. Gather together in your squares and market places 
and say it ... 

1 

Although some local branches of the BSP, notably Openshaw and 

South Salfordq, continued to campaign against the war, that party's 

executive soon took up the stance of supporting a war for democracy 

against Prussian militarism. In September Justice supported the 

recruitment campaign. 
2 Thus the ILP was the only national political 

party which opposed the war. It was not a cause which initially brought 

mass support, in a country gripped by jingoist hysteriag but it did 

provide the ILP with a unity of which it had long been in need; a 

unity, moreoverv in support of a socialist and internationalist principle. 

It is beyond the scope of the present work to examine the 

development of the ILP during and after the First World Warp However it 

appears that, in the long term, the war did halt the decline in the ILP's 

fortunes. In the Lancashire division party membershipp uhich was 

declining from 1914 to 116 began to rise gradually the following year. 

By 1919 it had surpassed the 1914 figures by 19743- On a national levelq 
I 

at least, many of the new recruits came from the ranks of pacifists and 

Liberal intellectuals. In -the early 120s this group was to provide the 

I LLP 6 August 1914 

2 See J. Mahont op. cit., pp. '46-7t for'details of Openshaw branch. 
For attitude of So Salford memberaq see Hary and Alfred Williamst 
tape recorded interview)t 17 March 19789 
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party's leadership. I 

++++++ 

Even at the ILP's foundation conference its members had manifested 

a wide spectrum of political opinions. Thus one may well ask not Vhy its 

ranks eventually split in 19129 but how it managed to survive for almost, 

two decades without a schism. rerhaps the chief reason lies in the ILP's 

lack of parliamentary success before 1906. So long as it remained an 

independent, socialist, propagandist movementg providing considerable 

local autonomy, the party could easily accommodate a wide range of 

political opinion under its umbrella. However the 1906 General Election 

witnessed. not only the sacrifice of the party's independenceg Vhich had 

been jealously guarded by many of its rank and file memberst but it also 

forced upon the ILP a fundamental question of policy and tactics. Could 

a socialist socie#r ultimately be achieved by utilising the existing 

machinery of government, and by working in conjunction with both non- 

socialist trade unionists and Liberals? Or would the ILPt in making 

this initial compromiset saciifice its o-wn socialist identity and lose 

sight of its ultimate aims? Had the moment really arrived vhen socialists 

should seek influence in the legislaturet or should theyp as Blatchford 

once suggestedp remain aloof until such time as they could assert the 

dominant role? Could socialism ever be achieved through concentration 

upon legislative powert or should socialists seek instead to gain control 

of industryt and rely upon 'direct action'? The ILP's leadersItp opted 

for compromise and the prospect of parliamentary power. For rank and 

I For details of wartime development of the ILP see in particular 
R. E. Dowsev op. cit., pp. 23-35; F. Brockway, Towards Tomorrow 
PP. 34-64 passim. 
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file members who had initially doubted their wisdomf the Labour IlPs' 

activities during the Liberal administrations provided little consolationt 

and a new socialist party offered prospects of a united movement. The 

formation of the BSP however left the ILP more united than it had been 

for some time, but obliged the new party to resolve within its oun 

ranks the conflict over political or industrial action. In 1912 socialist 

unity was more remote a possibility than it had been in 1893. 
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Conclusion 

In its development before the First World War the ILP revealed 

two contrasting facets. On the one hand it was a party enjoying 

strong social cohesion; on the other, it was deeply divided by funda- 

mental political conflicts. Oaly in a detailed local study can these 

facets be examined in depthp and the history of the Manchester and 

Salford party brings to light some particularly interesting aspects. 

The origins of the ILP have generally been associated with 

Heir Hardie, with Lib-Labism, and with industrial disputes such as 

that at Bradford's lbnningham Mill. Yet in Manchesterg and particularly 

in Salford, the ILP owed its formation to a tradition which was 

essentially socialist; to the activities of the IROTAg SDFq Socialist 

League, and to the creed of ethical socialism preached by the Labour 

Church and the Clarion. In an area where Liberalism was regarded by 

many-vorking men as the preserve of their employersp working-class 

Conservatism was firmly rootedt and was perhaps more amenable to the 

concept of independent Labour representation in Parliamentp with a 

socialist platform. 

The nature and role of the OF also imerits a reappraisal in the 

light of the information which emerges about its local activists. 

Traditionally it has been regarded as a middle classt dogmatic and sectarian 

group, based in London and dominated by the somewhat eccentric II. M. 

Ilyndman. Yet its adherents in Salford by no means fitted into this 

mould. They tended to be skilled working men, whose Marxist theory 

was tempered by an awareness of local practicalitiest and a desire to 

create a socialist mass movement. Many of them took part in the 

foundation of the ILP and, at least in the early 1890s, commonly held 

dual membership. The close contact between the ILP and OF continued 
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in the area until 1912,, viien a section of the ILP finally rebelled 

against its o-wn leadershipp in search of the long-desired united 

socialist party. 

The conflict between labourism and socialism has been a central 

theme of this thesis. At the very foundation of the national ILP it 

revealed itself in the straggle between Blatchford and Hardie, in the 

demand for the Fourth Clauseg and the activities of the Lancashire 

Federation. Blatchford constantly urged the formation of one united 

socialist partyq and his campaign drew ample support from the Ikinchester 

and Salford socialistsp who were already practising what he preached at 

grass-roots level. Such aims were of course opposed to those of Hardiep 

who sought to draw the ILP into an alliance with organised Labour. 

However the local ILPers did not at this stage regard the labour movement 

as a rival., Ikoy of their number were active trade unionists. They had 

achieved positions of influence on the Trades Councilq and continued 

to believe that they had a mission, to convert trade unionists to socialism* 

Moreover the ILP in -the 190s was a tolerantq umbrella organisation. After. 

Hardie's defeat at the 1895 General Election it lacked parliamentary 

influence and was essentially propagandist in nature. Such a party 

could accommodate a wide spectrum of political opinion without open 

conflict. 

This situation was changed by -the formation of the Labour 

Representation Committee, and above all by the electoral alliance agreed 

by Ramsay MacDonald and Herbert Gladstone. I)y 1906 the ILP had come under 

the influence not only of trade unionism but also of Liberalism. Officially 

local socialists were drawn away from -their natural alliesq the Social 

Democrats, and obliged to modify their platform and their concept of 

electioneering for propagandist purposes. Had the advent of the 
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Parliamentary Labour Party brought in its wake a spate of social 

reforms, militant ILPers in the constituencies might have forgiven 

much. But when in 1906, and to a greater extent in 19109 the Labour 

11Ps revealed themselves as an appendage of the Liberal partyq socialist 

discontent at the alliance erupted. Such discontent was particularly 

marked in Manchester and Salford, where lonfg-standing political 

attitudes were exacerbated by events at by-olections,, by the personal 

charisma of Victor Graysong and, above all, by the rising tide of 

unemployment, to which the Labour Party appeared oblivious. It was in 

Nanchester and Salford that the socialist protest developed from the 

Green Manifesto, to the Socialist Representation Committeesp and 

ultimately to the Socialist Unity Conference. 

Even'during the political conflicts of 1906-129 Manchester and 

Salford ILP managed to retain a strong degree of internal cohesion. 

This was largely attributable to the extensive social infrastructure 

upon which the party was based. Had members met solely for political 

discussion and debateg then it is likely that doctrinal differences 

would have torn the ILP apart long before the 1912 schism. Dut ILPers 

were also part of a complex social framework which their own party and 

the Clarion movement had generated. Members may have had their 

political differences, but in general the rift had to run deep before 

an IEPer would abandon what was virtually a way of life; the whole 

social network to which he, his family and friends all belonged. 

Hov did the ILP manage to create such an extensive social frame- 

work? Chiefly because if, fulfilled a need which existed from the time 

of its foundation. Neither the educational nor the social framework of 

the era, really accommodated an increasingly vocal group of skilled 

manual and uhite-collar workers. Marx's definition of 'the most advanced 
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and resolute section of the proletariat' might well be applied to them. 

They were educated to a level-uhich led many of their number to desire 

further self-improvement. Bat for most the avenues of higher education 

and professional training were closed. Had they been openg some of the 

energy and enthusiasm which was channelled into the socialist movement 

might well have been re-directed. Miny of the group had also turned from 

organised religion, but without becoming militant atheists. They sought 

cultureipursuits; art, music,, the theatrot which drew them apart from the 

majority of the working class. Yet their occupationsp income and general 

standard of living also separated them from Vie cultural activities of 

local middle class 'society'. However while seeking self-improvement and 

enjoying recreational activities, they also had a strong social. conscience. 

Poverty, hungerg unemploymentt and slum housing were present in the 

Mnchester area, for all to witness. A crusade to create Illerrie EnglandI9 

pursued with quasi-religious fervour, and at the same time generating a 

multitude of social activitiest fired -Che imagination of tvo generations. 

This social aspect of the ILP, as revealed in this sbudy of the Manchester 

and Salford partyp tends to be ignored by political historiansg but it 

was an integral part of the movement. Ifithout it the ILPvould have been 

just another political party, not a complete way of life. 

Socially and politically, th e ILP enjoyed its heyday in the pre-1914 
I 

period under discussion. As a grass-roots movement it provided an 

alternative to the Ifebbian/Fabian concept of reform imposed from above. 

Dut its structure was antipathetic to the trend towards greater central- 

isation of power and responsibility, which was to be accelerated by the 

ware Todayt when the centralisation and bureaucracy of the political 

system are receiving mounting criticismt the ILP merits at least a 

reappraisal. Host of the party's activi6to were only too aware that 
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their goals lay far into the future, and their feelings were perhaps 

best expressed by Robert Blatchford in the Clarion 'Coming of Age 

Supplement': 

When I came out for Socialism some four-and-twenty 
years ago I was not at all optimistic. I did not believe 
that the British people were to be educated and converted 
in a few years. I never deluded myself or my friends with 
prophetic visions of a social revolution next week or the 
next year ... I knew in my soul that we had embarked on 
a long, uphill, toilsome task. I thought the work might 
take centuries: might fail wholly. But I was convinced 
that, be the hope ever so small and be the difficulties 
ever so great, Socialism was the only thing to fight for. 

That is how I felt in 1889; and that is how I feel 
in 1912. We have to build the bridge; it may take a 
hundred or a thousand years to build; but we must do our 
share. 1 

0 

I C9 'Coming of Age Supplement', 6 December 1912 
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APPMIX I 

SDF LECTURES IN MANCHESTER AIM SALFORD, 1885 

(All information given below is taken from notices and reports in Justice. 
It is unlikely to be a complete list of -: 0F meetings, but is certainly 
representative of that party's activities. ) 

Date Speaker place Subject 

Jan. 
4 G. Smart Trafford Bridge The Land for the People 

H. Harry Crescent Inn How to form a Working Men's 
Electoral Association 

11 G. Smart Trafford Bridge How the People are Plundered 
G. Murray Crescent Inn Does the Liberal Government do 

Justice to Ireland? 
18 J. A. Kay Brunswick Debating The Skye Crofters' Question 

Room 
McCutcheon Trafford Bridge Description of the Workers in 

America 
0. Fitzgerald Crescent Inn The Programme of the SDF 

20 J. Waddington County Foram What Position would the Commercial 
and Working Classes take in respect 
to the Questions' of the Day? 

22 Davis Liberal Clubp Bad Trade and its Causes 
Hulme 

25? A. M. Rodgers Crescent Inn How Taxes ought to be Raised 
27 W. Morley County Foram The Agricultural Labourer. - his 

Politics and the Reforms he would 
demand under the New Franchise 

Feb. 
1 E. Gurney Crescent Inn Discussion: Henry Georgets 'The 

Land for the People' 
Smart & Trafford Bridge Discussion on Socialism 
McCutcheon 
W. Morley Trafford Bridge The Slaves of the Soil 
it to Crescent Inn How should the Labourer Vote? 
J, A. Kay Bee hive Debating Leone Levi's Statistics 

Room 
15 J. Oldman Trafford Bridge England, Pasty Present & Future 

to 11 Crescent Inn The Landp pauperism & Taxation 
22 W*K. Hall Trafford Bridge The Capitalist System 

J. F. Ball 8repcent Inn The Egyptian Policy 

March 
1 W. Morley Trafford Bridge The Land-grabbers 

Ii. Horrocks Crescent Inn Reply to B. Armitage, M. P., on 
Free Trade 

5 J. A. Kay Lower Broughton 
Liberal Club The Displacement of Labour by 

Machinery 
5& foll 
weeks H. 14, Reade Crescent Inn Lessons on Socialism 

W*K. Hall Trafford Bridge Why do Men Starve? 
T. F. Ball Crescent Inn The Relation of Ireland to England 
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10 G. Smart Presbyterian Mutual Will Socialism Benefit the English 
Improvement Class People? 

15 W. K* Hall Crescent Inn The Cause of Bad Trade 
11 It It Trafford Bridge The Depression in Trade: its Cause 

and Cure. 
22 G. Smart Trafford Bridge Capitalism -a Curse. 

E. Wainscott Crescent Inn The Unequal Distribution of Wealth 
29 G. Smart Trafford Bridge Work & Wages 

E. H. Parkinson Crescent Inn Liboral & Tory Legislation: a Plea 
for Democracy 

A]2ril 
G, Smart Trafford Bridge Work & Wages 
H. Harry Crescent Inn. The Land for the People 

12 W. Horrocks Trafford Bridge Should Pendleton have a Labour 
Candidate? 

W. K. Hall Crescent Inn The Principles of Socialium 
19 W. Burns Trafford Bridge Poverty; its Cauee and Cure 

J. Waddington Crescent Inn Political Hypocrisy 
W-, K* Hall Crescent Inn Emigration 
G. Smart Cheater Rd. General Conditions of the Workers 

26 W*K* Hall Trafford Bridge The Land for the People 
J. A. Kay Crescent Inn The Displacement of Labour by 

14achinery 
Smart & Burns Trafford Bridge poverty, its CauBe & Cure 

May 
3 

10 

W. Horrocks Trafford Bridge 
E. H. Parkinson Crescent Inn 

W. K. Hall Brunswick Inn 
Harryj Horrocks Blackfriars St. 
Neill Viaductý Chester 
Smart y Burns It It 

Js Oldman 
H. Harry 

Burns 

Waddington & 
smart 

J. Oldman 

17 H. Harry 
W. Burns 
W. Horrocks 
W, K. Hall 
J, E, D, Bourne 

23 G, Smart 
24 H, Harry 

W, K, Hall 
G. Smart 
W*K. Hall 
T. Ewing 

31 P. Ryan 
W. K. Hall 

Trafford Bridge 
New Blackfriars 

St. 
Unwin St, 2 

Pendleton 
Viadact, Chester 

Rd. 

The Drones of Society 
The Rights of Working Men & How to 

Gain Them 
The Principles of Socialism 
Labour Representation 

Rd. Poverty, its Cause & Care 
It Explaination of Marx's Theory of 

Surplus Value 
The Robbery of the Commons 
England for All 

The Carse of Capital 

Historical Basis of Socialism in 
England 

Crescent Inn The Land Question from an original 
point of view 

Trafford Bridge How Should the Electors Vote? 
Blackfriars St. The Present Slavery 
Maypole, Pendleton The Cause of Bad Trade 
Viaduct, Chester Rd . The Principles of Socialism 
Crescent Inn Why I am a Socialist 
The Cross, Eccles The Cause of Bad Trade 
Trafford Bridge The Sovereignty of the People 
Maypole, Pendlecon The Land for the People 
Blackfriars St. The Curse of Capital 
Viaduct, Hulme The Land Question 
Crescent I= The Great Unwashed 
Crescent Inn The Unequal Distribution of Wealth 
Trafford Bridge The Land Question in Britain 



-1012- 

June 
7 
14 

21 

28 

July 
5 

12 

19 

26 

(H. M. Hyndman 
W. Burns 
H. Harry 
G. Smart 
W. Morley 
W. Horrocks 

W. K. Hall 
0. Smart 
Parkinson & 

Drummond 
W. Morley 
W. Burns 
G. 1-0mart 
W, Horrocks 
W. K. Hall 
Parkinson & 

Drummond 
WoK. Hall 

visit to Manchester Branch XSS) 
Trafford Bridge Capital and Labour 
Blackfriars St. The Right to Live 
Viaductp Cheater Rd. The Coming Struggle 
Crescent Inn The Slaves of the Soil 
opp. Pendleton The Coming Struggle 

Baths 
Blackfriars St. Land & Labour 
Trafford Bridge The Coming Revolution 
Viaduct, Cheater Rd. Debate - Will Socialism Benefit 

the English People? 
Crescent Inn 
Crescent Inn 
Trafford Bridge 
Broad Ste Baths 
Blackfriars Ste 
ViaduotlChester 

Trinity Market 

W. Burns ViaductýChester 
G. Smart Broad St. laths 
Hall & Smart Trinity Market 
M*P. Ryan Crescent Inn 
J, J, Ballj Trafford Bridge 
Horrocks & Smart 
Horrockst Hall Trafford Bridge 
Hall, Harry Trinity Market 
W. Horrocks Whit Lane 
E. H. Parkinson Viaductp Cheater 
Smartj Hally Frederick St. 

Horyocks 
W. Horrocks Frederick St. 
'Liberator' Crescent Inn 

Horrockst Hall, Whit Lane 
Neill & Smart 

The Slaves of the Soil 
Wage-Labour & Capital 
Is a Revolution Necessary? 
The Cause of Bad Trade 
The Land for the People 

Rd. The Robbery of the Poor 

What Socialists Want 

Rd. Capital & Labour 
The Rights of Man 
The Land Question 
Poverty, its extent & depth 
Radicalism & Socialism 

Labour Representation 
The Land Question 
The Cause of Bad Trade 

Rd, Poor Men's Politics 
Slavery of the Workers 

Why Working Men should be Lemocrats 
Social Questions in Relation to 

Politics 
Labour Questions 

E. H. Parkinson Viaducts Chester Rd, The Robbery of the Poor 
ae Smart Oldfield Lane Corner The Cause of the Depression in Trade 

Trafford Bridge How to Build the Ship Canal so that 
it wi3,1 benefit the people 

W. K. Hall & 
a Conservative Flat-iron Market Debate: Principles of Socialism 
He Harry Trafford Bridge Labour Representation 
Hall$ Harry Flat-iron Market Capitalism 

August 

9 W. Burns 
HorrockapSmart 
HallyHorrocks 

16 NeillpH, Hills 

W. liorrocks 

Crescent Inn The Commum of Paris 
Maypole, Pendleton Labour Representation 
Cross Lane The Rights of Labour 
Trafford Bridge (Protest against Council trying to 

stop sale of Sunday papers) 
Crescent Inn How to Build the Ship Canal without 

the aid of the Capitalists or Usurers 
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16 Hallp Smart Cross Lane Socialism & the Workers 
23 D, Gauley Crescent Inn England's Claim to Ireland'a Loyalty 

Horrocksp Whit Lane Labour Representation 
Smartp Neill 
G. Smart Gorton The Curse of Capitalism 

30 W, K. Hall Trafford Bridge Evolution of Society 
Crescent Inn Historical Review of Societyg in 

relation to Socialism 

Sept. 
12 J. 8buttleworth County Foram Land Restoration & how to obtain it 
13 G. Murray Crescent Inn Liberal & Radical Hypocrisy 
26 T. Ewing etc. Albert Square (Protest mtg. against attacks on 

Socialist speakers in Ee End of London) 
27 G. Smart Trafford Bridge Mr. Gladstone's Manifesto 

W. Horrooks Crescent Inn 

Oct. 
4 E*H. Parkinson Trafford Bridge How the People are Plundered 

J. A. Kay Crescent Inn The Scottish Crofters 
Go Smart Stretford The Land for the People 

11 W. Morley Trafford Bridge Social Democracy 
25 W. K, Hall & to of Debate on Socialism 

a Radical 

Nov. 
1 G. Smart Trafford Bridge Free Education 
8 It of It to (Election meeting - School Board) 

H. Harry Crescent Inn Why Working Men should go to Parliament 
9 G. Smart St. John St. Hall (Election meeting - School Board) 
22 W. Horrocks Crescent Inn Discussion: How Social-Democrats 

should Vote 
29 J. E. Bourne Crescent Inn Education 

De c. 
6 W. Burns Crescent Inn A Plea for Irish Independence 
13 Go Smart Trafford Bridge An Account of his work on the 

Behool, Board 
20 D. Gauley Crescent Inn Orange Ulster: a sham 
27 W. Burns Trafford Bridge Land Nationalisation 
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APPENDIX II 

BIOGRAPHICAL NOTZ3 ON ITAMHESTER AND SALFORD SOCIALISTS, 1893-191A 

Introduction 

Victorian authors of local histories were wont to regard the 

accumulation of biographical information as an end in itself. Both they 

and their readers were fascinated by details of the careers and family 

lives of eminent local figures, and the inclusion in their works of 
lengthy accounts were deemed to need no further justification. The 

devotion of a substantial portion of a thesis to biographical data is 
however a different matter. Essentially it results from a desire to consider 
the social as well as the political aspects of the ILP. Only through the 

examination of biographical data is it possible to draw any conclusions, 

albeit tentativey as to the occupational background of activistsy their 

invqlvement in trade unionismy co-operation or other associated movemental 
the social network within the ILP, or the place of the pre-1914 socialist 

movement in the long-term careers of some of its participants. 
The need to include socialists in generalp rather than 

simply ILP members in this appendix must be obvious in the light of the 

preceding chapters. Some socialists were at times members of both ILP and 

SDP. Others moved between the two movementsl and at the end of the period 

in question the formation of the BSP again blurred the divisions. But as 

Blatchford frequently remarkedp there were also a great many socialists 

outside the two main parties, in particular the Clarion group and members 

of the independent socialist societies. Clarion socialists are the most 

difficult group to definel since the social aspect of the movement 

undoubtedly attracted many men and women who were not politically 
inclined, It is hardly reliable to describe as an active socialist 

someone whose sole connection with the Clarion movement may have been an 

occasional cycle ride. For this reason only people involved in political 

or organizational aspects of the Clarion movement have been listed. Finallyl 

but not to be forgotten, were the smaller socialist groups; the anarchist 

remnant of the Socialist League which survived into the mid 190s, the 

Fabians (including the University Students' Fabian Sociaty)) the SPGBj 

and the Church Socialist League. In general all individuals for whom there 

is evidence of activity in the socialist movement have been included. 
Excluded has been the distinctly Labour element in local politics) the 
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LRC members, election candidates and even local councillors who had no 
known connection with socialism beyond perhaps receiving some assistance 
from the ILP at election time* 

Left with such extensive terms of referencep one then 

discovers an immense variation in the amount of material available on 

individual socialists. Some of the Manchester and Salford activistsy like 

J, R* Clynes, Victor Grayson or the Pankhursts, were public figures of 

national staturep for whom full-length biographies and extensive data are 

readily available. Anotherp much larger, group of local socialists 

received regular press coverage during the height of their public careers, 

and from this material it is possible to compile adequate biographies. 

Clearly both these groups merit inclusion in an appendix. However the 

problem is raised by the existence of a large third Group; men and women 

whose names appeared only on one or two occasions in the socialist press 

or in annual reports2 who may be identified as holders of some branch 

offices and whose occupations may be traceable, Such informationp scanty 

as it may be, does however serve a useful purpose. The listing of as many 

occupations as possible must render more accurate General conclusions as to 

the social strata from which converts were made, Moreover these biographical 

notes are not envisaged as a definitive work; some of the socialists listed 

below, about whom little information has emergedl may in later years have 

figured prominently in other movements and in other parts of the country* 

Their inclusion may thus prove of interest to researchers in different 

fields. 

The method by which these notes were compiled also requires 

some explaination. In General all the sources utilised in the thesis and 

listed in the bibliography were combed for biographical data* Of particular 

interest were the branch notices which appeared in the socialist pressy 

and the lists of office holders and delegates provided in conference 

reports, Labour Arlimials or the press. Only the minute books of Manchester 

Central Branch ILP remain extant and theseý together with the list of 

members of Openshaw Socialist Society, compiled by Mrs. Elizabeth Davies, 

have also added to the information available on rank and file members. In 

cases where such sources have provided names and addresses of socialists, 

but no occupationsp an attempt has been made to discover these from the 

current Slater's Manchester, Salford and Suburban Directory. The method is 

by no means foolproof; for example a father and son maY well have had the 

same Christian name. More important however is the fact that the Directories 

1. J. Mahon, op. citol Appendix 2 pp-497-50-- 
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concentrated upon householders and tradesmen living in the principal streets. 
Thus married womeng both men and women living in lodgings or the parental 
home, and most of the residents of the back streets) courts and alleys 

were excluded. This factor is bound to affect the general pi9ture of 

occupational background, for those socialists who can be traced by this 

method tend to have been skilled a3Zýisansv or professional or clerical 

workers. The number of unskilled or casual labourers who have been traced 

may therefore be artificially low. The occupations of women socialists 
have been considered in detail above* 

1 

The data below has been accumulated piecemeal from the entire 

range of material listed in the bibliographyl including the tape-recorded 

interviews* Thus to provided a list of sources for each individual entry 

would almost double the length of this appendix, For this reason such 

lists have been omitted. However the detailed information has been 

retained in a comprehensive indexing system, and can be made available on 

request, 

Each entry is arranged in the format below: 

XMIE (known family relationship to any other person included) 

OCCUPATION ANM/OR TRADE UNION 
&re-1892 socialist activity] SOCIALIST ORGANISAT10h, TUGETIM WITH 

RMCH OR DISTRICT AND PERIOD OF RECORDED INVOLVEMENT 

BETWEEN 1893 AND 1914* 

ACTIVITIES IN SOCIALIST AND OTHER RRI-ATE 1.10VIDIMTS 1893-1914 j1ajor 

events in post-1914 careerJ7 
In attempting to compile such informationg one is only too aware of possible 

inaccuracies. A socialist's occupation) for which there may only be one 

item of evidencey could easily change during two decades. But in general 

a skilled workman did tend to adhere to his trade, and unless victimised 

was not to be found working as a labourer. Most recorded changes in 

occupation were between jobs of comparable social status. Where evidence 

of trade union membership, bat not specific occupation, has been found, 

this has been recorded as a general indication. Concerning the period of 

recorded involvement in the socialist movement, it should be emphasised 

that the dates are merely those between which there is evidence of active 

membership, They tend to represent the high-water mark of an individual's 

political activity, for example the years in which he or she was a branch 

secretary or delegate to an annual conference. Clearly most socialists 

1. See above, pp. 05-6 
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would be active for much longer periods; they might attend branch meetings 
for several years before attaining official positionsp and would often 

continue membership long after others had succeeded to these positions. 
But in most cases the full extent of socialists' careers must remain pure 

speculation2 and these dates are provided simply as a guideline. Finally, 

major events in a socialist's Post-1914 career have been added wherever 

possible. Several of the young rank-and-file ILPers later became Labour 

councillors or even MPsy and such information can place their careers in 

perspective, 
This appendix is therefore presented in the awareness that 

it may well contain inaccuraciesp which only further researchp perhaps in 

different fieldep may bring to light. However the failure of the ILP to 

maintain national records of membership, and the disappearance of the 

minute books of all but one branch, render this piecemeal accumulation 

of information the only possible mathod of providing an overall picture 

of the local socialist movement before the First World War. 

