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SYNOPSIS

This thesis considers the development of 'provided' schooling
for working class children in Birmingham between 1781 and 1851.
The opening chapters critically examine the available statistical
evidence for schooling provision in this period, suggesting how the
standerd statistical information may be augmented, and thenpresenting
a detailed chronology of schooling provision and use. The third
chapter is a detailed survey of the men who were controlling and
organizing schooling during the period in question. This survey has
been made in order that a more informed examination of the trends in

schooling shown by the chronology may be attempted.

The period 1781-1851 is divided into three roughly equal periods,
each of which parallels a major initistive in working class schooling;
1781-1804 and the growth of Sunday schools, 1805-1828 and the
development of mass day schooling through monitoriel schools, and 1829~
1851 and the major expansion of day schooling. The first two periods
are covered by chapters 4 and 5 respectively, and the last period by
chapters6 and 7 which deal in turn with Anglicen and then Dissenting
provision. These chapters examine the form and content of schooling,
the nature of control within the schocls, and the response of the
prospective clientele the working class children. The final chapter, 8,

examines for the whole period the various factors influencing levels

of attendance in the provided schools.
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PREFACE

The years 1781-1851 saw the growth and expansion of a system of
schooling which, following Richard Johnson, may be called the 'provided’
system of schooling.(l) These schools, both tiose slready existing and
those which were to be founded, differed from the other form of schooling
which may be termed 'private', in their modes of finance and control.

The provided schools were essentially philanthropic ventures, providing a
schooling for the children of the poor and demanding in return specific
responses in terms of pupils! dress, behaviour and attendance at religious
worship. In contrast the private schools existed as & straightforward
financial arrangement between parents and teachers, and involved no
obligations to behave in any specified form. This thesis is concerned
with the development of this provided schooling, it has not examined the

progress of private and indigenous working class schooling, which would

be the subject of a thesis in its own right.

One of the most necessary tasks in considering provided schooling in
Birmingham was the need to establish an accurate chronology of its
development. This has been done through the compilation of a detailed set
of statistics relating to school foundation, existing school stock
(illustrating closure as well as foundation), and average pupil attendance,
A considerable controversy has taken place recently over the use and value

of nineteenth century "official" statistics of education, that is those

(1) Richard Johnson, 'Notes on the schooling of the English working class
1780-1850', in Schooling and Capitalism 3_A Sociological Resder ,(1976).

-

(2) This thesis has defined pupils and thus children as those aged between
5 and 15 years of age. This age range is used as a general guide, for
as is mentioned in the text, it is realised that many children outside
this sge range attended provided schools, including some adults. The
education of working class adults, however, lies outside the scope of
this thesis.



from government or statistical society surveys. The controversy, between
Professor West and Dr.Hurt is considered in greater detail in ChLapter 1,
This thesis uses these official statistics, but takes up a different
stendpoint from either West or Hurt. It seems that although considerable
valid criticism of the statistics can be made, that to dismiss them out
of hand as Hurt does, is to discard valuable historical informetion. The
approach adopted in this thesis, in compiling the statistics of attendance
in particular, is to be critically aware of the deficiencies of the
official statistics end to use them in combination with the weglth of
statistical information concerning provided schools that is found in local
as well as other national sources. This combination of official with
unofficial sources as well as providing a valuable check for the official
figures, enables the compilation of an accurate chart of provision to be

made, which clearly shows the various patterns in schooling development.

In considering the statistics it is not disputed that there are
problems in justifying the accuracy of individual figures. It must be
stressed here that this thesis is not aiming to provide a set of figures
which claim to show the exact levels of attendance in the schools, this
is not possible; but by gathering and compiling as many figures as possible,
one is able to see general trends in provision and attendance. It is in
this context of combined overall trends that the importance of the
statistics lies, not in the accuracy or validity of the individual
components. The establishment of a chronology of schooling development is
an importent if apparantly modest enterprise; for an accurate account of
the growth of schooling as an institution is a pre-requisite for any
explenatory accounts of the history of schooling. This thesis is mostly

concerned with explaining the trends that the statistics reveal.



The charting of the patterns of provided schooling is to a certain
extent the charting of patterns of philanthropy. Who exactly were the
men involved in this philenthropic provision of schooling? Were there
differences in social origins between day and Sunday school providers, or
between providers from different denominations? A close and detailed
survey has been made of the men who were school governors, managers or
committee members of the provided day and Sunday schools in Birmingham.
This initially involved ascertaining their occupations as a preliminary
to social classification. It was found that a large number had job
descriptions either too vague to allow classification or no description
at all. To try to gain an insight into the social standing of these men
and also to confirm the relative wealth of providers from the big
bourgecisie, as fer as possible the probate records of all the providers
vere examined to determine the value of their personal estates at death.
The information gained here was one pointer towards the social classing
of the providers. The family copnections, business connections and tenure
of socially prestigious offices were also examined as further evidence
of social status. From the accumulated information it was possible to
note several interesting distinctions in providers! origins and this has

enabled a more valid examination of the trends in provision to be made.

