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Abstract 
 
The 1842 Staffordshire Potteries riots were two days in which law and order broke 

down and large mobs of rioters looted and burned at random.  The riots are 

usually considered to be Chartist-backed, despite failing to conform to the usual 

pattern of targeted Chartist outbreaks.  This study tested the premise that the riots 

were due to local issues of poverty and poor working conditions, with only the 

minimal influence of Chartism. 

There had been unrest in the area for many years and the working and 

living conditions of the working people were poor, especially when compared with 

those in authority. There was also an ongoing colliers’ strike.  The riots were 

initially stirred up by Chartist speakers, especially the well-known orator Thomas 

Cooper, who gave a fiery speech to a crowd of angry and oppressed men and 

women. However, Cooper played no further part in the riots, and they gained their 

own momentum without any further connection with Chartism.  Instead, the rioters 

were fuelled by anger and a desire to punish their oppressors, helped in their aim 

by a lack of any police or military presence and an abundance of looted alcohol. 

In concurrent Chartist trials of rioters in Manchester and Cheshire, there 

was criticism of judicial bias.  As the Potteries rioters were given harsher 

sentences than in any other area, judicial bias was investigated.  Evidence points 

to anti-Chartist bias in the Potteries Chief Judge Tindal, but as all judges had 

received Government instruction to treat Chartists leniently, their bias had, with 

one possible exception, little effect on the sentences handed down, and offenders 

were given the relatively harsh, but normal punishments of the time.     
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Chapter 1.  Introduction 
 

 
In the middle of August 1842, the Potteries area of North Staffordshire was about 

to descend into chaos. Four weeks earlier a mob of 4000-5000 striking colliers had 

‘perambulated’ around the Potteries; they raked out all the boiler fires and closed 

most of the collieries and potteries; houses were looted, people were assaulted 

and a policeman beaten.1  The colliers were protesting against poor working 

conditions and a cut in wages.2  The riot was loosely associated with Chartism, 

and a local Chartist speaker, Edward Sale, was arrested for inciting the riot.  Yet 

the Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser (Star) insisted that ‘the Chartists, 

as a body, have not mixed themselves up with the colliers’ turn out, nor will they’.3  

Instead of being the end of the story, this was just the beginning, and on 15 

August the area erupted into the most destructive and harshly punished of the 

1842 ‘Chartist’ riots.  

The Potteries riots of 15-16 August 1842 are included in most Chartist 

historiography as part of the 1842 General Strike, although little analysis has been 

done on whether that is where they really belong, given their apparent lack of 

Chartist focus.  This dissertation will test the premise that the riots in the Potteries 

arose from grievances regarding living and working conditions and other local 

influences, rather than any major connection with the Chartist movement.   

 
1 ‘Disturbed State of North Staffordshire’, Staffordshire Advertiser (SA), 23 July 1842, p. 3. 
2 Robert Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842: Chartism, the Colliers’ Strike and the Outbreak in the Potteries’, in The 
Chartist Experience: Studies in Working-Class Radicalism and Culture, 1830-60, ed. by James Epstein and 
Dorothy Thompson (London: Macmillan Press, 1982), p. 197. 
3 ‘The Staffordshire Miners’, Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser (NS), 6 August 1842, p. 5. 
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Out of thirteen Special ‘Chartist’ Assizes studied by Ariouat, Staffordshire 

had the highest number of severe and custodial sentences.4   Following the trials, 

questions were asked in Parliament about potential anti-Chartist prejudice of the 

judges in relation to the sentencing of the offenders. The study will, therefore, also 

consider the question of whether there was judicial bias on the assumption of a 

Chartist connection.   

 A note on terminology. The so-called riots have variously been described in 

the literature and the press as riots, disturbances, strikes and protests.  The 

dictionary definition of a riot is ‘a violent disturbance of the peace by a crowd; an 

outbreak of violent civil disorder or lawlessness’, and as this description covers the 

majority of the events described, the terms ‘riot’ and ‘rioter’ will be used throughout 

this dissertation when describing events and participants.5  

The most informative personal primary sources on the riots are the 

autobiographies of Thomas Cooper and Charles Shaw, both of whom were 

witnesses. 6   Additionally, contemporary reports in the Staffordshire Advertiser 

(Advertiser) and the Star both gave good detailed coverage despite having very 

different agendas; the Advertiser was started by a Whig MP and ex-mayor and 

had a conventional middle-class establishment viewpoint, and the Star was a 

radical pro-Chartist paper established by the leading Chartist, Feargus O’Connor.7  

However, in terms of factual details of the riots the two were in general agreement. 

 
4 Jacqueline Fellague Ariouat, ‘Rethinking Partisanship in the Conduct of the Chartist Trials, 1839-1848’, 
Albion, (1997), 596–621 (p. 606). 
5 ‘Riot’, OED Online, Oxford University Press, www.oed.com/view/Entry/166168. Accessed 14 June 2021. 
6 Charles Shaw, When I Was a Child, (Firle, Sussex: Caliban Books, 1977, first published 1903).  Thomas 
Cooper, The Life of Thomas Cooper (Hodder and Stoughton, 1897). 
7 A short history of the newspaper is given in the British Newspaper Archive, 
www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk [accessed 19 February 2021]. 
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  The Calendar of Prisoners for the Staffordshire Special Assize provided 

some basic official data of each of those who appeared in court, usually name, 

age, literacy, charge and sentence.8  Parliamentary papers provided evidence on 

government policy and attitudes.9 

Additionally, although much of the data in the Staffordshire Record Office 

proved to be disappointingly irrelevant, there is some correspondence about the 

riots in general, between the Earl Talbot, Lord Lieutenant of Staffordshire, and the 

Home Secretary, Sir James Graham MP, and others, and some correspondence 

of Samuel Alcock, the Chief Constable of Burslem.10  The Tasmanian convict 

records gave some personal information on the transportees, including whether 

each had any previous convictions.11 

 Some aspects of the research have been problematic, largely due to the 

sheer numbers of people involved.  The Staffordshire Special Assize records are 

held at Kew and have not been digitised, rendering them unavailable during the 

Covid pandemic, although it is doubtful, due to the large volume of data, whether 

time would, in any case, have allowed detailed study.  It might however have 

allowed more accurate identification of the offenders, which has varied between 

contemporary news reports and historiographical information.  Fyson, for example, 

lists twelve known Chartists, whereas, from news reports, this dissertation has 

found sixteen, and the lists of names often differ.12  The two versions of the 

Calendar of Prisoners held in the Stafford Archives also differ, the ‘original’ version 

 
8 Staffordshire Record Office (SRO), Q/SPc/10/1, Calendar of the Prisoners, Staffordshire Special 
Commission of Assize, 1 October 1842. 
9 Hansard, 3rd series Vols. 66 and 68, House of Commons Sittings of 21 February and 28 March 1843.   
10 SRO, D649/10, Records of the Chetwynd Family, Out Letter Book 1822-1842.  SRO, Fiche MF49, Letter-
Book of Samuel Alcock, manufacturer and Chief Constable of Burslem, c. 1835-43.   
11 Tasmania Convict Records 1800-1893, Conduct Record CON33/1/38, Description List CON18/1/36, Indent 
CON14/1/21, Ship John Renwick, 1842, www.findmypast.co.uk [accessed 19 March 2021]. 
12 Robert Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’, (unpublished Thesis, University of Lancaster, 1998), p. 172. 
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giving more names and more data than the printed one, although both are 

ostensibly the same document; similar problems arise with news reports.13    

Using the newspaper and archive sources, a Microsoft Access database 

was created and populated with the details of 263 people who were brought before 

the Magistrate and Special Assize courts in Staffordshire . Those entered on the 

database represent most, but not all, of those who were brought before Courts in 

Staffordshire.   

For comparison with the Potteries riots, a group of 182 rioters tried at the 

Liverpool Special Assize, for riots in the Manchester area between 9 and 12 

August 1842, were entered into a similar database.  These data are from the 

Manchester Courier and Lancashire General Advertiser (Courier), a conservative 

newspaper set up in 1825 in opposition to the Liberal Manchester Guardian.  The 

Courier had a particularly detailed report on the riots and Assize proceedings, 

however, data from Magistrates courts is not included.14     

For the reasons mentioned above, some data may be missing, or 

inaccurate, due to omissions and inconsistencies between the sources.  The 

databases were not intended as a means of analysis per se but rather as an aid to 

organising potentially relevant data, together with references, in one place.  An 

example of a single page is shown in Appendix 1.   

It was originally intended to consider the potential influence of Primitive 

Methodism on the riots.  Due to the closure of the local Primitive Methodist archive 

during the pandemic it was not possible to study this as fully as was hoped. 

 
13 SRO, Q/SPc/10/1(original) and S300/1/3/45(printed), Calendar of the Prisoners, 1 October 1842. 
14 ‘Alarming Riots in Manchester and the Neighbourhood’, Manchester Courier and Lancashire General 
Advertiser, 13 August 1842, p. 6.  British Newspaper Archive. 
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 Most historiographers see a link between the 1842 riots and Chartism, but 

few have studied the Potteries riots in detail, Fyson’s work being the most 

notable.15  Other secondary material comes from Stedman Jones and Thompson, 

both arguing for strong links between Chartism and the riots, and Chase and 

Church who see the riots as spontaneous or apolitical with only weak links.16  The 

question here is whether that link was strong enough in the Potteries to be a 

controlling influence.    

In terms of the punishments of the rioters, sources include Ariouat, who has 

written specifically about the problems of judicial leeway in the conduct of Chartist 

trials, and Mather, who argues for the influence of failures in government policy.17 

 The dissertation gives emphasis to the transportees, the Chartists, and the 

destruction of Church of England rectories.  This is not unconsidered neglect of 

the bigger picture of non-Chartists, those with prison sentences, and those victims 

other than the clergy; all of these are deserving of further research, but there were 

simply too many offenders and not the space or time available.   

Female rioters have been mentioned only in passing.  Despite their being 

mentioned frequently in news reports, only fourteen were found guilty, and only on 

minor charges of riot, theft and drunkenness.  One was given a prison sentence of 

8 months and all others three months or less. 

  

 

 
15 Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842.  Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’. 
16 Gareth Stedman Jones, ‘Rethinking Chartism’, in Languages of Class: Studies in English Working Class 
History 1832–1982, ed. by Gareth Stedman Jones (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), pp. 163-
164.  Dorothy Thompson, The Chartists (London: Temple Smith, 1984), p. 232. Malcolm Chase, Chartism : A 
New History (Manchester : Manchester University Press, 2007), p. 209.  Roy Church, ‘Chartism and the 
Miners: A Reinterpretation’, Labour History Review, (1991), 23–36.   
17 Jacqueline Fellague Ariouat, ‘Rethinking Partisanship in the Conduct of the Chartist Trials, 1839-1848’, 
Albion: A Quarterly Journal Concerned with British Studies, 29 (1997), 596–621. F.C. Mather, ‘The 
Government and the Chartists’, in Chartist Studies, ed. by Asa Briggs (London: Macmillan Press, 1959). 
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Chapter 2. The Riots of 1842 

 

There are numerous factors which could have helped to ignite the 1842 riots in the 

Potteries; local influences, such as poor working and living conditions, 

relationships between workers and factory/mine owners and managers; Chartism; 

religion; even boredom.  It is not possible to know what was in the minds of 

individual rioters, even autobiographies from witnesses, such as those of Cooper 

and Shaw were written many years later and have to be used with care, memories 

are not always reliable and authors may have their own agendas.1   

This chapter puts the riots into context, with an examination of workers’ 

disturbances during the previous decade, and of contemporary evidence of 

poverty and dangerous working conditions, leading up to a recent colliers’ strike.  

The chapter will concentrate on any local influences which may have caused the 

riots, and will also briefly discuss the possible impact of Primitive Methodism.  

The Background to the Riots 

In the nineteenth century the Staffordshire Potteries consisted, as it still does, of 

six associated towns; Tunstall, Burslem, Hanley, Stoke-upon-Trent, Fenton and 

Longton.  The area had a long association with the manufacture of pottery and 

also with coal mining.2  By 1800, pottery was a significant industry which relied 

heavily on coal to fuel its boilers, as did the relatively new iron-working industry.3  

A location map is given in Figure 2.1, and a larger scale map is given in Appendix 

2. 

 
1 Thomas Cooper, The Life of Thomas Cooper (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1879).  Charles Shaw, When 
I Was a Child, (Firle, Sussex: Caliban Books, 1977, first published 1903). 
2 J.G. Jenkins, A History of the County of Stafford: Volume 8, ed. J G Jenkins (London, 1963), British History 
Online www.british-history.ac.uk/vch/staffs/vol.8 [accessed 14 November 2019]. 
3 A. D. M. Phillips and C. B. Phillips, An Historical Atlas of Staffordshire (Manchester: Manchester University 
Press, 2011), p. 58, 86. 
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                                    Figure 2.1 Location of the Potteries 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Workplace tensions had been festering intermittently for some years in the 

Potteries.  In the 1830s it was the pottery workers who had taken the initiative, with 

two long strikes, one of 15 weeks in 1834-5 where the workers won a 35% 

increase in wages, and one in 1836-7 where they demanded some changes in 

employment conditions and eventually returned to work after 21 weeks, with 

nothing gained.4  Despite the inevitable bad feeling and bitterness that these 

strikes incurred, the lack of newspaper reports to the contrary suggest that there 

was little or no violence and this was borne out by the pottery manufacturer John 

Boyle.5 

Boyle, a Master Manufacturer from Stoke, and a partner in Minton’s Pottery, 

addressed a meeting of the Statistical Society of London in April 1838, about the 

1830s strikes.6  Despite his potential bias as an employer his account is 

significant, especially his view of the situation after the strikes, in 1838.  To him the 

trade was (medically) healthy apart from hand dipping (coating the wares in lead-

 
4 John Boyle, ‘An Account of Strikes in the Potteries, in the Years 1834 and 1836’, Journal of the Statistical 
Society of London, (1838), 37-45 (pp. 40-44). 
5 Boyle, pp. 40-44. 
6 ‘Statistical Society’, Staffordshire Advertiser (SA), 12 May 1838, p. 3.  Boyle, pp. 40-44.  
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based glaze – see comment by Engels below) and the wages were ‘as good, if not 

better…than any other staple trade in the kingdom’.  The workers were generally 

‘industrious and orderly, and possess[ed] the luxuries as well as comforts, of life to 

a considerable extent’.7  Despite believing the workers who struck in 1836 to be 

intemperate, indolent and greedy, Boyle owned that the strike was non-violent, 

with ‘no outrage…committed’.8  

Boyle’s view of the pottery workers as living in luxury and comfort does not 

concur with first-hand accounts of the poverty and the ensuing riots.  Engels, 

visiting the area in the early 1840s, didn’t experience the riots but did graphically 

describe the working conditions in the pottery factories.  The child pottery workers 

were ‘lean, pale, feeble [and] stunted’ by their work, and many of them died of 

consumption. Adults and children alike suffered from bleeding hands from 

constant contact with lead-based fluid, often containing arsenic, which softened 

their skin and caused it to fall off, and they suffered from violent pain, serious 

gastro-intestinal diseases, epilepsy and paralysis. Some died as a result.9 

One such child pottery worker was Charles Shaw, born in Tunstall in 1832.  