*** 
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ABLE, Cliiud6. - 

ABE 
oss 

ABRAHAMS, R. 
Mantle ifiaker 
SDFf U. Salford 1892-8. 
Secretaryp Lancs. District 

iremoved to London 18977 

SDF 1896; elected Secretary to Mantle 
Makers' Union 1898. 

ACTON, Alfred 
'Kmcker-upl 
SDFI S. Salford 1894-7- 
Salford Guardians elections: SDF candidate 18949 ILP/SDF cand. 1897 (def, ) 

ADAM, Alexander 
Schoolmaster 
ILPI Manchester Central 1905- 

ADSHEAD, Albert 
Insurance agent 
ILPq Openshaw/ 033 

ADSHEAD, Dora 
Teacher of blind children 

-O&S 

ALEXANDER. Professor ? 
(Manchester University) 
President, Manchester University Students' Socialist Society 1906. 

ALLEN't Tom 

ILPI Newton Heath 1895-9 
Branch secretary 1895 

ALSOP J. H. 

ILP, Manchester Centralp joined 1905. 

ANDERSON, Hugh C. 

ILPI Manchester Central 1906-10 
Assistant Lit. Sec. 19069 branch Sec. 1907 
Zleft country 19127 

ANDERSON. Richard 
(Masons' Society) 
ILPI ? SW Manchester 1892-4, N. Manchester Fabian group 1892. 
President, SW Manchester ILP 1892-3; BC Manchester and Salford ILP 1892; 
Vice-Pres. Lancs. & District ILP Federation 1893; ILP municipal 
candidate St. George's ward . 1893 and at by-election Sept. 1894 (when 
EC refused to endorse him); President St. George's ward group ILP 1894o 
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ANDERSON, William Crawford (husband of Mary MacArthur) 
Organiser, Shop Assistants' Union 190-2r-7; socialist lecturer/writer 

, 
CLabour UP for Attercliffe, DOO-1914 - Deo. 1918J7 

ILPI joined Manchester Central Sept. 1905; ? transferred to City of 
Manchester 1907 

NAC 1908; Labour Parl. candidate for hyde, Jan. 1910, Keighley 1911 (defe); 
ILP national Chairman 1910-13; Vice-Chairman of Labour Newspapers 
Ltd. (Daily Citizen) 1912-16. 
Zw-ar Energency workers, National Committee 1914; Union of Democratic 
Control Executive 1914; Chairman2 Labour Party Executive 19W 5 

AIMREW39 James E. 
Mechanic 
ILP2 New Cross 1910 
Ward Secretary 1910. 

ARCHER, James (husband of Florence) 
Ifewsagent and -tobacconist 
ILPq Moss Side 1904- 
ILP municipal cand. Moss Side W* ward 1904 (def. ) 
/-d, 19047 

ARCHER, Florence (wife of James) 

ILPI Moss Side 1903-4 
Branch Secretary 1903 

ARISS9 
-E, - 
ILPf Longsight 1909-11 
Branch Sec. 1909,1911. 

AXISTRONG, Davi 
Joiner. 
ILPq joined Manchester Central Aug. 1908. 

ARMSTRONG, J. R. 

ILP, joined Manchester Central Feb. 1906; 1907 resigned over suffrage 

. policy & joined City of Manchester 
1906 Central Branch delegate to Manchester & Salford ILP Council* 

ARMSTRONG, T. Ho 

ILPj joined Manchester Central Sept. 1907; resigned to join City of 
Manchester 

Treasurer, Manchester Central 1902-3; Clarion Scout* 

ASPINALL9 G. 

SDF, Regent 
Branch Sec. 

ASTBURY, Jwnes 

(89ýLford) 1895 
1895- 

ILPI NE Manchester 1895-6 
Branch Lecture Sec. 1895-6. 
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ASTLES. Alfred 
General Sec. I United Carters I Association of Eneland. 
ILP, joined Manchester Central Feb. 1905 
Local LRC Max 1903; Labour candidate Manchester Township Guardians 
election March 1907 (aef. ); Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1903-6. 

ATHERTON, Mark 

ILPy E. Manchester 1895 (expelled Jan, 1896), 1905-7- 
Prestwich Board of Guardians 1894-5; ILP municipal candidate Bradford 
ward 1895 (def. ); LRO mun. cand. New Cross ward 1907 (def. ). 

AVERY,, T. 

ILPI Withington 1912-14 
Branch Sec. 1912. 

BACON, John 
Manager of Union Shirt Co. (part of ILP trading dept, ) 1893. 
I-8DF 1884--, 7 ILP 1693; member of London Fabian Society 1893 
Vice-President, Manchester & Salford ILP 1893 
Established Union Shirt Coo 

BAILEY, James William 
Coal merchant 
ILP I Gorton 1895 
Treasurer Gorton ILP 1895- 

BAXIBERA, Edi th 
Studentv Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912 

BANCROFT, As * 
Students Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

BANNER� T, 

BSP, Chorlton-on-Medlock/ B. Manchester 
Chorlton-on-Medlock branch sec, 1911. 

BANNISTER, Fred 

ILP, New Cross 1908-9 (d. 1909) 
Branch Sec. 1908-9. 

BARITZ. Moses 
Musician (viola player, later worked for Columbia Gramophone Co. 

Sometime music critic for Manchester Guardian) 
? SPGB 1906- (active in socialist movement c-1906-34) 
Independent Socialist municipal candidate for Cheetham 1908 (def. ). 

BARLASS, Thomas 
Warehouseman 
11P, N. Salford 1901-14 
Branch Sec. 1901,1912. 
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BARLOW, James F. 

Manchester Catholic Socialist Society 1909 
Corresponding Secretary 1909. 

BARLOW, John 
Compositor 
ILP, 1894-1901 
President, Longsight branch 1894. 

BAIMAKO, 
-Eagen Tailor 

SDFI S. W. 
fwent to 

Manchester 1904-7 
America 19077 

BARRETT, Fred 
Stereotyper 
iLP9 w. Salford 1893-1903 
JLp municipal candidate Grosvenor Ward 1893 & St- paullis Ward 

by-election 1894 (def. ) 
Becretaryy Manchester Labour Church Cinderella Club 1893-4; Becretaryý 

X. Salford ILP Cinderella Club 1898. 

BARTON, Alfred (husband of Eleanor) 
Clerky then worked in John Rylands Library 
Socialist League 1889. 
Z-removed to Sheffield 1897; joined local ILP, Assistant 6ece 1906, 
6ec- 1907; became Shop Assistants' Union delegate to Sheffield 
Federated Trades Council; Councillor for Brightside Ward 1907-10t 
1913-20; 1918 Labour candidate for Sheffield Park (defs); 1920 
joined CPGBI resigned after 1 month and rejoined ILP, becoming 
Vice-President & delegate to Trades Council; Labour councillor for 
Hillsborough 1926-91 Owlerton 1929; Alderman 1929; d-1933,7 

BARTON9 Charles He 
Pattern maker 
JLpj E. Manchester 1905-11 
Branch Sec. 1905t 1907p 1909-11- 

BARTON9-Mrs. Eleanor (wife of Alfred) 

Socialist League ? 189-4, - Zr-emoved to Sheffield 1897; joined Women's Co-operative Guildp 
became national Treasurer 1913p President 1914p Assistant Secretary 
1921p Secretary 1925-37; Sheffield City Councillorp Attercliffe 
Ward 1919-22; JP; Labour parl. cand.. King's Nortonp Birmingham 1922 
& 123: Central Nottingham 19291 

BATES, Charles Henry 
Clerk 
ILPI Urmston Flixton & Davybulme 1907-8 
Church Socialist League 

BATTERSBY, Rev. W. Schofield 
Rector of Holy Trinity, Blackley 
Church Socialist League. 
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BAUGH, William Henr 
Clerk 
ILPq 11. Manchester 1903-12 
Election agent2 Harpurhey Ward 1903; Hon. Soo, Manchester & Salford 

ILP 1906; Sec. N. Manchester ILP 1906. 

BAXTER, Si dney 
Plumber 
BSPI . 6tretford 1911 
Branch Sec. 1911, 

IIURDSLEY, J. 

SDF 1894 
Candidate for Pendleton Guardians 1894- 

13EAUCHM4P, William 
(ASE) 
ILPq Manchester Central 1907-9, 

13MCH, Harry 

ILP., Manchester Central 1907- 

BENNETT, D. 

BSPp Gorton 1911 
Branch Sec. 1911 

BENOLIEL9-H. M. 

ILP 1894 
N*W. Manchester divisional organiser for School Board elections 1894; 
Director of Social Trading Co* Ltd. 1894- 

BENSON, George (son of Thomas) 
Estate Eroker 
ILP 1906- 
Manchester Central delegate to Manchester & 
Treasurert Manchester & Salford ILP 1909. 
Zý*O* during World, War 1; became Labour RP 

Salford ILP Council 1907; 

for Cheaterfieldl 

BENSON9 Thomas Duckworth (father of George) 
Estate broker (firm: George Benson & Sons 8 york st. v Manchester) 
SDFp ? 1898-1901; supported ILP 1895-; joined ILP ? 1900- joined 

Manchester Central Branch June 1903- 
Assistant Treasurer ILP Election Fund 1895 & Treasurer 1900; OF 
candidate Clitheroe Guardians 1898 (elected); 1901 elected to NAG 
as national Treasurer; ; 905 Labour municipal candidate HarpUrhey 
ward (def. ); 1896-1901. ran Uses, 'a little socialistic organ of the 
New Church'; 1904ý-- director of Labour Leader Ltd. 

BERESFORD, George 
Coal dealer 
ILPI N. E. Manchester/ Now Cross 1893-8 
N. E, Manchester branch treasurer 1893P Secretary 1894-5; ILP 
municipal candidate Newton Heath 1893, New Cross 1896 (def. ); 
Secretary New Cross ward 1898. 
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BESWICK, Harry 

Journalist ('Beziquel of Clarion) 
Clarion movement 1898-1911 
Directory Clarion Social Club 1900- 

BEWICK, J. Gandy 

ILPI Manchester Central 1903-6, Newton Heath 1906 
Central Branch Literature See. 1905- 

BIBBY, 
--William 

He 
Insurance broker 
ILP, Manchester Centralp joined 1904- 

BILCLIPFE, Ben 
(Amalgamated Society of Carpenters & Joiners) 
ILP 1892-4 
Financial Sec. Manchester & Salford ILP 1892-4; Secretaryp Lancs. & 
District Independent Labour Federation 1893-4; ILP municipal 
candidate for Charlestown Wardq Salfordp 1893 (defo); Managerý 
Manchester & Salford ILP trading dept. 1893; Secretary, ILP 
Co-operative Trading Society 1894* 

BILLAM, Joseph 
Shoemaker (also acted as insurance agent & secretarY Of 3 large 

friendly societies) 
ILP, 1893-? 1915 (d, 1915) 
ILP municipal candidate Miles Platting 1893 and New Cross 1894 (def.. ); 
ILP/Labour municipal candidate Bradford ward 1905 (elected & held 
office until death); 1891-1915 Secretary of Piccadilly (M/cr) Branch 
of Upper Mersey Watermen and Porters' Association) & Canal Boatmen; 
delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1696-1914- 

BILLINGTON, Theresa (Mrs, Billington-Greig) 
Teacher; became organiser for ILPy then for WSPU 
ILP, Manchester Central 1904-? 1907 
Women's Seoretaryj Manchester University Settlement Associates 1902-3; 
helped found Teachers' Equal Pay League 1903; WSPU 1903-7; became lst 
Woman National Organiser for ILP 1904 - resigned March 1906 in order 
to take part in suffrage campaign; became organizer for W6PU - received 
2 months' imprisonment; August 1907 campaigned for WSPU at Cockermouth 
by-election with Christabel Pankhurst - Manchester & Salford ILP 
wanted to expel her; 1907 one of secessionists from WSPU - leading 
role in founding Women's Freedom League - appointed Hon* Organising 
Secretary; leader writer of The Vote 

,; 
took part in large no. of 

militant protests and special propaganda campaigns; resigned 1911 
& critioised militant suff ' mve movement. Zb-y 1914 living near Glas -wy 

gow 

BINNS, J. 

ILPI Bradford (E. Manchester) 1895 
Branch Sec. 1895- 

]BIRCH, James 
Ile chý; i c 
Socialist League 1893-4. 
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BIRCH, James Horace 
coach painter 
ILP, Longsight 
Branch Lecture 

BLACK, W. F. 

1906-7 
See. 1906; Secretary 1907- 

Sub-editorg Labour Leader 
Z-3cottish Labour Party 1888-? ] ILP, Manchester Central 1905-6 (d. 1906) 
? 1902-4 Prospective Labour Parl. Candidate for Dundee; 1905 active in 
ILP/SDF Joint Unemployed Committee. 

BLATCHFORD, Robert Peel Glanville 
Editorý Clarion 
1892-5 ILP & SDF (moved to London with Clarion 1895) 
1892-3 President of Manchester & Salford ILP Tresigned August 1893); 
founded Clarion Movement; active on behalf of Cinderella Clubs; 
founded Clarion Scouts 1694; ublished The Scout (1895-6) 

, 
[one of founders of BSP 191V 

BLUNDELL9 Herbert 

ILPI N. Manchester 1896-7 (d. 1697) 

BLUNT9 Charlie 
Caretaker 
oss 

BOARDMAN, H, 
(Dressers,.,, Dyers & Finishers' Trade Society) 
SDFj 3, Salford ? 1891-1906 
Delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1896-8; Secretaryp So 

Salford SDF 1902,1905; Socialist & Labour candidate for Salford 
Guardians 1906. 

BOOTH, Alfred 
Salesman 
ILPý Urmston 1911 
Branch See* 1911, 

MOTH, IIrE;. Clara 

Women's Labour League, N. Manchester 1911-13 
Branch See, 1911; Candidate2 Manchester Board of Guardians 1913 (def. ) 

BOOTHt-Frank 

ILPj Manchester Central 1903-7 
of Nanchester 1907-8; 

Secretary2 Manchester Central 

BOOTHt John H. 
Clerk 
ILPI Manchester Central 1905. 

(resigned over suffrage policy); City 
Heaton Moor Socialist Society 1908. 
branch 1905; Marion Scout. 

BOWCOCK9-? 
Building worker 
Oss. 



-1025- 

BOWDEN, James 
(Saddlers & Harnessmakers' Union) 
ILPp N. Manchester, 1897-8 
Candidate for Union EC 1897- 

BOYD9 George A, 0 
Compositor 
ILPI N. Salford 1893-4 
Branch Sec. 1893-4- 

BOYDLE, William 

ILPp New Cross Ward Group No. 1 1897 
Branch Propaganda & Lecture Sec. 1897- 

BRADBIJRN, W. 
(Shop Assistants' Union) 
ILP9 1908-9. 

BRADLEY, ? 

ILP2 Gorton 1895 
Assistant See. 1895- 

BRIFaLEYj C*E*, 
(ASRS) 

ILPv 1893-1913 
Secretary of a benevolent & victimised fund for ILP members 
delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1896v 198; 
candidateo Manchester Board of Guardians 1913 (def. ). 

BRIERLEY, Charles Henry 
Foreman 
ILPP N. Manchester/ Blackley & Moston 1894-1914 

1893; 
Labour 

N. Manchester IIP candidate for Manchester Board of Guardians lb94 kder. ); 
summoned re Boggart Hole Clough meetings 1696; Labour mune candidate 
Blackley & Moston 1913 (def. ); branch sec. Blackley & Noston ILP 
Oct- 1914-- 

23RIFIRLEY, Sara 
KewsWe-nt 
Clarion movement/ syndicalist 
Clarion Vanner 1898; organised Manchester & Salford branch of Workers, 
Union 1898; Northern circulation manager for Industrial Syndicalist 
1912. 

BRITTAIN, Arthur 
Watchmaker 
ILPI 1894-1907 
Secretary, N. E. Manchester ILP 1892; branch delegate to ILP lst General 
Conference 1693; EC of Lancs. & Cheshire Independent Labour 
Federation 1894; Secretary of W. K. Hall's election committee 1894; 
Secretary, Crumpsall & Cheetham branch ILP 1907- 

BROBSON9 Miss 14. 

BSPy Broadway (Salford) 1912 
Branch sec. 1912. 
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BROCKLEHURST. Frederick 
Secretaryp Labour Church/ Labour Church Union 1892-5; lecturer/ 

journalist 180r%-1903; entered Lincoln's Inn 1900 & called to Bar 1903- 
ILPY 1893-? 1903 2ý1910 Cons. parl. candidate for Prestwich div. S. E. Lancs; 7 
EC of Manchester & Salford ILP Jan, 1893; Manchester Labour Church 
delegate to ILP lst General Conference 1893; helped to form ILP 
Lancs. Federation & served on its committee; Vice-President of 
Manchester & Salford ILP 1694; NAC member 1894.7 & 1898-9; 1894-5 ILP 
parl. candidate for Bolton; 1895 President of Manchester & District 
ILP, financial secretary of national ILP & secretary & treasurer of its 
Parliamentary Finance Committee; imprisonedas result of Boggart Hole 
Clough meetings 1896; 1896 delegate to International Congress of Trade 
Unionists & Socialists, London, & elected secretary of its Standing 
Orders Committee, delegate to Brussels Congress June 1899; 1897 
elected to Manchester City Council for Harpurhey Wards re-elected 1900; 
1897 elected to Manchester School Board, re-elected 1900; 1899 
adopted ILP parl. candidate for S. W. Manchester, def. at General 
Election Oct* 1900; delegate to Labour Representation Conference Feb. 
1900; ILP delegate to LRC 1901; Labour Church; Clarion Club; Manchester 
Transvaal Committee; 1901 evidence before Inter-Departmental Committee 
on Employment of School Children. 
Lrhad changed political allegiance by 1905; 1910 Cons. candidate for 

PrestwichJ7 

BROCKWAY, Archibald Fenner(later Lord Brockway) 

1910 sub-editor of Labour Leaderý 1912-17 editore 
Joined SDF in London 1907 (for 3 months); joined ILP Nov. 1907; on 
removal to Manchester in 1910 joined Levenshulmeq then Marplep 
branches of ILP. 
Marple delegate to ILP Annaal Conferences 1913 & '14- 
forganised No Conscription Fellowship; C. 0, in World War I; Urganising 
1jec. ILP 1922, General See. 1928 & 1933-9; editor of New Leader 
1926-9,1931-46; Labour Parl. candidate Lancaster 1922, Westminster 
1924; Exec. p Labour & Socialist International 1926-31; Labour 11P 
Fast Leyton 1929-31; Chairman of ILP 1931-3t Political Sec* 1939-46; 
ILP candidatet Upton Div. of West Ham 1934Y Norwich 1935t Lancaster 
1941 & Cardiff East 1942; resigned from ILP 1946 & re-joined Labour 
Party; 1950 Labour UP Eton & Slough; 1964- Labour Peer-j' 

BRODIE, Robert 

ILP 1895 
Gen Sec. Yanchester & Salford ILP 1895- 

BROGDEN, 
_Jesse 

ILPI S, W. Manchester 1892-4 
Branch rep. on Manchester & Salford ILP EC 1893; treasurer, St. George's 
Ward group 1894- 

BROTHERTON, F. 

ILPI Gorton 1895-6 
Secretary, St. Mark's Ward branch 1895; Sec. Gorton Div. ILP 1895-6. 
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BROWN, Mrs. ? 
Kept fish & chip shop 
OSS 

BUNDOCK, Clement 
Office boy, Labour Leader 
ILP 1913- Zliater becamo Secretary, National Union of JournaliBtB, 7 

BURGESS, Joseph (busband of Sarah) 
Journalist 
ILP 1893-5 
EC of Manchester & Salford ILP 1893; EC of Lancs. & District 
Independent Labour Federation 1893; 1694 ILP candidate in Leicester 
by-election; on staff of Cotton PactoEZ Times,; founded Yorkshire 
Factory Timesp then Workman's Times; wrote for WT as 'Autolyous' 
until its closure on 6 October 1894- 

BURGESS, Mrs. Sarah (wife of Joseph) 

ILP 1894 
President, Hightown Branch of Women's National Association of 1LP 1894- 

BUTLER. Jesse 
Miners' agent 
ILP 1894-8 
ILP man, candidate Openshaw 1894 (def. ); speaker at Boggart Hole Clough 
1896; lost Council seat 1897; May 1898 stood as Lib-Lab against ILP 
candidate in Openshaw Ward municipal by-election (def. )* 

BUTTERS, W. J. 

ILP 1905-8; joined Manchester Central Feb. 
to Longsight branch June 

Secretary, LongsiGht branch 1905; delegate 
Clarion Scout 1905- 

BUTTERWORTH, J. 

ILPs Ardwick 1895-71 1905 
Branch 6ec. 1895-6p 1905. 

WZZO. Charles 

19051 formed & transferred 
1905- 

to Trades Council 1905; 

? Docker 
SDFI S. Salford 1901 (d. 1901) 
Worked on behalf of seamen, firemen & dockers in Wales, Antwerp & 

Rotterdam. 

CAIRNIE, Dr. Charles 
? ILP/SDF 1908 
Chorlton Union Socialist & Labour Election Committee 1908 

CALDER, Jack 
Furnishing trade worker 
Oss 
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CANNON, William He 
Clerk 
ILPy Longsight 1912 
Branch Sec. 1912. 

CARTILLON, William 
Window cleaner 
Withington & District Socialist Society 1907 
Secretary 1907- 

CAPPM9 C. T. 

ILPI Longsight 1906 
Branch See., 1906. 

CARP, Harry E. 

ILPI Manchester Central 1907- 
CARR, 

__Charles 
E. 

ILpq S. Salford 1893 
Branch delegate to lst General Conference of ILP 1693; -6- Salford 
rep. on EC of Ranchester & Salford ILP 1893. 

CARR, Edward 

SDP 1909 
SDP municipal 

CARTER, 
- 
I-label 

Office worker 
Oss 

CARTER, Will 
Uffice worker 
Oss 

candidate for Regent Wardq Salfordq 1909 (defo)o 

CHADWICK9 Jaynes 

ILPj Gorton 1904.8 
regular ILP speaker 

CHAPMAN, Sidney J. 
Lecturer at Owens College; 1901 appointed to Chair of Political Economy 
No Manchester Fabian Group 1892; ILP 1892-1908; gave lectures for ILPI 
ego classes on Economic & Industrial History 1908. 

CHATFIELD, John Edward 
Plumber 
ILPq Manchester Central 1905- 

CHATTERTON9 Hild (sister of mary) 
Embroideress at hand4erchief manufacturer's 
ILP 
Clarion cyclist 
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CHATTERTON, Joseph 

(Lancashire & Adjacent Counties Labour Amalgamation/ British Labour 
Association) 

SDF, ? 1891-1903 
Elected to EG of SDFy August 1899, 

CHATIPERTON, Mary (sister of Hilda) 
Forewoman at handkerchief manufacturer's 
ILP 
Broughton Clarion Club. 

CBEDIIHP31, H. 

-BSPy NE Manchester 1912 
Branch Sec. 1912. 

CLADCY, W. H, 

BSPI Seedley 1912 
Branch See, 1912. 

CLAPHAM, John George 
(Amalgamated Bociety of Carpenters & Joiners) 
ILPy joined Manchester Central 1907 
Branch secretary October 1908-; Chairman, Manchester lkxilding 

Federation 1911. 
ZCity Councillor, St. George's Wardý Manchesterf 1926-387 

CLAYBROUGH, B. 

Clarion movement 1899-1900 
Clarion Cycling Club; Secretary of Manchester Clarion Social Club 

1900. 

CLAYTON, J 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

CLYNES, John Robert 
Lancs. organiserp Gas Workers' & General Labourers' Union ? 1891-1906; 

1906-31 & 1935-45 Labour JTP for NE Manchester. 
ILPP ? 1893- 
LRC Executive Committee 1905; Labour Party Executive 1906. 
, Parliamentary secretary to Minister of Food 1917-18; Food Controller 
1918-19; Chairmanp Parliamentary Labour Party 1921-2; Lord Privy 
Beal & Deputy Leader of House of Commons 1924; Secretary of State 
for Home Affairs 1929-31; President of National Union of General & 
Municipal Workersp & Chairman of its Executive Council] 

COATES. Fred 
Shop Assistants' Union 
ILPI N. Salford 1905-10 
Secretary, N. Salford ILP 1905-7; Secretary, Lanes. & Cheshire 
Socialist Sunday School Union 1907-8. 

COCKAYNE9 H. 

BSp, Gorton 1912 
Branch Sec. 1912. 
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COLE, George 

ILPI bledlock St. 1897- 

COLE, Harry H. 
Clerk 
ILPI Chorlton-cun-Hardy 1908-9 
Branch Secretary 1908-9, 

COLLIER, J. 

ILPI St. Michael's Ward 1695-6. 

CONNOR P 
Workers & General Labourers I Union) 

ILPq 1692-3 
ILP municipal candidate Harpurhey Ward 1893 (def. ); District Seco 

GW&GLU 1891-4* 

COOK, Tom 
Architect 
ILPY 1895-? 1912 
PresiJent2 NE Manchester ILP 1895; ILP municipal candidate Miles 
Platting 18951 Harpurhey 1899 & 1902 (def. ); Presidentp Manchester & 
Salford ILP 1900; Treasarer Manchester ILP Council 1902; Manchester 
City Councillor 0 enshaw ward 1903-19. 
ZA-lderman 1919-3'6Y 

COOKSON9 A* 

Heaton Moor Socialist Society 1908; Heaton Moor branch ILP 1909 
Branch See, 1909, 

COPPOCK, Richard 
Bricklayer (Operative Bricklayers' society) 
Gorton ILP 1906- /OSS-BSP/ joined Manchester Central ILP Feb* 1914- 
Local organiser, Bricklayers' Society; delegate to Trades Council 1908- 
Jecame General Secretary AUBTW; Councillor for Blackley Wardy 
Manchester 1919-21; knighted7 

coRBETT, J. Rooke 
sanitary engineer 
ILP9 Manchester Central 
Central Branch committee 

C05SEY9 Jog2ph 
Undertaker 
ILPI Gorton 1907-13. 