A major feature of nineteenth century schooling was its development
along denominational lines. A detailed study is made here of the
differing fortunes of Anglicens and Dissenters in schooling ventures,
attention being given to the nature of their responses to different
situations. Obviously, the nature of providers' motives would play a
great part in determining the sort of schooling offered. Considerable
attention is paid to investigating the way that various social

philosophies informed the schooling enterprise. To what extent was the



content of the curriculum, the mode of discipline and the form of internal
organizetion in the various schools operative in forwarding the motives

of the providers? Consideration is given to these questions, and in doing
so investigation is made and answers suggested as to why some schools

vwere successful and others were not so.

In a recent major study of Sunday schooling, it has been suggested
that the Sunday 8chools as an institution rapidly became a part of
working class life, and were working class orientated and controlled.(l)
The whole question of the nature of control in working class schools is
central to a full understanding of why schooling developed in the way that
it did. It is important to know who had control of the Sunday schools,
whether it was a committee of subscribers or whether it was the teachers
themselves; what forms the control took and how it was exercised. The
questions to a leséer extent also apply to day schools, although there
the organization was much tighter than in the Sunday schools. The question
of control of schools is considered here in the light of Lequeur's view;
this is done through a detailed examination of not only the stated
intentions of how schools were to be run, but also by an examination of the
vay they actually performed. It should be emphasized that the pattern of
control was not just one dimensional, with control emanating from the
providers and working in a vacuumon the pupils; naturally, the existing
working class, parental culture exerted a force of its own which has to be

teken into account.

(1) T.W. laqueur, Religion end Respectability : Sunday Schools and
Working Class Culture, 1780-1850, (Yale 1976), p.63.



What effect, if any, did the local environment have on the
development of schooling?(l) Birmingham developed during the years
1781-1851 into one of the largest industrial towns in the country, its
economic base being largely that of the small workshop rather than the
large factory domination of other major industrial towns.(2) As various
historians have noted, there was a high percentage of artisans in
Birmingham out of the total population, and it has been suggested
relatively harmonious relationships between the classes.(B) Did this
inter-class relationship, if it existed, affect the nature of working
class response to the philanthropic provision of schooling? What role
did the artisans play in determining styles of schooling? The detailed

examination of working class response to the various forms of schooling

on offer provides answers to these questions.

The history of education, both national and locel, has until recently
(4)

tended to be ‘'studied in isolation..from..society in general'’ ', very often

(1) For the purposes of this thesis the limits of Birmingham have been
taken as those it had when created a Borough in 1838; that is the old
parishes of St.Martin's, St.Philip's,Edgbaston, and the hamlets of
Deritend and Bordesley, and Duddeston cum Nechells. Difficulties have
arisen in using some statistical source materials because of their
differing definitions of "Birmingham". Much of this has stemmed from
the fact that the four hamlets mentioned above, although economically
and geographically linked with Birmingham, were part of Aston parish.
Consequently, although part of Birmingham from 1838, prior to that they
were detailed under Aston and in post 1838 parish based statistics were
again under Aston. A further complication arises with the poor law
unions, as Edgbaston came under Kings Norton,Worcestershire and B'ham
and Aston's Unions under Warwickshire. These problems,although providing
complications, have not proved insuperable.

(2) M.J.Wise, (Ed), Birmingham and its Regional Setting : A Scientific
Survey, (Birmingham 1950), pp.161l. ff.

(3) See Chapters 5,6,7 and referances to Tholfsen and Briggs.

(4) Robert Douch, 'Introduction' to T.G.Cock,(Ed), Local Studies and the
History of Education, (1972), p.x.




being antiquarian in nature presenting an accumulation of fact and
description with little or no asnalysis and no relation to society in
general. This thesis through a study of the personnel, organisations and
social connections within schooling philanthropy has attempted to link
educational and social history in the locality of Birmingham.

There are advantages and limitations in concentrating on one locality,
but it would seem that it is essential, for a better understanding of
schooling development in the nineteenth century, to have a series of
closely investigated local studies to call upon. It must be stressed,
that it is also essential that these studies should not be divorced from
other aspects of local or national history. Throughout tais thesis

comparisons will be made with other localities' and national developments.

The thesis falls into two main sections. In the first of these,
Chapters 1 to 3, the results of the detailed specific surveys on levels of
provision and the providers are presented and discussed. Chapter 1
elucidates and critically evaluates the sources of statistics and
information upon which the surveys are constructed, after which Chapter 2
presents the statistics of school foundation, school stock and pupil
attendance. These statistics are examined and the major trends which need
explanation are outlined. Chapter 3 then considers the nature of the men
organizing the educational provision and gives details of socisl backgrounc
and occupation from which the more detailed examination of succeeding

chapters draws.