From the age of seven, and for one shilling per week, he worked ‘from between 

five and six o’clock in the morning [until up to] six…or eight o’clock at night’ and 

sometimes saw ‘sights of sickening brutality inflicted upon mere children’.10  He 

had vivid memories of chronic destitution, pinched faces, wretched homes and 

silent despair and want in the population of the towns.11  Shaw also tells that many 

 
7 Boyle, p. 37. 
8 SA,12 May 1838, p. 3.  Boyle, pp. 40, 44. 
9 Friedrich Engels, The Condition of the Working Class in England, Oxford World’s Classics (Oxford; New 
York: Oxford University Press, 2009, first published 1845), pp. 214-5. 
10 Shaw, p. 18. 
11 Shaw, p. 42-43. 
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of the workers were drunk and work-shy and their strikes were cruel and brutal.12  

But he knew that many of these people were so degraded and hardened by their 

own poverty that they had little concern for the hardship of others.13  Shaw 

published his autobiography in 1903, by then a man of seventy-one, but his 

memories of the poverty of the area accords with that of Engels and of 

contemporary newspaper reports.  

Following the 1836-7 strikes the economic situation in the Potteries 

remained poor.  In May 1838, the largely Whig supporting Globe reported ‘that the 

trade of the Potteries is still in a very depressed state’ and that despite parochial 

and private charity’ there was ‘still a great amount of severe suffering’.14  Part of 

the problem was a general national economic depression, but in February 1840 

the Staffordshire Gazette and County Standard reported that the ‘languid state [of 

trade]’ was especially bad in the Potteries and that only one pottery factory was in 

full work.15  The situation was confirmed by G. Philips, the Chief Constable of 

Burslem, calling a meeting:  

with a view to alleviate the extensive distress which now prevails 

in the town and immediate neighbourhood; [The Advertiser 

feared] that the working classes …are, with some few 

exceptions, in a state of deep deprivation, owing to the scarcity 

of employment which has for some time prevailed, and which 

appears likely, at least for the present, to continue.16 

 

The 1842 Colliers’ Strike 

 
12 Shaw, pp. 31-33. 
13 Shaw, p. 128. 
14 ‘State of the Potteries’, Globe, 15 May 1838, p. 1.  British Newspaper Archive.   
15 ‘The Potteries’, Staffordshire Gazette and County Standard, 8 February 1840, p. 3. 
16 ‘State of the Poor in Burslem Parish’, SA, 7 March 1840, col. 2, p. 3. 
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There is no lack of evidence as to the poor conditions which the working people of 

the Potteries had endured in recent years, and in 1842 bad feelings were no doubt 

exacerbated by the still poor economic situation in the Potteries, said to be the 

worst of the century, with low wages and high prices.17   

Yet in early June 1842, W.H. Sparrow, coal-master of a Longton colliery, 

tried, at a time when the ‘accidental’ death rate of colliers in the Potteries was the 

highest of any in England and Wales, to reduce the workers’ wages by 7d per 

day.18  Some of the men refused to accept the reduction and were dismissed 

without notice, leading to an initial strike of around 200 colliers. Four of the men 

summonsed the butties (subcontractors responsible for running the pits)  for 

payment of the two weeks’ wages, and the Magistrate, Thomas Bailey-Rose, 

upheld their claim.19  But the factors which had caused the strike had still not been 

resolved and the lack of trust and poor relationships with the mine owners and 

managers continued. 

The strike spread and by the middle of July the shortage of coal was 

affecting the pottery and iron industries, which relied on coal to fire their boilers.  

The pottery industry in particular was a huge employer, having 44% and 62% 

respectively of the male and female workforce of the Potteries (for calculations see 

Appendix 3). The effect of the coal shortage thus caused considerable hardship to 

the area.  Tempers were severely frayed and there were disturbances involving 

several thousand striking colliers, although at this point there was only one act of 

serious violence, when a man was thrown into scalding water.20  On the 16th July 

 
17 Robert Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842: Chartism, the Colliers’ Strike and the Outbreak in the Potteries’, in The 
Chartist Experience: Studies in Working-Class Radicalism and Culture, 1830-60, ed. by James Epstein and 
Dorothy Thompson (London: Macmillan Press, 1982), p. 197. 
18 Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842, p. 197. 
19 ‘The Late Colliery Strike at Mr. Sparrow’s Works, Longton’, SA, 25 June 1842, p. 2. 
20 ‘Threatened Disturbances in the Potteries’, London Evening Standard, 15 July 1842, p. 2.  
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the Star published a letter written by John Richards, local secretary of the National 

Charter Association (NCA), on behalf of the striking colliers, appealing to the coal 

owners for a just reward for the miners; 

Our work is dangerous, dirty and laborious… our lives are not for 

one moment in safety… a fall of coal, or a slip of the roof may in 

an instant consign us to death or cripple us for the remainder of 

life [and] many have sunk into the grave from the injuries they 

have received.21 

 

The letter had little effect and on the 23 July the Advertiser reported that there had 

been mass protests and some violence, including a constable who was nearly 

drowned, and troops had been called in.  The Advertiser owned that some of the 

colliers’ demands were justified, but believed that many [were] glad of ‘a season of 

idleness and tumult’.22  By the end of July it seemed as if things were calming 

down.  The coal-owners had unanimously refused the colliers’ demands, but had 

agreed to look into alleged grievances if the men returned to work.  Some did 

return, although a mob of others, together with some pottery workers, said to have 

been fired up by a Chartist speaker, held a further protest.  This seems to have 

fizzled out and ended without violence, other than a stone being thrown.  The 

Advertiser reported ‘our readers will learn with much satisfaction… that tranquillity 

is in a good degree restored’.23   The Advertiser was wrong. 

The disturbances could have ended here, with minimal violence and the 

possibility of some eventual improvements in conditions. What actually happened, 

 
21 ‘The Colliers of North Staffordshire to the Middle Class of the Staffordshire Potteries…’, Northern Star and 
Leeds General Advertiser (NS), 16 July 1842, p. 5. 
22 ‘The Disturbed State of North Staffordshire’, SA, 23 July 1842, p. 3.  
23 ‘The Colliers Turn-out in North Staffordshire’, SA, 30 July, 1842, p. 3. 
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a few weeks later, was what Fyson described as ‘twenty-four hours of desperate 

saturnalia’.24 

The Riots 

In 1842, England and Wales showed ‘an all-time high in the record of indictable 

[protest] offences’.25  Much of the unrest was in the northern English towns but 

some was in Staffordshire, and it has been suggested that the reason for the large 

number of people involved was that those who were unemployed due to strikes 

had little else to do.26  At the time, Thomas Cooper, leader of the Leicestershire 

Chartists, follower of Chartist leader Feargus O’Connor, and a significant and fiery 

orator, was on a tour promoting Chartism to disaffected workers in Birmingham 

and the Staffordshire coalfields.   

On the afternoon of Sunday 14th August, Cooper spoke at open air 

meetings in Fenton, Longton and, in the evening, to an ‘immense crowd’ at Crown 

Bank in Hanley.27  Beginning with a Chartist hymn and a prayer he based his 

speech on the sixth commandment, and detailed all the wrongs which the workers 

had suffered and after describing each one he intoned, almost like a mantra, how 

it ‘violated the precept, “thou shalt do no murder”’.28  

At 7am the following morning, Monday 15 August, a large crowd again 

assembled in Hanley.29  The meeting was chaired by Cooper and was also 

addressed by NCA secretary John Richards and George Hemmings, leader of the 

 
24 Robert Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’ (unpublished Thesis, University of Lancaster, 1998), p. 162. 
25 George Rudé, ‘Protest and Punishment in Nineteenth-Century Britain’, Albion, 5 (1973), 1–23 (p.13) 
26 Jacqueline Fellague Ariouat, ‘Rethinking Partisanship in the Conduct of the Chartist Trials, 1839-1848’, 
Albion, 29 (1997), 596–621 (p. 600). 
27 Cooper, p. 187.   
28 Cooper, pp. 187-189. 
29 ‘Alarming Riots, Attended with Loss of Life and Great Destruction of Property’, SA, 20 August 1842, p. 3. 
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Hanley colliers.30  The motion was proposed and seconded ‘That all labour cease 

until the People’s Charter becomes the law of the land’.31  The riot was kindled. 

The exact demography of the crowd is unknown.  Rioting tends to be the 

province of young men.  As Rudé tells us, the average age of Luddites transported 

to Australia in 1812-17 was 30; that of machine-breakers and arsonists 

transported in 1830 was 29; and of 16 Chartists in 1848 it was 31.32  Thus, in the 

Potteries in 1842, as shown in Table 2.1, the majority of those convicted were men 

aged 20-29, a typical sex and age for a rioter. 

Table 2.1 The Ages of the Rioters33 

 Age of convicted rioters  (number of people) 
 

 Unknown 12-19 
years 

20-29 
years 

30-39 
years 

Over 40 
years 

 

Total Age range 

Men   11 36 80 35 9 171 12-70 

Women 2 5 5 1 1 14 15-48 

Total 13 41 85 36 10 185 12-70 

 

Many were out of work because of the strikes.  Some were already 

troublemakers with multiple prison sentences behind them.34  Shaw remembered 

many as hard men (see page 9).35  They fitted into three roughly similar-sized 

groups, 34% miners, 38% potters and 28% all others, the latter being a mix of 

shoe/clog makers, labourers and a variety of single occupations.  Yet, in the 

working population, the miners were in a minority, making up 10.1% of the male 

 
30 Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842’, p. 207. 
31 Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842’, p. 207. 
32 George Rudé, The Crowd in History, New edition (London: Serif, 2005), p. 209. 
33 Staffordshire Record Office (SRO), Q/SPc/10/1, Calendar of the Prisoners, Staffordshire Special 
Commission of Assize, 1 October 1842. SA, various reports from 20 August - 15 October 1842. 
34 Tasmania Convict Records 1800-1893, Conduct Record CON33/1/38, Description List CON18/1/36, Indent 
CON14/1/21, Ship John Renwick, 1842, www.findmypast.co.uk [accessed 19 March 2021]. 
35 Shaw, p. 128. 



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

14 

working population, whereas the potters made up 44% of the male and 62% of the 

female working population.36  Population figures are detailed in Appendix 3. 

These then were the people, together with some thousands of others, 

whom Cooper’s words appear to have been instrumental in inflaming.  Together 

with economic depression and ‘beautifully fine’ weather, these were the catalysts 

for protest and riot without the need for any other influence.37   

A major riot ensued; police stations were attacked and the houses and 

offices of industrialists and Church of England clergy were looted.  The following 

report from the Advertiser describes the attack on the Longton rectory of the 

Reverend Dr. Vale: 

The scene now became indescribable; what with the 

disagreements of the rioters between themselves, the din of 

voices, the crashing of the glass in the windows, and the 

breaking and burning of the furniture… The Doctor’s extensive 

library…valuable MSS… were all either torn or scattered in the 

pleasure grounds, or burnt or stolen… A fire was now lighted in 

front of the house and beds, mattresses, tables, chairs…even to 

the [fire] grates...were thrown onto the fire, which began to rage 

with great fury.38 

 

There are no contemporary illustrations of Dr Vale’s house but Figure 2.2 shows 

the aftermath of the similar fire at Rev. Aitkins Rectory in Hanley. 

 

Figure 2.2.  Ruined Parsonage House, Hanley39 
 

 
36 SRO, Calendar of the Prisoners. 1841 Census of Great Britain, Abstracts of Occupations, 041areas, 
Parishes of Burslem, Stoke upon Trent and Wolstanton (covering all the Potteries parishes), 
www.visionofbritain.org.uk [accessed 22 April 2021]. 
37 John Ward, The Borough of Stoke-upon-Trent, Reprinted 1984 by Webberly Ltd, Hanley, Staffs (London: W. 
Lewis & Son, 1843), p. 585. 
38 ‘Alarming Riots…’, SA, 20 August 1842, p. 3. 
39 Illustrated London News, 8 October 1842, p. 345. 
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Shaw, aged only ten at the time, had very detailed memories of the riots 

and his descriptions of the mayhem ring true as being typical of a child’s curiosity 

of the gruesome.  He heard the firing of muskets and saw people ‘fleeing in terror 

[with] portions of their clothes torn off… a grim sight [which] furnished plenty of 

food for laughter’; a cobbler who had the bridge of his nose slit in two and was 

dripping blood was a ‘rather comical sight’; a woman with a bullet-wounded leg 

and badly torn dress ‘looked as though she had been rolled down the shord-ruck 

[a rubbish tip of broken pots] on the New Road from Burslem’. More seriously he 

remembered the confusion and groans and shrieks of the seething mass of people 

trying to avoid the horse soldiers brandishing their swords.40 

 
40 Shaw, p. 167-170. 
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A letter from Joseph Maÿer, a trustee of the Potteries Central Savings 

Bank, to Francis Twemlow, Chairman of the Quarter Sessions, demonstrates his 

concern:41 

…the work of devastation has commenced in this 

neighbourhood; the public offices here have had the windows 

broken, and all their books, papers, [illegible], destroyed… 

[houses] have been forced and the furniture broken or burnt; the 

shops in our town have been closed; and the congregated 

colliers and others are completely masters of the place, parading 

and demanding money ….  I am very apprehensive that their 

success hitherto will encourage them to proceed to further 

violence .42 

Maÿer’s concerns were echoed by the Lord Lieutenant of Staffordshire, Lord 

Talbot, who wrote, in a letter to the Home Secretary, that ‘the mob was in 

[undisputed?] possession of the town of Hanley on the whole of the 15th Aug’.  Part 

of the fault, Talbot believed, was due to the infantry marching around the town 

rather than through it and thus not engaging with the rioters.43 

At 7pm that evening, Cooper, in an effort to calm things down, addressed 

another large and somewhat drunken crowd in Hanley and told them he was 

ashamed of them and re-iterated ‘do no violence’. Cooper then quickly left the 

area making it clear that he did not want to be associated with the unrest.44   

Early the following morning, Tuesday 16 August, at another meeting in 

Hanley, a large crowd, now joined by a noisy armed ‘mob’ of up to five thousand 

people who had marched from Leek, accompanied by a band, again rioted, the 

 
41 ‘Potteries Central Savings Bank’, SA, 24 December 1841, p. 1. 
42 SRO, D4216/F/18, Twemlow Papers, Letter from Joseph Maÿer to Francis Twemlow, 15 August 1842. 
43 SRO, Ref D649/10, Records of the Chetwynd-Talbot Family, Out Letter Book 1822-1842, Letter from Lord 
Talbot to Sir James Graham, 2 November 1842. 
44 Cooper, p.195. 