COX, Leonard Be 

1902-? 3; Manchester Fabian Society 1908-9 
1902* 

Insurance inspector 
ILP 1912- 
fformerly of Accrington2 where he 

became City Councillor for Beswick 
1939-52; Lord Mayor of Manchester 

stood as municipal candidate; 
Wardy Manchesterv 1921-39; Alderman 
1943-41 ý 

CRAIG, Mrs. Minnie, 
Worked at Co-op* Shirt Factory, Salford 
ILP 1909-11. 
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CRANE, Will 

(A6E) 
oss 

CRISPIN, John J. 
Clerk 
Chorlton-cam-Hardy Socialist Society 1904-5 
Secretary 1904-5- 

CROOKES, Thomaa E. P, 
6addler 
ILPI Bradford Ward 1896-8 
Branch Financial Secretary 1896-8. 

CROSS9 William 

BSPs N, Manchester 1912 
Branch secretary 1912. 

CROSSLEY, Jim 
Coach painter 
Oss 

CUDDEPORD. William H. 
(Mantle &- Waterproof Cutters' Society) later became cycle repairer 
SDFI S. Salford 1694ý1911 
SDF candidate, Salford Guardians., 1894 & SDF/ILP candidate 1897; 
Secretary 6, Salford 5DF 1895; 1896 union delegate to Trades Council; 
SDF/LRC mun. candidate Ordsall Ward 1908 (def, ); Secretaryl Manchester 
Union of Clarion Cycling Clubs 1911. 

DAVIES, 
_Bill 

(husband of C. Stella & brother of Bo .b& Ernest) 
Chemist 
OSS. - 

DAVIES, Mrs. Elizabeth (wife of Ernest & daughter of Edmund Holt) 
Insurance agent 
033 

DAVIES9 Ernest (husband of Elizabeth, brother of Bill & Bob) 
Engineer 
OSS 

DAVIES, He 
Fitter 
ILPq Openshaw 1902-6 
Branch Sec. 1902y 1904- 

DAVIES, Joseph 
Warehouseman 
ILPI N. Salford 1911 
Branch See, 1911. 

DAVIES. Rlxvs John 
Clerk 
iLp l9o8- 
Labour municipal candidate Longsight 1911 (def, ); Councillor for Gorton 
19L. 1913-23. 
ZMancheater & Salford Anti-Conscription League 1916; ? Union of 
Democratic Control; MP for WesthouGhton 19211 
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DAVIES, H. 

BSP2 SW Manchester 1912 
Branch Sec. 1912. 

DEAN9 Mrs. Elizabeth Ann 
Domestic service - cook. (left when marxied in 1912) 
SDP-BSP 1912- 
WSPU 1908-; Co-op. Women's Guild. 

, 
Cjoined Hulme Labour Party c. 1920; Women's Labour League7 

DEAN, Mrs.?, (wife of Herbert) 

ILPI Manchester Central 1904-7 
Secretaryp Manchester WSPU 1905- 

DEAN, Herbert (husband of Mrs. ? Dean) 

ILP9 Manchester Central 1905-7p City of Manchester 1907-12, 
Central Branch Treasurer 1906; Chairman, Manchester & Salford ILP 
1909; Lance. Division Provisional Council 1909;, regular speaker. 

DEAN, R, 

SDFI Ordsall/S. Salford 1895-1902 

. 6ecretaryv ordsall branch 1895. 

DELLER, Mi chael 
General Secretary, National-Society of Operative plasterers 
ILPr 1894-6 
ILP mun. candidate All Saints 1694; ILP candidate Chorlton Guardians 
1894 & 196 (def. ); Manchester & Salford Trades Council Executive 1696. 
4r-emoved to London; elected to Lewisham Borough Council for 
Sydenham Ward at by-election May 1904; member of JIoseley Commission] 

DELVES, Samuel 
Compositor 
ILP 
Councillor 

DEMP STER, H. 0. 

for 5eedley Ward, Salford, 1908-- 

15DF, Salford (Trafford) 1896 
Branch Sec. 1696. 

DERBYS'HIRE, Har 

ILPI Urmston 1910 
Branch See. 1910. 

DMFEL, Robert Jones 
Printer and stationer 
LIR-eform League 1867; SDF 
Published own socialist 

DESPARD, Mrs. Charlotte 

1885-?; subsequently unattached socialis-Y 
pamphlets; Welsh verse writer. 

ILPI joined Manchester Central Feb. 1914 
Joint Hon. Sec- WSPU; 1908 President of Women's Freedom League; Poor 
Law Guardian. 
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DICKINSOIT9 James 

ILPI New Cross 1910-12 
Branch See. 1910-12. 

DOUGLAS9 Herbert P,, 
Bookkeeper 
?: LLP/sDF 19o6-8 
Active in Chorlton Guardians election campaignt 1908. 

DOUTMIAITE, C, To- 

ILP) joined Manchester Central 1906 
Co-author of 'Green ManifestO. 

DOYLE, A. Lawton 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

DOYLE9-John 
(National Assoc. of Concreters & Asphalters) ? became secretary for 

Union 
Catholic Socialist Society 1908- 
1902-4 F-C of Trades Council; 1906-9 LRC Councillory Ardwick Ward. 

DRINKIJATER, T. H, 

? ILP 104-4908 
Elected to Levenshulme UDC 1894Y 1904- 

DRIVER!, 
--Jo 

iLpt N, Manchester 1896 
Branch Secretary 1896. 

DUDLEY. James 
(Bleachers, Dyerf; & Finishers, Bolton Amalgamation) later insurance 

SDF9 S. Salford 1889-; ILPI W. Salford 1892-1909 
agent 

Delegate to Trades Council 1896,1902; ILP canMate St. Thomas' Ward, 
Salford, 1903 (def. ); elected as joint ILP/SDF candidate at St. Paul's 
Ward by-election 1907v lost seat 1908; active in Bleachers' Union* 

DUFFY, 
- 

George 
Shopkeeper 
ILPy New Cross 1910 
Branch secretary 1910. 

DUPKLEY, Albert Frederick 
Warehouseman 
ILP 1905-9 
Becretaryv Manchester & Salford Joint Unemployed Committee 1905-6; 
Secretary Manchester & Salford ILP Council 1907-8- 

DUB NI NG, J. 

SDF, NE Manchester 1905 
Branch secretary 1905. 
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EASTON, W. C. 

? student, Owen's College 
ILPI Manchester Central 1906-7; City of Manchester 1907-8. 

EDDIE, Mrs. Fannie M. 
Nu ro e 
ILPy Manchester Central 1905-9. 

EDGE, Cecil Robert 
Compositor 
Clarion movement 1699-1900 
Direbtor) Manchester Clarion Social Club 1900. 

EDWARDS, A. J. 

ILP) Manchester Central 1907-8 

EWARDS, J. W. 
(United Carters' Assoc, ) 
ILPI Manchester Central 1904-5- 

ELLIOTT, Harold 

Moss Side Socialist Society 1898-1901. 

ELLI39 J. 
ILPy Vew Cross 1906 
Branch See. 1906. 

ELLIS. Oliver 
Otudentq Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912, ILP 1915 
Secretary of University Fabian Society 1912p Vice-Chairman University 
Socialist Federation. 

ELMY, Mrs. Elizabeth C. Wolstenholme 
Teacher, later suffrage propagandist 
ILPI Manchester Central, joined 1905 
Manchester National Society for Women's 
Women's Property Committee 1870; Women's 
1889; WSPU Committee ? 1906-12. 

EMBLETON, Harry 
Sign writer 

A, -5. ILPp Manchester Central 190' 

FJIERY H 'ýBýkers 
& Confectioners' Union) 

ILPt 1897-9 
Auditort Manchester & Salford ILP 1897, 

ST9 G. 

? SLP 1910-11Y B2P 1911-12 
Lecturer on Marxism 

EVANS, Miss ? 

Suffrage 1865-; Married 
Franchise League Council 

ILPt S. Manchester 1898 
ILP candidate2 Choriton-on-Medlock Guardians 1898 (def. ); Manchester Labour Church. 
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EVANS,, Georpe 

House painter 
SDFI S, Salford 1685-93; ILP 1692-3 
Jan. 1693 elected Treasurer of Manchester & Salford ILP; temperance 
advocate (d, April 1693). 

EVAIýS, Thomas William 
Bricklayer 
ILPI Didobary 1896. 

EVENDEN3 Robert Edward 
Engineer 
ILPI Manchestdr Central 1907; City of Manchester 1908* 

LYRE. John 
Teacher at Manchester Technical Schools then unemployed - sold 

newspapers 
ILP, Openshaw 1898-9 
Formulated scheme for National Trades Federation. 

FAIRHURST. Susie S. 
Student) Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912 
Society Vice-Chairman & Exec. Member of University Socialist 

Federation 1912. 

FAIRLEY!, D. 
Otudent2 Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

PAULKIMR! I- T. W. 

SDP 1910-11 
Municipal candidate for Charlestown Ward, Salford - SIP 1910, 
Independent Socialist 1911 (def. ). 

FEENEY, 
- 

E, 

ILPI Gorton 1909 
Branch Secretary 1909 

FEI ITBERG A, K, 

ILPI Manchester Central, joined 1905 
Clarion Scout. 

FELLOWS 9_ Jim 
Metal worker 
063. 

FERNLEY, George 
(Street Masons & Paviors) 
ILPI Ardwick 1905 
: Branch Secretary 1905- 

FERREY9- J. R. 
Railwa, v clerk 
ILPI ? 1892-1912 
Auditorl Manchester & Sa. 1ford ILP 1897-8; Organiserv S. E. Lance. ILP 
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Federation 1908-; member of Railway Clerks' Assoc. executive; 
prominent worker in Co-operative movement. 

FIELD, Joseph W. 
- 

SDF -1893; ILPI S. Salford lb93 
S. Salford ILP branch sec. 1893o 

FISHER, Harry 
Metal worker 
Oss 

FISHER, Hiss Helen 
Worked at Art Iluaeum, Ancoats 
ILP, joined Manchester Central 1906. 

FLU41ING. Charles 
Student at Baptist College, then Manchester University 
ILPI Manchester Central 1903-5 
Re, gular speaker at Tib Street (d. 1905). 

FLYNN, Terence A. 
General 6ecretaryý Amaloamated Society of Tailors 
ILPP 1895-1907 
ILP/LRC candidate St. George's ward 19069 Longsight 1907 (def. ) 

FOGARTY. JoseDh 
Traveller 
ILP ý 1908- 
ILP & LRO candidate for Harpurhey 1908 & 1909 (def. ); Councillor for 
Miles Platting 1911-21; attended inaugural meeting of Manchester 
Catholic Socialist Society 1908, 

POVARGUE, R. J. 

N. Manchester Fabian group 1891-; ILP 
EC of Manchester & Salford ILP 1893; 
Press Society; Chairman of Conference 
Fabian Societies, February 1893, 

1892-3 
promoter of Manchester Labour 

of Lancashire & Cheshire 

FOWLER9 Robert 

ILPv joined Manchester Central 1907- 

FOX Tom 
General Secretaryp British Labour Amalgamation 
up 1894, - (Stalybridge 1894-1 Dukinfield 1895-p Hyde 1698 joined 

Manchester Central 1902; 
Secretary of Lancs. & Adjacent Counties Labour Amalgamation 
(subsequentl; -ý British Labour Amalgamation) 1693-; Vice-President 
Lancs. & Cheshire Ind. Labour Federation 1894; delegate to Manchester 
& Salford Trades Council 1901-, EG 1902-5p Secretary 1906-91 Vice- 
President 19109 President 1911-13; contested Bradford ward 1902 (defe); 
Labour Parl. candidate NE Manchester 1903 (withdrew on grounds of ill 
health); City councillor for Bradford Ward 1904 (by-election) - 1919; 
candidate for Elective Auditorp Manchesterp 1905 (def. ); Vice- 
Presidenty Manchester & Salford LRC 1906-7; Chairman of national 
Labour Party 1913; director of Manchester & Salford Co-operative 
Society* 
ZA-lderman 1919-34; Lord Mayor of Manchester 1919-201 
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FOY. 

- 
William 

SDFI S. Salford 1892-1912 (d. 1912) 
Branch propaganda sece 1909., 

FRASER, dolvin W. 
Inland revenue officer 
ILPv W, Salford 1892-1907 
EG Manchester & Salford ILP 1894; ILP candidate Weaste Ward 18949 '95 
(def. ); 5ecretaryp W. Salford ILP 1902; ILP rep. on Manchester & 
Salford LRC 1903; Secretary & Treasurer of Salford ILP Council 1904; 
See. ILP/SDF joint election committee for Pandleton Guardians 
election 1904; election agent for J. P. Thompson & J. Dudley 19049 A. A. 
Purcell 1905y J. Dudley 1907; Secretary, W. Salford ILP 1907* 

FRASER, Willimn 
District manager, City of Glasgow Friendly Society 
ILPI Manchester Central, joined 1912. 

PREIVAN, H. 

SDFt K. Salford 1895 
Branch Secretary 1895. 

FREEMAN, J. 

ILPI H. Salford 1895 
Branch Secretary 1895. 

GALBRAITH, L. 

. BSP9 Blackley & Moston 1911 
Branch Sec, 1911, 

GARMT9 Mrs. Catherine E. M., ($Katie') (wife of Thomas) 

? S. DFj BSP Levenshulme 1912- 
Openshaw Guardians 1906-12,1915-; . 6ecretary, Chorlton Union Socialist 
& Labour Election Committee 1907-8; Joint Secretary lieVle Manchester 
election committee; founder member of Levenshulme BSP 1912. 

GARRETT, Thomas Janes Galloway (husband of Catherine) 
Physician & surgeon 
SDF 1896-; BSP 1912- 
Secretaryt Manchester Central SDF 1896; Secretary, Manchester Clarion 
Cycling Club 1898; Director & Vice-president, Manchester Clarion 
Social Club 1900; S. Manchester SDF delegate to LRC lst Annual 
Conference 1901; SDF candidate for Chorlton Guardians 1906 (def. ); 
Chorlton Guardians 1908- Zr-e-elected 1915j7. 

GARSIDE. T. H 
Journalist 
ILP 1694-8 
'Special Commissioner' of Workman's Times 1893-4; Organiser, Lanes. & 
Cheshire ILP Federation 1894; Manchester & Salford ILP EC 1894- 
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GENT. Arthur Mottram 

Salesman 
ILPý Levenshulme 1904 
Branch secretary 1904; election agent for J. M. McLachlan in UDC 

election 1904- 

GERROG, Alfred (husband of Emily) 
Boilermaker 
OSS 
OSIS Secretary. 

GERRING, Emilz (wife of Alfred, sister of Mary Louisa Pollitt) 

OSS 
Assisted in Socialist Sunday School. 

GER, 50NI--M*- 

ILPp 1911-14; joined Manchester Central March 1911p transferred to 
Longsight May 1911 

GIBSONq C. A. 

SDFI W. Salford 1897-8- 

GILBERT, H. 

ILP, Openshaw 1893-1904 
Branch . 5ec. 1895. 

GILBERT9-L. H, 
Stud Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

GILCHRIST, J. Le 
Brace &- belt marnifacturer 
ILPI Manchester Central 1904-9 
hunicipal candidate, Hiles Platting 1904 (def, ); ILP/LRC Councillor 
for Miles Platting 1905-8; contested ward again at by-election Jan. 1909 
& 1909 municipal election (def. ); 1913 elected to So Manchester 
Board of Guardians. 

GINSBERG9 If 

ILP, joined Manchester Central October 1907- 

GLASIER9 John Bruce (husband of Katharine) 
Socialist pr3pagandist; editor of Labour Leader 
Zbemocratio Federation; SDF; Socialist League] ILP 
Propagandist; spoke at Boggart Hole Clough 1896; 1897 elected to NAC; 
1698 moved from Glasgow to Chapel-en-le-Frith; ILP Chairman 1900-1903; 
1904 socialist Parish Councillorl Chapel-en-le-Prith; 1904, -9 editory 
Labour Leader; director of Labour Leader Ltd*; 1906 Labour Parl. 
candidate for Bordesley (def. ). 

GLASIER, Katharine Bruce (wife of John) 
Writer & propagandist 
ZFabian Society; Bristol Socialist Society ILP 1893- 
President, N, Manchester Fabian Society lV93; speaker at BoUgart Hole 
Clough 1896; moved to Chapel-en-le-Frith 1898; writer & speaker until 
her death in 1950. 
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GLAS-q, Jýc"ob 

Draper 
ILP, Manchester Central 1905 

GODDARD. Tom 
Turner (ASE, Salford 2nd Branch) 
ILP2 W. Salford 1893-8s Gorton 1904-9 
ILP municipal candidate St. Thomas' ward 
branch secretary W. Salford 18949 Gorton 
Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1896; 
Gorton 3,1909 (def. ). 

GOODENDAY9 Miss Leah 

ILPq 14W Manchester 1911 
Branch secretary 1911. 

GOODHALL, John Pownall 
Engineer's assistant 
ILPp Moss Side 1904 
Clarion Cycling Club 1903-4. 

GOODYER, Miss Ethel 

ILPI Manchester Central 1913-14- 

GORDON 9 Mrs. Maud 

1893v St- Paul's 1894 (def. ); 
1904 & 1908; delegate to 
Labour municipal candidate 

Clarion movement 1900; Chorlton-cum-Hardy Socialist Society 1906; ILPI 
joined Manchester Central 1907; ? Nanchester Fabian Society 1909. 

GORMAITj James 
(ASE2 Salford 3rd Branch) 
SDF2 S. Salford 1893-1910 
1694 Xinute See. Salford 3rd branch ABE; Manchester & Salford LRC 1903; 
ABE delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1902-4; 1905 

elected to Manchester District Committee ABE; elected to union's 
Delegate Meeting 1907Y 1912,1914-17; elected to union's Final Appeal 
Court 1909t 1914Y 1916; SDP man. candidate St. Thomas' ward 1909, Trafford 
Ward 1910 (def. ) -Z1-917 elected Manchester Local Delegate ABE; 1918-40 
Organising District Delegate ASE, 7. 

GRAIUM , J. 

ILPý Newton Heath 1914 
Branch Sec, 1914- 

GRATHSON, 
_Harry 

B. 

ILPI Manchester Central, joined March 1906. 

GRATRIX9 PoW., 

ILPI Manchester Central, joined September 1902. 
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GRAYBON, 'Albert Victor 

Student, Manchester University 1904-7; Socialist MP for Colne Valley 
1907-10; journalist (wrote for New Age & Clarion); socialist 

propagandist 
ILPI Manchester Central 1904.; BSP 1911- 
ILP & Clarion propagandist 1904-7; Chairman, Manchester University 
Socialist Society 1906; elected as Socialist IW for Colne Valley, 
June 1907 by-election; suspended from Commons Oct. 1908 for 
demonstration re unemployment; became joint editor of New Age Feb. 
1909 joined staff of Clarion & wrote weekly articles for Woman Worker; 
lost parl. seat Jan 1910; Deco 1910 parl. candidate for Kennington 
div. of Lambeth (def. ); August 1911 resigned membership of ILP; 
political editor of Clarion; leading propagandist in formation of BSP. 
Zin Australia & New Zealand as propagandist 1915-17; joined NZ, army 
1917; disappeared 19201 

GREEN, Mark Henry ('Harry' 
Engineer 
ILP 1896-1907 (joined Manchester Central 1905); ? syndicalist 1910 
6peaker; Clarion Scout; mun. candidate Bradford Ward 1905 (def. ); Sept. 
1910 advertised as speaker on behalf of Industrial Syndicalism. 

GREENHALGH, Sarah 
Artist 
OSS 

GREENWOOD, Dick 
Manager 
oss 

GREETWOOD!, W. 

ILPI Manchester Central 1913-15. 

GREGORY, 
-Charlie (ABE) 

ILP 1893-1900 
1693-4 EG of Lance. & Cheshire Ind. Labour Federation; 1894 condidate 
in election for NO-3 Div. ABE representative to SVC; 1899 TU municipal 
candidate for St. Mark's ward'(def. ); secretary, Openshaw ILP 1900. 

GREGORY., William 
Fruiterer 
JLPO Gorton 1906-9 
1906 returned unopposed as Labour candidate for Town Hall ward, Gorton 
UDC election; 1909 Labour municipal candidate Gorton S* (def, ) 

GRICE9_William Eo 
Process artist 
BSPI Chorlton 1911-12 
Branch see. 1911-12. 

GRIERSON, Jack 
Metal worker 
Oss 
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GRIFFITHS, William-Henry 

ILPq Gorton 1892-1906 
Chairman, Gorton div. ILP 1892; Gorton delegate to lst Gen. Conference 
of ILP; Gorton rep. on EC of Manchester & Salford ILP 1893; ILP mun. 

. candidate Ste Mark's Ward 1896p '97 & 198 (defe). 

GUMING. Thomas H. 
Boot maker 
ILPv 1897-1903 
Hon. See. Manchester & Salford ILP 1897-1903; Hulme ILP/SDF/ Scoialict 
Society candidate for Chorlton Guardians 1899 (def, ; 1900 secretary 
of United Workers Municipal Election Committee, 

HACKETT, W11, 

ILP, joined Manchester Central Jan. 1907- 

HADFIELD, Albert 
Plechanio 
ILPI Gorton 1895-6 
Branch sec. 1895- 

HAGUE, Maxy A=e (wife of Sam) 

ILP (d. 1909) 

HAGUE, Sam (husband of Mary Anne) 
Registration agent 
ILPI Gorton 1899-1913 
1906 Labour candidate St. James Wardp Gorton UDC (returned unopposed), 
1907 Labour agent, Gorton Parl. Division; 1909-24 Labour Councillorl 
Gorton S.; Jan. 1910 agent for John Hodge, Gorton parl. election; 1912 
Labour candidate for Openshaw in 3, Manchester Guardians election 
(def. ); 1912 EC of No. 9 Division ILP; 1913 Secretaryl Gorton ILP 
Federation. 

HALES, Edward 
Insarance agent 
ILPI 1906-10 
Socialist candidatep Chorlton-on-bledlock Guardians election 1910 (def. ). 

HALL, MisB Eleanor 

SDFj S. Salford 1694-5- 

HALL9 Fred 

ILPp U. Manchester 1909-10. 

HALL, George 
School attendance officer (later fruiterer) 
ILP, Longsight 1909- 
ILP & Unemployed man. candidate St. Mark's 1908 (def, ); contested 
Gorton Guardians election 1909 (def. ); Labour mun, candidate 
Longsight 1909 (def, ); Socialist candidate for Ardwick wardp Chorlton 
Guardiansp 1910 (def*); Labour & ILP candidate for Levenshulme, Be 
Manchester Guardiansp 1912 (def ) ILP & Labour municipal candidate 
Longsight 1912 & Ste Mark's lqlý 

Idef. 
); 1914 candidate for Hulme 

Ward, Manchester Guardians election (defe) 
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'5919-36. Labour councillor, St. Mark's ward; Alderman 1936-447 

HALL9 J. 
Cashier 
ILPI Manchester Central 1905-6, 

-HAIL 9J 

BSP, Pendleton 1912 
: Branch 'See. 1912. 

HALL,, J., B. 

ILPy joined Manchester Central Feb. 1904- 

HALL, Leonard William (husband of Pattie) 
Journalist, 17t-er china dealer, then traveller for oil company 
ZSocialist League; SDF; N. Manchester Fabian societY7 ILP1892-? 1911; 
BSP 1911-13; Industrial Unionist ý 
Founder member of Manchester & Salford ILP 1892; Secretary of Lancso 
& Adjacent Counties Labour Amalgamation 1891-5; Union rep. on Manchester 
& Salford Trades Council & at TUC 1893v '94; 1893-5 President of Lance. 
& District ILP Federation; 189-ý--5 Presidentl Manchester & Salford ILP; 
1893-5 ILP prospective Parle candidate KE Manchester (resigned); 
1894,. -6 on NAC; 1896 imprisoned for speaking at Boggart Hole Clough; 
1696-1902 journalist; left Manchester area 1907; 1909 Birmingham 
Central branch ILP rep. at Anmal Conference; 1909-10 Midlands repe 
on NAG; 1910 co-author of 'Green Manifestol;. founder of Birmingham 
Socialist Party 1911; 2912 attended Socialist Unity Conference; 
elected to 13SP Exec, 1911 & 012; withdrew from BSP because of his 
support for Industrial Unionism; probably joined SLP in Birmingham; 
supported WSPU Zd, 1916 9 

HALL9-Mrs. Pattie (wife of Leonard) 

ILP (probably resigned 1907 because of WSPU activities) 
1896 involved in protest re Boggart Hole Clough; 1903 founder member 
of WSPU; 1913 arrested with 2 daughters, Nellie & Emmelinelfor WSPU 
activities (possession of explosive materials) - charges against her 

subsequently dropped, 

HALL. Robert Chadwick 
Insurance agent (National Union of Life Assurance Agents); later 

organising secretaryl Land Hationalisation Society. 
ILP 1904-11 
Secretary, Nat. Union of Life Assurance Agents 1901-4; Trades Council 
1896-1905; 1904-5 Organising Secretary, Manchester & Sa. 1ford LRO; 
1907-11 Lancs. organiser for Land Nationalisation Society; 1908 
treasurerv Manchester & Salford Unemployed Emergency Committee; 
regular speaker for ILP; agent for J. R. Clynes in Jan. 1910 General 
Election. (d. 1911) 

HALL, William Knight 
Loaded coal boats at Pandleton colliery 
SDF 1886-94 
Lectured for SDF 1893-4; SDF Parl, candidate for : 3. Salford 1893 (def., ); 
1894 Lancs, District Organiser SDF. 
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HALLING9 Miss Daisy 
Actress; socialist propagandist 
? ILP 1908-13 
1908 left professional stage2 lived in Corporation Dwellings in 
Oldham Rd, & devoted self to socialist propaganda in Lancs., S. Walesv 
W, of England & Yorks.; worked for Dan Irving at NW Manchester election 
1908; gave dramatic recitals for ILP & wrote propaganda play 'Pinnacles 
of the Faturelt in which she performed at Pankharst Hall. 