These trends in the nature of provision and also the changes in the
providing groups are closely examined and accounted for in the rest of
the thesis. The period 1781-1851 has been divided into three roughly
equal periods which tend to parallel major changes in the nature of

provision. The first two periods, 17€1-1804 and 1805-1528 are discussed



in separate chapters. The final period, 1829-1851, one of much greater
activity, has been divided into two chapters covering Anglican schooling
and Dissenting schcoling respectively. The final chapter accounts for

the nature of the working class response to the schooling offered.



CHAPTER 1

SOURCES FOR THE STATISTICS OF SCHOOLING:

THEIR RELIABILITY AND USE

ees 1t is manifestly clear that the returns of the(1)
1830's are of little value to the historian.'

The development of schooling for the working class child in
Birmingham from 1781 to 1851 was a very complex process. The aim of this
chapter is to examine the bases on which a statistical account of that
development can be built. The creation of a statistical series will
enable the varying broad trends and tendencies within the developing

pattern of schooling to be seen and accounted for.

As the opening quotation reveals, the question of the wvalidity of
some major statistical source material has been seriously questioned.
Consequently, not only will this chapter examine the bases for a
statistical account, but also it will critically evaluate them. It will
also be argued that, far from being valueless, if carefully used in the
right context and in conjunction with other evidence, the findings of the
returns referred to (and others of a similar nature) can be of considerable
use in illuminating not just the levels of educational provision, but also

other far-ranging aspects of working class life.

The first section of this chapter examines in detail the national
statistical series of schooling figures which come from government reports,
censuses, or Statistical Society reports. It will not be argued that
these statistics are faultless. In fact their shortcomings will be
discussed and considered in the light of the West/Hurt controversy over
the educational statistics of the nineteenth century. The following

section of the chapter will argue that there is a considerable wealth of

(1)J.S.Hurt, '"Professor West on Early Nineteenth-Century Education',
Economic History Review, 2nd series, XXIV, (1971), p.632.




statistical evidence on the extent and use of schooling for the working
class which can be extracted from local records. The nature and reliabil-
ity of this type of source material is evaluated and it is suggested that
a combination of local and national evidence enables the formation of
patterns of school provision and use to be made, from which comment and
analysis of the trends may be attempted. The final section of the chapter
provides a programme for the use of the statistics, suggesting the best
uses for the information, so that it can reveal and illuminate as much

about working class life as possible.

Those historians of education who have used statistical sources to
comment on the provision of schooling in the nineteenth century, have
usually worked from the printed series of government and statistical
society reports. Before 1818 there was little information coming from
Parliamentary Reports concerning the education of the working class child.
The 1803-4 'Abstract of the Answers and Returns Relative to the Poor!
gave details of parochial schools and schools of industry on a parish
basis,(i)and was virtually the only 'official' publication producing
evidence on schooling on a national basis until the Select Committee
enquiry into the 'education of the lower orders' in 1816. This was
followed in 1818 by the survey which resulted in the 'Digest of Parochial
Returns' often termed the 'Brougham' survey after the chairman of the
committee. It was this report which has mostly been used as the first

(2)

guide to the extent of schooling provision in the early nineteenth century.

Brougham's Select Committee sent out enquiries to the parochial clergy
which asked for details of schooling provision amongst the lower orders.
The returns illustrated a major problem endemic to the early statistical

reports - the biases, lack of knowledge and in some cases unreliability

(13 Abstract of the Answers and Returns Relative to the Poor, P P.1803-4)xiii.
(2) Digest of the Parochial Returns made to the Jelect Committee on the

Education of the Poor, P,p. 1819 (224) IX. Hereafter Brougham 1818.
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of the local agents responsible for collecting and returning the required
information. The Brougham enquiries were sent to the clergy, but were

(1)

often answered by curates, churchwardens or overseers. Consequently
the accuracy of figures, amount of information and comment varies from
parish to parish. The committee were aware of the deficiencies of the
report and noted that the report was inadequate for the larger towns and

was really only accurate in the returns which related to the endowed

schools.(z)

The next major survey of schooling was that conducted under the
auspices of Lord Kerry in 1833.(3) Again the reliability of the agents
was questioned. In this case they were the overseers of the poor. These
men had previously collected, fairly inaccurately, details for the 1832
Reform Bill. As Frederic Hill of Birmingham commented, they would be ‘'as
likely to fail in giving a correct account of the number of schools and of
pupils in their respective districts' as they had failed in detailing
£10 a year rated households.(4) The Kerry Report received considerable
contemporary criticism much of which noted the under-estimation of the
extent of provision made in the returns, this being particularly true as

(5)

regards private education.