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

17 

military were called in and the Riot Act was read.  The military were ordered to fire, 

Josiah Heapy, a young shoemaker from Leek, was killed, and a number of others 

injured.45   

Later in the day a meeting was called to discuss the situation. Workers 

leaders, local officials and manufacturers had been invited but, of the latter, only 

the liberal manufacturer William Ridgeway turned up. The meeting was addressed 

by Chartists, Moses Simpson, John Richards and William Ellis but was eventually 

broken up by the military.46  The outbreak was effectively over but the damage 

was huge.   

Table 2.2 is a list of some of the victims and demonstrates the seemingly 

random attacks; the 142 offenders are only those who were arrested and charged, 

there were large numbers who never came before the courts.    

  

 
45 ‘Alarming Riots…’, SA, 20 August 1842, p. 3. 
46 ‘Alarming Riots…’, SA, 20 August 1842, p. 3.  ‘Potteries”, NS, 20 August 1842, p.5. Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 
1842, pp. 202-204. 
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Table 2.2. The Victims of the Riots47 
 

Victim Name Occupation/ 
business 

No. of 
offenders 

Place 
 

Aitkins Clergyman 11 Rectory, Hanley 
Allin Unknown 4 Private house, Fenton 
Bailey-Rose Magistrate 4 Private house, Penkhull 
Barlow, Wm Publican 4 George Inn, Burslem 
Boulton D Collier  3 Pinnox Colliery, Tunstall 
Billings Unknown 2 Private house, Burslem? 
Brassington Farmer 2 Farm, Trentham 
Dabbs, Ann Housekeeper 7 Private house, Burslem 
Fairbanks & Shirley  Servants 1 Farm, Trentham 
Fenton Pawnbroker 3 Shop, Hanley 
Forrester Coal agent 15 Private house & colliery office, Shelton 
Gibbs Rate collector? 1 Private house, Stoke? 
Glover Brewer 1 Brewery, Longton 
Griffin Solicitor 3 Private house, Shelton 
Hill Pawnbroker 1 Premises, Hanley 
Hill Unknown 4 Private House, Hanley 
Hope Unknown 1 Stoke (in the street) 
Hughes T Unknown 1 Wolstanton 
Mason  Unknown 1 Private house, Stoke 
Mason, C J  Pottery 

manufacturer 
6 Private house, Fenton 

Paddock Builder 1 Grove House, Hanley 
Parker, Wm Magistrate 11 Albion House, Shelton 
Pike Police inspector 1 Private house, Stoke 
Platt Grocer 1 Shop, Shelton 
Slaney, Marg Unknown 1 Private house, Shelton 
Stanley J Unknown  1 Wolstanton 
Steele Unknown 1 Private house, Abbey Hulton 
Steele, Eli Unknown 4 Private house, Burslem 
Vale, Benjamin Clergyman 45 Rectory, Longton 
Wainwright Tollhouse keeper 1 Tollhouse, Fenton 
 
A total of 31 victims and 142 offenders 
 

 
 

Local influences 

The main problems in the Potteries in 1842 were that it was squalid and insanitary, 

the working-class housing was dense and smelly, the air quality was dreadful and 

working conditions were scandalous.  The death rate in Shelton alone was only 

slightly lower than Manchester.48   

 
47 SA, various reports from 27 August -15 October 1842.  
48 Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842, p. 196. 
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An article in Chambers’ Edinburgh Journal in 1839 gives some idea of the 

disparities between the different classes of society, ‘the houses of the wealthy 

potters, in sweet situations, and enveloped in trees’, are contrasted with the jumble 

of thousands of working men’s homes ‘beneath great clouds of smoke and 

…vapours of arsenic, muriatic acid, sulphur and spirits of tar’.49  Figure 2.3, a 

depiction of Albion House, home of William Parker, before its destruction, and 

Figure 2.4, an undated photograph of the Potteries in the nineteenth century, give 

a sense of the disparity in living standards between rich and poor. 

Figure 2.3. A House of the Wealthy; Albion House, Shelton50 

 

 

 

 

 

*IMAGE REDACTED FOR COPYRIGHT REASONS* 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
49 ‘A Peep at the Staffordshire Potteries’, Chambers’ Edinburgh Journal, 408, 1839, 345-346. 
50 Ward, opposite p. 383. 
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Figure 2.4.  Workers’ Houses Under the Smoke and Vapours51 

 

 

*IMAGE REDACTED FOR COPYRIGHT REASONS* 

 

 

 

 

The Midland Mining Commission’s Report of 1843, albeit speaking of the riots in 

South Staffordshire but easily applicable to the Potteries, suggested that when 

there were any implications of ill-treatment on the part of employers, the whole 

blame was thrown upon Chartist agitators, adding that: 

to pretend that the exertions of a few Chartist lecturers were 

sufficient to set the mining population in a blaze, is to allege a 

cause totally inadequate to account for the effect produced.52 

 
Some historiographers have agreed with this general analysis of the 1842 General 

Strike, but without specifically considering the Potteries.  Church concluded that, in 

mining, industrial conflict was generally the result of poor working conditions, citing 

in particular, truck payments, wages, contracts and safety, all of which were a 

perpetual theme of unrest in the Potteries mining communities, rather than 

politics.53  And Chase, who believed the 1842 strike wave severely jeopardised the 

 
51 The Potteries in the Nineteenth Century, www.stokesentinel.co.uk, 10 January 2020 [accessed 4 August 
2021]. 
52 C. P. Griffin, ‘Chartism and the Miners in the Early 1840s: A Critical Note’, Bulletin of the Society for the 
Study of Labour History, 22 (1971), 21- 25, (p. 22)  
53 Roy Church, ‘Chartism and the Miners: A Reinterpretation’, Labour History Review, (1991), 23–36 (p. 33). 
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social stability of the country, nevertheless saw the riots as spontaneous, rather 

than being controlled by the Chartist executive.54  

 What is unusual about the August riots, which had not been a feature of 

the earlier strikes, was the looting and burning, which was especially merciless 

towards the houses of Church of England clergy.  Smelzer suggests that in 

burning the home of a local official the mob is punishing or scapegoating him for 

an unpopular decision.55 Certainly Benjamin Vale, who had been rector of St 

James in Longton for three years, lacked a fair degree of Christian humanity when 

in 1842 he advised ‘his poverty-stricken parishioners … that they could use dock 

leaves or broom seeds [to make] tea or coffee.56  The Primitive Methodist rioter 

Joseph Whiston, when firing Vale’s house was heard to say ‘It is the will of God, 

we are feeding the hungry and clothing the naked…I am going to heaven’.57  He 

was instead sent to Tasmania. 

Primitive Methodists were a breakaway group of Methodists who had parted 

from the mainstream, who they believed had become too orthodox. They were a 

world apart from the established church, which they generally scorned, and were 

known to be radical reformers and advocates for workers’ rights.  Primitive 

Methodism originated locally, in Bemersley, just outside the Potteries and, unlike 

traditional Methodism, was controlled by the working-class people themselves. It 

produced many radical and fiery speakers, amongst them the Tunstall blacksmith 

and Chartist Joseph Cappur.  Members who had political leanings or leadership 

qualities were given ‘training in public speaking, discussion in class meetings and 

 
54 Malcolm Chase, Chartism : A New History (Manchester : Manchester University Press, 2007), p. 209. 
55 Neil J Smelser, Theory of Collective Behavior, Kindle Edition 2011 (New Orleans, Louisiana, USA: Quid Pro 
Books, 1962), pp. 135-136. 
56 Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842’, pp. 210-211. 
57 ‘Destruction of the Rev. Dr.Vale’s House at Longton’, SA, 8 October 1842, p. 4. 
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organisational skills in a context of actual responsibility and leadership’.58  

Generally, the newspaper reports of the riots and trials make no mention of the 

religion of the offender, Joseph Whiston is one of the few but, as Fyson points out, 

‘the Potteries were a stronghold of [religious] nonconformity, especially 

Methodism’, which had a huge popular following.59  

Primitive Methodism had spread widely in England, especially amongst 

mining communities and in 1844 an ‘impressively solid’ strike of Northumberland 

and Durham miners was headed by Primitive Methodist preachers, and led to 

some religious fervour in the strikers and wayside crowds.60  Colls suggests that 

miners in the North East got their radicalism from the influence of Methodism, 

especially Primitive Methodism, the latter in particular having ‘a dual impact … 

both as an accommodation and a radical force’, thus they had no need of 

Chartism. 61  If Primitive Methodism was a radical force in the North East, far from 

its roots, then its influence around the place of its origin could be significant.  This 

is as yet unexplored and deserving of further study.   

The question arises as to why the riots became as destructive as they did 

and why they targeted those they did.  The most viciously targeted during the riots 

were those in authority; factory and mine officials, police, and establishment 

clergy. Stedman Jones has suggested that that during the 1830s the working-

classes began to see themselves as the only ‘real’ people, the ambitious and 

grasping middle-classes having moved up the social ladder and become part of 

 
58 Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’, pp. 36-38. 
59 Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’, p. 34. 
60 Henry Pelling, A History of British Trade Unionism (Middlesex, UK: Penguin, 1963), p. 45. 
61 Robert Colls, The Collier’s Rant: Song and Culture in the Industrial Village, 1977, pp. 83-98, 140-143, cited 
in Roy Church, ‘Chartism and the Miners: A Reinterpretation’, Labour History Review, (1991), 23–36 (p. 32). 
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the oppressive legislature and government and thus a potential enemy.62  Maybe 

this could partly explain the often seemingly random targets. 

Although not a catalyst for starting the riots, the news reports frequently 

mention drunkenness in the rioters; three were arrested for stealing liquor and 

fifteen were drunk.  Most of the fifteen were in Longton Rectory, including Harriet 

Leese who was drinking whisky out of a half-gallon jug and Thomas Whalley who 

nearly died from drinking an excess of ‘ardent spirits’ and was whisked off to the 

prison hospital.63 Given the huge crowds of rioters there must have been many 

more and it is certainly possible that the houses of the clergy were, in part at least, 

targeted for their wine cellars. Alcohol may not have been influential in starting the 

riots but it may well have influenced the course they took. 

Summary 

By 1842 the working people of the Potteries had suffered years of exploitation at 

the hands of the pit owners and pottery masters.  Their housing was poor, their 

working conditions were often dangerous and the air that they breathed was 

contaminated.  Relatively peaceful strikes by the pottery workers had helped little 

and recent, somewhat less peaceful, protests by the colliers had got them sacked. 

The resultant colliers’ strike and consequent lack of coal had seriously threatened 

the already floundering local economy and many people were out of work. 

A likely scenario is suggested.  Things were just beginning to calm down 

when Thomas Cooper arrived. His quasi-religious, fiery and inspirational speeches 

fired up a core of young, angry, discontented, hard-nosed and unemployed men 

 
62 Gareth Stedman Jones, ‘Rethinking Chartism’, in Languages of Class: Studies in English Working Class 
History 1832–1982, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), pp. 104-5. 
63 ‘The Outrage at Longton Rectory’. SA, 3 September 1842, p. 2. ‘Stealing Property during the Riots…’, 15 
October 1842, p. 2. 
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and women with little to do. Maybe his religious theme gave sanction to the 

Methodists amongst them. The weather was lovely, the police were wary, and the 

military non-existent.  There was no organised plan, nobody was in charge, the 

mob leaders were probably those with the loudest voices. Having discovered that 

some of the best houses had a good supply of alcohol, and not much liking the 

people who lived in them, was a good incentive to drink the cellars dry, steal what 

was worth having, and destroy what was left.   

On day 2 the crowd from Leek, complete with band, joined the party, but 

this time the military took charge and Heapy was killed and others injured.64  

Perhaps this made people stop and think.  The final meeting broke up and it all 

fizzled out. Possibly by then the perpetrators were feeling the after effects of the 

‘ardent spirits’ which nearly killed Thomas Whalley. 

The mining commission in 1843 was much more in touch than modern 

history analysts and they didn’t think it was Chartism.65  Stedman Jones may have 

believed that the crowds were attacking the new middle classes, but maybe they 

simply had the most satisfying houses to destroy.66 

Better policing might have helped, but the authorities hadn’t learnt from past 

experience that the area had not always been quite as peaceful as the 1830s 

pottery workers’ strikes might suggest, and had shown an inclination for mob 

protest during several General Elections.  This was especially notable in 1837 

when ‘the violence of the attack had spread consternation … and the Police and 

Special Constables became entirely powerless’.67     

 
64 ‘Alarming Riots…’, SA, 20 August 1842, p. 3. 
65 Griffin, p. 22. 
66 Stedman Jones, pp. 104-5. 
67 Ward, pp. 65-66. 
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Chapter 3.  Chartist Influences 

 
 
Prior to the riots, John Ward, Potteries solicitor and author of a history of the area, 

wrote that he hoped that:  

with respect to the operative population [of Burslem], their 

general demeanour has been orderly and peaceable… and we 

venture to hope that few of that class … have been seduced by 

those revolutionary doctrines which, under the name of Chartism, 

are at present … inculcated by reckless and unprincipled men.1  

  
However, before publication of his history in 1843, he felt duty-bound to add a 

supplementary chapter which included details of the ‘outrageous violence’ of the 

1842 riots and the ‘seditious demagogues, who had been long disseminating the 

deleterious doctrines of “the People’s Charter”’, stating that:  

we are compelled to retract the commendation we had bestowed 

on the general good conduct of the populace, and to express the 

disappointment of our hopes, that the revolutionary doctrines 

promulgated under the name of Chartism had not very widely 

seduced the working classes in this neighbourhood.2   

 
Clearly, something had changed while Ward was writing his history and which he 

believed was the influence of Chartists.   