HALLOWS. William 

ILP, Manchester Central 1904-7; City of Manchester 1907-9 
Secretaryj Manchester Central branch 1905-7 (resigned office because 
working overtime>, March 1907 resigned from branch because disagreed 
with suffrage policy & became Secretary of new City of Manchester 
branch. 

HALPIN, Tom 
Draper 
oss 

HAMPSON., Ce 

ILPt Mi Manchester 1911 
Branch Secretary 1911 

HAMPSONý' Walter ('Casey') 
Violinist & socialist propagandist 
ILP c. 190p- 
Helped to form lst branch of Musicians' Union in Stockport & elected 
President; assisted women's suffrage demonstration led by Mrs. Baines 

at Southport; victimised for socialist activities while orchestral 
player; 1905- evolved own brand of socialist propaganda with & through 

music; 1907- regular contributor to Labour Leader; campaigned for 
Victor Grayson in Colne Valley by-election 1907 & Dan Irving in NW 
Manchester 1908; active support for Burston School Strike April 1914- 
Zanti-war propagandist; 1917 & 118 toured Ireland at invitation of 
Socialist Party of Ireland; continued as itinerant propagandist until 
breakdown of helth in late 120s; d. 19327 

HARDACRE, J, Pitt 
Lessee & manager of Queen's Theatre, Manchester 
Clarion movement 1899-1902 
Chairman at preliminary meeting of Clarion Social Club lbqq; 1900 
elected President &a director of the Coo; 1901 elected to Manchester 
City Council for Oxford Ward as Independentl with support from Clarion. 

HARDCASTLE, James W. 
Lithographic printer 
ILPI E, Manchester 1894,. -6. 

HARDY.. Ao Pe 
lof Ruskin Hal17 
ILPI Manchester Central then New Cross 1905-6 
1905 Literature Secretary, Manchester Central branch; became Secretary 
of newly-formed New Cross branch & transferred membership; Octo 1905 
appointed Seco of Manchester & Belford ILP Council, 
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HARGREAVES. Ernest Ralph 

Clerk 
ILps X. Salford 1902-14 
Secretaryf K, Salford branch 1902-3; treasurer for Albert Paxk ward 
election 1905; conducted lie Salford Socialist Sunday School choir 1914- 

HARGREAVES, William He 
Clerk 
ILP, joined Manchester Central 1903 

HARKER, John (husband of Mary Helen) 
Manager of CWS shirt factory, Broughton 
1LP 1692- 

Founder member of Manchester & Salford ILPI became party's lot lecture 
secretary; rep, N. Manchester at ILP annual conferences 1893, '94,196; 
N. Manchester branch secretary 1894; keen co-operator - joined 
Manchester & Salford Co-op. Soc- 1894 & involved in ILP Co-op. Society 
Ltd* 1893-4; 1694-5 chairman of Central Unemployed Relief Committee; 
1894 supported establishment of a national Socialist Party; 1894 
candidate for Manchester School Board elections (def. ); municipal 
cand. for Harpurhey Ward 18941 195 & 196 (def. ); 1696 Vice-President 
Manchester & Salford ILP; fined for speaking at Boggart Role Clough 
1896; rep. Shirt & Jacket Cutters' Society on Manchester & Salford 
Trades Council 1892-1908; elected to TC Executive 1696s Vice-President 
1902, President 1903-51 then retained seat on Exec. until death in 
1908; rep. Manchester & Salford Co-op. at Annual Co-op. Congresses, 
Ibceter May 1902 & Doncaster June 1903; elected to Board of Management 
of Manchester & Salford Co-op. Jan. 1907, re-elected 1908* 1903 
elected to EC of Manchester & Salford ILP; 1903 Sec. of M; ýchester 

& Salford LRC; 1903 LRC Parl. candidate for W. salford - Nov. 1903 
candidature transferred to N. E. Manchester - resigned 1905; 1904 on 
EC of Free Trade League; 1906-7 Treasurer Manchester & Salford LRC; 
JP 1906; Trades Council rep. on Chamber of Commerce; member of 
Manchester & District Educational Association; d. 1908. 

HARKER9 Mrs. Mary liele (wife of John) 

ILP 
1894-5 assisted with daily distribution of food to unemployed; 
summoned for collecting at Boggart Hole Clough 1896t 1902 on committee 
of new Central Branch ILP; 1903 branch delegate to LRC; 1903 founder 
member of WSPU; attended Sir Edward Grey's meeting at Free Trade Hall 
Oct- 1905 with Christabel Pankharst & Annie Kenney; retired from 
militant suffrage movement 1912, when suffragettes burnt down 
Exhibition Hall in Rusholme &-1953.7 

HARLEY, William 
Joiner 
ILPI SW Manchester (Medlock St. ) 1894-1906. 
Branch sec. 1894) 1895y 1906; ILP mun. candidate St. John's ward 1894 
(def. ); auditor Manchester & Salford ILP 1895- 

IIARROLD9 J. 

BSP 1913 
1913 contested Gorton N, mun. election in opposition to JLp/Labour 
candidate (def. ). 
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HART. Charles Edwin 

Shopkeeper 
ILP 1896-1914 (? lived in Droylesden 1905--; 1907 member of Manchester 

Central branch) 
1896 See. E, Manchester branch ILP; 1905-14 regular speaker for ILP; 
member of Church Socialist League & its District Secretary 1911. 

HART9 Elijah John 
Portmanteau maker /later insurance agent-7 
ILP 1895- 
1695 & 196 ILP municipal candidate Openshaw Ward (def. ); 1902-8 ILP 
Councillor for Openshaw Ward; 1697-9 delegate to Trades Council & 
served on EG 1899; joined new Manchester Central branch ILP 1902 & 
branch rep. on Manchester & Salford LRC 1906; ; 908 campaigned for Dan 
Irving at N. W. Manchester by-election; director of Manchester Clarion 
C. afe 1908 
ý1919-35 Labour Councillor for Bradford Ward; Alderman 1935-56; Lord 
Mayor of Manchester 1938-9; d. 1959 

HARVEY, Joseph (father of Edith Middleton) 
Owned sweet shop & grocery shop & worked in linen warehouse 
ILP 
Founder of W. Salford ILP; captain of Salford Clarion Cycling Club, 
later life president. 

HASLAN, James 
Journal ist 
ILPI Withington 1909 
Branch sec. 1909* 

HATTON. Samuel H 
Clerk 
ILPI W. Salford 1910-13 
Branch see. 1910; branch auditor 
Council 1913. 

& delegate to Manchester & Salford. ILP 

RAWLEY, 
__Herbert 

ILPI Moss Side 1907-8 
Branch Sec. 1907; Clarion Scout. 

HAYES, John (husband of Sarah) 
Postman 
ILPý Salford 1903-8 
190-ý-6 ILP Councillor Ste Thomas' Ward, Salford; 1905 Chairman of 
Manchester brancht Postmen's Federation; 1906 Chairman of We Salford 
ILP/WSPU Votes for Women demonstration; 1908 forbidden by Postmaster 
General to take any further part in party politics* 

HAYE39 Mrs. Sarah (wife of John) 

ILP, Belford 1894-1915 
1894 Secretary of Hightown Branchy Women's National Association of 
the ILP; 1904 ILP/SDF candidate Pendleton Guardians (def. ); 1907 
elected as Socialist to Pendleton Guardians. 
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HEAVISIDE, Jaynes Harris 

(Typographical Assoc*) 
ILPq Salford 189-1-6 
ILP man. candidate Albert Park Ward 1893j Grosvenor Ward 1894 &- '95 
(def. ); Vico-President Manchester & Salford ILP 1893; Manchester & 
Salford ILP EC 1894; delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council 
1895-6; Vice-Presidentp Manchester branch of Typographical Assoc. 
1896; Manchester & Salford Trades Council rep. to Belfast TUC 1896. 

HMAPSALL9 John 
Traveller 
sDF, S. Salford 1894-1903 
Elective Auditor for Salford 1894-6; 1694 Sec. of S. Salford General 
Election Committee; 1896 municipal candidate Trafford Ward (withdrew); 
took part in Boggart Hole Clough campaign 1896; (, 1897 5ocialist Mun. 
candidate Ordsal Ward (def. ); 1900 adopted as Parl. candidate by 
united socialists of Accrington - SDF Exec. refused to endorse 
candidature; 1900 presided at meeting to protest against annexation 
of Boer Republics. 

UZISLEY, Godfrey H. 
Utudent, Owen's College 
ILPp joined Manchester Central branch 1906. 

HEITSHALL, He=y ('Harry') 
FNinter/publisher; journalist 
ZN. Manchester Fabian Society; LE47 ILP 1892-1909 
Joint Secretary 1892 May Day demonstration committee; Deco 1892 elected 
corresponding secretary, N. Manchester Fabian Society; founded 
Manchester Labour Press Society 1892 & managed it until 1901; 1893 
Secretary of Fabian Societies of Lancs, & Cheshire; 1894 ILP municipal 
candidate Miles Platting (def. ); 1896 spoke at Boggart Hole Clough & 

summonsed; organised Manchester branch of Workers' Union 1898; Oct. 
1698 re-elected to EC of Typographical Assoc.; 1900 organised 6top- 
the-War propaganda; 1901 printer/publisher at St. Anne's-on-Sea; 1903- 
lecturer & journalist (became lobby correspondent of Daily Dispatch); 
1907 took part in formation of National Union of Journalists; 1909 

expelled from Stockport ILP when objected to G. N. Barnes' call for 

socialists to vote for Liberal Party; 'became organiser for Tariff 
Aeform League 
Zl-914 chief recruiting officer for Stockport; 1917 helped to organise 
National Party; became Condervative; 1929-46 weekly columnist in 
Stockport, Exp 

IIERFORD, H. V. 

ILPI Manchester Central, joined 1906 
Manchester Labour Church. 

HEUORD, Rev. LIOL. 
Rector of St. Matthew's charch, Ardwick 
ILPt joined Levenshulme branch July 1908 

HEWITT, G. Eo 

ILPI N, W. Manchester (Cheetham) 1695-6 
Branch Sec. 1895-6. 
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HEYVIUOD, James 
Dealer in paper, rope, twine & fents 
ILPI N, W, Manchester 1894-5 
Branch Sec. 1694-5. 

HIBBERT, 
-George Dailding worker 

Oss 

HIBBLRT9 James A. 
Insurance agent 
Clarion Fellowship 1900 

HIGGS9 G. H. 

ILP, Gorton 1893-4 
Branch sec. 1893-4 

HIGNETT, Cissio 
Teacher 
oss 

HILL, Samuel 
Joiner 
ILP, H. 
Branch 

HILTON, F. 

Manchester 1893 
sec. 1893. 

w) ,P 1909 
SLP mun. candidate Trafford Ward 1909 (def. ) 

_HI 
IIDLE ,P aul 

ILPy Longsight 1894 
Branch see. 1894- 

HITCHIN. J. B. 
Confectioner 
SDF 1904-5 
Active in unemployed move. 1904-5; assisted ILP in Clarion Van 
campaign in Moss Side Aug. 1905. 

HOBSON, Harry 8, 

N. Manchester Fabian Society 1893-4 
Secretary, Manchester Labour Press Society 1893-4. 

HODGE, John 
General Secretary, Steel Smelters' U. 1892-; 1906 Labour IT for Gorton 
Liberal, then declared adherence to ILP Nov* 1900 
1903 Labour candidate at Preston by-election (def. ); elected to Llic 
EC 1905; 1907 on new Labour Party Executive; 1907 Steel Workers' 
delegate to International Socialist & Labour Congress, Stuttgart. 
ý11916 ILP branches of Gorton Div. hold meeting & decided Hodge no 
longer satisfactory Parl. rep.; became Kinister of Labour 19171 then 
Minister of Pensions; 1923 did not defend sea-Y 



-1047- 
HODGEYj J. T. 

Independent Socialist 1911 
Ind. Socialist candidate for St. Thomas' Ward 1911 (elected). 

HOLDEN, J, 

. Didsbary Socialist Society/ILP 1908-11 
Secretary of 15ocialist Society 19080 then of ILP branch 1908-11. 

HOLDING, John Alfred 
Beer retailer 
ILPI HE Manchester 1894-5 
Branch treasurer 1894-5 

HOLLAND9 Charlotte, 

ILP 1906-7 
6peaker 1906-7- 

HOLLINS, Dick 
Emgincer 
oss 

HOLLINS, Fred 
Engýneer 
Oss 

HOLLINS9 Harold 
Engineer 
oss 

HOLLOWAY, Ezra 
insurance agent 
6DP 1908 
Chairman, SDP Easter Demonstration Committee 1908 

HOLT9--Edmand (father of Elizabeth Vavies) 
Rubber worker, then insurance agent 
ILP Bradford ward, joined OSS after removed to Higher Openshawe 

HOLT9 Jo, 

ILP, joined Nanchester Central Sept. 1905- 

HORNE. Rev. Thomas 
liector of St, John the Baptist church, Hulme 
Christian Socialist Union 
1896 held Sunday conferences on 'the gospel of the poor'; spoke for ILP 
1895-1902; appointed Workhouse Chaplain by Chorlton Guardians 1896. 

HORROCKS, Frederick 
Tailor's cutter 
ILPt Rusholme 1907 
Branch sec. 1907- 
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HORROCK39 William 

Coal heaver, later sold sweets at football matches when unemployed 
Zbemocratic League; National Secular bociety; Salford Radical Assoc-7 

SDF/BSP 1884-1918 
1893 & '94 SDF'-candidatep Pendleton Guardians def*); JulY 1893 
SDF/ILP candidate St. Paul's Ward by-election 

ýdef. 
); -5DF/ILP 

candidate balford Guardians 18979 Pandleton Guardians 1904 (def. ); 
local speaker & propagandist - took part in Ardwick Green free speech 
campaign 1693-4 & arrested when attempted to speak in Albert Square 
Jan. 1894; active in unemployed agitation 1904. 
fopposed lst World War; dolgly 

HORSFALL, Giles SharD 
Compositor 
SDF, S. Salford 1892-5; ILPI joined Manchester Central April 1912. 
'Fidus Achates' of Workman's Times; Treasurer of W. K. Hall's election 
fund 1892; at foundation meeting of Manchester & Salford ILP; 
Treasurerg S. Salford SDF 1895 (no information between April 1895 & 
joining Manchester Central ILP 1912; ? out of district) 

HOUGH, George Frederick 
Salesman 
ILP, Rusholme 1909 
Branch secretary 1909 

HOUGHTON, William 
Pattern maker 
Socialist League (anarchist) 1893 
Arrested & imprisoned Deco 1893 after speaking at Ardwick Green 

HOWARTH, Ernest J. 
Mechanic 
ILPI Miles Platting 1905 
Branch secretary 1905. 

HUDSON, James B. 
Hairdresser 
ILP, SW Manchester 1693-5; SDFi SW Manchester 1896-1909 
Local speaker for ILPI then SDF; contimed to speak at ILP meetings in 
1896 when described as an OF member; opposed Boer War; spoke at So 
Salford SIR Paris, Commune celebrations 1901 & '03; took part in 
unemployed meeting 1904; 1906. Social Democrat candidate for Openshaw 
Guardians (def. ) 

HUDSON, James H. 
Teacher - Assistant master, Salford Municipal Secondary School for 

BOYS 1907-16 
ILPI Urmston & Flixton 
Lectured in economics at Manchester Evening School of Commerce & in 
public finance &- econ. history at Burnley Mechanics' Institute; 1909-16 
Socretary2 Lanes. Division ILP; 1909 Secretary Manchester & Salford ILP; 
laid foundation stone of Morris Hallo Urmston2 September 1910; L912 
prospective Parl. candidatey Eccles; ? -1913 president of Lanes. 
Certificated Class Teachers' Association; at times held most of 
representative positions in Manchester &, Salford branches NUT 
served on National Executive of Class Teachers. 
11914 joined No Conscription Fellowship - 1915 on committee; 1915 
joined Union of Democratic Control & attended conference re Labour & 
UDC Play 1915; Dec. 1915 Salford Council considered his dismissal from 



-1049- 
teaching post-because of political & anti-war activitieep, but decided 
against; March 1916 at formation of Manchester & Salford Anti- 
Conscription League; 1916 sentenced to 2 ye= imprisonment an CO - 
in Isiormwood Scrubs (with Fenner Brockway), Wandsworth Gaol & Kenmel 
Camp; released from Strangeways April 1919; attended Hands off husrýia 
demonstration, Free Trade Hall June 1919p & series of meetings to 
protest against blockade; Sept. 1919 withdrew candidature for Eccles; 
parl., candidate for Skipton for 12 months - withdrew for financial 
reasons; Nov. 1920 took part in 'Hands off Ireland' demonstration; 
rep. No. 9 Division ILP on ITAG for 2 years; March 1921 ILP delegate to 
Vienna International Socialist Congress; 1921 - prospective ILP 
candidate Huddersfield (def. ); 1934 prospective Labour cande for 
Stockport (def. at 1935 aeneral Election 

HUGHES, Herbert 

BSP, N. Salford 1911-12 
Branch secretary 1911-12. 

HUMBERTSON, J. E, 

ILPI joined Manchester Central April 1906. 

HUMPHRIES, John 

ILPq N*W. Manchester 1909-10y Crumpsall 1913 
Iftl Manchester branch secretary 19-9-10, See. of now Cxumpsdll branch 1913- 

HUNT, Mrs. 
--I. 

ILPf joined Manchester Central 1905- 

HUNT, Charles W. 

Withington Socialist Society 1907-8; Withington ILP 1913-14 
Socialist Society chairman 1907Y 1908; Treasurer, Withington ILP 1913; 
ILP & Labour mun. candidate Moss Side 1914 (def. ). 

HUINT. William 
Compositor 
ILPy N. Salford 1893-1909 
? 'Hawkshawl of Clarion; 1894 H. Salford div. organiser for School 
Board elections; 1695 Sec. N. Salford ILP; 1895-6 delegate to 
Manchester2 Salford & District Edacational Association; 1896 convener 
of 14av Day demonstration; 1897-1906 anznally re-elected as Elective 
Auditor for Salford; 1900 ILP & Trades Council candidate for Salford 
School Board (def. ); 1903 president of Manchester branch, Typographical 
Association - member of union's Representative Council & delegate to 
Manchester & Salford Trades Council; selected as TA branch rep. to 
attend delegate meeting in Birmingham Jane 1904; retired as Elective 
Auditor I'llarch 1906 because of union activities; 1909 Labour municipal 
candidate Grosvenor Ward (def, ) 

RUITTER9 W. 

BSPI Rusholme 1911 
Branch Sec* 1911-12 
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HUTCHItSON, " W. He 

National organiser of "algamated Fingineering Union 
ILP2 Openshawo 

ISHRRWOOD, Robert 
Mount-catter 
ILPI Moss Side ? 1899-1909 
Branch secretary 1909. 

JACIMAN, Thomas 
Stocktaker 
ILPI Blackley 1904 
Secretary of new branch 1904. 

JACKSON, William T. 
Plasterer 
ILPp 11. Manchester 1892- 
Branch secretary 1896-7; 1897 organised Fred Brockleburstle School 
Board election campaign; 1903 branch chairman; 1903-6 Councillor for 
Harpurhey ward (lost seat 1906 by 23 votes); again elected as ILPARG 
candidate for Harpurhey Ward 1907 & served until 1918. 

, 
CAlderman 1918-45; Lord Mayor 1923-4; influential in establishment of 
Wythenshawe Estatýj 

JAMES, Alfred 
Registration agent 
ILP2 Newton Heath 1914, - 
1913 LRO organiser for BE Manchester; 1914 secretary of new Newton 
: ý-eath branch; election agent to J. H. Clynes; 1915 elected to Newton 
Guardians. 

JAMM, Jwnes Herbert 
Joiner 
ILP, SW Manchester 1909 
Branch secretary 1909 

JOHNSON, J. H. 

5DF 1894 
SDF candidatey Salford Guardians 1894 (def. ) 

JOIRiSON, Olman 

ILP) Levenshulme 1909-10 
Branch Sec. 1909-10. 

JOHNSON, William 
General Sebretary, National Union of Shop AsrAstants 
ZX-anchester Fabian Society7 ILP 1892- 
Founder member of Manchesler & 6alford ILP, on lot EC; 1892 Chairman, 
S. Manchester ILP; 1893 delegate to Bradford Conference & member of 
let NAC - resigned October 1693 as protest against inaction; left 
Manchester when union HQ moved to London ? June 1893; subsequently 
resigned union post & succeeded Shaw Maxwell as Secretary of the 
Democratic Club. - 
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JOHNSTON. James 

Civil engineer 
ILP 1894ý-1912 
1892- JP for Manchester; 1893 Presidentp 11anchester & Salford Co-op,; 
1895 ILP Parl. candidate NE Manchester (def. ); 1896 ILP mun. 
candidate Medlock St. ward (def. ); 1896 Clarion vanner; 1897 opened 
summer camp for little slum girls at Southport - 1898 opened 2nd 
c.. -mp at St. Anne's; 1697 Chairmanp Lancu. & Cheshire Ind. Labour 
Federation; 1697 MacclesfieldILP candidate for Guardians & delegate 
to ILP Annual Conference; 1698 Hulme Socialist Society & flulme 
Working Men's Reform Club mun. candidate for St. George's ward - 
elected & served until 1901; 1900 Soc. & Labour Parl. candidate for 
Ashton-under-Lyne (def, ); 1901 lost Council seat; 1902 elected to 
NAC; elected to Manchester City Council at Blackley & Moston by- 
election August 1902 (sarved until 1916); 1903 treasurer, Manchester 
& Salford LRC; active in Co-operative movemento Working Men's Clubs 
Assoc. & Practical & Recreative Evenina Classes Committee; chairman 
of Smoke Abatement League; 1910 elected to Manchester Board of 
Guardians. 
CAlderman 1916-2q7 

JORES, AIWI 
Secretary, Typographical Association 
ILPp 1900 

JOIM39 James Llewelyn 
Bookbinder 
ILPp Levenshulme 1911 
Branch see. 1911 

JONES, J, Te 

ILP, ? 1909-13 
Labour mun. candidate New Cross 1909 (def. ) 1910 (elected); Jan. 1913 
Manchester & Salford LRC & New Cross ILP condemned his action arising 
out of Ardwick Ward municipal election - ILP branch no longer 
recognized him as member; 1913 contested New Cross as TU candidate (def, ) 

jons. Samuel 
Cashier 
ILP 1 1898- 
1898 Secretary Bradford (Manchester) ILP Cinderella Club; Clarion Scout; 
Clarion Choir. 

, 
Cimprisoned as CO during World War 

KENNEY, Annie 
Cotton operative; WSPU speaker 
ILP2 Oldham - then joined Manchester Central November 1905 
Elected to committee of Card & Blowing Room Operatives' Union, Oldham; 
Oldham Trades Council delegate; imprisoned as result of WSPU protest 
at Sir Edward Grey's meetingp Free Trade Hall, October 1905; 1906 
moved to London - on London Committee of IISPU. 

LARGE, H. Dawson 

Clarion movement 1910-14 
Clarion vanner 1910 
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LARRAD. Thomas Mark 
Printer 
ILP 1911- 
ZRanchester Cit Councillor for New Crosa 1925-89 St- Mark-'a 1933-51; 
Alderman 1951-53 

LAW9 Arthur 
Railwayman (ASRS) 
ILP 1896-1911 
ASRS Executive 19071 1911- 

LAWLER, Francis 11. 
Saddler (Union of Saddlers) 
ILP, SW Manchester 1892-? 198 
1892 Secretaryl S. W. Manchester ILP; 1893 & '94 ILP mun. candidate St. 
I-lark's Ward, Gorton (def. ); 1894 Vice-President Manchester & Salford 
ILP & lecture secretary; 1895 mun., candidate Medlock St. (defe); 1896 
on EC of Saddlers' Union; union rep. on Manchester & Salford Trades 
Council -1898; 1898 spoke on 'Why I left the ILPI (no reasons given) - by 
1903 was lecturer for National Reform Union but continued to speak 
occasionally at ILP meetings until 1911. 

LAWRENCE. Samuel Thomas 
Proprietor, Temperance Commercial Hotel (22 Piccadilly, Manchester) 
ILPy Manchester Central 1907-14 
1910-12 Commercial Travellers' Socialist League. 

LAWRIE9 Hu 
Organiserl Workers' Union 
? ILP 1911-12 
Spoke for railway strikers 1911; defended 'Don't shoot' policy 1912; 
1912 Labour & ILP man. candidate (def. ) 

LAWSON, Eva 
Teacher 
Clarion movement 
Taught at -Socialist Sunday School. 

LAWSON9 Mrs. Margaret 
, 

(mother of Eva) 
Midwife (National Association of Midwives) 
ILP, ? 1909-13 
Elected as Socialist & Labour candidate to . 5. Manchester Guardians 1909, 
1912; teacher at Socialist Sunday School. 

LEA!, A 

ILPI Manchester Central 1903-6 
Branch Secretary 1903, treasurer 1904-6; resigned office June 1906- 
would bd away for some months on business voyage to S. America. 

LRATHAM, James 
Compositor (Typographical 
Moved from'Aberdeen 1893; 
1895; speaker for 5DFI ILP 
establish Hulme & Broadway 
for printers at Heywood's, 
organising committee; 1895 
Executive; 1895 toO4 lead 
dismissed & blacklisted by 

Association) 
contrib, series of articles for Justice 1693, 
& Labour Church in If. & Midlands; helped to 
branches of SDF; 1894 Father of the Chapel 
member of Trades Council & of Counoills 
elected to provincial section of SDP 

in successful campaign for 48 hour weekp was 
Employers' Assoc.; 1696 became full-time 
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salaried organiser for SDF in N. , Midlands & Scotland; 1696 prospective 
Social Democratic parl. candidate for LeiGh div. of Lance. (by-election 
was anticipated); 1897 moved to Peterheade 

LEE, Mies Ada 
? student, Manchester University 
1906 . 6ecretary$ Manchester University Socialist Society 

LEE, Miss Annie 
(Workers' Union) 
ILP, Openshaw 1899-; OSS 
Secretary, Openshaw ILP 1001-3; Workers' Union delegate to 1901 LRC 
conference. 
Zoigned Left Wing ILP declaration urging affiliation to 3rd 
International 1920; repo Gorton So on Manchester City Council 1919-36; 
Alderman 1936-45; was lst Labour vioman on City Council & lot woman 
Aldermanj 

LEE9 George 

Chorlton-cum-Hardy Socialist Society 1901. 