(1) B.I. Coleman, 'The Incidence of Education in Mid Century', in
E. A. Wrigley (Ed.), Nineteenth Century Society, (Cambridge, 1972),p.398.
(2; Ibid, p.398.
Abstract of Education Returns 1833, P.P.1835 XLI-XLIII. Hereafter
Kerry 1833.
(4) Frederic Hill, National Education; It's Present State and Prospects,
2 Vols. (London, 1836) Vol.1, p.11.
Report from the Select Committee on the Education of the Poorer
Classes, P.P. 1837-8, (589) Vol. VII, p.iii-xi. Hereafter Slaney 1338.
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The mid and late 1830's saw the production of a series of local
investigations into the extent and use of schooling by various statistical
societies. This information was also used by Government in the forms of
select committees who took the statistical societies' reports in as
evidence.(1) The growth of statistical societies reflected an increasing
contemporary awareness and curiosity about the state of society, which
was partly answered by an increasing level of social enquiry. In
Government terms this was reflected in the growing number of select
committees, the creation of inspectorates and the foundation of depart-
ments concerned with statistics.(z) Outside government, this was seen
in the societies already referred to. These societies in gathering and
compiling figures evolved close, careful and systematic methods of
investigation as they felt their work was of a scientific nature and thus
necessarily demanded care and accuracy. The reports on education which
they produced generally afforded a greater reliability than the earlier

figures.(3)

The most comprehensive and reliable government survey was that of
1851 conducted by Horace Mann and connected to the decennial census.(4)
The questionnaire on schooling was delivered by the census enumerators

as they conducted the population census, and very few forms were un-
returned, only some 2.7% of day schools and 1.6% of Sunday schools failing
to submit answers.(s) This survey did not provide details of individual

schools but grouped them together in registration or poor-law union

districts, or in combinations of these for some large boroughs.

(1) Children's Employment Commission, P.P. 1843 (431) Vol.XIV, p.r.185.
Hereafter CEC 1843; Also see Slaney, 1838.

(2) e.g. Board of Trade, General Register Office, and the improved
Census Office.

(3) See M.J.Cullen, The Statistical Movement in Early Victorian Britain,
(New York, 1975) for an examination of the main features of the
statistical movement.

(4) Report of Commissioners for Taking a Census of Great Britain on
Education (1852-3) /76927 Vol.XC. Hereafter, Mann 1857.

(5) Ibid, p.xiv. Percentages calculated from figures given by Mann.
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Although some historians of education have used these statistical
sources to comment on nineteenth century schooling, it should be noted
that they have often been virtually ignored.(1) Even where they have
been considered, it has usually been with little critical evaluation of
their worth,(z)even though they are open to criticism on account of their
alleged inaccuracies, unreliability and bias. There would seem to be two
types of problem to be considered when evaluating these sources. Firstly,
the problems of the sources themselves, arising from the way in which
the information was gathered and by whom it was gathered. Secondly, the
problems over the use and interpretation of the statistics - exactly what

do they mean ?

To consider first the problems of the sources themselves. The 1818
Brougham report was mostly compiled from the returns of Anglican 'officials',
be they clergy or churchwardens, though Dissenters may have completed some
returns as overseers of the poor. The returns show a considerable under
representation of Dissenting and private schooling. It might be argued
that this was the result of Anglican bias which purposely under-recorded

non-Anglican schooling. However, as the under-recording seems to be most

(1) George I. Hawkes, The Development of Public Education in Nelson,
(Nelson, 1966); Ivor Morrish, Education Since 1800,(London 1970);
S. J. Curtis and M. E. A. Boultwood, An Introductory History of
English Education Since 1800, (London, 1962); R. R. Sellman,
Devon Village Schools in the Nineteenth Century, (Newton Abbot,1967).
(2) H. C. Barnard, A History of English Education From 1760,(London,1961);
Marion Johnson, Derbyshire Village Schools in the Nineteenth Century,
(Newton Abbot, 1970); David Wardle, Education and Society in
Nineteenth-Century Nottingham, (Cambridge, 1971). n.b. A recent
essay which does use statistics of education critically is:-
Beryl Madoc-Jones, 'Patterns of attendance and their social
significance: Mitcham National School 1830-39', in Philip McCann (Ed.),
Popular Education and Socialization in the Nineteenth Century,
(London, 1977).
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evident in large urban parishes, it was probably the case that the clergy
in the overcrowded parishes did not know the full extent or existence of
non-Anglican schooling. The Kerry figures show a similar under-estimation
of private schooling, the collecting agents (overseers of the poor)
seemingly not having the time, energy or ability needed to discover and
enumerate the many and often obscure private schools. The great
reliability of statistical society reports was due to the careful and
detailed examination of an area over a period of several months made by
their investigators. As J. R. Wood, the compiler of the statistical

report for Birmingham in 1838, noted,

'T supplied myself with a map of the town, and I commenced
immediately at the extremity of the borough in one direction;
I went up one side of the street and down the other, and all
the intersecting streets and alleys, marking them off
regularly every evening in my map'. (1)

Though the statistical enquiries were conducted in a much stricter and
more reliable manner than the earlier surveys, the reports were not
totally unbiased in their presentation. As Professor Asa Briggs has

noted of this report and another of 1868, 'Both surveys had a propagand-
ist aim, being designed to urge the case for greater initiative.'(z) The
Mann Census of 1851 was able to benefit from the close work of the census
enumerators who were again, as with Wood in 1838, visiting all the streets
and alleys in the town. But even so, the census enumerators, not being
intimately connected with the warrens and mazes of courts in the large
towns must have missed some private schooling, though their coverage of

public schooling was probably effective.