Despite most historians of Chartism having included the Potteries only  

briefly, the general assumption is often made that the Potteries riots were ‘Chartist’ 

riots. This is exemplified in two collections of essays on Chartism, one edited by 

 
1 John Ward, The Borough of Stoke-upon-Trent, Reprinted 1984 by Webberly Ltd, Hanley, Staffs (London: W. 
Lewis & Son, 1843), pp. 239 
2 Ward, pp. 584-585. 
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Epstein and Thompson and the other by Ashton, Fyson and Roberts, both of 

which include chapters specifically relating to the Potteries riots.3 

This chapter explores how much influence Chartism had on the riots. 

Historians have been divided on the subject.  Read believed that rather than taking 

credit for the outbreak, Chartists simply attempted to exploit it.4   Hobsbawm, on 

the other hand, believed that the 1842 strikes in Staffordshire [and other places] 

were closely connected with Chartism, but that the colliers only got involved due to 

pressure from the other workers.5  And Stedman Jones saw the Hanley colliers’ 

declaration for the National Chartist Association (NCA) resolution for strike action 

as being strictly in accordance with Chartism.6    

Pre-riot influences and background 

This is not intended to be a study of Chartism per se; a great deal of literature 

appears elsewhere and is easily available.  In the six points of the People’s 

Charter there is no specific mention of workers’ pay, working conditions, poverty or 

poor housing.7  However, there is a tacit assumption that if it became easier and 

more affordable to become an MP, then the government of the country would no 

longer be exclusively the prerogative of the wealthy; the industrialists and landed 

gentry in whose interest it was to keep the working classes labouring for the 

benefit of the rest of society.  In 1842, for the poor man to have the vote would 

 
3 Owen R. Ashton, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts eds., The Chartist Legacy, (Rendlesham, Nr. 
Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999).  James Epstein and Dorothy Thompson eds., The Chartist 
Experience,  (London: Macmillan Press, 1982). 
4 Donald Read, ‘Chartism in Manchester’, in Chartist Studies, ed. by Asa Briggs (London: Macmillan Press, 
1959), pp. 29–64 (p. 54).  
5 Eric J. Hobsbawm, Labouring Men: Studies in the History of Labour (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 
1964) cited in Roy Church, ‘Chartism and the Miners: A Reinterpretation’, Labour History Review, (1991), 23–
36 (p. 24). 
6 Gareth Stedman Jones, ‘Rethinking Chartism’, in Languages of Class: Studies in English Working Class 
History 1832–1982, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984), pp.163-164. 
7 Miles Taylor, ‘The Six Points: Chartism and the Reform of Parliament’, in The Chartist Legacy, ed. by Owen 
R. Ashton, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts (Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999), pp. 1–23, (p. 11). 
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have meant the abandonment of the political and social status quo in a country 

where Members of Parliament had to own property and to be sufficiently well-off 

not to need payment for the job.     

The demand for universal male suffrage could, therefore, be seen as 

anathema for those in power, but persuasive for men who had no vote and no 

control over many of the fundamentals of their own lives.  In these circumstances it 

is not hard to see how an inspirational Chartist speaker, such as Thomas Cooper, 

could motivate strong action in a disaffected crowd of desperate people.8 

Chartists were initially a prominent feature in the Potteries disturbances in 

August 1842; speaking to large crowds, in at least seven meetings, over a three-

day period showed considerable determination to win workers to their cause.  Yet 

despite the worries of the Staffordshire Advertiser (Advertiser) in August that ‘the 

spirit of Chartism has had much to do in originating and augmenting the present 

disquietude’, it seemed to have had relatively little influence on the initial 

disturbances in June and July.9  Indeed, the Advertiser had shown a singular lack 

of interest in Chartism before 1842. 

Table 3.1, which is simply a search of the British Newspaper Archive for the 

term ‘Chartist’ in the Advertiser, from the formation of Chartism in 1838 until the 

year of the riots, shows that the Advertiser’s interest in Chartism built up slowly.  In 

1839, despite the increasing national interest, only three reports were relevant to 

the Potteries; a dinner for the Chartist delegate John Richards, and two meetings, 

neither of which was given much importance by the Advertiser, the first seemingly 

 
8 Robert Fyson, ‘The Transported Chartist: The Case of William Ellis’, in The Chartist Legacy, ed. by Owen R. 
Ashton, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts (Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999), pp. 80–101. Thomas 
Cooper, The Life of Thomas Cooper (Hodder and Stoughton, 1897). 
9 ‘Alarming Riots, Attended with Loss of Life and Great Destruction of Property’, Staffordshire Advertiser (SA), 
20 August 1842, p. 3. 
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a quiet meeting which had some curiosity value, and the second ‘a comparative 

failure’ although some ‘violent language’ was spoken.  By 1840, although the 

newspaper was giving the Chartists more column inches, there were still only four 

reports and it was not until 1841 that the paper began to name local Chartist 

agitators, and to treat the Chartists more seriously.   

Table 3.1  Chartist News Reports in the Advertiser10 
 

Year No. of 
hits 

No. of references 
to the Potteries 

Type of local Chartist activity 

1838 3          0 N/A 
1839   165   3 Dinner in honour of a delegate, two meetings (short 

reports) 
1840     52   4 Meetings (detailed reports) 
1841     74   8 Speeches, lecture, meetings, visits (detailed reports) 
1842 

 
   121   1 

 
  1 
 
  5 
 

Too many to 
detail 

 

March: Meeting in Hanley where Chartists were 
beaten up by anti-Corn Law supporters 
May: Description of a good-natured procession of 
Feargus O’Connor through Hanley. 
June/July: 5 meetings - heated speeches but 
generally peaceful.   
Thereafter the Advertiser was full of reports on the 
riots and the aftermath. 

 

Even during the first half of 1842 the Advertiser showed very little local 

concern with Chartism.  Maybe this was not too surprising, Chartism was not 

known to be a particularly violent movement, in fact there was a strong crusade of 

temperance, and implicitly non-violence, amongst many of its adherents.  William 

Hill, editor of the Chartist Northern Star (Star), appealed:  

to all leaders of the Chartists to adopt the teetotal pledge… [and] 

to form themselves into Chartist teetotal societies in every city 

town and village…so that the habits of the people will be at once 

changed...11 

 

 
10 A short history of the newspaper is given in the British Newspaper Archive, 
www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk [accessed 19 February 2021]. 
11 ‘To the Working Men of Great Britain’, Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser (NS), 28 November 
1840, p. 3. 
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Cooper himself was a pledged teetotaller, if only from 1842-46, during which time 

he administered the pledge to several hundred people.12  Assuming this was 

generally known, it may have reassured the authorities that he was unlikely to 

cause trouble.  However, despite his admonishment of the rioters for their 

behaviour, Cooper’s protest that he had not intended to urge the crowds to 

violence seem incongruous alongside the wording of his address to the National 

Charter Association (NCA) in Manchester only a few days later:  

I told the Conference I should vote for the resolution [the General 

Strike] because it meant fighting and I saw it must come to that 

… [T]here was nothing now but a physical force struggle to be 

looked for. We must get the people out to fight; and they must be 

irresistible, if they were united.13   

 
Opinions on the riots 

The Advertiser, having showed little initial concern, changed its tune once serious 

trouble began, reporting on an earlier riot of 6 August that the outrages ‘were 

instigated, there is but little doubt, by the Chartists’; and on the riots of 15-16 

August that ‘the fury of the mob … plainly show[ed] that Chartist principles are 

equally opposed to religion and to order’.14  However, in the latter report, for the 

most part the Advertiser confined its comments on Chartism to editorial comments, 

reports of Chartist meetings and the involvement of known Chartists such as Ellis 

and Cooper, and did not make assumptions of Chartist membership on other 

individuals.   

 
12 Cooper, p. 165.   
13 Cooper, pp. 194, 208. 
14 ‘Riot at Burslem, and Considerable Destruction of Property’, SA, 13 August 1842, p. 3.  ‘Alarming Riots…’, 
SA, 20 August 1842, p. 3.  
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The Advertiser clearly believed the riots were Chartist led, even if it did not 

make unsubstantiated accusations on individuals.  The Chartist Star on the other 

hand, in an editorial on 20th August, stated clearly that: 

…as a body, the Chartists have had no hand in the destruction of 

property … nor has the advice of the Chartist speakers been 

attended to, for had that been the case, I can affirm that no such 

thing as loss, either of property or life, could ever have occurred.15  

 
The Star goes on to express its repugnance at the firing of the residence of Rev 

Aitkins who ‘was a complete invalid’ and whom ‘hearsay’ had reported dead as a 

result.  Neither proved to be true, Aitkins died in May 1849 and, as he was 

Chairman of the North Staffordshire Infirmary in 1847, it seems unlikely that he 

was a complete invalid 5 years earlier.16  Inaccurate as the report was, it gave 

credence to the idea that Chartists could not possibly have been involved in such 

an outrage. 

 The Illustrated London News, was primarily a conservative newspaper.17  It 

‘had no doubt that the Chartist leaders [were] the instigators of the disturbances’ in 

the Potteries, although its report too was somewhat confused; the rioters did not 

destroy Shelton Hall, which was not, in any case, the residence of the Bishop, but 

rather of Mr William Bishop, a local solicitor.18   

The Manchester Times of the 20th August, despite being an anti-Corn law 

and anti-Chartist paper, reported the shock which the ‘moral force’ Chartists felt at 

‘the evident villainy of the designs of many with whom they had been associated’ 

 
15 ‘Potteries, Shelton and Hanley’, NS, 20 August 1842, p. 5. 
16 England and Wales Prerogative Court of Canterbury, Wills and Probate, PROB 11/2092/154, Will of 
 Robert Ellis Atkins, 1849. ‘North Staffordshire Infirmary’, SA, 14 August 1847, p. 5. 
17 British Newspaper Archive. 
18 ‘Burslem, Wednesday Morning’ and ‘Destructive Riots in the Potteries’, Illustrated London News, 20 August 
1842, p. 236. 
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and vowed to refrain from political discussion until law and order was restored. In 

its actual report of the Potteries riots, Chartism was not mentioned at all.19 

 The Wolverhampton Chronicle and Staffordshire Advertiser [not to be 

confused with the stand-alone Staffordshire Advertiser], reporting for Staffordshire 

in general, had a different approach altogether and blamed the Anti Corn Law 

League for the riots, claiming that despite the Chartists having: 

done all they can to foment and increase the disturbance, … had 

not the inflammatory  publications and lectures … of the [Anti-

Corn Law] League originated it they would have laboured in vain.  

Chartism, whatever may be said to the contrary, is in no favour 

with the working classes in general, and was unable … to effect 

a tithe of the mischief which has occurred.20 

 

Thus far, from the newspapers of the time, we have two which blamed the 

Chartists for the riots; two suggesting that the Chartists were peaceful and not at 

fault; and one suggesting that the fault lay with the anti-Corn Law League who had 

egged on the Chartists. The press seems to have been every bit as divided as 

historians have been.  

Comparisons with Manchester 

There is little doubt that the Chartist movement had intended national action during 

August 1842.  The Manchester Guardian, which had been established in 1821 ‘to 

promote the liberal interest in the aftermath of Peterloo, in the context of the 

growing anti-Corn Laws campaign’, claimed that Feargus O’Connor had planned 

action as long ago as 1838, and that this had recently been confirmed to them by 

 
19 ‘The Potteries’ & ‘Staffordshire’, Manchester Times, 20 August 1842, pp. 2 & 4. British Newspaper Archive. 
20 Wolverhampton Chronicle and Staffordshire Advertiser, 24 August 1842, p. 3. 
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a leading Chartist [not named] who was quoted as having said ‘wait until August 

and you will see what will happen’.21   

According to Smith, the origins of the General Strike were in the Ashton 

area of Manchester, following a strike in a cotton factory. The strike was believed 

by the Chartists to have been forced by Anti-Corn Law League (ACLL)  

manufacturers, who had cut wages intending to push operatives into strike action. 

This, it was hoped by the ACLL, would cause enough distress to for the 

government to open the ports to corn imports.  This started a chain reaction of 

strikes and turn-outs, and in July 1842, at a Chartist public meeting in Manchester, 

a resolution was passed to ask the government to send arms ‘to protect the peace 

against threatened League violence’.22   

The disturbances spread throughout the Manchester area and on 9-10 

August culminated in two days of riots as crowds marched around the surrounding 

towns turning out workers and pulling out the plugs of the steam boilers to disable 

machinery.23  The latter barely figured in the Potteries riots, whereas reports in the 

Manchester Courier and Lancashire General Advertiser (Courier) list, by name, in 

excess of 50 mills in the Manchester area which were attacked by large mobs.24   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
21 Manchester Guardian, cited in ‘The Riots in the Manufacturing Districts’, SA, 20 August 1842, p. 2.  British 
Newspaper Archive. 
22 Anthony David Smith, ‘The Strike for the People’s Charter in 1842’ (unpublished Thesis, London School of 
Economics and Political Science, 2002), pp. 24-26. 
23 Smith, pp. 24-26. 
24 Manchester Courier and Lancashire General Advertiser, 13 August 1842, p.6. 
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 Table 3.2.  Summary of the Offences in the Potteries and Manchester25 
 
 

 

        Offence  

Potteries Manchester 

Approximate number of offences 
Male Female Male only 

Arson 5 0 0 
Assault 10 0 5 
Illegal assembly 0 0 14 
Intimidation 8 1 0 
Riot 71 8 80 
Riot & demolition (rectory) 35 0 0 
Riot & demolition (mills) 0 0 38 
Riot & demolition (other) 12 0 0 
Sedition/conspiracy 3 0 69 
Theft 46 5 17 
Turning out workers 
/incitement to riot 

9 0 54 

Disabling boilers 0 0 6 
Number of offences 242 14 283 

Number of offenders 171 14 130 

 
As Table 3.2 shows, unlike the Potteries targeting of private property, in 

Manchester the targeting of mills and turning out of workers were objectives 

consistent with Chartist sentiment, as was voiced during a meeting of trades 

delegates in Manchester on 12 August, when a resolution was passed:  

that the only remedy for the present alarming distress and 

widespread destitution…is the carrying into law of the document 

known as The People’s Charter.  That this meeting recommends 

the people of all trades …cease work until [the Charter] becomes 

law.26 

 
The resolution was reiterated at the National Charter Association (NCA) Executive 

Meeting in Manchester on 16 August.27    

 
25 Staffordshire Record Office (SRO), Q/SPc/10/1, Calendar of the Prisoners, Staffordshire Special 
Commission of Assize, 1 October 1842. SA, various reports from 27 August -15 October 1842.  The 
[Liverpool] Special Commission’, Liverpool Standard and General Commercial Advertiser, 14 October 1842, p. 
2. 
26 Mick Jenkins, The General Strike of 1842 (London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1980), p. 145. 
27 Jenkins, p. 156. 
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Along with the choice of working places as targets, the fact that fifty-nine 

Manchester Chartists were convicted of sedition suggests that Chartism was a 

major player in the Manchester riots. It is hardly surprising that Manchester was 

much more in accord with Chartism than the Potteries.  This, after all, was the 

place of the great Kersal Moor meeting in May 1839, where the crowd addressed 

by Feargus O’Connor was estimated to be between 10,000 and 50,000 people.28   

In contrast, the riots in the Potteries were lacking leadership or 

organisation, were largely random and had few overt Chartist-related targets, 

although the property of some Masters was targeted.   