LEE. John 
General dealer 
ILP, U Manchester 1894-1912 (? Manchester Central 1904) 
ILP man. candidate Medlock St. 18931 1894 (def. ); Secretary SW 
Manchester branch 1905-6; regulax speaker in Manchester area. 

LEE, J. Newsham 

ILPI Openshaw 1899-1903 
Branch secretary 1903. 

LEOUNG, Frederick 
Clerk 
ILPp S. Manchester 1892-4 
Founder member of Manchester & Salford ILP & of Manchester ILP 
Wheelers; S. Manchester branch sec. 1894-5; mun. candidate St. Luke's 
ward 1894 (def. ); wrote Clarion cycling column as 'Swifteurel; 1913 
in Australia. 

LEGGE, Alfred 
Organiserp British Labour Amalgamation 
ILP, Gorton 1910-14 
1911 Labour cand. St. Mark'sp Gorton (def*) 

LEIGH, A, S. 

ILPI Blackley & Moston 1912 
Branch sec. 1912 

LEIGH, WH. 

ILP, W, Salford 1905-7 
Branch see. 1905. 
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LETT!, J. B. 

ILPI W. Salford 1906-15 
Branch membership aeo. 1913 Zs-ecretary lglg 

LEWIS, A. 

ILPt joined Manchester Central Nov. 1905. 

L -LAI IS 9 F. T. Wolsel2Z 

ILPf Manchester Central 1905-7 
bpeaker; delegate to Manchester & Salford ILP Council 1905; branch Lit. 
Seo- 1906-7; resigned 1907 - intended to leave Manchester to got work. 

LIRDLEY, Peter 
Printer 
ILP, ? 1902- (lived in Pendlebury); 1907 joined Manchester Central branch 
1902, '03 ILP District Council. 

LINWP, 
- 

William 
Walking stick mamfacturer 
Clarion movement 
Clarion Scout; 1900 director of Manchester Clarion Social Club. 

LIDGARD, J. 

ILPy Longsight 1698 
Branch sec. 1896. 

LISTER, Irvine 
Student, Manchester University 
? ILP 1904-5 
Spoke for ILF at Tib St. 

LOCKER, Leon 
Clarion movement; ILP, joined Manchester Central 1914 
Zb-ecame Treasurer of Manchester & Salford ILP Federation; Council 
membery then Treasurery of Clarion Club; 1917- Poale Zion--7 

LONGFIELD, E, 

BSPI E. 
Branch 

LOWE, A. E. 

blanchenter 1913 
See- 1913. 

ILPI NE Manchester 1895-1900 
1895 Financial Sec. NE Manchester branch; 1896 Financial See. & 
Treasurer of Manchester & Salford ILP; 1896 convener of meeting to 
inaugurate branch of women's ILP; treasurer Manchester & Salford ILP 
1898-1900 - did not seek re-election 1900. 

LOWE, Frank 
Painter 
ILP 1906-14 
l9o6 iLp mun. candidate Miles Platting (def,, ); contested Medlock St. 
19092 Ardwick 1912p New Cross 1913 & at by-election Feb. 1914 (def. ); 
regular local speaker. 
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LOWTH, William 

ILP, Longsight 1908-11 
: Branch sec. 1908,1909; Secretary, Manchester & Ualford ILP 1910. 

MABEN, William 
Consulting engineer 
, 
Cllanchester Radical Association 

. 
11 ILPp St. George's 1894 (branch waa 

suspended by district EC Oct. 1894 & became SDF branch March 1895); SIN, 
Hulme 1695-7; 1897-1901 Hulme Socialist Society. 
1694 election agent for Richard Andorson (ILP) at Ste George's ward 
by-election; 1896 SDF candidate for St. George's (defe); 1897 elected 
to Manchester City Council for St. George's as candidate ofHulme 
Socialist Society; on Council was concerned with housingp emoke 
nuisance & official incompetence. 

146CABE, Patrick 
Elechanic 
Socialist League/ anarchist 1893 
Arrested for speaking at Ardwick Green 1893. 

MCCALL, J. N. 
6tudent, Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

it ceAliN, John A. 

ILP, Longsight 1906-11,1911 joined Manchester Central 
Branch secretary 1906; Sec. Manchester & Salford ILP Council 1907; 
April 1911 working for All For Britain League; Oct. 1911 accepted for 
membership of Central branch on grounds that no longer connected with 
League. 

McCARTHY., A, 

SDFj N. 
Branch 

Salford 1895 
secretary 1895. 

M cCLEMFM-, - 
W. 

ILP, Manchester Central 1903-7 (resioned 1907 to join another branch). 

McCORMICK, James 

ILPp Gorton 1902 
Branch Sec. 1902. 

McDONALD, Richard 
Greengrocer 
ILP 1906 
ILP man. candidate for Longsight 1906 (def. ) 

McGARVIEq John H. 
Bootmaker 
SDF/MP Salford 1695-1913 
SDF man. candidate St. Matthias ward2 : 3alford, 1895 & 196 (def. ); 
ILP/S. DF candidate Salford Guardians 1897 (def, ); 1906 Socialist & 
Labour cand. Salford Guardians (def. ); 1911 Independent Socialist cand. 
st. Paul's (def. ); 1912 BSP cand. Crescent Ward (def. ); 1913 BBP cand. 
St. Paul's (def. ). 
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Postman 
ILpv Crampsall & Cheetham 1906-9 
Branch sec. 1906; 1909 mun. candidate C=npsall ward (defo). 

blcGLASSON. JoceDh Edward 
Warehouseman 
SDF/ . Mpg N. Salford &- Manchester Central 1895-1914 
Secretary N. Salford SDF 1895P 1698P 1900; rep. Bleachers, Dyers 
Finishers (Bolton Amalgamation) on Manchester & Salford TC 1898; 1901 
6DF rep. at LRC Ist Annual Conference; regular speaker; active in 
unemployed move. 1904-5; Secretary, Manchester Central SDF 19041 
1905; 1914 Chairman of Daily Citizen fellowship. 

MCGREGOR9 So 

ILP, 1893 
ILP man. candidate St. Luke's 1893 (def, ) 

MoILWRAITH, C. 

ILP, Openshaw 1913-15 
Branch see. 1913,1915- 

McKELLEN, T. 

ILPI Crumpsall 1907-10 
Branch see. 1907- 

McKENN9 R. J. 

ILP) 1903-12 
1903 on committee of Pankharst Hall Socialist Sunday School; regular 

speaker. 

McLACIILAN. John MacKean 
(National Union of Clerks) 
ILP 1902- 
Manchester Central branch sec. 1902-4; 1904 elected to Levensbulme 
UDC (served until 1907); 1905 active in unemployed movement; 1907 
attended conference on militarism - moved resolution in favour of 
citizen army; ILP rep. on Manchester & Salford LRC aec. & President 
of LRC 1907-11ý Vice-President 1912; 1908-9 director of Manchester 
Clarion Cafe Ltd.; 1909 Levenshulme Elementary Education Committee; 
1909-13 Lancs. Div, rep. on NAC; Chairman of Lancs. Division 
Conference June 1909; 1909- Jan. 1910 ILP Parle candidate SW 
Manchester (def. ); 1910 joint author of 'Green Manifesto'; 1910 
mun. candidate Ardwick waxd (def. ); 1911 NAC delegate to Labour 
Party Conference; 1911 elected to Hanchester City Council - Ardwick 
Ward (served until 1919); reGular speaker 1902-14. 

NcLAREN9 John 
Organizing secretaryt Manchester & Salford ILP 

ILPf Manchester Central 1908-9 
Moved from Glasgow to take up post as organizing secretary; 1908 active 
in unemployed movement; 1909 Secretary of Distress Committee; August 
1909 resigned post as org. sec. to take up organising and registration 
work for Philip Snowden in Blackburn. 
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MACLEAN, Bob 

(ABE) 
oss 

McLELLAN, Joe 

ILPI Newton Heath 1903 
Branch Sec. 1903- 

MAHER, Cornelius 

ILP, 1914-15 
Chairman, Manchester & Salford ILP Federation 1914p 1915- 

MAIDEN, J. P. 
Studentý Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

MALLON. J. J. 
Manchester University Settlement - ran Settlement Associates (with 

Theresa Billington) 
ILP, Maxichester Central 1902-10 
1906 Secretary, Anti-Sweating League; 1909 wrote for Woman Worker. 

MALTBY, SpE* 
Lecturer, Owen's College 
? ILP 
Lectured for ILP 1908-10; 1908 ran Economic & Industrial History class. 

MARQUIS, Po 
Student) Manchester University 
Manchester University Socialist Society 1906 
Vice-chairman of society 1906; 1909 lectured for N. Manchester ILP. 

MARR. T. R. 
Warden, Ancoats Art Museum & University Settlement 
ILP, Manchester Central 1902-10 
1901 supervised enquiry on housing; 1905 elected to Manchester City 
Council for New Cross ward as Independent (served until 1919); 
regular speaker for ILP; particularly active on Council re housing - 
became Chairman of Housing Sub-Committee. 

MARSHALL, GH. 
6tudent2 Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

MARTIN, Aq 

ILP 1903-20 
Joined Manchester Central 1903; Assistant Sec. 19040 transferred to 
SW Manchester (Moss Side); 1910,1911 SW Manchester'branch sec.; 1920 
chairman at ILP meeting Moss Side, 

MARTIN, Dr. Arthur Wyndham 
Medical Officer of Health for Gorton 
ILP 1894 - 
Treasurer, Manchester & Salford ILP 16949 1895; 1894 took part in ist 
public demonstration for right of way over Kinder Scout; 1894 elected 
to Choriton Guardians for Gorton district (re-elected 1897); 1896 
raised Christmas & New Year fund for tram drivers a conductorsy & 
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persuaded Baths Committee to issue children ýd tickets forý admission 
to public baths; 1896 on deputation to Home Secretary re Boggart Hole 
Clough; 1899 attended ILP Elected Persons Conferencep Leeds; regular 
? eaker for ILP - 1910. Ling 

World War 1 was pacifist (? Quaker) & leading figure in KCF; 
Gore Brook Hall (which he owned) became Hq of Gorton Socialist 
Cycling Club & Gorton Socialist Society (breakaway movement from 
Clarion organisation because Blatchford was pro-war) - Hall was 
used to hide NCF members on the ran, 7 

I 
MARTIN, 'Frederick Cornwall 

Manager 
ILP, 1906-7 
Speaker 

MARTIN, M. Lindsay 

ILPI No Salford 1905-6, Yd Manchester 1913 
Speaker (partic. at Tib St*); 1905 appealed on behalf of Russian 
Jewish 'Band'; supported WSPU women at Liberal demonstration; 1913 
toop part in Proportional Repiesentation Society's mock election. 

MAY, Miss_M. E. 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester University Students' Socialist society 1908-9. 
6ecretary 1908. 

MAYOR, Ha 
(ETU) worked at General Electric 
6DFy 8, Salford 
Active in union. 

MURS, Alfred 
AtiRS organiser 
ILPv ? 1892-1904 
1894 & 1896 ILP municipal candidate Newton Heath (defs); 1900 
Chairmanp filanchester & Salford ILP. 

MELLOR, William 
(Bookbinders & Machine Rulers' Consolidated Union) Taught bookbinding 
at Manchester School of Technology; 1904.. -16 editor of Bookbinding 
Trades Journal 
ILP 
Union delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1893-1914p 
elected to EC 1906t Vice-President 1908,1909p Secretary 1910-14; 
on Manchester & Salford LHCj EC member 1908, Treasurer 1909; held 
offices in uniony twice elected Chief Treasurer; lectured for ILP 
Working Hen's Clubs Assoo. 
ZM-anchester City Councillor for Blackley & Moston 1916-19p Moston 

1919-34,7 

MENDLISOHN, Morris 
Mackintosh maker 
Socialist Leagae/anarchist 
1894 arrested for speaking at Ardwick Green, 

1903- 

& 
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MENZIES, David 

si)Fv SW Manchester 1897-1907; ILPI City of Manchester 1907-9 
1897 worked to form SDF branch in Ifulme; 1905 assisted ILP Clarion 
Van campaign in I-loss Side; 1905-9 regular speaker in local area- 
speaker at Tib St. while still in SDF. 

MIDDLETON, Abraham D. (husband of Edith) 
Grocer 
ILP 
Clarion Cycling Club 

MIDDLETON, IIrs. Edith Elizabeth (wife of Abraham, daughter of Joseph Harvey) 
Worked in shops (father's - then husband's) 
ILP 
Attended Socialist Sunday School at Milton Hall. 

MILLAR. Andrew 
Wood turner 
ILP2 St. George's (aW Manchester) 1894-5i Hulme SDF 1896; Hulme 
Socialist Society L*for changes in branch allegiancep see entry on 
William Habenj 
1894 Corresponding See. St. George's ILP; 1895 branch sece; 1896 Sec. 
Hulme SDF; -1897 Hon. Sec. Hulme Socialist Society. 

HILLM, P. H. 

SDFj Stretford 1905 
6ecretary 1905 

MILLINGTON, Edward 
Telegraphist 
BSPI Urmston 1911 
branch see. 1911. 

MILLS!, 
-J. 

Fo 
Sub-editory then editor 
ILP, joined Manchester 

MI. uLWARD, - 
W. H. 

ILPI Levenshulme 1907 
Branch sec. 1907- 

of Labour Leader. 
Central 1906, 

MILNE, Alice (daughter of Peters sister of Daisy Somerville) 
Machinist (later trained as nurse at Withington Hospital & became 

Health Visitor for Stretford) 
ILP) joined Manchester Central 1906 
WSPU 6ecretary 1906-7 - was left in charge of Manchester office when 
Pankhursts concentrated activities on London; imprisoned for suffrage 
activities; resigned from WSPU Sept. 1907 (when major secession). 

MILNEI_Peter (father of Alice & Daisy Somerville) 
Police sergeant; when retired became part-time watchman at oil sidings 

on Ship Canal 
ILPI 1902-10 
? contested municipal election (def. ) 
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MITCHELL, Mrs. Hannah Maria 

housewife; -WSPU/Women1s Freedom League lecturer 
ILP (Ashton)p ? 1908- 11anchester 
Labour Church; 1904 elected as ILP candidate to Ashton Guardians; ? 1905 
joined WSPUp imprisoned 1906; assisted Alice Milne in running WSPU 
Manchester campaign when Pankhurste removed to London; October 1906 
attended WSPU Conferencep London; 1906 took part in WSPU's anti- 
Goverment campaign at Huddersfield by-election; 1907 speaker for 
WSPU in NE & London; 1908 left WSPU for Women's Freedom League; 
? 1908 moved to Manchester - joined Manchester ILP & Women's Labour 
League; active in ILP - 1914 delegate to 'Coming of Agel Conference. 
fsupported NCF and Women's International League during World liar 1; 
1921 & 1923 nom. as municipal candidate by ILPq but rejected by 
Labour Party; June 1924 elected as ILP cand. for Newton Heath & 
served until 1935; -1926-46 magistrate, 7 

MOLE. A. 

BSP 1912-13 
Mun. candidr. te St. George's 1912 & 1913 (def. ) 

ILPp Miles Platting 1913 
Branch treasurer 1912-13 (APril 1913 left for Australia on account of 

health) 

MORRISEY, Mrs. ? (wife of Councillor 

ILP, joined Manchester Central 
Active in WSPUI imprisoned for 

Morrisey of Liverpool) 

1906 
r-uffrage activities 1906. 

MORT9 Ted 
Grocer 
Oss 

mosst J. E. 

ILP, joined Manchester Central August 1905- 

KOSS, Tom 
Office worker 
Oss 

MOSS, WRter 
Actor 
Oss 

MOTLER, L. A. 

BSP, Weaste 1912 
Branch sec. 1912 

VIOTTERSHEAD. Henr 
Postman 
ILPI W. Salford 1904-8 
Labour & Socialist candidate Pandleton Guardians 1904 (def, ); 
financial sece Hanchesterv Salford & District branch of Postmen's 
Federation 1905; ILP mun. candidate St, Thomas Wardy Salford, 1905 - 
elected & served until 1908. 
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-MOTTERSHEAD, Percy 

ILPI W. Salford 1911 
Branch secretary 1911. 

PIUNRO, Jack 
Sheet metal worker 
OSS; Manchester Socialist Representation Committee; BSP 
: became Sec. of Manchester & Salford Trades Council. 

IqEWBOLD, John Turner Walton 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester University Students' Socialist Society; Manchester Students, 

Fabian Society; ILP 1910- 
Secretaryý Students' Soc. Soc. 1908; Treasurer, Students' Fabian 
Society 1912; 1912- ILP speaker; June 1913 attended National Peace 
Congress at Leeds as reps of Lancso & Cheshire Council of the Society 
of Friends; 1913-14 anti-war propagandist 

oined Plebs League 1917 - on EC 1918p 1919,1923; Deco 1918 Labour Cajrl, 
candidate Motherwell (defe); left ILP to join CPGB 1921; member 

of Executive of Ajabour Research Dept, 1922-6; member of Exec. of 
CPGB & of Communist International 1922-3; Nov. 1922- Dec. 1923 
Communist MP for Motherwell & Wishaw Div. of Lanark; 1924 resigned 
from CP & Communist International; May 1929 Labour purl. candidate 
Epping (def*); resigned from Labour Party 1931; d. 1943,7 

NEWUL!, F. 

SDF, Eccles 1901 
1901 See, Manchester District Council SDF 

NOEL. Rev. Conrad 
Curate of church in Salford 
Church Socialist League; SDP 1909 
Ordained 1694p Anglo-Catholic; lectured to Labour Churches & ILP 
branches; 1896 active in Boggart Hole Clough free speech campaign; 
? posed Boer War. 

1918 broke with League & founded own Catholic crusade; became rector 
of Thaxte47 

NUTTALL. Jose-Dh 
Stamp cutter (1692- Geheral Sec. of Block, lioller & stampcutters' society) 
ILP 1893-1914 
1894 elected to Salford School Board (re-elected 1697); 1895 lost job 
& unable to find work because of TU & School Board activities - was 
therefore appointed ILP organiser & election agent; 1895 ILP mun. 
candidate Grosvenor Wardý Salford (def. ); 1896 took part in BoUgart 
Hole Clough campaign; 1696 mun, candidate Charlestown Ward ýdef. ); 
1896-1914 union delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Councilp 
served on EC 18971 1905-9; 1897 candidate for Pendleton Co-op. 
Stores Committee (def. ); 1897 delegate to ILP Annual Conference, London; 
June 1697 contested by-election Charlestown ward (def. ); lb98 Sec. of May 
Da. Q* Demonstration Committee, 1898 supported Trades Federation 
Conference; 1898 ILP candidate Albert Park ward (def. ); 1898- 
chairman of HiChtown Socialist Land & Building Society - laid 
foundation stone of Pankhurst Hall Dec. 1898; 1899 delegate to ILP 
Anr, ual Conferencep Leeds - failed bid for election to NAC at 2nd 
ballot; Dec. 1899 resigned Lecretaryship of Manchester & Salford ILP - 
offered self for re-election in Feb* 1900 on condition had assistance 
in office (accepted)p 1902 elected to Salford Borough Council for 
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Albert Park Ward; 1903 Lecture See. No Salford ILP; 1904 Chairmany 
Salford ILP Council; 1905 returned unopposed as mun. candidate for 
Albert Park; Jan. 1906 Sec. of Manchester & Salford LRO & election 
agent for Kelly & Clynes; member of Salford Distress Committee; 1908 
lost Council seat; 1909 elected to Board of Labour Leader Ltd*; 1914 
presided over transfer of Pankhurst Hall from building society to ILP; 
superintendent of No Salford Socialist Sunday ýichool I-d*19147 

OAKDEN, Frank 

ILP, joined Manchester Central March 1906 

OAKLEY, Frank 
joiner 
ILP 
Clarionette, did voluntary work on Clarion clubhouse 

O'CONNOR, J. 

ILPq joined Manchester Central Dec. 1903; joined J33P Dec. 1911. 

OGDEII, Alfred 

ILPj 1899-1913 
1902 ILP mun. candidate Crumpsall (def. ); Dec. 1904 presided at 
quarterly meeting Manchester & Salford IIAP; 1905 took part in 
unemployed agitation; 1905 ILP man. candidate Moss bide (def. ); 1907 
& 1913 Labour cands Manchester Township Guardians (def. ); 1914 
Tre 

, asurery Manchester & Salford ILP Federation (re-elected 1915); 
regular local speaker. 

OLDHAM9 Jack 

ILPt Gorton ? 1897-1905 
Described as a 'veteran of the ILP in Manchesterl. 

OPFITSHAW, Charlie 
engineer 
oss 
Ran OSS literature stall. 

OPERSHAW, Frank 
Engineer 
oss 

OPF2iSHAW, J. 
postman 
ILPI W. Salford 1907-13 
1907 ILP cand. Seedley Ward (elected); 1908 Postmaster General forbade 
him & Hayes to take any further part in party politics; 1909 President 

of Manchesterp Salford & District branch of Postmen's Federation; 
1909 took chair at meeting of Manchester brancht Civil Service 
Socialist Society; 1910 re-elected for Seedley Ward; 1913 W. Salford 
delegate to ILP Anmal Conference. 

OPENSHAW, Waltýr_ 
Engineer 
oss 
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OPFNSHAV, Willie 
Engineer 
OSS 

PAGE, Will 

SDFI S. Salford 1892-3 
Took part in 1893 free speech campaign 

PALMER, William ('Whiffly Punctol) 
Artist - Sunday Chronicle, Clarion, 
Clarion movement 
Originated IMerrie England' lantern lecture - delivered it 130 times 
& travelled 10,000 miles* 

PANKHIJRST, Adel (daughter of Emmeline & Richard; sister of Christabelp 
Sylvia & Harry) 

Llementary school teacher 
ILPI joined Manchester Central Feb. 1905 
WSPUI imprisoned 1906; summer & autumn 1906 WSFU oreaniser in Yorks., 
supported textile strikers; arrested for suffrage activities in 
Scotland 1909; 1912 took part in WSPU campaign at NW Manchester by- 
election; (left Manchester to take course at Studley Horticultural 
College; went to Australia as organiser of Women's Party; became an 
organiser of Australian Socialist Party). 

PANKHURST, Christabel (daughter of Emmeline & Richard; sister of Adelay 
Sylvia & Harry) 

Law student, Manchester University; WSPU organiser 
ILPI joined Manchester Central Dec. 1904; resigned Sept. 1907 
Clarion Cycling Club; took part in Boggart Hole Clough meetings 1896; 
N. of England Women's Suffrage Society EC; Women's TUC ? 1901; 1901- 
lectured at ILP meetings; July 1905 took part in unemployed agitation; 
Oct- 1905 imprisoned for suffrage protest at Sir Edward Grey's 
meetingp Free Trade Hall; March 1906 Vice-Chairman of new Manchester 
University Socialist Society; Aug. 1906 campaigned v. Liberals at 
Cockermouth by-election & aroused criticism in lianchester & Salford 
ILP through failure to support Labour candidate; arrested & imprisoned 
after suffrage march to Commons Feb, 1907; resigned from ILP Sept. 

, 
207 & devoted self to militant suffragette activities. 1 

Ztook part in recruiting campaign World War 17 
PANKHURST, 

-Mrs. 
Emmeline (wife of Richard; mother of Adelay Christabely 

Harry & Sylvia) 
(Liberal - 1894) ILP 1894-1907 (resigned Sept, 1907) 
ILegistrar of Births & Deaths; ran shop (Emerson's); WSPU organiser 
Zl879 joined Women's Suffrage Society; ? 1880 co-opted to Married 
Women's Property Committee; Women's Franchise League 1889; Executive 
of Peace & Arbitration Assoc,; Fabian Societyl 
July 1894 ILP cand. for Manchester School Board (def. ); Sept. 1894 
resigned from Exec. of Lancs. & NW Chishire Union of Women's Liberal 
Associations; 1894 director of Social Trading Coo Ltd.; Dec, 1894 
elected to Chorlton Guardians as ILP candidate for Openshaw; 1895 
Vice-Pres. Manchester & Salford ILP; E. Manchester delegate to 1895 
ILP Annual Conference; Sept. 1895 contrib. paper to Ulverston 
Conference of Poor Law Guardians; 1696 SW Manchester delegate to 
ILP Annual Cdnference; summoned for part in Boj: gart Hole Clough 
campaign; 1897 took chair at S. salford B13F celebration of Paris 
Commune; 1697 spoke on behalf of locked-oat engineers; 1898 Gorton 
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del. to ILP Ann. Conf., elected to NAC; 1698 appointed Registrar 
for bi: bths and deaths, Chorlton-on-Nedlock; attended 1899 SDF Annual 
C, onf., 1900 elected to Manchester School Board; 1901 delegate for 
Dudley to ILP Ann. Conf - on platform; 1902 attended Annual Conference 
of Labour Elected Persons & delegate for Chorlton-on, -Medlock at ILP. 
Conference; attended 11. Counties Education League meoting 1902; bept, 
1902 joined new Manchester Central branch ILP - on committee; 1903 
Manchester Central delegate to ILP York Conference & to Manchoster 
& Salford LRC; 1903 formed WSPU; elected to IIAC at 1904 ILP Conf.; 
1904 delegate to ILP Peace Conference, Manchester; 1904, -5 took part 
in unemployment agitation; attended LHG Conference 1905; Central 
branch delegate to Manchester & Salford ILP EC 1905; February 1906 
presided at Red Sunday demonstration; Feb. 1906 organieed WSPU lobby 
of Parliament; 1906 Manchester Central delegate to ILP Conference & 
elected ILP delegate to LRC Conference; Manchester Central delegate to 
Anti-61weating Conference; 1907 Manchester Central delegate to ILP 
Conf. & ILP delegate to Labour Party Conference; electioti work in 
Colne Valley 1907; resigned from ILP Sept. 1907; - 1914 devoted career 
ta militant suffrage movement. 
Ztook part in recruiting campaign during lot World War; went to Russia 
to persuade Kerensky gov. to remain in war7 

PANKHURST, Harry (son of Emmeline & Richard, brother of Adela, Christabel 
& Sylvia) 

Schoolboy; later worked for Glaseow builder & became farm pupil 
ILPI joined Manchester Central 1905 (aZed 16) 
Assistant Literature Secretary 1905; spoke in debate March 1906; 

propaganda work for ILP & W3PU (d. 1909) 

PA14KHURSTI_Dr. Richard Marsden (husband of Emmeline, father of Adela, 
Christabell Harry & Sylvia) 

LLiberal -18947ILP 1894-8 
11fational Society for Women's Suffrage; 1873 cand. for Manchester 
6chool Board; 1884 took part in campaign v. House of Lords; 1885 Libe 
cand. for Rotherhithe (def. ); 1891 Prosident, Manchester Fabian 
SocietyJ7 
Joined S. Manchester ILP Sept. 1894; lectured at Ancoats Brother: 10od 
& attended demonstration re New Party Dec. 1894; 1895 chaired ILP 
committee to organise unemployed campaign; April 1895 S- Manchester 
delegate to ILP Ann. Conference; 1895 on Parl. Finance Committee of 
UP; 1695 ILP Parl* candidate Gorton (def, ); 1896 S. Manchester 
delegate to ILP Anmal Conf.; took part in Boggart Hole Clough free 
speech campaign 1896-1 spoke at International Peace Demonstrationy 
Hyde Park; 1096 selected as ILP mun. candidate Bradford ward 
(withdrew before election); withdrew from ITAC at 1897 ILP Conference; 
supported locked-out engineers; Gorton delegate to 1898 ILP Conf.; 
d, July 1898* 

PAIMHURSTLE. Sylvia (daughter of Emmeline & Richard; sister of Adelay 
Christabel & Harry) 

Art student 
ILP ? 1898 
lb96 attended Boggart Hole Clough meeting, . oined ILP at 16 (? 1898); 
decorated lecture hall at Pankchurst Hall; 

'21902-3 
travelling scholarship 

to Venice, 7; 1903 founder member of USPU; 1904 left Hanchester -, 
attended lioyal College of Art & later imprisoned for suffrage activities 
in London. 
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PARKER9 E. 