(1) Slaney, 1838, p.113. question 1227.

(2) Asa Briggs, 'Public Education', in W. B. Stephens (Ed.),
The Victoria History of the County of Warwick, Vol. VII, (London,1965),
.489.
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These various 'official' statistics, particularly those in the Kerry
report, were criticized by contemporaries for their inaccuracies,(1)
and there is little doubt that there are problems and difficulties which
arise in their use and interpretation. Already it has been suggested
that one form of problem arose from the actual collection and compilation
of the figures, where the bias or lack of local knowledge of the
collector was a major factor. The other area of problem noted was in

the interpretation of the statistics as presented. What are these

difficulties ?

Recently, the whole question of the validity of the use of nineteenth
century educational statistics has been raised, based on a mistrust of
the figures, because of the difficulties inherent in their interpretation.
Two opposing viewpoints have been taken, one by Professor E. G. West,
who stands by the educational statistics, the other by Dr. J. Hurt,
who treats them with complete agnosticism. Their debate has centred on
Professor West's contention that the industrial expansion of Britain in
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries brought with it a
growth in education. Professor West used the educational statistical
series to support his argument and stated that 'Every piece of
statistical evidence on education between 1800 and 1840 points to
significant growth.'(z) Dr. Hurt has challenged Professor West's
'remarkable faith in the accuracy of the educational statistics' and has
suggested that they were 'a precarious basis on which to build a model

of educational activity in the 183O's...'(3) In the light of these two

(1) Cullen, Statistical Movement, p.64-5.

(2) E. G. West, 'Resource Allocation and Growth in Early Nineteenth-

Century British Education', Economic History Review, 2nd Series,
Vol .XXTIT, (1970) sy D.78.

(3) Hurt, 'Professor West', p.624 and p.632.
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opposing views, what credence can be given to the general statistical

series under discussion ?

Much of the difficulty in interpreting the figures lies in the
ambiguity of different definitions of educational terms, perhaps most
notably the word 'school'. Throughout the period in question there is
a lack of consistency among statisticians and educators as to the precise
meaning of 'school'. As Dr. Hurt has shown, infant, daily and Sunday
school departments were counted as separate schools if they had individ-
ual teachers, even if they were situated in the same building and were
part of the same organization.(1) The differing approaches to the
definition of a 'school'! does create problems; but for the purposes of
this thesis a 'school' will refer to related school buildings on one
site as one school, not as separate schools because there are separate
departments. This is the same approach as that taken by Mann in 1851;

he noted that,

'"The term "school" throughout this publication, is used to
denote a distinct establishment. Thus, a school for both

boys and girls, if under one general management and conducted
in one range of buildings, 1s regarded as only one school,
although the tuition may be carried on in separate compartments
of the building, under separate superintendence.' (2)

Hurt also noted the ambiguity in the definition of a school where
it was not necessarily a place of education, but might just be a child-
minding institution. He has suggested that an increase of such 'schools'
was perhaps the reason for the increase in education which Professor West
saw as showing a 'growing thirst for knowledge among poor families.'(3)
The difficulty here is that the figures do not reveal the nature of the

educational practice within a given 'school' - whether it was a child-

minding or educational institution. Hurt particularly singled out dame

(1) Hurt, 'Professor West', p.625.
(2)  Mann, 1851, p. xiv.
(3) Hurt, 'Professor West', p.625.
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and infant schools as being 'nurseries' and suggested that they inflated
the amount of provision available which West saw as educational. He
noted that by the late 1850's 'the semantic ambiguities of the word
'school!' had been resolved' and that dame and infant schools 'were seen
for what they really were, that is nurseries.'(1) Here Hurt makes the
same mistake that he has accused West of, that is accepting sources
uncritically. There is considerable evidence that not all infant schools
were nurseries for very young children. The age range within an infant
school could be wide, as could the educational content. Certainly in the
1830's in Birmingham more than 50% of children in infant schools were
aged over 5, and as the Statistical Society report revealed 153% of those
in infant schools were over 7 years old.(z) The report also noted that
the moral and religious instruction was 'much superior to the generality
even of charity schools...'(3) Statistical uncertainty can thus also
arise if it is assumed that there were set age-ranges at which children

were classified as 'Infants' or 'Boys and Girls!'.

The difficulties in using statistics are not just confined to
defining the nature of a school, for the meanings of pupil figures quoted
in relation to a school can pose certain dilemmas. An example of this
was found in a letter from the incumbent of a church in Birmingham in
which he noted that the number of children at his school exceeded 800.(4)
Whether this figure referred to the numbers actually attending, to the
numbers registered on the books, or possibly even to the maximum accommod-

ation is not clear. All three figures have their uses in determining the

(1 Hurt, 'Professor West', pp.628-9.
Birmingham Statistical Society for the Improvement of Education,

'Report on the State of Education in Birmingham', in Journal of
the Statistical Society, (London), iii (1840) (p.13). Reprinted
in Birmingham in 1840 as a single pamphlet pp.1-25 by the
Birmingham Society. Page references taken from this pamphlet.
Hereafter, Wood, 1838.