The Potteries Chartists 

Despite the initial Chartist meetings, only sixteen of the people who were arrested 

in the Potteries riots had any supposed connection with Chartism (Table 3.3).  

Three of these (Kimber, Lester and Wilde) had only a tenuous connection, having 

discussed Chartism or attended meetings, and their cases were dismissed.  Of the 

remaining thirteen, Cappur, Cooper, Ellis and Richards were well-known speakers 

who had openly promoted Chartism and were perhaps the nearest the Potteries 

had to Chartist leadership, along with Hemmings, the miners’ leader, who had also 

appeared on the platform with them.  The remaining eight (apart from Starkie who 

was found not guilty) committed the offences of riot, demolition and/or theft 

common to non-Chartist rioters, but most are identifiable as Chartists due to their 

nomination as delegates to the National Chartist Convention or General Council.29   

Seven of the sixteen were colliers or worked in the pottery industry, but overall 

occupation seems inconsequential. 

 
28 Manchester and Salford Advertiser, ‘Chartist Demonstrations – Meeting on Kersal Moor’, 1 June 1839, p. 4.  
29 List of Nominations to the National Convention, for March 1842, NS, 15 January 1842, p. 1.  Nominations to 
the General Council, NS, 8 January, 29 January, 12 March, 30 July, 6 August, 13 August, all 1842. 
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Table 3.3  The Arrested Chartists30 

*Name Age Occupation Offence Miscellaneous 

*Cappur, Joseph 54 Blacksmith Inciting to riot, 
conspiracy 

Preached inflammatory 
sermons 

Cooper, Thomas 37 Schoolmaster, 
shoemaker 

Inciting to riot, 
conspiracy 

Chartist speaker 

Croxton, Richard 27 Potter, engraver Riot & burglary Admitted Chartist. Leader 
of a mob 

Ellis, William 32 Potter Demolition of 
property 

Chartist speaker 

*Evans, William 24 Colour maker Demolition of 
property 

Stole liquor 

*Farrall, Thomas 17 Collier Riot & demolition  Brandishing a sword 
*Garrett, William 50 Bricklayer Riot - 
*Hemmings, 
  George 

36 Collier Riot Miners’ leader. Leader of 
a mob. 

Kimber, Thomas ? Plumber & glazier Tampering with 
the military 

Heard promoting 
Chartism. Discharged 

Lester, Thomas 23 Unknown Riot & demolition Also attended a Chartist 
meeting. Not guilty. 

Neal, John 33 Shoemaker Riot Admitted to being a 
Chartist 

*Nixon, Samuel 27 Collier Riot Armed with gun 
*Richards, John 70 Shoemaker Inciting to riot, 

conspiracy 
Chartist speaker 

*Starkie, Thomas 35 Shopkeeper Inciting to riot Not guilty 
*Steele, John 39 Unknown Theft  - 
Wilde, Joseph 35 Collier Riot & demolition Heard promoting 

Chartism. Not guilty. 
*Chartist National Convention or General Council Nominee.  

Fyson suggests that in May 1842, having campaigned for two years, the 

strength of the Potteries Chartists was ‘impressive’, quoting from John Richards 

notebook that there were 610 members.31  But this figure does not seem so 

impressive alongside the population of the Potteries, which in 1841 had an overall 

population of 80,617 and a working population of 33,868 (Appendix 4).32  Thus 

those 16 identifiable Chartists comprised only 0.05% of the working population.  

 
30 ‘The Late Riots in the Potteries’, SA, 27 August 1842, p. 2. ‘Potteries Police Intelligence’, SA, 1 September 
1842, p. 2. ‘Potteries Police Intelligence’ SA, 1 October 1842, p. 2. 
31 Robert Fyson, ‘The Crisis of 1842: Chartism, the Colliers’ Strike and the Outbreak in the Potteries’, in The 
Chartist Experience, ed. by James Epstein and Dorothy Thompson (London: Macmillan Press, 1982), pp. 
194–220, p. 201. 
32 Enumeration abstract,1841 census, p. 290-291, Online Historical Populations Reports, www.histpop.org, 
accessed 21 April 2021. 1841 Census of Great Britain, Abstracts of Occupations, 041areas, Parishes of 
Burslem, Stoke upon Trent and Wolstanton (covering all the Potteries parishes), www.visionofbritain.org.uk 
[accessed 22 April 2021]. 
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This despite there being thousands, possibly tens of thousands, of Potteries 

rioters, eight-thousand of whom signed the National Chartist Petition in 1842.33  

The newspaper reports of the riots frequently mention drunkenness 

amongst  the rioters, especially following the raid on the wine cellars of Rev. Vale 

and Rev. Aitkins.34  In view of the teetotal ethos of some Chartists, although in 

fairness not all Chartists adhered, this hardly supports the idea that the rioters 

were faithful adherents of the Chartist cause.  Drunkenness did not appear to be a 

major problem during the Manchester riots and was certainly not the case in the 

riots in Huddersfield where the Leeds Intelligencer, a leading Tory voice in 

Yorkshire, commented on the lack of intoxication of a crowd of 5000-6000 entering 

the town of Huddersfield, and on their civility.  The same page of the Intelligencer 

mentioned, with apparent disgust, that ‘the mob [in Burslem] were lying about in a 

state of beastly intoxication’.35 

Summary 

The Potteries riots were not typical of the General Strike riots in other parts of the 

North.  For one thing, the riots were not, strictly speaking, part of a strike. In 

Chapter 2 we have seen that on 15 August, the first day of the riots, the Hanley 

colliers had voted to cease labour until the People’s Charter became law; but the 

colliers represented only around a third of the working population and the other 

two-thirds had no such vote.  Hobsbawm’s theory that, despite the colliers’ 

connection with Chartism, they were pressurised by other workers, thus doesn’t 

ring true in the Potteries; indeed, as the colliers strike was still ongoing at the time 

 
33 NS, numerous lists from April 1841 to May 1842. 
34 Committal of Prisoners, SA, 27 August 1842, p. 2 and 3 September 1842, p. 2.  
35 ‘Huddersfield’ and ‘Burslem’, Leeds Intelligencer, 20 August 1842, p. 7.  British Newspaper Archive.  
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of the riots, they seem more likely to have been the ones doing the influencing.36  

Also, unlike Manchester, in the Potteries the targets were not the usual work-

related Chartist targets, but rather the major targets were the houses of the 

wealthy, official buildings such as police stations and town halls, and other private 

property, often seemingly at random.  Stedman Jones may have been correct that 

the Hanley colliers’ declaration for the NCA resolution was strictly in accordance 

with Chartist analysis, but this is hardly proof of major overall Chartist influence 

over all workers.37   

All this is not to say that Chartism was completely without impact, but that 

the sheer ‘saturnalia’ of the riots lacked the reasoning and organisation of a 

rational political movement. There is little doubt that Thomas Cooper, wittingly or 

not, fanned the flames, but little evidence that, once the disturbances had begun, 

Chartist beliefs played any major part in the reasoning of the rioters. Nor is there 

any logical evidence that the riots were hi-jacked by the Chartist Movement as 

Read suggested, indeed for the most part it seems that the Chartists wished to 

distance themselves from the violence and destruction.38  Evidence of this can be 

seen at the Chartist Conference in Manchester on 15 August, when delegates 

were counselled ‘against waging warfare against recognised authority’; ‘against 

destruction of life or property’; and were warned to ensure that all their acts were 

‘legal and constitutional’.39  Smith contests that Cooper, rather than intending to 

stir up real violence and destruction, was just putting on a show of strength as a 

threat as to what could happen, and that this was demonstrated by his 

 
36 Eric J. Hobsbawm, cited in Roy Church, p. 24. 
37 Stedman Jones, pp.163-164 
38 Read, p. 54. 
39 ‘Address of the National Conference to the Chartist Public’, NS, 20 August 1842, p. 5. 
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admonishing the crowds.40  However, Cooper well knew what violence had been 

already stirred up by his ‘do no murder’ speeches. If he was really advocating 

peaceful protest, he would seem to have seriously misread the mood. 

Overall, the evidence points to a catalyst other than Chartism as a major 

influence in the Potteries riots.   

 

 

 

 
40 Smith, p. 105. 
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Chapter 4.  Aftermath: The Transportees and Chartists 

George Rudé wrote that the Potteries riots of August 1842 engendered the largest 

number of people arrested in any Chartist disorder.1   

This chapter considers whether there was anti-Chartist bias in the 

sentencing or, conversely, whether the sentences which were handed out were 

normal for the times.  Transportation is given special consideration because it was 

the most serious non-capital sentence available to the courts.  The sentences of 

the Potteries rioters are compared with those handed out to the Manchester and 

Cheshire rioters.    

Primary sources for this chapter include Hansard reports of House of 

Commons sittings during which judicial bias was discussed; a variety of 

contemporary newspapers, especially the Staffordshire Advertiser (Advertiser), 

which gave full details of the rioters and trials; the original Calendar of Prisoners 

from the Staffordshire Special Assize, which gave personal details of the rioters, 

offences and sentences; and the Tasmanian Convict Records, which gave 

personal details of all those transported, and which is the main source for previous 

prison sentences.   

What are collectively called the Potteries Riots were actually a series of 

incidents, in some cases involving hundreds, or even thousands, of rioters, and in 

other cases a small group or a single person.   

All the rioters initially appeared at a local Magistrates Court.  A few minor 

offences were dealt with immediately but most people subsequently appeared 

 
1 George F. E. Rudé, The Crowd in History: Study of Popular Disturbances in France and England, 1730 -  
1848, (London: Serif, 2005 ed), pp. 189-190. 
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before one of the Special Assizes.  Three Chartists involved in the Potteries riots, 

Cappur, Cooper and Richards, were initially charged with incitement to riot and 

conspiracy at the Stafford Assize in October 1842, but their trials were traversed 

until the Spring Assize.  Cappur was sentenced at the Spring Assize but Cooper 

and Richards pleaded against the judgement and were sentenced at the Court of 

Queen’s Bench.2  

The Manchester rioters were divided between two Assizes.  Most were tried 

at the Liverpool Special Assize, but fifty-nine known Chartists, including Feargus 

O’Connor, were tried in March 1843 at a special ‘show’ trial in Lancaster.   

  At the Staffordshire Assize the three judges sat together for the first case 

(the attack on the Reverend Vale’s house), otherwise each judge held his own 

court, although it is assumed they consulted on sentencing, which was generally 

done separately from the actual trials.  Details of dates and court hearings are 

given in Table 4.1. 

  

 
2 Thomas Cooper, The Life of Thomas Cooper (Hodder and Stoughton, 1897), pp. 229-231, 233-236. 
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Table 4.1 Court Hearings3 

Start of trials             Court 
 

    Judge(s)      

3 October 1842 Staffordshire Special Assize 
(Potteries rioters) 

Chief JusticeTindal*  
Mr Baron Rolfe 
Mr Baron Parke 

5 October 1842 Chester Special Assize 
(Cheshire area rioters) 

Lord Chief Justice Abinger*  
Mr Baron Alderson 
Mr Justice Cresswell 

10 October 1842 Liverpool Special Assize 
(Manchester area rioters) 

Lord Chief Justice Abinger*  
Mr Baron Alderson 
Mr Justice Cresswell 

1 March 1843 
 

Lancaster Special Assize  
(Manchester Chartist trials) 

Mr Baron Rolfe 

20 March 1843 
 

Staffordshire Spring Assize   
(Traversed trials of Cappur, 
Cooper and Richards & 
sentencing of Cappur 

Mr Justice Erskine 

4 May 1843 Court of Queen’s Bench -  
Sentencing of Cooper and 
Richards 

Lord Chief Justice Denman of 
the Queen’s Bench 

*chief judge 
 
Pre-Trial: The Judiciary 

We have seen that newspaper reports were divided on whether the Potteries riots 

were ‘Chartist’ but, apart from the trials of well-known Chartist agitators, in the 

majority of newspaper reports of the trials of the Potteries rioters there is no 

mention of Chartism. This does not, however, mean that the judges and juries 

were not personally swayed by the general assumption of Chartist influence.  