- 

ILPP 1894 
ILP mun. candidate Ilope Vlardv Salfordp 1894 (def-) 

PARKINSON, 
--E. 

H. 
(Union of Engravers to Calico Printers & Paper Stainers) 
6-DF 1885-1910 
Speaker at local SDF & ILP meetings (inc. May Day demonstrations 1901 
& 1904); Union delegate to 14anchestor & Salford Trades Council 
1893-1914; 1902 chairman of Trades Councills Fair Contracts Committee; 
1904-5 served on Trades Council EC; 1908-9 TC delegate to Manchester 
& Salford LHC & member of its EC. 

PARKS, Allan 

ILP & N. Manchester Fabian Society 1893 
1893 Manchester & Salford ILP Exec. (resigned July); See. of N, 
Manchester Fabian Society; Manager of Mat Makers' Co-op. Uociety; 
President of Manchester Labour Press Society. 

PEACE. Rev, Charles 
Clergyman 
: Op 1885; ? ILP 1898-1911 
Local speakerv including at May Day demonstrations 18989 1900; spoke 
against Boer War 1900. 

PEACH, L. du Garde 
'itudentp Manchester University 
Manchester . 5tudents' Fabian Society 1912 

PEARCE, H. J, 
? at Ruskin Hall 
Clarion movement; BSP 1908-12 
1908 Clarion organiserg worked fo 
1908 8ecretary, Manchester Clarion 
Levensbulme 13SP. 

Irving at NW Manchester election; 
Cafe; Jan. 1912 at inaugural meeting, 

PE"SON, D. 
- 8tudent, Manchester University 

Manchester University Socialist Oociety 1906 
: 3ecretary 1906 

PEARS0119-HoSo 

We Salford SRO 1909 
Financial Secretax7l We Salford SRO 190ge 

PEARSONI- L, E, 
proprietor of temperance hotel, Chapel St. Ardwick 
ILPI joined Manchester Central 1906. 

FEET9 George 
Metal worker (A6E) 

Zsubsequently active in Plebs 
Stewards movement; 1914 war - 
Committee Novemen: g 

League classes; prominent in Shop 
was Lational Becretary of iJorkers 
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PENLINGTON, George 

: 3DF 1895 
From Rochdale; was appointed District Sec. for Manchester SDF. 

PHILLIPS, Will 
Printer & writer 
? ILF 
1901-3 editor of Two Worlds 1908 ILP & LRC mune candidate Blackley 
& Roston (def. ); 1910 pub. the'Green Manifesto# at the Fellowship 
Press; 1910 elected to Manchester City Council for Blackley & Moston 
(Labs). 

PICKERI14G, Tom 
Building worker 
Oss 

PICKLES, Ce 

ILP2 Manchester Central 1902-3 
Joined December 19022 resigned March 1903- 

PICKLES, William 

-bSP 1911-14; ? ILP 1920-1 
1912 spoke at Pankhurst Hall Socialist Sunday School anniversary; 
1913 BSP & Labour man. candidate Seedley (def. ); 1913 took part in 
No Conscription campaien 
Zl-920-1 spoke for ILP. W. Salforq7 

PICKLES, You 
LManchester University Settlemenj7 
ILP 1902-6 
1902 Seco Manchester ILP Council; 1906 See, of re-formed branch of 
Manchester & District Fabian Society. 

PIPER, H. 
(Painters & Paperhangers' Union) 
ILP$ Longsight 1909t 1911 
1909 member of Longsight ILP - went to Ruskin College as one of TU 
nominees; 1911 returned from Ruskin, became Vice-President of 
Longsight ILP - then resigned because 'entirely out of sympathy with 
the policy of the party'; worked for All For Britain League* 

PITT, Walter 
Compositor 
ILPI Moss Side 1906-7 
Branch sec. 1906-7- 

PLANT!, Walter (brother of Will) 
Hat block mamfacturer (in partnership with Will) 
ILP 1906-; Socialist Sunday School. 
Superintendent of Pankhurst Hall SSS; 1913 removed to Stockport - 
maintained connection with Pankhurst Hall for time, then joined 
btockport Labour Church. 

PLANT, Vill (brother of Walter) 
Hat block mamfactarer (in partnership with Walter) 
ILP 1906- 
Active in ILP at Pankhurst Hall; moved to Sale & founded Sale ILP; 
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1911 Chairman of Socialist Unity Demonstrationp Altrincham; 1912 
Chairman at Milton Hall SS3 Anniversary 

, 
Ccontested municipal elections for ILP in Bala 5 times before electedy 
then served on Council for rest of life, twice I'layorl 

POGSON, Fred 
Rubber merchant 
ILP, 1905-8 
Elected to Gorton UDC & Guardians 1905 

POLLITT, Harr-v (son of Mary Louisa) 
Boilermaker 
ILP/053 (subsequently B-O & CPGB) 
Joined Openshavi ILP 1906; 1909 Secretary of OBS; 1911 supported 
labourers' strike; 1912-15 Secretary, Openshaw branch 135P 
Cmoved to Southampton; later became General Secretary CPGý7 

POLLITT, Mary Louisa (mother of Harry) 
Weaver 
ILP/0.63 (subsequently BSP & CPGB) 
Co-operator; member of Ashton & District Weavers' Assoc. 

POULTON, T. 
Chimney sweep 
ILPt N. Salford 1907-12 
Branch sec. 1907) 1912. 

POWELL, John 
Gar., meter inspector 
ILPI E. Manchester 1892-8 
E. Manchester delegate to Lancs, Federation lb92; 6chool board 
elections divicional organiser for E. Manchester 1894; EC of Manchester, 
Salford & District ILP 1894; Lecture See. E. Manchester ILP 1898; 
active in Labour Church (d. 1698). 

POYSERj- A 

ILPI AW Manchester 1910 
Branch See. 1910. 

PRICE, John 

ILP 1694-5 
ýactive in Navvies' Union 1890-1 ILP mun. canaidate Seedley Ward 

8 Salford) 1894 & 195 (def. ). 

PRIESTLEY, Charles 
Scavenger (aasworkers & G. L. Union) 
ILPt Manchester Central/ New Cross 1902-25 
Manchester Central Branch comittee 1902; delegate to Trades Council 
1902; Chairman, New Cross branch 1905; regular speaker at Tib St. 1905; 
went to Germany with Tariff iieform party 1910 
flater served on Nat, Exec. General Workers' Union; became Vice- 
President Manchester Labour Party; d. 19227 

PRINCE2___Edwin 

SDFý X. Salford 1895-7 
Contributed branch notes to Justice; regular speaker. 
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PRIIXE, Leo D. 

Wine & spirit merchant 
11-lational Secular 6ociety; 

dft 

Hulme Radical Club; Socialist Loagu2/ 
ILP 1894ý6 

ILP Elective Auditor for Manchester 1894-5; resigned from office 
without consulting party when charges made against him - expelled 
from ILP - 

PURCELL, 
-Albert 

Arthur 
General Secretaryf Amalgamated Society of Yronch PolisherG 
SDF & ILP (joined Manchester Central ILP Nov. 1905) 
Moved to Manchester from London ? 1902; union delegate to Hanchoster 
& Salford Trades Council 1902-; SDF mun. candidate Ordsall Ward 1904 
(def. ); ILP/SDF cand. St. Paul's Ward 1905 (def. ); Presidentl 
Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1906) 1907; ILP/SDF Councillor 
for St, Paul's 1906-9; Trades Council EC 1908-13; lost St* Paul's 
ward at muno election Nov. 1909 (as SLP candidate)y regained seat 
Nov. 1910; EC of W. Salford SIP 1910; Jan. 1910 UP Parl. cand. for 
W. Salford (def. ) - again candidate Doc, 1910 but withdrew through 
lack of funds; active in Industrial Syndicalist Education League; 
Vice-President of TC 1914 

-1siubsegaently XP for Coventry, then Forest of Dean; member of aoneral 
Council of TUg 

PURSE, Ben 
General Secretaryy National League for the Blind 
ILP, joined Manchester Central 1907 
Candidate in Broughton Guardians election 18999 supported by ILP; 
spoke at ILP & SDF meetings; editor of. Blind Advocate. 

PURVES, Thomas Morton 
Compositor (d issed after 1692 General Election) 
BDFý ? 1891-1911 
Chairman of Labour Church general purposes committee 1892; SDF 1,1, un* 
candidate Trafford Ward (Salford) 1692 (def. ); Lanes. District 5'ec. 
SDP 1892-4; 1695 -5ec- to 6alford branch of Rational Dockers' Union; 
Chaiman of SDF Conference, Manchester 1899; Chairman of Purcell's 
election committee Oct. 1905. 

RAINES9 San, 
Warehouseman 
oss 

RAE. William 

SDF 1894-5 
SDF cand. lialford Guardians 1894; Secretary, S. Salford election 
committee 1895- 

READE9 Mrs. Annie, (wife of Henry, mother of Daisy & John) 

ILPO Hightown Women's Branch 1894 
Branch delegate to Manchester & Salford Faecative 1894- 

READE, 
--Daisy 

Musgrave (daughter of Annie & Henry, sister of John) 

1894 joined ILP Crusaders Z-children's movemenI7 
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READE, Henry Musgrave (husband cTi Zýaej father of Daisy & John) 
Clerk in warehouse 
ZRational Secular Society; English Land Restoration League; SDF; 
Fabian bocietyl ILP 1892- 
One of the founders of Manchester & Salford ILPI on EC 1893p General 
Secretary 1894-5; Secretarys Manchester branch of National Union of 
Clerks 1894; formed & ran Union Shirt Co, - to improve conditions of 
women shirt makers; retired from active work on health grounds 1895; 
Director & Hon. Sec. Manchester Clarion Club 1899 f1909 living in 
Leicester - turned from free-thinking socialism to Christianity] 

READE, John Beacon (son of Annie & Harryv brother of Daisy) 
1694 joineTILP Crusaders 

REDPFM, L. 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912 
Society secretary 1912. 

REDFERN, 
--Per Clerk at MIS (National Union of Shop Assistantat Warehousemen & Clerko) 

? ILP 
Moved to Manchester 1899; 1899 editor of ShoR=Life Year Book; 1901 
Bub-editor, then editor of CWS magazine The Wheatchoaf; 1901-5 
leading figure in Manchester Tolstoy Societ ; lectured for ILP & SDF. 

p3 L1915 Treasurerp No Conscription Fellowshi 

REMIE. C. D. 
Railway clerk 
Clarion movement 
1695 Secretaryq Manchester CCC; 1899 on sub-committee of Nanchester 
Clarion Club - elected as Company director 1900; entertainer at ILP 
social events. 

RHIND9 John 

SDF 1904-8- 

RILEY. Jim 
Engineer 
ILPI Openshaw 1694-1905 
Marshal at MaY DaY 1894; election work in Openshaw 1894, Gorton 1695; 
organised locked-out engineers' labourers 1897. 

RITS011, John 
4ting-house keeper 
ZSDF; Socialist Leaguef ILP, NE Manchester 1892-4 
ILP =n. candidate New Cross ward 1892p '93, '94 (def. ); President, 
NE Manchester ILP 1892. 

ROBERTS9 
--- 

Edg 
Draper's assistant 
ILPI Manchester Central 1904-5. 

ROBERT39 Emma 

SDF 1906 
Secretary of Women's Sections SW Manchester branch. 
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ROBERTS, George 

Hallkeeper at Manchester Education Committee office in DeanBeate 
ILP, ? 1692-1913 
Member of ILP Wheelers ? 1892-3; CCC- 

ROBERTS, Gilbert 
Labourer in encineering factory, then traveller for hosiery firm 
OSS 
One of founde: L: s of 033; repeatedly elected deleeate to B6P conferences Zo-pposed World War 1; 1919-20 worked for formation of united 
Communist Party 7 

ROBERT39 J*W* 
Student) Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

ROBERTS, Hi chard 

N. l4anchester Fabian Society 
promoter of Manchester Labour Press Society. 

ROBINSON, Mrs. Annot Erskine (wife of Sam) 
teacher; at times organiser for WSPUp NUWSSf WIL 
Moved to Manchester from Scotland when married in 1908; WSPU 
organiser - imprisoned for suffrage activities 1908; regular speaker 
at ILP meetings; active in WLL 1909-13 - Manchester Central delegate 
to Lanes. & Cheshire Conferences May & Nov. 1910, National Conferences 
1911 & 1913; rep. Lochgelly (Fife) at ILP Anrnzal Conferences 1910-14 - 
spoke at conferences on behalf of women's suffrage 1910 & 1911; 
became Election Fighting Fund Committee organiser for IRJWSS. 

, World War I- one of founders of Women's International League and 
organiser of Manchester branch; on Manchester fielief Committee; 
attended International Conferences, Zurich & Salzburg; became Vice- 
Chairman, Manchester Borough Labour Party; gave evidence before 
American Commission on Ireland 1921; 1921 Labour mun. candidate 
Blackley (def. ); 1922 returned to Scotland as teacherjj 

ROBINSON9 Richard 
Businessman (? Meade-Kinal Robinson & Co., oil importers) 
ILPq joined Manchester Central 1905; City of Manchester 1908- 
1904Y Chairman of Manchester Auxiliary of the Peace Society; 1905 
ILP man. candidate Ardwick Ward (def. ); active on behalf of unemployed 
1906-8; April 1907 mu-no by-election, Soc. & Lab. candidate Iloss Side 
West (def. ); 1907 LRC & ILP cand. St. Mark's, 1908 Newton Heath (def, ); 
Chairman of Conf. on Militarism 1907; attended Anti-Sweating League 
mtg. 1908; Chairman of Labour Leader Ltd. 1909. 
Zilater retired to Church Stretton, assisted Labour & Socialist move. 
in outlying districts of Shropshir? 7 

ROBINSON, Sam (husband of Annot) 
Lvarious unskilled jobisl 
ILPf joined Manchester Central 1902 
Helped organise Manchester Transvaal Committee 1900; 1904 Assist. Sec. 
Manchester & Salford ILP Council; one of most active members of 
Central Branch - lecture/propaganda sec. 9 ran literature 13tall; 
supported WSPU within ILP; Manchester Central delegate to JLp 
An=al Conferences 1906-13; 19J8 attempted to form Catholic Socialist 
Society; went to Canada 1913p but returned immediately; Sec. New Cross 
1- 1914 
Zjoined army in World War I] 
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ROSE. Frank Herbert 

Pattern maker (A;: )E); then journalist - Sunday Chronicle, Daily Diopatchp 
Clarion, parliamentary correspondent to Labour Leader, 

ILP9 1905-11 
hegular speaker at ILP meetings; Labour parl. candidate 6tockton 1905 
(def. ); supported Grayson in Colne Valley 1907; ? SRO 1911; Clarion 
movement. 

ROUND, Alpheus 

Manchester Anarchist GrouP 1894 

. 3ecretary 1894. 

ROUND, Edwin 

ILF 
Branch 

Manchester 1898 
sec. 1698. 

ROWE, Howard C. 
Journalist 
? ILP 1894-6 
Active in attemot to start socialist weekly newspaper. 

ROWLANDS, J*J. 

ILPI Rusholme 1910 
Branch sec. 1910. 

ROWLEY, Fred 
Warehouseman 
ILP, Prestwich 1910 
Branch see. 1910. 

ROYLEt William 
Bookkeeper 
ILP, joined Manchester Central 1905. 

RUDGE, Joseph James 
Glass blower (See. National Flint Glass Makers' Society) 
ILPI Newton Heath 190, S-8 
1898 delegate to Manchester & Salford Trades Council; ILP mun. 
candidate Newton Heath 1905 (elected & served until 1908). 

SANDERS, George H. 

SDFy S, Salford 1902-3 
Branch chairman 1902-3. 

SANDERS. Walter 
Collector 
ILPI ? SW Manchester 1895-1910 
Spoke at 1895 MAY Da. Y; organised Guardians election campaign, Medlock 
St. ward 1896; regular speaker 1904-9; contested Chorlton Guardians 
1908 (def. ); elected to Guardians 1909 as Socialist & Labour cand. 

SAIMERSON, Francis We 

Zyndicalist/BSP 
Lectured for Industrial Syndicalist Education League 1910; Sec, Moss 
Side 13SP 1912; BSP cand. New Cross by-election 1914 (def, ) 
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SAIMIFORD, Peter 

? student, Manchester University 
ILPI Manchester Central 1906-8. 

SAVAGE, J, 

&5DF9 Salford (Regent) 1696 
Branch see. 1896. 

SAVILLE, George 
Pattern maker 
ILF, Openshaw 1905 
: Branch sec. 1905- 

SAXON, H. 

Clarion Scout; BSP 1910-11 
Convened preliminary meeting of Central branch BSP 1911 

SCOTT, Harry Charles David (husband of Rachel) 
Zlisted in Directory as 'private resident! 7 
ILP 1893-1909 
1893 delegate to Bradford Conference; Treas. Manchester & Salford ILP 
1893-41 1895t 1901; 1895 scheme to form Central ILP Club; 1896 Sec. of 
Chorlton-cum-Hardy Socialist Society; joined Manchester Central branch 
1903 & rented branch office (116 Portland St, ) in his name; 1909 
deleaate to ILP Annual Conferencp2 Edinburgh. 

SCOTT. Mrs. Rachel (wife of Harry) 

ILPI joined Manchester Central 1903 
]Founder member & lst Secretary of WSPU. 

SKUTAN, J. T. 

ILPp Gorton 1895 
Branch sec. 1895. 

SELBY. Ri chard 

8DFy S. Manchester 1899-1901 
SDF branch sec. 1899-1901; Hon. Sec. Manchester & Salford District 
Committee of SDF 1900-1. 

SELLAR39 

ILpt Newton Heath 1904 
Branch see. 1904- 

SRPTLE, Alfred 
Copper plate engraver (firm: Haver & Settle) 
SDF 1890-2; ILP 1892- 
SDF mun. candidate Ordsall Ward 1890 & 191; one of founders of 
Manchester & Salford ILP; ILP mun, candidate Harpurhey ward 1892; 
local lecturer 1892-3; fbY 1911 was living in Londonj. 
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SHAND. Dr. W. G. 

Physician 
Sul Salford 1907-8 
Teacher at S. Salford SDF Esperanto Class 1907; 
candidate St. Paul's 1907 (dof. ), Regent 1908 - 
until 1911 (retired - did not contest seat). 

SHEPHERD, L, H, 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

Soc. & Lab. muno 
eleoted & sorved 

SIM9 S. H. 

BSP 1912 
. BSP mun. cand. Charlestown ward Salford 1912 (def. ). 

31101, Matthew T. 
Organizer for Land Nationalization Societyp then for ILP. 
Worked for Land Hat. SocietY 1901-49 inc. touring with 'Yellow Van'; 
became Lanes. organizer for ILP 1905- 

SIMPSON. George 
Salesman 
ShC/ BSPI then syndicalistf 1910-13 
Secretary Manchester DiArict SHC 1910-11; organised formation of 
local BSP & became Treasurer; Secretary) Manchester Clarion Club 1912; 
Northern Organiserf Industrial Syndicalist Education League 1913. 

SjJ,, jpSoN'q_ Jonathan T. 

Ii, pt W, Salford 1904-7 
JUP/SDF cand. Pandleton Guardians 1904 (def. ); ILP/SDF cand. Salford 
Elective Auditor (def. ) 

SKIVINGTON, W. E, 

SDF2 SW Manchester 1694-1910 
Contested Chorlton Guardians for ILP 1894P SDP 1902 (def. ); took part 
in formation of Manchester & Salford LRC; 1904- leader of unemployed 
movement - arrested for activities on behelf of unemployed 1905; 1905 
elected to Choriton Guardians, re-elected 1908; member of Manchester 
Distress Committee; gave evidence to Royal Commission on Poor Law, 
d. 1910. 

BLACK, Tom 
Electrician 
oss 

SLATER, A. R., 

ILPt Gorton 1895 
Secretary, Gorton div* ILP 1895- 

SLATER, David 
Caretaker 
ILP, ? Salford, then Manchester Central 1699-1902. 
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SMITH, Arthur 

&an own business7 
ILP, 14. Manchestir 1904-10 
Leader of unemployed movement 1904-81 President of Manchestor 
Unemployed Committee 1904-; organiced Levenshulme unemployed camp 
1906; arrested for activities in unemployed move. 1906,1908; 
assisted publication of Green Ilw-iifesto 1910. 

SMITH, C. 

ILPI W. Salford 1912-17 
Branch sec. 1912-13; branch delegate to Manchester & 5alford ILP 
Council & LRC also to ILP Annual Conference 1913. 

SMITH9 Rev. H. Bodell 
Unitarian minister 
ILP2 Gorton 1896- 
6ecretary2 Lancs, & Cheshire Independent Labour & Socialist 
Federation 1896- lectured & tried to organise sociaAst movement in 
Cheshire; spoke at Boggart Hole Clough 1896; resigned as Fed. 
secretary Jan. 1897 when accepted ministerial appointment; 1903-5 
lived in Mottram - lectured for National Municipal Reform League 
&- founded Citizen Church. 

John 
Caretaker of S. Salford SDF 
sj)Fj 6. Salford 1887-93 
organised election campaigns 

Club 

for 13DF, including 1892 Parl. election. 

SMIM Percy 
Postman 
ILP 
ZCO in World War 

SMITH Tom 

Oss 

SMITHt Tom 
Building worker 
OSS 

SMITH, Thomas Sumner 
5urveyor 

Socialist & Labour candidate Barnagey 1909 Guardians election (def. ) 

SNITH9 William 
Musician 
ILPI li. Manchester 1908 
Branch seo. 1908. 

SULLEY9 Samuel (husband of Mrs. ? Smalley) 
Insurance agent 
up, 1894-6 
F, C of 1-janchester, Salford & District ILP 1894; N. Ilanchester div. 
organiser for School Board elections 1894; summoned for taking part 
in Boggart Hole Clough meeting 1896. 
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SMALLEY, Mrs. ? (wife of Samuel) 

IILP 
Summoned for part in Boggart Hole Clough meeting 1896. 

60MERSET, Ted 
Foundry worker 
ILP, Openshaw 1906; 053 
Treasurer, Openshaw Socialist Hall. 

STADFIN, ? 
Metal worker, 
Oss 

STADEN, Mrs. ? 
Midwife 
oss 

STAIMIRG, J. H. 
ILP organiser 
Organizing See., Lancs. Divisional Council ILP 1910-13; Council 
delegate to Labour Party Conference 1911-1913 
f1920 organizing Secretary of London Dietrict Council WEA7 

STA14TON. S. vdne. v H. 
Traveller 
ILP, Levenshulme 1895-9 
1695 on Levenshulme ILP Committee re Poor Law administration; 1899 
attempted to form Clarion Club in Levenshulme. 

STENNET, Tom 
Iletal worker 
Oss 

STEMEMRG 9A *- 

1LP2 joined Manchester Central 1909 
Branch treasurer 1911-14, delegate to local LILC 1911. 

6TER11BERG, PhiliD 

ILP, joined 14anchester Central 1909 
Branch assistant propaganda sec* 1910, 

STOCKTON, Ernest 
Engineer 
Anarchist 
Arrested for obstruction at Ardwick Green meeting 1893- 

S"MCKTON9 Herbert 

. Bootmaker 
8DF 1888, SL/Anarchist 1889-94 
Took part in free speech cwnpaign 1895, arrested. 

STONE, H. 

ILpe F,. lianchester 1901-3 



-1070- 

STOTT. Clement 
? clerk 
ILP, VII Manchester 1908-15 
Branch Sec. 1908,1912,1915; 
Federation 1911,1912,1914Y 
Poverty conference 1912; on I 
of Clerks' Union lqlýj7 

Becretary, Manchester & Salfard ILP 
Chairman 1915; organised War Against 
ancs. Div. Council 1913; /executive 

&STUART, Charlotte Mo 
Student, Manchester University 
Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912 

WIIIJBB. 'i, A. E. 

iLp, N. Salford 1912-13 
ILP Scouts. 

SUGAR, Alfred 

, 5DP SW Manchester 1908; BSP Levenshulme 1912 
Clarion Scout 

SUGAR, Mrs-- ? 

BSP Levenshulme 1912 
l3ranch sec. 1912 

15UMI-IIERS9 
Vic 

Kletal worker 
Oss 

SUTCLIFFE, John Dar (brother of Walter) 
Ran Sutcliffe Ventilating & Drying Co. (with Walter) 
Clarion Cycling Club 1895-; ILPI joined Manchester Central 1906. 
ILP Mun. candidate Newton Heath 1906 (def. ); director of Manchester 
Clarion Cafe* 

SUTCLIFFE., Walter (brother of John) 
Ran Sutcliffe Ventilating & Drying Co. (with John) 
Clarion Cycling Club 1895- 
Assistant See. 1895- 

SUThERS, Robert B. 
- 

C'Whatnott7 
Clerk on Sunday Chronicleg then Clarion 
Clarion movement. 