(3 Ibid.

; National Society Letter Files for Christchurch, Birmingham. 1834.
n.b.allN.S.L.F. refer to parishes or chapelries in Birminghem unless
otherwise stated. These files are located at the National Society
Record Office, Church House, Dean's Yard,Westminster.
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extent and use of school provision, but unless it is clear what each
figure represents, the task of compiling a reliable statement of

attendance or numbers registered is rendered very difficult.

This point is not taken up by Hurt in his criticism of nineteenth
century statistics, though he does bring in criticism of attendance
figures. Professor West claimed that, nationally, the percentage of
scholars on school books who were in regular attendance was 80%.(1) This
is challenged by Hurt who suggested that although two-thirds of parents
(in West's evidence) claimed their children's attendance was better than
'very irregular', this did not mean that it was in fact regular.(z) The
other part of West's evidence was the 1851 Census Report which he noted
showed a 91% attendance rate at private schools and a 79% rate at public

(3)

schools. Hurt has suggested that this is a mis~reading of the
figures in that the percentages apply to census day, a particular day,
and not to an average day. Hurt also commented that most figures were

open to doubt, because before strict control was brought in over them,

'managers and teachers alike in the voluntary schools had an
incentive to exaggerate the numbers. Sectarian zeal provides
only part of the explanation. Dishonesty and incompetence
provide the balance.' (4)

Professor West noted in a rejoinder to Dr. Hurt's article that none
of the comments made could 'seriously qualify my statement that every
important piece of statistical evidence on education between 1800 and

1830 points to significant growth'.(S) He commented that he had criticised

(1) West, 'Resource Allocation', p.85. n.b. DPart of West's evidence was
a local report showing one~third of children as 'irregular' in
- attendance.
(2) Hurt, 'Professor West', pp.629-30.
(3; West, 'Resource Allocation', p.85.
Hurt, 'Professor West', p.631.

(5) E. G. West, 'The Interpretation of Early Nineteenth Century Education
Statistics', Economic History Review, 2nd Series, Vol. XXIV, (1971),
p.640. n.b. West here refers to 1800-1830 as the period for
statistics, but 1800-1840 in his earlier article.
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the Kerry findings more than Hurt, and that his figures were based also

on Brougham's report of 1818, a private survey of Brougham's of 1828 and
the Mann census. There are, as already suggested however, statistical
difficulties with the Brougham figures which West does not seem to consider.
In fact his repudiation of criticism mostly involves justifying his
interpretations rather than defending the validity of his figures, which

he seems to accept rather uncritically. West noted that Dr. Hurt's
criticisms of the biases of managers and teachers when supplying figures
were 'interesting but not sufficiently substantial seriously to qualify

(1)

my general assumptions'. Again, there is no analysis of the validity

of the figures.

There is little doubt that Dr. Hurt has made some valid criticisms
of educational statistics, though most of his criticism is taken from
'faults' in the Kerry report. Evidence has shown that in places the
statistics were biased, inflated, confused and inaccurate. Professor
West has perhaps been rightly criticised, if too harshly and destructively,
for his dependence on these figures. However, to dismiss these figures
as being of little use, as Dr. Hurt does, seems to be a short-sighted

action.

The statistical series in the past have been taken in isolation and
criticised as single pieces of evidence, few detailed attempts having been
made to confirm or supplement them by reference to and comparison with
other documentary evidence; of which (in the local context) there is
often a wealth of material available. Obviously, such a confirmation on
a national scale would be extremely laborious and probably unworkable, but

in the study of a locality such work can be done. In attempting this

(1) 1Ibid, p.640.
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form of confirmation or supplementation it is easier to build up figures
for the 'provided' schools than it is for the private ones; the
difficulties that contemporaries had in locating private education

being considerably magnified with the passage of time. Provided education,
through its 'philanthropic' nature, has tended to leave much better records
of its work. What form does this other relevant documentary evidence

take, and how reliable is it ?

One of the major sources of further evidence has been the letter
files of the National Society which contain correspondence from Anglican
clergy, and sometimes committees of management, to the society. Much of
the correspondence examined (up to 1852) concerned the building of schools,
applications for grants and appeals for further aid. In the course of
correspondence much interesting information was often given about the
parish, St. Peter's it was noted was full of children 'half-famished
and half—clothed'.(1) The state of the schools was often revealed;

'In 1841 the Sunday Schools were uncomfortably full and many applications

(2)

for admission had been on the book many months'. References were
frequently made to the extent and success of rival provision; the
proximity of a Dissenting school to St. Peter's schools was noted, which
'offers great inducements ...& consequently it takes a great many of the
Children that wd otherwise come to us'.(3) Frequently statistical
information was given of numbers registered on the books or the numbers

of children in average attendance, 'Daily. Boys 298 (List) 190 (Attend).