Indeed, it was rumoured, before the trials, that the ruling élite of the area were 

anticipating the ultimate penalty by ‘laying bottles of port … that Cooper and Ellis 

will be hung for treason’.4 

The fairness and conduct of the magistrates presiding over the trials was of 

concern at the time. In a House of Commons debate, the Whig MP Thomas 

 
3 Staffordshire Advertiser (SA), various reports from 27 August – 15 October 1842. ‘Cheshire Special 
Commission’, Stockport Advertiser and Guardian, 14 October 1842, p. 4.  The [Liverpool] Special 
Commission’, Liverpool Standard and General Commercial Advertiser, 14 October 1842, p. 2.  ‘The Chartist 
Trials, Examiner, 4 March 1843, p. 138.  ‘Trial of Cooper, Richards and Cappur for Conspiracy’, SA, 25 March 
1843, p. 2. Cooper, pp. 229-236. 
4 Robert Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’ (unpublished Thesis, University of Lancaster, 1998), p. 168. 
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Duncombe said of Lord Chief Justice Abinger, who was the chief judge during the 

Special Assizes held in Liverpool and Chester, that he ‘discharged his duty in a 

manner that was partial, unconstitutional, and oppressive…in a rancorous, 

malignant, political, and party spirit’.5  Duncombe adds that ‘every portion of the 

press, whether daily, periodical, London, or provincial, was loud in its censure and 

in invectives against the conduct of Lord Abinger’ and as an example quotes from 

the Macclesfield Chronicle:  

Lord Abinger delivered a lengthy charge to the grand jury at 

Liverpool…[which] was composed almost entirely of attacks upon the Anti-

Corn-law League and the Chartists. This learned judge - this renegade 

Whig vents his Toryism in the most ignorant comments upon free-trade, 

and takes upon himself to be the guardian par excellence of public 

opinion.6  

 
The criticisms of Lord Abinger are relevant to the study of the Potteries 

trials because of the comparison, by Duncombe and others, between Lord Abinger 

and Sir Nicholas Tindal, who was the chief judge at the Stafford Assize.  

Duncombe considered that ‘had Lord Abinger in his charges, imitated the wisdom 

and moderation of Chief Justice Tindal [at Stafford], he should equally have 

commanded our approbation’.  However, the Attorney General, replying to 

Duncombe, disagreed about Abinger’s conduct, believing that ‘the noble and 

learned Chief Baron had performed no more than his duty’.7   

The Advertiser and Northern Star (Star) were in agreement about the 

general fairness of Chief Justice Tindal and the lack of fairness of Lord Abinger. 

 
5 Hansard, 3rd series Vol. 66, House of Commons Sitting of 21 February 1843, ‘Conduct of Lord Abinger’, cols. 
1037-1143. 
6 Hansard, House of Commons Sitting of 21 February 1843. This quotation from the Macclesfield Chronicle is 
undated and unavailable online, but refers to the address by Abinger on 10 October 1842.  This is reported in 
full in the following: ‘Special Commission’, Liverpool Mercury (Supplement), 14 October 1842, p. 9.  
7 Hansard, House of Commons Sitting of 21 February 1843. 
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The Star praised Tindal for his fairness, and the Advertiser wished that every 

judge was as ‘calm, dispassionate [and] lucid’ as Tindal, so opposite in spirit to 

Abinger.8   

Tindal, in fact, wasn’t totally dispassionate, as his pre-trial address at the 

Stafford Assize shows. He described the rioters as a ‘lawless and misguided 

mob…inflamed by speakers for the ‘Peoples Charter’. Of the latter he could not 

conceive ‘a more glaring act of tyranny and despotism’ than to persuade others to 

‘join the discontented’.  He believed the situation would have been much worse 

‘but for the firmness of the magistrates’.  All this said before the trial even started.9 

The Sentences of the Transportees  

Forty-nine Potteries men were sentenced to transportation, the harshest sentence 

outside execution.  Those sentenced to transportation sometimes appealed and 

won a lesser sentence, but all the Potteries transportees can be traced in the 

Tasmanian Convict records; evidence which proves that there was no subsequent 

reduction in their sentences.  

  

 
8 ‘The Political Victims’, Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser (NS), 26 November 1842, p. 6. ‘The Late 
Special Commission at Stafford’, SA, 29 October 1842, p. 3. 
9 ‘Stafford Special Commission’, SA, 8 October 1842, p.4. 
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Table 4.2  Sentences of the Potteries Transportees10 

Sentence 
 
 

No of 
people 

Riot / with 
demolition  

Arson Theft Cutting & 
maiming 

Involving 
a rectory 

Previous 
prison 
sentence 

Number of people  
(Some committed more than one offence) 

 
Life 6 1* 1 4 1 1 2 

21 years 13 12 3** 2 0 12 2 

15 years 9 3      0 8 0 2 3 

10 years 18 13 0 5 0 11 4 

7 years 3 0 0 3 0 1 1 

TOTAL 49 29 4 22 1 27 12 

*Riot only 
**One of the 3 (George Colclough) was guilty of two incidences of arson 
 

What is immediately apparent from Table 4.2 is that the predominant 

offences were riot, damage to property and theft.  Church of England rectories 

were especially popular, but there were plenty of others (for a list of some of the 

victims see Table 2.2) .   

Tough though the sentences may seem today, by the standards of the time 

most of those transported for such offences could have reasonably expected 

significant punishments, especially those with previous prison records.  Indeed, 

between 1840-1843, the Old Bailey records show that 341 people were 

transported just for pocketpicking and 1177 for simple larceny.11   

  

 
10 Staffordshire Record Office (SRO), Q/SPc/10/1, Calendar of the Prisoners, Staffordshire Special 
Commission of Assize, 1 October 1842. SA, various reports from 27 August – 15 October 1842.  Tasmania 
Convict Records 1800-1893, Conduct Record CON33/1/38, Description List CON18/1/36, Indent CON14/1/21, 
Ship John Renwick, 1842, www.findmypast.co.uk [accessed 19 March 2021]. 
11 The Old Bailey Proceedings Online, 1674-1913 (www.oldbaileyonline.org, 24 March 2012) [accessed 11 
December 2019]. 
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Table 4.3  Details of the Life Sentences of the Potteries Transportees12 

Name Offence Place / victim Other information 

Croxton Riot & burglary Shelton – Mr Griffin Chartist and suspected mob 
leader. 

Crutchley Cutting and 
maiming 

Stoke – James Hope Armed with knife and threatened 
murder. Three previous prison 
sentences. 

Owen Burglary Hanley Rectory – Rev. 
Aitkins 

Suspected mob leader. Charge of 
arson dropped. 

Rathbone Burglary Fenton - Mr Parker Charge of arson dropped. 

Sanders Robbery in 

company 

Not specified Ten previous prison sentences. 

Turner Arson Office of Shelton Colliery 
– Mr Forrester  

- 

 

Looking specifically at the life sentences (Table 4.3), it is notable that, apart 

from Crutchley, who was the only transportee guilty of serious violence, and in any 

case had three previous prison sentences, the offences were not overtly different 

from those which received shorter sentences.  Croxton was the only Chartist 

sentenced to life, but he was not an influential Chartist leader or speaker, although 

he was suspected of leading a mob, which may explain the sentence.  In fact, he 

received a longer sentence even than William Ellis, an influential Chartist speaker 

who had been originally indicted for treason and was transported for 21 years.  

Extra details of the Potteries transportees are given Appendix 5. 

  

 
12 SRO, Calendar of the Prisoners. SA, various reports from 27 August – 15 October 1842.  Tasmania Convict 
Records 1800-1893, Ship John Renwick, 1842, www.findmypast.co.uk [accessed 19 March 2021]. 
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Table 4.4  Sentences of the Manchester Transportees13 

Sentence No. of people Riot & theft Assault & 
theft of food 

Theft alone 
(not food) 

Previous 
prison 

sentence 
No. of people 

15 years 5 5 0 0 0 

7 years 6 0 5 1 0 

TOTAL 11 5 5 1 0 

 

Table 4.5  Sentences of the Cheshire Transportees14 

Sentence No. of people Riot /damage 
to property 

Theft of food Theft (not 
food) 

Previous 
prison 

sentence 
No of people 

Life 4 1 2 1 4 

14 years 1 1 1 - 1 

10 years 5* 1 5 - 4 

7 years 3 1 1 1 3 

TOTAL 13 4 9 2 12 

*one person committed more than one offence 

Comparison of the Potteries transportees with those in Manchester and 

Cheshire (Tables 4.4 and 4.5) show that Ariouat is correct that the Potteries had 

the largest number of harsh sentences.  In the Potteries theft of food was rare, 

however it accounted for over half of the Manchester and Cheshire sentences,  

although most of the Cheshire transportees had previous prison sentences. Extra 

details of the Manchester and Cheshire transportees are given in Appendices 6 

and 7. 

 
13 ‘The [Liverpool] Special Commission’, Liverpool Standard and General Commercial Advertiser, 14 October 
1842, p. 2.   
14 ‘Cheshire Special Commission’, Stockport Advertiser and Guardian, 14 October 1842, p. 4. 
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Examples of what was considered to be normal sentencing, come from a 

random sample of other convicts on the transportee ship John Renwick, on which 

the rioters from all the 1842 riots travelled to Tasmania.  Notably, the list includes 

a number of children punished for much less serious offences than any of the 

rioters (Table 4.6). 

Table 4.6 Offences of a Random Selection of Transportees on the Ship ‘John Renwick’15 

Name Age Offence Sentence 

Agnew J 16 Mutiny on a convict ship Life 

Mason J 27 Cutting and wounding Life 

Birch A 15 Stealing a piece of silk handkerchief 12-15 years 

Gowland J 19 Burglary, assault a police officer 12-15 years 

Jones C 18 Stealing pistols 12-15 years 

Ruck R 18 Housebreaking 12-15 years 

Smith R 33 Stealing from a bank 12-15 years 

Dempsey P 10 Pickpocketing 10 years 

Gadd D 10 Housebreaking & larceny 10 years 

Harris H 10 Stealing £1.13s. 10 years 

Keefe T 16 Stealing a handkerchief 10 years 

Langley G 17 Stealing silver cutlery 10 years 

Abbey G 13 Stealing a pair of shoes 7 years 

Baker J 13 Robbed his master 7 years 

Cain J 17 Stealing a ship’s lamp 7 years 

Eade R 16 Stealing £2.10s.6d 7 years 

Finn J 19 Stealing clothing 7 years 

 

The Sentences of the Chartists 

Despite Staffordshire being known for having the largest number of custodial and 

severe sentences, as Table 4.7 shows, the Staffordshire Assize convicted only 12 

known Potteries Chartists, most of whom had committed offences similar to non-

 
15 Tasmanian Libraries Names Index, Ship John Renwick, 1842-1843, www.libariestas.entsirsidynix.net.au 
[accessed 14 May 2021]. 
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Chartist rioters.16  Cappur, Cooper and Richards were the only Chartists who were 

convicted of conspiracy, and this came some months later, after they had delayed 

their trials to the Spring Assize (see page 41 for details).17    

Table 4.7 -  Sentences of the Potteries Chartists18 
 

Name Offence Sentence 

Cappur* Inciting to riot, conspiracy 2 years common gaol 

Cooper* Inciting to riot, conspiracy 2 years common gaol 

Croxton Riot & burglary Transportation – life 

Ellis Demolition of property Transportation – 21 years 

Evans Demolition 12 months hard labour 

Farrall Riot & demolition of property 12 months hard labour 

Garrett Riot 15 months hard labour 

Hemmings Riot 2 years hard labour 

Neal Riot 2 years hard labour 

Nixon Riot 15 months hard labour 

Richards* Inciting to riot, conspiracy 12 months common gaol 

Steele Theft 3 months hard labour 

 *Conspiracy convictions were from later trials as described in Table 4.1 
For further information about each rioter see Table 3.3 

 

Of the two Chartists who were transported, the punishment of Croxton has 

been discussed above and, while harsh, is probably within the norm.  On the other 

hand, the punishment of the Chartist William Ellis has long been considered 

vindictive bias. Originally charged with treason this charge was dropped in favour 

of demolition of property, for which there was little concrete  evidence, and several 

witnesses had seen him elsewhere [n.b. Ariouat states that Ellis was convicted of 

arson, which is incorrect].19   

 
16 Jacqueline Fellague Ariouat, ‘Rethinking Partisanship in the Conduct of the Chartist Trials, 1839-1848’, 
Albion (1997), 596–621 (p. 606).   
17 Cooper, pp. 229-236. 
18 SRO, Calendar of the Prisoners.  ‘The Special Commission for Staffordshire’, SA, 8 October 1842, pp. 2-4 
and 15 October, pp. 5-6. 
19 ‘The Destruction by Fire of the Rev. R. E. Aitkens’s House at Hanley’, SA, 18 October 1842, p.2 and 15 
October 1842, p. 5. Ariouat, pp. 607-608.  Tasmania Convict Records. 
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Judges had considerable leeway in the sentences they could pass and 

similar offences could have widely differing sentences depending, for example, 

upon whether the prisoner had previous convictions, was a ringleader, or, 

especially pertinent to a Chartist trial, whether a judge wished to make an example 

of a prisoner to deter others, or even to give a lenient sentence to avoid creating a 

political martyr.20   

Tindal may have been instructed to give lenient sentences to Chartists, as 

had Abinger [see below].  This could have been the reason why, despite 

considering Ellis to be ‘one of those who might be considered as the most 

immediate promoters of the crime by the violent and intemperate speeches which 

you delivered’, he was not charged with sedition, thus giving the opportunity for a 

harsher sentence without political overtones.21  If so, the ruse didn’t work and Ellis 

became a political martyr anyway.22  Before his trial Ellis had appealed to the 

Chief Constable, Samuel Alcock, who was also his previous employer, declaring 

that his ‘language has been uniformly mild and free from violence’.23  However, 

there is no evidence that Alcock spoke up for him.   

The prison sentences of the seventeen Chartist men tried at the Chester 

Special Assize, for rioting in Cheshire in August 1842, were not dissimilar to those 

handed out to Potteries offenders under Justice Tindal, although Lord Abinger 

singled them out as a group and gave them a stiff lecture on the evils of Chartism 

before they were sentenced.  Although none of the Cheshire Chartists was 

transported, Lord Abinger intimated that their lenient sentences were on the order 

 
20 Ariouat, p. 619. 
21 Robert Fyson, ‘The Transported Chartist: The Case of William Ellis’, in The Chartist Legacy, ed. by Owen R. 
Ashton, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts (Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999), pp. 80–101 (p. 86). 
22 Fyson, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’, p. 170. 
23 Letters from William Ellis to Samuel Alcock, SRO, Fiche MF49, Alcock Letter Book, items 91-92, dated 11 
and 13 September 1842. 
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of the Government, and that had it been left to him they would have all been 

indicted for high treason.24  A summary of their sentences is given in Table 4.8. 