SUTTON, John Edward 
Mineral checkweighmaný Bradford colliery; 1910 Labour HP E. Manchester 
ILP 1894- 
Secretary, Bradford Branch, Mineral Federation 1694; ILP mun, 
candidate Bradford ward 1894 (elected & retained seat until 1910); 
Manchester & Salford Trades Council 1896-; EC 1696-8; 1903 lot 
President of Manchester & Salford LRC; Jan. 1910 elected Labour lip 
E. Manchester - retained seat until Dec. 1918 
ZMp for Clayton, Manchesters Feb. to Nove 1922 & 1923-3! 7 

SUTTON, T. H. 

SDFj S. Salford 1890-1903 
Branch see. 1895; Deputy Chairman, SDF Conference, Manchester 1899. 
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? SDF 1900; ILPp Manchester Central 1903-10 
Attempted to form SDF branch in E. Mancheater 1900; 
Hanchester & Salford LRG EC 1907; Sea., Ardwick ILP 

Stanley 
Printer 
oss 

TABBRON, George 
Moulder (Manchester Brassfounders & Finishers' SOc-) 
SBF 1889-93; ILP? 1693-1908 

ILP rop. on 
1907-10. 

Delegate to Trades Council 1891-1 EC 1896-71 Vice-President 1898) 
President, 1902, BC 1903-5; Manchester & Salford LRO 1903- 

TATTERSALL, F. We 

ILP, 14wichester Centralp joined 1903; Chorlton-cum-Hardýr Socialist 
Society (becarne ILP branch) 1906-10. 

6ocialist Society Secretary 1906, ILP branch Sec. 1907; Treasurerg SW 
Manchester election fund 1910. 

TAYLOR, E. G, 

ILP, Withington 1911 
Branch sec, 1911. 

TAYLOR, J, 

ILP 2 1908 
ILP & Unemployed mun. candidate, Trinity Ward (Salf, ) 1908 (def, ). 

TAYLOR, James 
Warehouseman 
Anarchist 
Chareed with obstruction at Ardwick Green meeting 1893- 

TAY. bOR9-Thomas 
Foreman 
ILPp Urmston, Flixton & Davyhulme 1907-14 
Branch sec. 1907Y 1914- 

TAYLOR., William Ee 

ILPI Crumpsall & Cheetham 1904,. -8 
Branch sec. 1904,1908; Clarion Scout. 

TAYLOR9_William He 
Consulting & mechanical engineer, wrote for Mechanical World 
ILPI Openshaw 1895-1910 
1898 ILP man. candidate Openshaw (def, ); 1908 director of Manchester 

Clarion Cafe. 

THOMAS9 E. 

ILPI Moss Side 1910 
branch sec. 1910. 
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THOMAS, S. E. 

ILP, Levenshulme 1909 
Branch Secretary 1909. 

THOMPSON, Alexander Mattock C'Dangle!, 7 
Journalist El=lon 
ILP 1692- 
One of founders of Manchester & Salford ILP; moved to Blackpool, thon 

London. 

THOITS01i)p George 
Ilisted in Directory as 'private residentl/ 
ILP, Manchester Central 1905-9 
1906 Sec. Cheshire ILP Federation; 1909 director of Labour Leader Ltd. 

THOMSON, J. P. 
Insurance agent (National Union of Life Assurance Agentsp Salford 

ILPI Salford 1893-? 190gp ? SIP 1909 
branch) 

Delegate to 1893 Bradford Conference; ILP cand. for Salford School 
Board 1694 (def. ); ILP cand. for Salford Guardians 1894 (def. ); Labour 
cand. Salford School Board 1897 & 1900 (def. ); delecate to Trades 
Council 1897t 1901y on EG 1902-5; 14anchester & Salford LRC 1903; 
Labour membery Salford Education Committee 1904; ILP mun. candidate 
Trafford Ward by-election April 1904 - electedq retained seat Nov. 
1904 &- served until Nov. 1907; 1904 on provisional committee of Land 
hationalisation Council for Lancs.; ILP & LRO cand. Charlestown ward 
May 1908 (by-election) & Nov. 1908p SLP can4.1909 (defe); 1911-13 
organiser for Land Nationalisation Society Zto Canada 191ý7. 

TILBY, W. H. 

ILPI N. Manchester 1892-5 
Branch see. 1892. 

TITT. Geor. --e Frank 
Organiser, Workers' Union 
ILPy Levenshulme 1908- 
ILP organiser in Midlands 1)07; 1909 ILP cand. Levensbulme UDC - def. 
by Independent Socialist (Winnett); Nov* 1909 Lab. cand. Levenshalme 
(def. ); 1910 ILP &- Lab. cand. for Openshaw - elected &- served until 
? 28 

took part in formation of Manchester & Salford Anti-Conscription 
League 1916, Alderman 1928-50; Lord Mayor of Manchester 1930-1.7 

TOMKINSON, Ernest 
Insurance agent 
OSS 

TOMKINSON, Mary Ellen 
Shopkeeper 
0516 

TOOLE. JoseDh 
(large no. of unskilled jobs pre-1914) 
SDF s. Balford ? 1907 
Iblecame Labour councillor for Openshaw 1919-35, Alderman 1935-45; 
Lord Mayor of Manchester 1936-7; Labour IT for Salford S. 1923-4p 
1929-3i7 
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TOUUIIN,, Francis C. 

iLp , igo6-8 
Sec. Manchester & Ualford ILP 1906; Treasurer 1908o 

TRAFFORDt-George 

ILP, Manchester Central, joined 1906. 

TREASURER, H. 

ILP2 joined Manchester Central 1906 

TREVOR. John 
Unitarian minister 
Labour Church; ILP 1892- 
Founded Labour Church 1891; one of founders of Manchester & Salford ILPj 
lst Treasurer & delegate to Bradford Conference 1893; Vice-Presidentj 
Manchester & Salford ILP 1893; bY 1695 living in Macclesfield. 

TWEEDALE. William 

ILP 1 1894-7 
1894 ILP cand. for Prestwich Div. Guardians - def,; summoned for 
activities re Boggart Hole Clough meetings 1696; lb97 mun- candidate 
1310, ckley & Moston (def. ) 

UI, JSWORTH, Jack 
Plater (Boilermakers' Union) 
063 

U14SWURTH9__Jim 
Plater (Boilermakers' Union) 
Oss 

UPWIN. Raymond 
Architect 
/Socialist League7 ILPI Chapel-en-le-Frith 
tbecame pioneer of Garden Citiesj Chief Architect to blinistry of 
Health af ter World War 17 

VARLEY, Albert 

JLp 9 N. Salf ord 1906 
6ocialist & Labour mun. candidate Kersal Ward 1906 (def. ) 

VOWKRS, George 

JLP, N. Manchester 1894-1905 
ILP candidate for Prestwich Guardians 1694; summoned re Boggart Hole 
Clough meetings 1696. 

WALSH9 Thomas 
Calenderer 
ILP, Whitefield 1907-11 
Branch seco 1907; 1909,1911. 



WACHTER. AdolDh E. -1080- 

blanufacturers' agent 
Withirigton Socialiat Society 1907-? 9 
lion. Sec. of Society 1907P 1908; director of 14anchootor Clarion Cafe 
1908; Clarion Scout; ILP & LRO mun. candidate Longsight Ward 1908 
(def. ); worked for Dan Irving at N. W. Manchester by-election 1908s 

WADD11MON. JoseDh 
Newsvendor 

7 46DF; &Socialist League; IWMA ? ILp 1892_3 
One of founder members of Manchester & Salford ILP; 1892 stood as 
Ind. municipal candidate for 6t. George's ward; 1893 toured Lance. 
towns selling Workman's Times & Clarion ; 1896 in hational Free 
Labour Assoc. 

WADE, Richard 

JLPý Ardwick 1896-1907 
Branch lecture see. 1897- 

WALFORD, Dor (later IIrs. Walford Taylor) 
? blanchester University 1910 
ILPq joined Kanchester Central 1910 
Regular speaker at local ILP branches & Socialist Sunday Schools. 

WALKER, Allan 

ILPI N, Manchester 1907 

. Branch sec. 1907- 

WALKER, J-H- 

ILPp S. Salford 1895 
j3ranch see. 1695- 

WALKER, Samuel 
ZOperative Bleachers' Assocj. 
ILPI ? Whitefield 1912 
Speaker for ILP & union 

WALKER, Thomas 

ILPI Ancoats 1905 
Branch sec. 1905- 

WALLHEAD9 Muriel (later Mrs. Nichol; daughter of R, C, Wallhead) 
Worked for Labour Press, then OWSS organiser; later industrial 

Began speaking for ILP 1909 (aged 16); 1913 
& commenced duties in N. blonmouthshire 
Zactive in anti-war propaganda during 

ýorld 

Bradford N. 1 

her/ Coll 

welfare worker. 
appointed NUWSS organiser 

War 1; 1945 Labour IT p 

Decorator & craftsman; 1906 became manager of Labour Leader 
UP Cprobably joined in ýiilmr-l()w 1694; joined Hanchester Central 1904/ 
1903 decorated Pankhurst Hall; regular speaker for ILP 1904-; Clarion 
6cout; 1906 President, Clarion Scouts; Manager of Labour Leader 1906-; 
became full-time freelance ILP propagandist 1908; VAC 1909-2d; hational 
organiser of ILP 5couts 1909-; 1911 Prospective Parl, candidate for Coventry 
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Zopposed 

, 
World War I- imprisoned under DORA; 1919-21 Manchester City 

Councillory Ardwick ward; 1922-34 Labour lip for Merthyr/ 

WALLIS, Mrs. ? 

hightown branch, Women's IJat. Assoc. of ILPI 1694- 

WALSH, A. 
- Student, Manohester University 

Manchester Students' Fabian Society 1912. 

WALSH,, JoseDh 
at Irwell Rubber Works, Salford (India Rubber Workers' Union) 
SDPq S. W. Manchester 19089 BSP 1912. 

WALTON, A. 
- 

ILP2 St. George's 1893-4 
Hon. Sec. of ward election committee 1893; Financial 6ec. 1894- 

WARBURTON, Robert 
Warehouseman 
Anarchist 
Charged re Ardwick Green meetings 1893- 

WARD, Miss 

ILPI City of Manchester 1910 
Branoh see. 1910. 

WAREING, C. 

ILPI S. Salford 1893 
Branch see. 1893. 

WASHINGTON, Samuel, Z'Elihu! 7 

Jýneineer 
LIJ. Manchester Fabian Society/ ILP 1892-4 
Founder member of Manchester & Salford ILP; served on EC lb94; to USA 

7. June 1894 Zd. Dec. 1894 

WA, rERS, Frank 
Clerk 
. 5DF2 . 9. Salford -1895 
Branch auditor; conducted shorthand classes for members* 

WATSON, A. H. 

, 5DpI all Ijanchester 1901-8 
Chairman of SDF SW Hanchester Guardians election committee 1902; 
branch see. 1904-5; See, Lance. Divisional Council SDF 1904; Joint 
See. NW Hanchester election committee 1908; *A Manchester delegate 
to Sip Conference l9o8- elected to EC. 

VIALKER. Jamer. H. 
Inturance agent 
ILPI . 5. Salford 1894 
Branch see. 1694; div. organiser - W. 6alford School Board elections 

1894- 
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WEISS. Professor F. C. 
of Manchester University 
? ILP 

. Held economics class for Manchester & 16alford ILP 1908; chairman at 
ILF lantern lecture 1909; spoke at Lonesight for ILP 1911. 

WELLIRG, James' 
Labourer 
Anarchist 
Charged re 

VIEST, H. E. 

1693 
Ardwick Green meeting 1893. 

SDF2 Sil Manchester 1901-2; ILP Hoes Side 1904--6 
6W Manchester 5DF branch sec. 1901-2; : ýec. Moss Side ILP 1904- 

WEST. Thomas A. 
Arti at 
14. Manchester Fabian Sooiety 1894 
Une of promoters of Manchester Labour Press Society Id93; illustrator 
for Workman's Times 1894- 

WESTERBY, Rev. William M. 
Congregational minister 
ILPI Chorlton-on-Medlock 1911 

. Branch sec. 1911. 

WHITMEADI, Robert 

, 5DF9 SW Manchester 1900-11 
1904 S'j)F mun. candidate St. George's kdef. ); 1905 on '5DF/ILP joint 
Unemployed Committee; 1905 assisted Clarion Van in Moss Side; 1911 
Independent Socialist mun. candidatep Openshaw (def. ). 

WHITELEY. EcUzar 
Managert National Labour Press 
1909 Secretary, ILP Lancs. Div. Conference; 1913 Labour muno candidate 
Longsight (elected - served until 1920) 
Z-1915 summoned under DORA after raid on Labour Leadeý- 

WHITTAKER, Arthur 
Joiner 
Oss 

WHITTAKER, H. 

SDPI S. Salford 1894-1903 
SDF cand. I Salf ord Guardiarw 1894 (def, ) 

WILITTAKER9 Mrs. Sarah 

ILP, Longsight 1907-13 
President of Central Branch (Ardwick) of Manchester & Salford Co-op* 
Women's Guild & member of Education Committee; member of Manchester 
Women's Trades Council; 1913 Socialist & Labour candidate for Ardwick 
Wardy Guardians election (def. ) 
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WILD, Joe 

ILp, Majichester Central 1906-10 
Literature seller - worked on branch literature stall, 61mdehill 
Market, for 4 years. 

W 1LKIE, G. W, 

. ILPI Manchester Central, joined 1908 
branch treasurer 1910. 

WILKINSON. Ellen Cicel 
Student) Manchester University; hUWSS organiser 
Manchester 64udents' Fabian Society 1912; ILP ? 1912 
Began speaking for ILP 1913; IXWSS prganisor 1913-15 
ZjZUCE/NUDAW organiser 1915-24; Manchester City Councillor, Gorton S. ý 1923-6; Labour MP for Riddlesborough E. 1924-31 & Jarrow 1935-47; 
Minister of Education 1945-71 

WILLCOCKS, Harold S. 

ILPp Manchester Central, joined 1906 
Director of Ilanchester Clarion Cafe 1908. 

W ILLIAMS, F. 

ILPI Moss Side 1911 
Branch 'Sec. 1911 

WILLIAMS, J. 
- 

ILPI Openshaw 1906 
Branch sec, 1906. 

WILLIMIS, 
-John 

Brownall 
Law writer 
. 5DF9 S. Salford c. 1890 
Clarion cyclist; ran Sunday School at Hyndman Hall & did murals for Hall. 

WILLIAMS, JoseDh ýevir 

t3ecretary, Amalgamated Musicians' Union 
Manchester & 6alford Trades Council 1696-; delegate to LRC Foundation 
Conference 1901; mun. candidate Openshaw 1904 - elected & served 
until 1907- 

WILLIAMSON, Lilian 
? Manchester University 
Manchester Fabian Society 1908-12 
WSPU; helped gather statistics for Poor Law Commission. 

IJIMBURYI- F. 

ILPI Gorton 1903 
Branch seco 1903. 

WIhKLEq C. 
Greengrocer 
Oss 
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WDOETT. Thomas 

ILP, Levenshulme 1895-1909; joined Hanchester Central 1909 ý 
1895 on Levenshulme ILP Committee re Poor Law administration; 1906 
elected to Levenshulme UDC - re-elected 1909 as Independent 6ocialist 
v. George Titt (ILP). 

wil-INETT, William He= 
Rubber stamp maker 
Levensbulme 5ocialiet Society 1910. 

wir, ibuRy, P. 

ILP2 Gorton 1902 
Branch see. 1902. 

WITTER, George 

ILP, Salford 1894 
ILP man. candidate Charlestown ward 1894 (defe) 

WOLFEIMEN, R. J. 

JLP2 W. Salford 1893 
Branch sec. 1693. 

WOLSTE11HOLME2' Mrs. 
- 

Susannah 

iLP2 liulme 1894 
ILP candidate, Chorlton Guardians 1894 (def. ). 

WOOD, Ben 
ZA. a/ 
oss 

WOOD, Joseph 
Architect's assistant 
ILPI N, Salford 1908 
Branch sec. 1908. 

WOOLLERTON, Arthur 

SDF 1900; ILP, joined Manchester Central 1902, City of Manchester 1907; 
Stockport Socialist Uociety 1909. 

1900 formed 6DF branch Bradford, became sea*; 1902 founder member 
Manchester Central ILP - on Committee; regular speaker for ILP 1905-9. 

WORSLEY. James 

ILP, Y& Manchester 1893-4 
Branch sea. 1693ý-4; 1893 arrested & remanded for 
miners; 1893 ILP mun. candidate Miles Platting - 
iievision Court. 

WRIGHT9 Mrs. ? 

BSP stretford 1911 
Branch Lit. Secretary 1911. 

WRIGHT9 T. 
ILp, 1j. planchester 1905 

Branch Sec-1905 

colleotiong for 
disqualified in 
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WYKES, Tom 

ILPI Blackley & Moston 1905-7 
Branch see. 19051 1907- 

YARDLEY. Thomas 
Shopkeeper 
ILPI BW Hanchester 1693-1914 
i3ranch sec. 1893-4; branch del. to Lance. Federation & Fed. Auditor 
1694; 1699 ILP/6DF/Hulme Soo. Soo. candidate for Chorlton Guardiane 
(def. ); condicted Salford Clarion Choir & ILP Choir. 

YOURG, John 

BSP Newton Heath & Miles Platting 1911-12 
Formed branch; secretary 1912. 

ZELI14SKY, S. 

ILP; Manchester Central, joined 1908. 
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AB; IAIW48, R* 

ALBERTONq James 

ANDERSONt Richard 

AMCERS ý lie nry 

APPLETONg C. 

ATKIMSON, ? 

ATKIIISON) H. A. 

ATKIKSON, J. 

BAILEY, T. 

BARRAND, William 

BAYHU14T, T. 

Joiner/ Amalg. Soc. 
BILCLIFFEi Ben of Carpenters & 

Joiners 

B. LATCHFORD, Robert Editor, Clarion 

BOUTH2 A. 

BPMRIAN, Thomas IOU (branch secretary 

- 

) 

A I a 
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BRISTOL, James Clerk 

BRITTAIN, Arthur 

BROADBENT, S. 

MOADBENT, Thomas 
1). 6hopkeeper 

13ROCKLEHURSTp Secretaryp 
Frederick Labour Church 1893 

BROGDENp Jesse 

BROOI, IHALL'j' Henry 

BUCKLEY, James 

TUCKLEY, Stephen Amalg. Union of 
Upholsterers 
(president) 

BURGESS, Daniel Porter 

LURROUGHSf Charles 

CADIAEy Thomas 

CAPPERv James A. l"9 

CARBON, William A* Yarn agent 

CHAPMAN2 Samuel 
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CliA. PMAN, S. J. (at Owen's Colloge) 

CHORLTONv Charles Printer 
A. 

COLLIN5y H. 

C01414OR9 P. GW&GLU (district sec. 1893 

COSGRAVEp Patrick 

COTTRELL9 W. F. Amalg. Assoc. of 
Tramway Employees (Councillor) (president) 

CROWE, G. 

CUIMIM, William 

DARLIhGTONI George Printer 

. DAVEY, W. 

DAIEYy ? 

DAVISf, W. J. 

Joiner/ Amalg. Soc. o f DAY- Richard Carpenters & Joiners 

DERRY I R. Manager 

DOCIL-MTYP P. 
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DYER, Joseph Gwyne 

ELLINGER, Charles Litho ARTIST 

ENGLISH2 D. Fran1c 

BUNION, T. F. 

EVAITS2 George Painter 

EVANS; Tom 

FIFALD2 P. J. 

FLLTCIMRI A. T. Printer 

FUVARGUEj R. J. 

FULLAM, F. 

GLEMiONI Robert 

GRE&N, T. 
Sadlers' Assoc. 
(General sec. ) 

GRIMMEY, James Mechanic 

GUFFITIM; W. H. 

HALLp William Labourer. Org. Sec. 

Knight 
Lancs. OIDF 
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HALLO Leonard Journalist. Lance. 

William District Sec. 
NI BUGLU 

HARGREAVES9 Compositor 
William 

HARKER, John Pattern maker. Shirt 
Cutters, Soc. 
Organiser ; 

HARRIS, Thomas Editor, Sunday 
Chronicle 

HAidUSONp H. 

HARVEYp Joseph 

HATHAWAY, George A. 

MiZHALL 2 Harry Compositor. M/cr 
Typographical Soc. 

HEPTON, ? 

HIGGIVS2 T. 
.. I I 

169 

-- 
HILL) James 

- 

HORROCKS, William 
7 Turner 
GW&GLU ortaniser 

(Workman's Times 
HoRSFALL, Giles S- correspondent) 

4 'Uompositor 1896-7 

HOSIMR2 R. 

HOWARD, J. 
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HURD, S. ASRS 

IVILL, S. 

sec., Hackney Carriag eý 
jACy, SONv George T. Fmployees' Assoc. 

JE14KINSI John 
Amalg. Union of 
Bakers & Confectioner 3 
Gen. 16e c. 

JENKINS 2 M. 

JOHIISONý G. R. 

JOHNSON William Bee,, JAational Union * * 
; of Shop Assistants 

JOHNSUNO- W. V. 

JONES, E. R. 6- 

JONES, George 

JONES, T. 

JONESI William 

D Gen. Bee., Amalg. Soc , KELLEY, George ' Litho. Printers 
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K. ELLYp James GRWU 

KELLY, John Gen. bec. y M/crj 6alf , 
& Dist. Carters' & 

' (of Salford) Lorry men's U. 

KUlLY, Jobn 
(of Manchester) 

LARDENI W, 

LAWLERf F. W. 

LEADBL'TTERI Dentist 
Charles S. 

LEAKEf J. E. 

LEE p6 am 

LIVESEYp J. L. 

LOCKETTy F. 

LOWE, J. 

LUCAS, Thomas 
Charles 

McCARTHY, Tom 

MEARS, A. A6R3 

IýaNALF, William 
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vIQSS2 C. 

IMILL, W. A. 

NZILDI J. 

NIXON, Fred 

PAPE9 ? 

PALMER, William Staff artist, ClariOI L 

PAMMRST, Dr. Barrister log hichard I-larsdon 

PARKER I T. 

PARUNSONp E. H. 

PARKINSON2 J. 

PARKS9 Allan 
'householder', Sec. 

Mat Makers' Society 

PARRY) T. 

PEARCEp J. 

PiLGEp William 

PLUCIVAL I? 
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POTTERp John 

POWELL2 ? 

tinplate worker PRESTONp Henry General Union of 
Tinplate Workers 

FURVES, Thomas Compositor 
Morton 

QUINNý James F. Amalg. Society of 
Tailors 

RAMSDENO Samuel 

READE, Henry Clerk 
Musgrave 

RUVES I? 

REID, Hugh 

RITSON John 
'Eating ho 

, 
use 

j Keeper' 

ROBERTS) Edward E. Bookbinder. 
Bookbinders &- Machine 
Rulers' Consolid. U. 
Joiner. 

ROGERSON, George Carpenters' & Joiners' 
Soo. / GW&GLU` 

ROSS2 A. 

RUDGE, Joseph J. Fent dealer 

SCOTT2 ? 
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SCOTT, H. C. D. 

SCOTT, James 

SEMLEý Alfred Copper plate engraver 
J# 

SHARP, Henx7 Painter 

SHARP2 Horace G. 

SHARPLES, ? 

6-HAW I J. 

SHELDON, William 

SHRUTERDIDE, W. R. 

SHEPhARDy A. B. 

SHUFFLE. BOTTON, 

SHUTTLE6, WuRTH, J. H . Chairman, No. 2 
Branch GW&GLU 

GM. Sec. , 
SLATTER9 Henry Typographical Assoc. 

6IMATON) J. 
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Caretaker of SDF 
SILITH, John Club 

SOUTHALL, E* 

, j, rEVEjis, O, Nj Henry 

SIIIEVIARTý Charles 

6UTTON9 T. E. 

TABRONY George Moulder 1Z9 

TAYLOR2 E. V. 

TAYLORt H. B. 

THOMAS 2 hi chard 

THOMPSON, Journalist, 
Alexander Mattock Clarion 

THORPy Charles 

TARELFALLp T. R. 

TILBY2 W. H. 

TOWRLEY) 

T"VOR, Rev. 
Unitarian minister. 

John 
Labour Church 

founder 



-1097- 

04 N 

N ame Occupation/TU 0 
0 -ri 

r/1 10 CS to 0 
44 
1 

0 
too 

.4 

4 
E-4 

'ý 
N A to Z Er 4 u1A X 

1 
3t 1--4 

'I'URTON I w. B. ? glass cutter 

TYASy ? 

V=JOh t Percy V. log 

VICKERS, W. 

WADDINGTON Newsagent & joiner 
Joseph 

WADSWORTHp B. 

WALKI)EN9 189 

WALKER, James Ii. Insurance agent 

WALLj Henry Glove manufacturer 

WARREN, John Goods sorter 

wASH114GTON, 
Samuel 

WATTERS) H. W. Compositor. 
Presidentý M/cr 

Typographical Assoc. 

WHIT-TAKER, John 

UILKINSOR, Luke 

WILLIAMS, David E. Compositor 

4L 
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WILLIAMS$ Joli. 

WITT, Jno., A. 

WOLFENDEh I 
Robert John 

WOOD, W. 
14 1 1 1 1 

Wuo, 511AM2 Richard 'townsman' 

YARDLEY, Thomas Shopkeeper jbq. ý 
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BOOKS AIM PAKPHLETS BY MUMRS OF MANCHESTER AND SALPORD ILP 

1. Inclusion 

Considerable research has already been undertaken into the 

publications of the national ILPI and of the Manchester Labour Prose . 6ociety. 

The aim of this appendix is not to duplicate this workp but to attempt to 

distinguish the publications emanating from local members and branches 

from the mass of ILP literature. Beveral of the most prominent figures in 

the Manchester and 6alford movement have been the subjects of entries in 

the Dictionary of Labour -Biopraphy, ed. J. M. Bellamy and J. Saville. since 

these entries are followed by a comprehensive list of publications, it has 

not been considered necessary to duplicate the lists, but merely to provide 

a reference to the entry and record any additional publications which may 
have come -to light. The books and pamphlets concerned aref however, 

considered in the above survey-of, propagandist literature. 