Girls 210 (List) 138 (Attend),'(4) as well as comments which indicated

(1 NSLF, St. Peter's, 12.3.40.
(2) NSLF, St. Marys, c.1842.

(3) NSLF, St. Peters, 26.10.46.
(4) NSLF, St. Thomas, 21.7.42.
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trends in the use of schools, such as that noting falling numbers at

St. Bartholomew's school.(1) It should be remembered in using these
figures that the clergymen were often 'presenting a case' in their
applications and that they may have been tempted to alter figures to
strengthen their arguments. Balancing this, however, is the point that
many clergymen would have resisted such temptation, provided honest
answers to questions and given as reliable a set of statistics as possible.
Such a conclusion as to the honesty of clergy evidence is supported in
many cases by other confirmatory local evidence, which matches the clergy

figures.

Another fruitful source of information of school provision and
attendance has been the Minutes of the Committee of Council for Education;
a source which has also helped in several instances to verify the validity
of figures given by clergy in their correspondence with the National
Society. As well as providing quantitative information, the 'Minutes’',
in the reports from inspectors, also provide qualitative assessments and
criticism of teachers, methods, organization and etcetera. 'St. Peters
Boys ...Mechanically, fair, without sufficient moral tone, ....More skill
should be used ....His questions are not sufficiently exhaustive, nor are
they founded upon any association of ideas.SZ)This source provides
information on those schools which were grant-aided via the Committee of

Council, which meant that mostly the schools dealt with were Anglican and

National schools, though Dissenting schools were also included.(3)

Among the evidence collected which relates Jjust to one particular

investigation, the Worcester Diocesan Report on the educational situation

(1) NSLF, St. Bartholomews, 11.3.44.

(2) Minutes of the Committee of Council on Education 1850-1, 2 Vols,
(London), 1852, Vol.II, p.112. Hereafter, Mins. CCE.(i.e.1839-52),

(3) See }M. Sanderson, 'The National and British School Societies in
Lancashire 1803-1830: the roots of Anglican supremacy in English
education', in T.G.Cook (Ed.), Local Studies and the History of

Education, (London, 1972), for reasons why Anglicans achieved more
grant aid than Dissenters.
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in 1841 has proved very useful.(1) This report was prepared by the
National Schools Inspector, Rev. E. Feild, and covered many aspects of
education - curriculum, attendance, discipline, finance - and contained
many detailed references to the state of education in Birmingham, that is,
Anglican education. At the end of Feild's report was a tabulation showing
the attendances at the schools he visited. Although this information

was representative of only one day in the school year, Feild stated

(2)

that he felt this represented a very fair average of the usual attendance:

The sources above mainly refer to Anglican schooling, and it seems
that sources for Dissent of a national scope, such as those shown above
for Anglicans, are not very extensive. The British and Foreign School
Society, which was the nominal 'overseer! of 'Lancasterian' and 'British'
schools, does not have a comprehensive set of records dealing with 'it's!
schools - this partly being due to destruction of manuscript records
during the war and partly to the looser control and connection of the
British Society with its schools. The annual reports of the British and

(3)

Foreign Schools Society contain only few references to Birmingham schools.

The individual Dissenting communities did not develop their own
national education organizations until the late 1830's and 1840's -
Methodists in 1838, Congregationalists in 1843 and Catholics in 1847.
The Methodist archives hold copies of the annual Wesleyan Education
(4)but

Committee reports from which some information has been gathered,

the manuscript records of the local circuits provided virtually no

(1) Rev. E. Feild, 'State of Parochial Education in the Diocese of
Worcester', in Annual Report of the National Society for 1841,
(London, 1842). Hereafter Feild 1841.

(2) Ibid., p.147.

(3) British and Foreign Schools Society Annual Reports, (London).
Hereafter BFAR.

(4) lfethodist Archives and Research Centre, City Road, London.




-15=-

information as no distinction was drawn between the constituent parts

' !
of the Birmingham and Shrewsbury District , as the figures quoted below
illustrate. The same being largely true of the Vesleyan Education

Committee Reports.

TABLE 1

Example of Information on Birmingham from Methodist Records

Birmingham and Shrewsbury District: 1852

Boys Girls Mixed Infants Totals
Schools 5 2 18 5 30 (with 3236 pupils)(1)
Pupils 1858 928 - 450 3236.(2)

The information which has proven most useful as regards Dissent-
ing provision has mostly come from the Sunday school committee books of
individual chapels, particularly those of the Unitarians (0ld and New
Meetings) and the Congregationalists of Carrs Lane. The information
provided in these minute books is very wide ranging including both
qualitative and quantitative information. The qualitative statements
often provide valuable checks on information given elsewhere. In 1831,
for the Sunday School Jubilee, the two Unitarian Sunday schools decided
to provide commemorative medals for their pupils, the minute books
noting an order for some 1,300 medals, a number which tallies well
with the claimed attendance rate for the schools found elsewhere in
their minute books.(3) It would seem that considerable reliability
may be placed on the figures recorded in these minute books as they

were merely serving an internal recording purpose, and apart from

(1) Wesleyan Education Committee Annual Report, 1852, (1853).