Table 4.8 -  Sentences of the Cheshire Chartists25 
 

Names Offence Prison Sentence 

Fairhouse, Lees, Moorhouse, 

Wild J, Wild R 

Riot 2 years 

Shirt Riot 18 months 

Ferns, Hague, Kay, Thorp, 

Turner, Robinson, Wild W 

Conspiracy to impede the working 

of a manufactory 

12 months 

Buckley Collecting people to attack a mill 6 Months 

Fry, Smith, Winterbottom Demolishing mill and house 3 months* 

*The sentence was lenient because the mill owner shot and wounded them 

The next phase of the Chartist trials came on 1 March 1843, the start of the 

Lancaster Special Assize. With Mr Baron Rolfe as the chief judge, 59 Chartists 

were tried for offences in the Manchester riots of August 1842.  Thirty-one were 

found guilty of sedition but, paradoxically, it was agreed that the indictment had not 

been properly framed, and none of the Manchester Chartists was ever 

sentenced.26     

It may simply be a coincidence that, only a few days before the start of the 

Lancaster Assize in March 1843, the MP Thomas Duncombe was making his 

criticisms of Lord Abinger in the House of Commons.27  Duncombe had raised a 

Commons petition to appoint a select committee to look at grievances and 

sentencing of the rioters in various areas, including Stafford.  In relation to 

Stafford, he stated his belief that the riots were not political [ie not Chartist] and 

‘were, in the first instance, entirely confined to a question of wages between 

 
24 ‘Special Assize Intelligence: Cheshire’, Chester Chronicle, 14 October 1842, p. 3. 
25 Chester Chronicle, 14 October 1842, p. 3. 
26 ‘The Chartist Trials’, Examiner, 4 March 1843, p. 138. Mick Jenkins, The General Strike of 1842 (London: 
Lawrence and Wishart, 1980), p. 233. 
27 Hansard, House of Commons Sitting of 21 February 1843. 
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master and man’ the latter having ‘very great and serious complaints against their 

masters’.28  The Attorney General had disagreed that the riots were apolitical, 

rather that the rioters had set out ‘to produce great changes in the laws and 

constitution of the country [which] conduct did amount to treason’, the punishment 

for which would have been death.  He believed that the magistrates also believed 

this and wished to set suitably harsh punishments but that the Government had 

decreed ‘it would be better to adopt, the most mild and moderate course’. 

Duncombe’s petition was defeated, by a majority of 164.29  It seems likely that this 

‘mild and moderate’ course could have been the reason for the effective collapse 

of the so-called show trial at Lancaster, which had been in preparation for many 

months; and also was what Abinger was referring to when he gave lenient 

sentences to the Cheshire Chartists in October 1842. 

Discussion 

In terms of the judiciary, it was Abinger who received the most criticism for his 

biased handling of the trials and Tindal the most praise for fairness.  Yet ironically, 

in terms of the sentencing, it was Tindal who handed out the only two Chartist 

transportations.  

 The three assizes held in October 1842 overlapped, in fact the Chester and 

Liverpool Assize were both over by the time Stafford ended on 13 October.  So if 

Abinger had received a government directive towards leniency, and this leniency 

had presumably only been for Chartists, surely Tindal also had received the same 

message at the same time.  Parliament was prorogued on 12 August 1842 and did 

 
28 Hansard, 3rd series Vol. 68, House of Commons Sitting of 28 March 1843, ‘Outbreak in the North: Conduct 
of the Magistrates’, cols. 42-127. 
29 Hansard, House of Commons Sitting of 28 March 1843. 
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not sit again until 6 February 1843 and a search for elucidation has proved 

fruitless.   

 Aside from the two transported Chartists, closer examination of the 

sentences suggests that, for the period, and however draconian it may seem 

today, Tindal’s transportees were generally considered deserving of their 

sentences.  Abinger’s transportees, particularly when compared with the other 

prisoners on the John Renwick, were too, especially those with a previous prison 

record.  There is harshness here, but no obvious anti-Chartist bias.  Had there 

been wholesale judicial bias, it might have been expected that most, or even all, 

the Chartists would have been transported in order to make an example of them, 

but this did not happen despite some, such as Cooper and Capper, being known 

for their fiery speeches, and thus having potentially much more public influence 

than the two transportees.        

 Both Abinger’s and Tindal’s treatment of the Chartists largely followed the 

Government guideline for leniency.  From Tindal’s pre-trial address, and Abinger’s 

condemnatory lecturing of the seventeen Cheshire Chartists, it is abundantly clear 

that neither judge was clear of personal anti-Chartist bias, but Tindal largely kept 

anti-Chartist invective out of the trials.  Be that as it may, the end result was the 

same and most of the Chartists received prison sentences of two years or less.  

The exceptions of course were Croxton and Ellis.  Croxton’s sentence of Life 

transportation was harsh, but no more than some others.  Ellis may be an example 

of injustice, if so he paid dearly; never reprieved, he died in 1871, a vagrant on the 

streets of Hobart.30  

 
30 Fyson, ‘The Transported Chartist’, p. 97. 
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What may, however, be more pertinent to the sentencing than Chartism is 

that twenty-seven of the forty-nine Potteries transportees (45%) were found guilty 

of attacking the rectories of two senior Church of England clergymen.  Without 

knowing the religious persuasion of the Potteries judges it is not possible to tell 

whether they were likely to treat such offenders more harshly than others. 

However, as all judges at the time would have been from the upper echelons of 

society, and public school and university educated, it is probably unlikely that they 

would be adherents of anything other than the traditional Church of England.31  

There is, of course, no proof of this but it is perhaps not unreasonable to imagine 

their distaste of the wrecking of clerical property.  

Despite popular belief, it seems that the majority of the offences in the 

Potteries had little or nothing to do with the fight for the Charter.  There were over 

thirty individuals targeted (see Chapter 2, Table 2.2).  Often, but not always, the 

victims had a degree of authority or influence, such as magistrates, colliery 

officials and high-ranking clergymen.  In all, at least sixteen private houses, two 

rectories, two shops, two farms and sundry other premises were attacked.  This 

list is not complete; data is often missing or confused, nor does it include street 

riots and other offences in and around public buildings and police offices, but it 

gives a flavour of a confused situation.    

Overall, for the Potteries Assize, the evidence suggests that although Chief 

Justice Tindal did display some anti-Chartist bias, this did not impinge on the 

sentences of the rioters.  There was no unwarranted assumption of Chartist 

involvement for the majority of the transportees, who were simply handed 

 
31 Clive Emsley, Tim Hitchcock and Robert Shoemaker, ‘Crime and Justice – Judges and Juries’, Old Bailey 
Proceedings Online, www.oldbaileyonline.org [accessed 16 August 2021]. 
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customary sentences for their offences.  Where there were known to be Chartist 

sympathies, the government guideline of leniency was followed.  With the possible 

exception of Ellis, the sentences were harsh, but not out of place with other riots in 

Manchester and Cheshire.   
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Chapter 5.  Summary and Conclusion 

 
Summary 
 
The 1842 Potteries riots were notorious for being more destructive, and 

engendering harsher punishments, than any of the other riots in the disturbances 

of 1842.  Despite failing to conform to the usual pattern of Chartist outbreaks, they 

are almost always associated with Chartism. The aim of this dissertation was to 

investigate two aspects of the riots.  Firstly, whether the riots can legitimately be 

labelled ‘Chartist’, or whether there were other influences which were more 

relevant; and secondly, given the harsh punishments, whether the judges showed 

anti-Chartist bias in the sentencing. 

 Chapter 2 showed evidence that squalid housing and dangerous working 

conditions were undoubtedly a primary cause of unrest, together with an 

acrimonious ongoing strike and a huge disparity between the lifestyles of the well-

off and the workers.  There can be little doubt that the Chartists, seeing an already 

volatile situation in the Potteries due to the ongoing miners’ strike, took the 

opportunity to stir things up and conflate the situation with their own General 

Strike.  Thomas Cooper, as the most well-known, commonly got most of the 

blame, and was certainly known as a ‘physical force’ Chartist from his view that 

workers should fight for their rights.  However, he took no active part in the riots, 

and counselled against the violence.1  Cooper, of course, wasn’t the only speaker, 

Cappur, Ellis, Hemmings and Richards, all local men, each took their turn on 

stage.  However, a few Chartist speakers and several thousand angry men (and 

women) do not make a ‘Chartist’ riot.  This is further emphasised by the apparent 

 
1 Thomas Cooper, The Life of Thomas Cooper (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1879), p. 187-189,195. 
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spontaneity and lack of any organisation in the Potteries when compared with riots 

in Manchester and other areas.  Added to all this, there was the potentially toxic 

combination of free alcohol, lack of occupation and good weather.  

 Chapter 3 considered the lack of any substantial local interest in Chartism 

prior to the riots, and how this changed to a strong belief, in some sectors of the 

press, gentry and local authorities, that the Chartists were responsible.  But 

comparisons of the Potteries riots with the Chartist led riots in Manchester and 

Cheshire show that the latter had a completely different ethos, targeting mainly 

mills and factories, and with an absence of the violent destruction and looting 

shown in the Potteries.  The counselling of delegates to the Chartist National 

Conference in Manchester to abide by the law and avoid violence and destruction 

gives credence to the idea that most Chartists wished to distance themselves from 

the Potteries violence.2 

There was praise in Parliament for the fairness of Chief Justice Tindal at the 

Staffordshire Assize, and severe criticism of the bias of Lord Chief Justice Abinger 

in the Liverpool Assize.  However, Chapter 4 shows that both judges had 

displayed anti-Chartist bias at the trials.  In the event, this did not generally have 

an impact on the sentences of the Chartists, as the judges were instructed by the 

Government to be lenient in their sentencing of Chartists.3  As a result, apart from 

two Potteries Chartists who were transported, none of the Potteries or Cheshire 

Chartists received more than a two-year prison sentence; and despite being found 

guilty of sedition, none of the Manchester Chartists was ever sentenced at all.   

 
2 ‘Address of the National Conference to the Chartist Public’, Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser, 20 
August 1842, p. 5. 
3 Hansard, 3rd series Vol. 66, House of Commons Sitting of 21 February 1843, ‘Conduct of Lord Abinger’, cols. 
1037-1143. ‘Special Assize Intelligence: Cheshire’, Chester Chronicle, 14 October 1842, p. 3. 
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There is one possible example of bias in the sentencing of William Ellis by 

Tindal who, when sentencing Ellis, commented that he promoted the riot by his 

‘violent and intemperate speeches’, at the same time finding him guilty of 

‘demolition of property’, rather than sedition as the other Chartists. It is possible 

that Ellis was charged with this ‘non-Chartist ‘offence in order to avoid the lenient 

sentencing for Chartists which was ordered by the Government.  

Conclusion 

Overall, the evidence suggests that the Potteries riots were born of gross 

disaffection, anger and poverty. Compared with Chartist led riots in other areas, 

they were unplanned and disorganised and turned into an acrimonious frenzy, no 

doubt helped on the way by free alcohol and good weather.  Chartism itself was 

not to blame, and its leaders appeared to distance themselves from the violence, 

although Cooper and his fiery speeches must surely bear some personal 

responsibility for stirring up the crowds.   

Evidence points to there being judicial bias at the trials but, despite Abinger 

being the most pilloried, it was Tindal who probably displayed it most in his 

sentencing of Ellis. For the vast majority, however, Chartist and non-Chartist, it did 

not affect the sentences which, despite being somewhat inconsistent, were within 

the norm for the time.  
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Appendix 1        
 

Example of a Microsoft Access Database Page 
 
a. Normal view 
 

 
 
b. Showing pull-down references 
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Appendix 2  -  Map of the Potteries in 1842  

 
(Source: John Ward, The Borough of Stoke-upon-Trent, Reprinted 1984 by Webberly Ltd, Hanley, Staffs (London: W. Lewis & Son, 1843). 

 
 

 
*IMAGE REDACTED FOR COPYRIGHT REASONS*
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Appendix  3 
 

Occupations of the rioters 
 

 
a. Percentage of selected occupations in total Potteries working population in 1841159 
 

 Colliers Potters Boot, shoe and 
clog makers 

Labourers 
(unspecified) 

 
 Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female 

 
i. Total working 
population of all 
parishes  
(from Appendix 4) 

24091 9777 24091 9777 24091 9777 24091 9777 
 

ii. Total of people 
in selected 
occupations 

2425 12 10610 6061 638 21 1127 10 
 
 
 

(ii) as a % of (i) 
 

10.1% 0.1% 44.0% 62.0% 2.6% 0.2% 4.7% 0.1% 
 
 

% of 1842 male 
rioters  
(from b. below) 
 

34% 
 
 

- 38% - 7% - 5% - 

 
 
b. Occupations of the Potteries rioters160  

Number of men in each occupation  
 

Total known 
occupations  

 

Colliers Potters Boot, shoe and 
clog makers 

Labourers 
(unspecified) 

Others 

100 34   38   7   5   16   

% of 100 34% 38% 7% 5% 16% 

 Occupations of 71 out of 171 men given custodial sentences were unknown. 
 Occupations of women were unknown. 
 
  

 
159 1841 Census of Great Britain, Abstracts of Occupations, 041areas, Parishes of Burslem, Stoke upon Trent 
and Wolstanton (covering all the Potteries parishes), www.visionofbritain.org.uk [accessed 22 April 2021]. 
160 Staffordshire Record Office (SRO), Q/SPc/10/1, Calendar of the Prisoners, Staffordshire Special Commission 
of Assize, 1 October 1842. Staffordshire Advertiser (SA), various reports from 27 August – 15 October 1842. 
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Appendix  4  

 
Population of the Potteries in 1841161 

 
 

 
Parish 

Total population (number of people) 
 

Male 
 

Female Total 

Burslem 7837 8254 16091 
 

Stoke upon Trent 23323 24628 47951 
 

Wolstanton 8495 8080 16575 
 

Total 39655 40962 80617 
 

 
 
 

 
Parish  

Working population (number of people) 
 

Male Female Total 
 

Burslem 4953 2354 7307 
 

Stoke upon Trent 14215 6315 20530 
 

Wolstanton 4923 1108 6031 
 

Total 24091 9777 33868 
 

 
As each town was part of a parish with a number of different townships, the following is a 

calculation of the overall population of the Potteries area, from the 1841 census figures for 

the three parishes of Burslem, Stoke-upon-Trent and Wolstanton, which encompassed the 

whole area commonly known as the Potteries. 