To define members of Manchester and Salford ILP is by no 

means a straightforward task. Several of the leading publicists changed 

both their place of residence and political allegiance during the period in 

question. To cite the most obvious example, Robert Blatchford both moved 

with the Clarion to London, and became one of the founders of the ]3SP. Yet 

to consider ILP publications relating to Manchester and ignore Blatchford's 

Post-1695 work would be sheer distortion. Not only had his concept of 

socialism been moulded by his experiences in Manchester, but his works 

continaed to be some of the most popular and influential among members of 

the local party. It is therefore the intention to list as fully as possible 

all works by a given author during the Pro-1914 period. The biographical 

information in Appendix 11 will provide some indication as to dates of 

removal to and from Manchester, and any changes in political allegiance. 
Even amorg authors who remained in Manchesterp and did not 

became prominent in any other political party, it is not always possible 

to testify to their ILP membership. Since full details of membership exist 

only for Manchester Central branch, anyone who regularly spoke at ILP 

meetings and was not described as belonging to any other organization, 

must be assumed to have been a member. This somewhat broad basis should 
however assist, rather than detract fromt the main purpose of this 

bibliographyq which is simply to aid the examination of publications 

emanating from Manchester and Salford ILPI which must have provided much of 
the basic reading material for local party members. 
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2. Location 

Since many of the pamphlets listed are extremely rarep it may 
be of assistance to later research to provide not only publishing details, 
but also current location. Some of the pamphlets have been located and 
examined in libraries, and in this respect I am particularly indebted 

to Edmund and Ruth Frow, for asL; irting my search through their extensive 

collection of pamphletsy and to N. J. Harkinf of Manchester Public Library 

Social Sciences Library, who is currently cataloguing Labour and socialist 

pamphlets in the library. I have also listed publications cited in the folloijing 

bibliographies: 

G. B. Woolveny Publications of the Independent Labour Party 1893-1932 
(Society for the Study of Labour History, bulletin 6upplementq Aide 
to Research No. 21 1977)- 
Society for the Study of Labour History, Bulletin No, 28 Spring 1974, 
pp. 22-7, 'The Manchester Labour Press Society Ltd. ' by N. J. Harkin, and 
pp. 27-8, 'The Manchester Labour Press Society Ltd.; a comment' by E. 
and H. Frow; Lbid., No-35 Autumn 1977, pp-35-9, 'Dotes on the Labour 
press. Publications of the Independent Labour Party$. 

Some publications have also been traced by means of the National Union 

Catalog. Pre-1956 Imprints. 

Sources and Locations - symbols 

a. Manchester Public Library - Social Sciences Library 
b. B. and. H. Frow - Manchester Working Class Movement Library 
0. Stockport Public Library - Local History Library 
d. Brynmor Jones Library, University of hull 
e. British Library of Political and Economic Science 
f. Marx Memorial Library 
g. International Institute of Social Historys Amsterdam 
h. G. B. Woolven, op. cit. 
j. Society for the Ztudv of Labour History, Bulletin 
j. National Union Catalog 
k. advertised in contemporary publications 
1. in private possession (I. -Ira. Plantp Stockport; Mrs. M. E. Nichol, 

Welwyn Garden City; C. Reid) 
M. U611AW Libraryl Manchester 

A_rrangement 
jjhile authors have been arranged in alphabetical orderý this 

practice has not been contimed in respect of their publications, An attempt 

has been made to place the latter in chronological order# in the hope that this 

mayf in some cases, bring to light changes in political attitudes, 

*** 
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AM)ERSON. William Crawford 
* See Dictionary of Labour Bign-raphyl, Vol. 11 (1974) pp. 11-16. 
An earlier edition than that cited in the above has been traced of 
one of Anderson's pamphlets: 
Socialism, the Dukes and the Land (? Manchester, Salford ILPp 1909) 
l2pp. illus. JILP Pamphlets/ a* 

BFdISON, T. D. 
A Socialist's View of the Reformation (Glasgowp 1898) l6pp. Zr-eprinted 
Manchester, hational Labour Press, ? 191ý2 

.)a. Socialism and Service (Manchester, 1907/8) 15PP. a. 
Free Trade, Tariff Reform and Socialism (Manchester, 1907) 15PP. a* 
Woman the Communist (Kanchester? p 190b) l6pp. a. 
Socialism (1,14nchester) 1908) 16pp. a. 

BILLINGTON-GREIG, Theres 
The Militant Suffrage lelovement. 

_Emancipation 
in a Hurry (London, ? 1911) a. 

BLATCHFORD, Robert 
' * See I)ictionary of Labour BiogrUhyj Vol- 4 (1977) PP-34-42. 

Further to the list of Blatchford's writings, it may be added that: 
Merrie England was first published in a shilling edition in 1693, not 
1694 as stated (Clario 1 11 November 1893 announced that it was to 
be published on 16 November. L, Thompson, Robert Blatchfordp gave the 
date as 9 hovember 1693) 
Additional publications included: 
What Socialism is. ' and What Socialism is not. 1 (London, 1894) 4PP 
101arion Leaflets 2. Reprinted from 14errie BnPjanV J. 
Contribution to Andrew Reid (ed. ), The New Party k1894) k. Zooe 
Clarion, 16 June 18947 

BROCKLEHURST, Frederick 
I Was in Prison (Londony 1898) 136 pp. a. 
A . 6ocialist's Programme: an address delivered in the Hulme 
Manchesterg on Fe th, 1§99 (Londonf Clarion Newspaper Coo 699) 

je 
'Recent Democratic Legislation', in Co-operative Wholesale Societies 
Ltd., England and Scotland, Anymal. fo-r 1904. pp. 165-208 (Manchester, 

1904) j. 

BROCKWAY, A. Fenner 
What the ILP Wants (Manchester, National Labour Prer, 82 ? 1913) 15PP. he 

CLYNES 9J *Re 
What are you Worth?; a question for workers (Manchester2 1910 1 l2pp 

ýI. LP Pmp-hletv3a. 
Laws to Smash the Labour-Party (Manchester, 1910) 15PP ZILP Pamphlets/ 

a. 
COATES, Fred & VARLEY, Albert, (compilers) 

A Socialist's Garland... of ethicet wit & wisdom... Being a Souvenir of 
the 'Garden City$ Bazaarg held in the Pankhurst Halig Hightown, on 
March 11th. l4thq and l6th, 1908, by the horth balford -Branch of Tbe 
Independent Labour PEEty 
20 tibudehill. 1908) 1. . 

(Nanchestery Pioneer presli, p. Lindlo; r & Go, 

ELMY, Mrs. C. Wolstenholme 
Woman and the Law. A series of four letters (Londont Women's Printing 

Society, 1896) l5pp. j. 
Women's Emancipation Union (? Londonp 1899) 3pp. j. 
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Women's Franchise: the need of' the hour (2nd od. ? Londonp ? 1907) 15pp, 
ZILP Penny Pamphlets. Reprinted with alterations from Wontminster 
lieview7 a. 

&MUIX, Charles; biog. 1 

Charles FlemipZ: In Memory of a Noble Life (Manchester, C. liepton, 
hoss 6idej 1905) Zcoritaining impressions of hit) friends and fellow 
workers. Advertised in Labour Leader, 21 April 1905) ke 

GLAsm, John Bruce 
Socialist Songs, compiled from many authors (Glaseow, Labour 
Literature Society, 1693) 96pp. j. 
On Strikes (Glasgow, Labour Literature 'Society) and Manchester, Labour 
Press 

- 
6ociety, ? 189415) l9pp. a. 

Labour: its politics and ideals. An address delivered at the Annual 
Conference of the Independent Labour Party at York, on Easter MondLy, 
1903, by the Chairman; J. Bruce Glasier. (Londonp Independent Labour 
Party, ? 1903) j- I 
How Millionaires are Made. beingthe History of John and Jvznes (n. d, ) 
b. I? also published-as : The HistoEX of John and James (ILP Penny 
Pamphlets, ? 1907) k/ 
Socialism in Song (Manchester, National Labour Preest nod, ) 32pp, jo 

GLASIER, 
__Katharine 

Bruce ZKatharine St. John ConwaZ7 
The Cry of the Children (n. d. ) b. f2nd ed manchester, 1894, i; 3rd 
ed. 2 Manchester Labour Press Ltd., 18951aý 15PP- 
The Road to Socialism (Manchester) Labour Press Ltd. ý 190? ) 15PP. a. 
Socialism for Children (London; City of London branch ILPI ? 1902) is 
Tales from the Derbyshire Hills; pastorals from the Peak District 
(London, ILPq 1907) is I 
Socialism and the Home (? London, ? 1908) 12ppe ZILP Pamphlets. Revised 
and enlarged vergion of article which originally appeared in 
Socialist hevýiew 
(with Jo Bruce Glasier) The Religion of Socialism: two aspects 
(Manchester, Labour Press Society, ? 1693) l6pp ýalao GlasgQwg 
Labour Literature Society Ltd. Labour Press Pamphlet Nol§/ 
a. Tphotocopy/ 

GRAYSON, Victor 
The Destirxy of the 1--lob (Iluddersfidldl Workers' Pressy n. d. ) 13PP. - &Worker Series No. V j. 
6ocialism: a verbatim report of the debate at the Free Trade Hall, 
Manohester! I-FebruaEZ 149 1908, between Mr, Victor Grayson ... & Fý. 
W. Joynson-Hicks (Manchester, E, Hulton and Co. Ltd., ? 1908) 16pp, J. 
God's CountEZ. The Emigration Humbug (6tockportp The Socialist Press, 
190bTLPeople's Penny Pamphlet jlloo d l6pp. b. 
The Appeal for Socialism (6tocIgportp The Poople'a Press, n. d. ? 1909) 
Z-Feople's Penny Pamphlet, No. §/ l6pp. b& je 
The British Socialist Party: who is reL&? (London, ? 1911) Creprinted 
from the Clariont 4 August 191ý-j. 

Vý. ý 

HALL. Leonard 
The Old and the Bew Unionism (Manchestery Labour Press Society Ltd., 1893) 
14PP- LLabour Press Pamphlet No, 47 
. 
band, Labour and Liberty (Londonp Clarion Newspaper Co. Ltd., 109) l6pp 

a. 5hotocopy/ 
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The Next Thina to Do (Birmingh=, ? 1911) 16pp. ýElidland bocialist 
Pamphlet Ifool fo 
? Which Way? Root Remedies and Free Soc 
Quackery and Glorified Pauperism(1906 
(with J. 14. IvIcLachlanp C. T. Douthwaite 
the Labour Party. A Protest and Appeal 
1910) l6pp. 1. 

alism versus Colleal 
) k. 
& J. H. Belcher) Lot us Reform 

. 
(Ilanohestert Fellowship Tresa, 

HALLING9-Daisy 
Mrs. Grandy---the Enemy (Stockportp The Socialist Pressp 1908) 14PP- 
illus. Lpeople's Pe=, y Pamphlets N'o*V b. 
The Deadly Parallel: a modern anthology (Manchester, William Morrie 
Press) ? 1910) l6pp. b. 

HADTSON, Walter 
-C-'Casey') Hampeonle Violin School (Stockportp J. 

elementary violin tatoij 74PP- 1- 
Who are the Bloodsuckers? With a list- 
Clarion Clubp ? 1907) l6pp. a. 

ncipa. 1 Ones (Stockports 

The Burgle: A Book of Moral Fables (? London, 1907) ZILP Penim 
Pamýhletj7 k. 

A Wandering-14instrel. I; vagrom sketches by 'Casey' (Walter Hamipson) 
with a preface ]a Ernest Wharrier-6oulsby (Manchester & London, 
National Labour Preasp 1913) 1.56pp. j,. 
Mr. James Watts' Collection of Violins (litockporty n. d. ) 14PP 
&ubliahed for private circulation only/ ce 
The Burston School Strike (Manchester, Ilational Labour Press, ? 1915) 
20pp., a* 

HEIISHALL9--HarEy 
The ILP Song-Book. Compiled from various authors... (Manchester, Labour 
Press, ? 1696) 32pp. g. I 
The Unem2loyed Streaw dam it. Or it mM be your turn next. An open 
letter to Bill Green (Oldhamp Oldham Branch ILPI n. de) lbpp. g. 

JOBSTON9 James 
* See Dictionary of Labour Biograp Vol- V (1979) pp-121-4- 

McLACHLAN, John MacKean 
Should Socialists join the Labour Party? ... a debate between John 14. 
McLachlan (Parliamentary Candidate for 6. W. Manchester and Chairman 
of the Manchester City Labour Party) and Edward Hartley (Alderman 
of the Bradford City Council and Parliamentary Candidate for Last 
Bradford) at-the Grand Theatre, Manchester (Manchester, National 
Labour Pressý n,. d. ? 1909) 
The peril of Poverty, (London, Utopia Press) n. d. ? 1909) /Clarion 
Pamphlet No. 49J j. ko 
Urban District Councils; 

--how 
they workland how to work them (London, 

P. S. King & Son, 1911) jo 

MARR 9 T. R. 
ljousing Conditions in Manchester and Salford (Ilanchesterp Manchoster 
University Press, 1904) 100pp. a. 

Nield & Son Ltd, j 1901) Zan 

of 

140EL9_Rev. Conrad 
* bee Dictionaryof Labour Biography Vol. ij (1974) pp-276-86. 
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The War Trust Exposed (Manchester, hational Labour Press, ? 1913) 

19pp. a&m. 
How Asquith Helped the Armour Ring (Manchester, liational Labour Press 

? 1914) 15PP- a& m- 

READE, HeMy MIuspTave 
' * ý)ee Dictionary of Labour Biography Vol- 3 (1976) PP-145-6 

An additional publication by Reade is: 
A Grand from the BurniT,, (Leominster, Orphans Printing Press, 190? ) dpp. 

a* 
REDYFIdl. Pere 

* 6ee Dictionary of Labour Biography 
An additional publication by Reffern 
Capitalism and Democýacy: an arg=en 
bational Labour Press, ? 1911) 30PP. a. 

Lon (Dianchoster, 

ROSE, Frank Herbert 
Stop the 'Strike (? London) Clarion Press, ? 1908) l6pp ZrPass on_Pamphlet 

No-§1 a. 
'The Colliers' Charter: the eight hours day and what it means' in 
Cooperative Wholesale Society Ltd,, Aimual for 1909 ppo269-96 
(Manchestery 1919) j. 
The Coming Force: the Labour Movement (Manchester, 

The Machine Monster. ' A Warning to Skilled Workers 

Debate on Syndicalism between Frank Rose and ' 
Guy Boman, 

Independent Labour 
Partyq 1909)a. 

(London? p ILP, ? 1909) 
l4pp. a- 

Mann (ýalthamstowj 
1911) 6opp. j. 

ROWE, Howard C. 
The Boggart Hole Contest (1-lanchestery Labour Press2 1896) l8pp. illus. 

a. 

BETTLE, Alfred 
The Meaning of the Labour Movement, (Maricheater, 1693) 15PP- fe 

SMART, H. Russell 
Zadditional information: notes by J. Fincher Laird, / 
The IndeDendent Labour Partyt_ its prorramme and policy. Wit 
introductory letter M J. Keir Hardie!, 14P. Ord ed, Manchester, 
Labour Press Society Ltd., ; ýeptember 1893) l6pp /2 earlier eds, 
between_Nay and September 1693. Copy of 3rd ed. in Auckland University 
Library/ i. 
municipal So ialism (Manchester, Labour Press Society, 1895) k, 
Socialism-and Drink (Manchester, Labour Press S'ocietyt ? lb95) l6pp 
LLabour Press Pamphlet No. 27 a. 
The Economics of Temperance (Manchester, Labour Press Societ. Vt ? 1696) 
l6pp. a. 
Revolution or Reform. An Exposure of the Disaster of CUitalist 
Productio (London, n. d. ) l5pp. 
Socialism and the ikidget (190J 15PP- ZIELP Penny Pamphletj a. 
Trade Unionism and Politics J?? 

ý 

Socialism ... for and against ... Report of the public debate on the 
above subject etween H. Russell_Smartg Socialist, and Mr. J. R. 
Ilacartney, Conservativeg at the Mechanics' Inatituteg Stockportg o 
Friday eveningt May 10 1907 (Stockportp Stockport Branch of the ILP, 
2nd ed, ? 1907) l6pp. b. 
Socia e Classes (London? q Clarion Press, ? 1909) l6pp 
jPass on Pamphletf No. 22/ a. 

Vol. 
8: 
f or 

1 (1972) pp. 280-1. 
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Lords, Commons and the People (Manchester, Bational Labour Press, 
? 1910) 16pp. a. 

ZTAi4DAING, J. H. 
5ocialism and Peru: a romance of history (Mancheaterp National Labour 
Press, ? 1910) 15PP- a- 

THOT-T! "XIT9 Alexander Mattock 
That Blessed Word - Liberty ZClarion Newspaper Co., 18951 l6pp 
ý Clarion P=phlet No. 4/ a. ýV. 

ranslat=7 Collectivism: a spoech 
French Chamber of Deputies lClarion 
Hail Referendum! The Shorteit Way t 
l2pp. ZClarion Pamphlet No. 7j a. 

Famphlets7lio. 
Democracy (? 

Jules Gi 
5, / i- 
Clarion 

esde to the 

Press, ? 1895) 
Towards Conscription. Jubilee FatriotiBm: its meaninpj cause and 
effects, (Clarion Newspaper Co. 2 1698) 16pp ZClarion Pamphlet NO-217 
The Referendum and Initiative in Practice (London, Clarion Newspaper 
Co, 1899) 16pp LClarion Pamphlet No. 31/a. 
The Only Way to Democracy (? Londont Clarion Newspaper Cop 1900) l6pp 
LClarion Pamphlet No. 35. A portion of this pamphlet appears as a 
contribution to the Co-operative Wholesale Society, Annual 1900-1] 
a /photocopy 

. 
7. 

Socialism and Inventions (Londong Clarion Press, ? 1908) l6pp jass on 
Pamphlets 110-5. / a* 
Patriotism and Conscription (London, Clarion Presag ? 1911) 15PP- ZPass 

'/ 
a* on Pamphlets lig. 25 

Japan for a Week (London$ New York, J. Lane, 1911) 245PP- j- 
Prussia's Devilish Creed (London, Clarion Pressy ? 1914) l6pp. a. 

TREVOR, John 
My Quest for God (Manchester, 1697) a. 

WASHINGTON, 6amuej ('Elihul) 
Is General Booth's Darkest England Scheme a Failure? A word of praise 
and advice (Manchesterg Abel Heywood and Jýonq 

1692) 31pp. e. k. 
Whose Dog Art Thou? k? Nancheeter 1892) /Reprinted London, 1907, ILP 
Famphletsy 'Elihal Reprints No-! 

ý 
l5pp. a. b. 

A hation of 61aves (Wlanchesterj-1692) Lfteprinted Londonp 1907, ILP 
Pamphletsy 'Llihu' Reprints Iýo. 2-ý/ l6pp. a. b. eek, 
Milk and Postage Stamps (Idlanohe,. ter, 1692) [Reprinted London, 19071 ILP 
Pamphlets2 'Llihal Reprints Uo. g l6pp. a. 
A Corner in Flesh and blood (XancheE; terj 1692) fReprinted London, 19071 
ILP Pamphlets) 'Elibul Reprints No. 47 l6pp. a. 

. 

Y) /Reprinted London, 1907, ILP Simple Division (Manchester, lb 
Pamphletsp 'Elihul Reprints No. a. 
A Parable (Manchesterg lb93) ZILP Tracts 1. Published for ILPp 
Manchester and ýýalford Districtl 4PP. a. /photocopy] 
The Case for the Fourth Clause (Manchester ILPI Glasgow, Labour 
Literature 4ocietyy lUg-3) ZILP Manchestery Salford and District 
Pamphlet, J.. / llpp. b. 

Nation of 61aves, Milk and Postage Stampqý and A Corner in Flesh 

and Blood were advertised in Workmans Timesy 19 November 1692 

as a seriesq under the_collective title 'Addresses to John Bullp Esq. 

on Capital and Labourj/ 

delivered 

WOOLLERTON, Arthur 
The Labour-l-lovement in Manchester-and Salford (Manchester) 1907) 
Zcity of manchester ILP Branch Pamphlets No-1L/ 20ppo a. b. 
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APPENDIX V 

SOCIALII'M OR LOCAL ELEMM BODIES, 1893-1914 

Notes 

This list is confined to elected representatives who were individual 

members of socialist organizations. It does not include trade unionist 
Labour members, for whom no link with the socialist movement has been 

discovered. Principal sources of information are: Labour Leader; ILP 

Anrraal Conferenct Reports; annual volumes of The Official Handbook of 

Manchester and Salford and . 5urrounding District; and T. Regan, 'A 

chronological and alphabetical record of the Labour Group on the Manchester 

City Council 1894-19661 (unpublished typescript, 1966). 

A., COUNCILS 

Manchester City Council 

Jesse Butler 1894-1898 (Openshaw) 

John Edward Button 1894-1910 (Bradford) 

Frederick Brocklehurat 1897-1903 (Harpurhev) 

William Kaben 1697-1901 (St. George's) 

James Johnston 1698-1901 (St. George's) 

igo2-1916 (Blackley & moston) 

Faijah John Hart 1902-1908 (Openshaw) 

Tom Cook 1903--ý1919 (Openshaw) 

William T. Jackson 1903-1906 (Harpurhey) 

1907-1918 11 
Joseph Bevir Williams 1904-1907 (Openshaw) 

Tom F6x 1904-1919 (Bradford) 

Joseph Billam 1905-1915 (13radford) 

James Edward Gilchrist 1905-1908 (Miles Platting) 

Joseph James Rudge 1905-1908 (Newton Heath) 

Thomas Robert Marr 1905-1919 (New Cross) 

John Doyle 1906-1909 (Ardwick) 

Sam Hague 1909-1924 (Gorton S. ) 

George Frank Titt 1910-1928 (Openshaw) 

William H. Phillips 1910- (Blackley & feloston) 

Joseph Fogarty 1911-1921 (Miles Platting) 

John McLean I-IcLachlan 1911-1919 (Ardwick) 

T. R. Marr 1911- (New Cross) 

Edgar Whiteley 1913-20 (Longsight) 
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Rbys John Davies 1913-23 (Gorton S. ) 

Salford County Borough Council 

Joseph buttall 1902-1908 (Albert park) 

John Hayes igo3-l9o6 (St. Thomas') 

J. F. Thompson 1904-1907 (Ordsal) 

Henry Kottershead 1905-1908 (St. Thomas') 

A. A. Purcell 1906-1909 (St. Paulls) 

1910-1912 It 

James Dudley 1907-1908 (66. Paulls) 

J. Openshaw 1907-1913 (Seedley) 

S. Delvas 1908- (6eedley)' 

(re-elected 1911p 1914) 

Dr. Shand 1908-1911 (Regent) 

J. T. liodgen 1911- (St. Thomas) 

(re-elected 1914) 

Urban-District Councils 

LEW; 11SHULME 

T. H. Uririkwater lb94-1908 

J. M. McLachlan 1904-1907 

T. Winnett 1909- 

GORTON 

Fred Pogson 1905- 

William Gregory 1906- 

Sam, Hague 1906- 

Rztr; b, l District Councils 

C HAP EL-FX-LE-FRI TH 

J. Bruce Glasier 1906- 

B. 6CHOOL BOARDS 

Manchester 

Fred t3rocklehurst 1697-1902 

Mrs. Pankhurst 1900-1902 

Salford 

Joseph Hattall 1894-1900 
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ce BOARDS OP GUARDIANS 

Manchester 

Mrs. 14. Lawson 1909- 

James Johnston 1910- 

J. E. Gilchrist 1913- 

Chorlton 

Dr. A. W. Martin 1694-1903 

Mrs. Pankhurst 1694-1903 

VI. E. Skivington 1905-1910 

Mrs. Garrett 1906-1912 

Dr. T. J. G. Garrett 1908- 

Walter Sanders 1909- 

Prestwich 

Mark Atherton 1694-lb95 

Salford 

Mrs. B. Hayes 1907- 

. D. FALECTIVE AUDITORS 

Manchester 

L. D. Prince 1694-1695 
Salford 

John Hempsall 1694-1696 

W. Ifunt 1697-1906 



APPETMIX VI 

THE: CLARION MOVFIIF. NT IN PHOTOGRAPHS 

The following photographs, illustrating the Clarion Vans and 

social activities at the Club Housep Handforthy are enlarged 
from postcards contained in an album donated by Miss E. E. Hardy, 

of Stockporto to Stockport Local History Library. 

Photography by David Raid 
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in Ikeepin; with nýlels viewi than with those of the Clarion socialists# 

but even he v" eventually disappointed. Uaring waited until after the 

Septenber TM. the turlia=entary Co=Ittee then declined to participate 

in the mcbeue. 1 

Cavin; also witnessed the failure of attempts by Fred Brockleburst 

and )trs. I'makhurat to re-nA=e the ILP as the I. National Socialist Nrtyl, 

the !; *Wn; h&a conIvrence left the nore distinctly socialist element of 

" 111atchford sinply appealed to the Clarion socialists tho party in linbo*ý 

to 'Let the SD?, p the rabiaztsi, the ILPq the Christian Social thiong and all 

the other Wies vark for the cause In their own vny, and help them vhen 

ve can. 3 It# also continued his debate vith Leonard Hall oTer the merits 

of 'enlightened selfishness' as orposed to altruis=. 4 

11v Aberdeen by-4ection in My 1896, coupled vith the 1895 defeats# 

perhaps served to stxtr4th*n the anti-parliamentary feeling already latent 

vitlain son* ILP atzbers. Tou Ihnn at the end of the year turned his 

attention t4mrds tr&Jes federation while. Leonard IIallq defending Anarchist 

representation at the International Socialist and Trade tbionist Congress 

in Landout rAde the cast for non-MrItamentary socialism in the Clarion. 

Qx=tntiz: upon the existence, of tva schools of thought vithin the ILP, he 

coutinuedl 

... out sidt is prtpartd - as we have alvays been prepared 
during al 13 years of connection vith Daglish Socialism - to 
vork and co-oporato cost heartily vith genuine Socialists who 
prefer non-parliazent&ry (Ld Pstq voluntary co-operationist and 
effective trAde-unionist) methods, vhIlst none the less =aintaining 

11,111*11ing, (YrItIns of the LAbour Mr! X ..., pp. 174-5 

2 1111, ttoporit of the 4th AnnnnI Can-forence_... IR16, pp. 6-7 

3 C. 10 April HOG 

4 lbid. 9 ID Aprilq 2 My, 189G 
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