  

 
161 Enumeration abstract, 1841 census, p. 290-291, Online Historical Populations Reports, www.histpop.org, 
accessed 21 April 2021.   Burslem O41area through time, Census tables with data for the 1841 Occupation 
reporting area, A Vision of Britain through Time, www.visionofbritain.org.uk, accessed: 21st April 2021. 
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Appendix 5    
 

The Potteries Transportees162 
 

Sentence 
and name 

Age Crime (*involving a rectory) Miscellaneous 

LIFE 
 

Croxton 27 Riot & burglary Chartist, mob leader 
Crutchley 20 Cutting & wounding Armed with knife & threatened 

murder.  
3 previous prison sentences 

Owen 43 *Burglary (originally arson)  Mob leader 
Rathbone 36 Burglary (originally arson) - 
Sanders 24 Robbery in company 10 previous prison sentences 
Turner 24 Arson - 

21 YEARS 
 

Cartledge 24 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Colclough G  26 *Arson (x2), demanding money 

with menaces, riot and 
demolition of property, 
releasing prisoners 

Armed with sword/pick, 

Cotton 27 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Ellis W 32 *Demolition of property Chartist (charge of Treason 

dropped) 
Harris 27 *Riot & demolition of property Arrested on premises - drunk 
Howard 19 *Demolition Also stole a book 
Murray 29 *Riot and demolition of 

property, theft 
Also stole two geese  

Simpson 20 *Arson  - 
Turner 28 Riot and demolition of property Possibly used gunpowder.   

4 previous prison sentences 
Whiston 30 *Arson, riot and demolition of 

property 
Primitive Methodist 

Wilcox 33 *Riot & demolition of property 4 previous prison sentences 
Williams 31 *Riot & demolition of property Lame. Arrested on premises - 

drunk 
Wright 17 *Riot & demolition of property Given a free pardon & returned to 

UK. 
15 YEARS 

 
Banks 21 Riot & stealing property Previous prison sentence(s) 
Deans 23 *Burglary, stealing property 

during riot 
‘Notorious character – muscular & 
daring’.  
13 previous prison sentences 

Hewson 25 Stealing property during riot Stole a pair of breeches 
Johnson 21 Riot & burglary - 
Kelsall 22 Breaking, entering & stealing First of mob to enter building 

 
162 SRO, Calendar of the Prisoners. ‘The Special Commission for Staffordshire’, SA,  8 October 1842, pp. 2-4 
and 15 October, pp. 5-6. Tasmanian Convict Records 1800-1893, Ship John Renwick, 1842, 
www.findmypast.co.uk [accessed 19 March 2021]. 
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Appendix 5 (continued) 

 
The Potteries Transportees 

 
Sentence 
and name 

Age Crime (*involving a rectory) Miscellaneous 

                 15 YEARS (continued) 
 
Lawton 19 Burglary One of a gang.  

6 previous prison sentences. 
Mellor 19 Burglary Stole two waistcoats & a coat + 

other articles 
Moss 32 Robbery - 
Phillips 34 *Riot & demolition of property Arrested on premises – drunk  

10 YEARS 
 

Banks 20 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Clay 18 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Cunliffe 26 *Riot & demolition of property, 

releasing prisoners 
One of a large mob who liberated 6 
prisoners 

Ellis E 22 Riot & demolition of property - 
Gibson 22 Stealing property during riots One of a mob. Armed with a sword 

& threatened murder. Stole money 
& silver 

Gilbert 20 *Riot & demolition of property Arrested on premises – drunk 
Green 20 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Roberts 22 *Riot & demolition of property One of a mob. Previous prison 

sentence(s) 
Roden 20 Robbery ‘ in company’ Stole wearing apparel 
Saunders 24 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Simpson G 25 Burglary Stole cutlery & books.  

5 previous prison sentences. 
Simpson C 20 Breaking & entering & stealing - 
Slack 32 Riot & demolition of property - 
Smith 26 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Spilsbury 32 Burglary Theft of copper, tea & other goods. 

Previous prison sentence(s) 
Wagstaffe 24 *Riot & demolition of property Arrested on premises – drunk.              

5 previous prison sentences 
Whitehouse 23 *Riot & demolition of property - 
Wood 19 *Demolition Theft of candlesticks 

7 YEARS 
 

Barratt 26 Stealing property during riot Previous prison sentence(s) 
Colclough  I 21 Larceny Obtained money by threat 
Fearn 31 Larceny Died before transportation 
    

 
Footnotes as previous page 
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Appendix 6 

 
The Manchester Transportees163 

 
 
Sentence and 
name 

Age Crime Miscellaneous 
 

15 YEARS 
 

Calvert 40 Riot & theft Stole 5 shillings with force.  
 

Ferns/Terns 28 Riot & theft Stole 5 shillings with force.  
 

Mooney 50 Riot & theft Stole 5 shillings with force.  
 

Tinan 24 Riot & theft Stole 5 shillings with force.  
 

Walsh/Welsh 30 Riot & theft Stole 5 shillings with force.  
 

7 YEARS 
 
Cash 19 Assault & theft One of a mob which stole 50 loaves. 

 
Davies 21 Assault & theft One of a mob which stole 50 loaves.  

 
Knowles 21 Theft Theft of wood to make bludgeons. 

 
McCormick 24 Assault & theft One of a mob which stole 50 loaves. 

 
Platt 27 Assault & theft One of a mob which stole 50 loaves.  

 
Reed 20 Assault & theft One of a mob which stole 50 loaves.  

 
None of the Manchester transportees had a previous prison sentence 
 
 
 
  

 
163 ‘The Special Commission [Liverpool]’, Liverpool Standard and General Commercial Advertiser, 11 October 
1842, p. 3.  ‘The Special Commission’, Liverpool Standard and General Commercial Advertiser, 14 October 
1842, pp. 2-3. ‘Results of the Special Commission, the Sentences’, Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser, 
22 October 1842, p. 7.  
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Appendix 7 

 
The Cheshire Transportees164 

 
 
Sentence and 
name 

Age Crime Miscellaneous 

LIFE 
 

Howard 19 Housebreaking - stole bread & 
cheese.  

Previously in prison for Highway 
Robbery 
 

Darbyshire 22 Stole money, bread, coals & 
other articles from workhouse 

1 previous prison sentence 

Siddon 22 Housebreaking 1 previous prison sentence 
 

Warhurst  21 Riot & demolition of workhouse 3 previous prison sentences 
 

14 YEARS 
 
Hough 19 Riot & stole bread from 

workhouse 
1 previous prison sentence 

10 YEARS   
 
Cowen 18 Robbery of bread & cheese. 

Broke windows. 
1 previous prison sentence 

Mellor 24 Stole bread & cheese 1 previous prison sentence 
 

Selby  29 Stole bread & cheese 1 previous prison sentence 
 

Smith Ja. 20 Stole bread & cheese 2 previous prison sentences 
 

Smith Jo. 48 Stole bread & cheese - 
 

7 YEARS 
 
Charlesworth 32 Riot & demolition of workhouse 1 previous prison sentence 

 
Talks 18 Stole food from workhouse 1 previous prison sentence 

 
Leyfield 21 Stole from workhouse 1 previous prison sentence 

 
 
  

 
164 Cheshire Special Commission’, Stockport Advertiser, 14 October 1842, p. 4.  Tasmania Convict Records 
1800-1893, www.findmypast.co.uk [accessed 19 March 2021]. 



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

66 

 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 

 
 
Primary sources   
 
 
Staffordshire Record Office 
 
Q/SPc/10/1, Calendar of the Prisoners, Staffordshire Special Commission of  

Assize, 1 October 1842 
 
D649/10, Records of the Chetwynd-Talbot Family, Out Letter Book 1822-1842.   
 
Fiche MF49, Letters from William Ellis to Samuel Alcock, Alcock Letter Book circa 

1835-43, items 91-92, dated 11 and 13 September 1842 
 
D4216/F/18, Twemlow Papers, letter from Joseph Maÿer to Francis Twemlow, 

15 August 1842 
 

 
National Archives  
 
Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills and Probate, PROB 11/2092/154, Will of 

 Robert Ellis Atkins, 1849.  
 
 
Government Sources 
 
Hansard, 3rd series Vol. 66, House of Commons Sitting of 21 February 1843 
 
Hansard, 3rd series Vol. 68, House of Commons Sitting of 28 March 1843 
 
 
Newspapers 
 
Chambers’ Edinburgh Journal 
 
Chester Chronicle 
 
Examiner 
 
Globe 
 
Illustrated London News 
 
Leeds Intelligencer 

 



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

67 

 
BIBLIOGRAPHY (cont) 

 
 
Liverpool Mercury 
 
Liverpool Standard and General Commercial Advertiser 
 
London Evening Standard 
 
Macclesfield Chronicle 
 
Manchester Courier and Lancashire General Advertiser 
 
Manchester Guardian 
 
Manchester and Salford Advertiser 
 
Manchester Times 
 
Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser 
 
Staffordshire Advertiser 
 
Staffordshire Gazette and County Standard 
 
Stockport Advertiser and Guardian 
 
Wolverhampton Chronicle and Staffordshire Advertiser 
 
 
 
Autobiographies and Contemporary Publications 
 
Boyle, John, ‘An Account of Strikes in the Potteries, in the Years 1834 and 1836’, 

Journal of the Statistical Society of London, 1 (1838), 37-45 

Cooper, Thomas, The Life of Thomas Cooper (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 
1879) 

Engels, Friedrich, The Condition of the Working Class in England, Oxford World’s 
Classics (Oxford ; New York: Oxford University Press, 2009 ed). First 
published 1845 

Shaw, Charles, When I Was a Child, 1977 edition (Firle, Sussex: Caliban Books, 
1903) 

Ward, John, The Borough of Stoke-upon-Trent, Reprinted 1984 by Webberly Ltd, 
Hanley, Staffs (London: W. Lewis & Son, 1843)  



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

68 

BIBLIOGRAPHY (cont) 
 
Secondary sources 
 
Books 
 
Ashton, Owen R, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts, eds., The Chartist Legacy 

(Rendlesham, Nr. Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999) 

Chase, Malcolm, Chartism: A New History (Manchester: Manchester University 
Press, 2007) 

Epstein, James and Dorothy Thompson eds., The Chartist Experience,  (London: 
Macmillan Press, 1982). 

Fyson, Robert, ‘The Crisis of 1842: Chartism, the Colliers’ Strike and the Outbreak in 
the Potteries’, in The Chartist Experience, ed. by James Epstein and Dorothy 
Thompson (London: Macmillan Press, 1982), pp. 194–220 

Fyson, Robert, ‘The Transported Chartist: The Case of William Ellis’, in The Chartist 
Legacy, ed. by Owen R. Ashton, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts 
(Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999), pp. 80–101 

Jenkins, Mick, The General Strike of 1842 (London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1980) 

Mather, F.C. ‘The Government and the Chartists’, in Chartist Studies, ed. by Asa 
Briggs (London: Macmillan Press, 1959) 

Pelling, Henry, A History of British Trade Unionism (Middlesex, UK: Penguin, 1963) 

Phillips, A. D. M., and C. B. Phillips, An Historical Atlas of Staffordshire (Manchester: 
Manchester University Press, 2011) 

Read, Donald, ‘Chartism in Manchester’, in Chartist Studies, ed. by Asa Briggs 
(Macmillan Press, 1959), pp. 29–64 

Rudé, George, The Crowd in History, New edition (London: Serif, 2005) 

Smelser, Neil J, Theory of Collective Behavior (New Orleans, Louisiana, USA: Quid 
Pro Books, 1962), Amazon Kindle e-book. 

Stedman Jones, Gareth, ed., ‘Rethinking Chartism’, in Languages of Class: Studies 
in English Working Class History 1832–1982 (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 1984), pp. 90–178  

Taylor, Miles, ‘The Six Points: Chartism and the Reform of Parliament’, in The 
Chartist Legacy, ed. by Owen R. Ashton, Robert Fyson, and Stephen Roberts 
(Woodbridge, Suffolk: Merlin Press, 1999), pp. 1–23 

Thompson, Dorothy, The Chartists (London: Temple Smith, 1984) 



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

69 

BIBLIOGRAPHY (cont) 
 
Articles 
 
Ariouat, Jacqueline Fellague, ‘Rethinking Partisanship in the Conduct of the Chartist 

Trials, 1839-1848’, Albion, 29 (1997), 596–621  

Church, Roy, ‘Chartism and the Miners: A Reinterpretation’, Labour History Review, 
56 (1991), 23–36 

Griffin, C. P., ‘Chartism and the Miners in the Early 1840s: A Critical Note’, Bulletin 
of the Society for the Study of Labour History, 22 (1971), 21–25 

 
Rudé, George, ‘Protest and Punishment in Nineteenth-Century Britain’, Albion, 5 

(1973), 1–23  

Theses 
 
Fyson, Robert, ‘Chartism in North Staffordshire’ (unpublished Thesis, University of 

Lancaster, 1998) 

Smith, Anthony David, ‘The Strike for the People’s Charter in 1842’ (unpublished 
Thesis, London School of Economics and Political Science, 2002) 

 
Websites 
 
‘Riot (OED)’, Oxford English Dictionary Online,  www.Oed.Com/View/Entry/166168. 

(Oxford: Oxford University Press) 

British Newspaper Archive, www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk 

Tasmania Convict Records 1800-1893, Conduct Record CON33/1/38, Description 
List CON18/1/36, Indent CON14/1/21, Ship John Renwick, 1842, 
www.findmypast.co.uk 

 
Jenkins, J G, A History of the County of Stafford: Volume 8, ed. J G Jenkins 

(London, 1963), British History Online, www.british-history.ac.uk /vch/ 
staffs/vol.8 

 
1841 Census of Great Britain, Abstracts of Occupations, 041areas, Parishes of 

Burslem, Stoke upon Trent and Wolstanton (covering all the Potteries 
parishes), www.visionofbritain.org.uk 

 
‘The Potteries in the Nineteenth Century’, www.stokesentinel.co.uk, 10 January 

2020 
 
Enumeration abstract,1841 census, p. 290-291, Online Historical Populations 

Reports, www.histpop.org [accessed 21 April 2021] 



Alison M Leah                                                                                               DISSERTATION       
 

 
 
 
 

70 

BIBLIOGRAPHY (cont) 
 
 
The Old Bailey Proceedings Online, 1674-1913, www.oldbaileyonline.org  
 
Tasmanian Libraries Names Index, Ship John Renwick, 1842-1843, 

www.libariestas.entsirsidynix.net.au 
 
Emsley, Clive, Tim Hitchcock and Robert Shoemaker, ‘Crime and Justice – 

Judges and Juries’, Old Bailey Proceedings Online, www.oldbaileyonline.org 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