(2) Minutes of Birmingham and Shrewsbury District for 1852. !linutes
held in Methodist Archives, Citiy Road, London.

(3) New Meeting Sunday School Committee Minutes,30.8.31 and 11.11.31.
Hereafter NMSS; 0ld lleeting Sunday School Friendly Society Minutes,

27.3.31. Hereafter OIFS. These manuscript records are located in
the Archives Dept.of Birmingham Reference Library. Tiis library

hereafter BRL.
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teachers or committee members, were unlikely to be seen once written -

they served no propagandist purpose.

The wealth of sources described earlier is too large to deal with
each individually, but three other types are worth mentioning. The
reports of local societies or associations connected with the working
class or education generally have much relevant information. One
example is that of the Birmingham Lay Association, formed in 1839 to
strengthen the Anglican cause in Birmingham. This produced a series of
reports in the 1840's on the state of education in Birmingham with figures
of numbers registered in the schools and also of those in average attend-
ance.(1) Although an 'interested' party as regards education, it/s
recordings of provision balance with others contemporary to it. Also
of value, though for the period in question not that prevalent are
'autobiographical! references to the state of education in Birmingham,
these occurring in published autobiographies and reminiscences, or in

unpublished diaries, correspondence or in newspapers.

The second major source is that of school records where they have
remained with the school. In Birmingham this applies to the Blue Coat
Charity School and the King Edward's Schools whose internal records
have provided much valuable statistical and descriptive materials, and
would seem to have the same 'internal reliability' as the dissenting

chapel's school minute books.

The third source which can provide information on the state of
individual schools and the numbers of pupils registering or attending,
is found either in local town directories or local newspapers. Local
directories in the nineteenth century often had sections describing

'Educational Institutions' or 'Charitable Institutions' in which

(1) Church of England Lay Association of Birmingham and its Vicinity,
Annual Reports, (Birmingham 1843-47). BRL.
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descriptions and accounts of schools were given. An 1849 directory

listed all the 'provided' schools and gave information on them:

ST. GEORGE'S, Great Russell street, is a neat brick building,
adjoining the Church, erected 1842, with a house for the
master. Will accommodate 180 Boys, 200 Girls, and 200 Infants.
The average attendance being 150 Boys, 90 Girls, and 150
Infants. Also a night school for those who cannot attend in

the day. (1)

Local newspapers also provide much valuable evidence regarding the
state of individual schools. In Birmingham, 'Aris's Gazette' and the
'Birmingham Journal' being two of the most informative newspapers in
this respect. Aris's Gazette has provided much information on the early
Anglican Sunday schools and the Lancasterian School with its accounts of
their annual meetings and reports, as well as giving individual details
of other schools at various times. The Birmingham Journal in the
1830's and 1840's sometimes, for example, reported meetings of committees
connected with schools in which details of those schools were supplied.
In 1842 the Birmingham Journal carried a notice advertising a bazaar
for St. Matthews District and Parochial Schools; this notice also gave

details of the attendance at both the Sunday and day schools.(z)

The use of these additional sources in the compilation of a statist-
ical pattern of provision has created additional problems for the
interpretation of the figures.(3) An immediate difficulty which becomes
apparent in some cases is the contradiction which sometimes occurs in
the figures provided by two 'reliable! sources. The National Society
Report for 1820 noted 295 boys and 149 girls attending the Birmingham
National School, whereas the report of the school itself quoted 355 boys

and 168 girls in attendance - a discrepancy of 80 places. (4) It is

(1) F. White and Co., History and General Directory of the Borough
of Birmingham (Sheffield, 1849), p.16.

(2; Birmingham Journal, 23.4.42. Hereafter BJ.

(3 The compilation of my collected figures into a statistical table
will be referred to as the 'local series!' throughout this thesis.

(4) Annual Report of the National Society for 1820 gLondon, 1821),
Hercalter NoAH; Report ol the Birmingham Institution for the

SH Idren, 1820 (Birmingham 1827 ).Herealter BNSAR.

Kducatlon of Poor
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possible that both figures may be correct but taken at different times

of the year. When the dating and exact meaning of a figure is not clear,
then obviously the possibility of contradiction and confusion exists.
Even where a figure is quoted as that of 'average attendance' it is not

always clear whether this is the average over a week, a month or a year.

The dating of a school's 'academic' year also provided problems.
Very few figures for average attendance or numbers on books refer to a
January to December period; they tend to span months from two years
(e.g. April, 1818 to March, 1819). 1In such cases the average figure
or total figure for the year has been put in the chronological year which
contains most months of the academic year, in the above example the year

1818. Any imbalance will even out over the span of years.

The figures of school provision and use to be seen in Chapter 2 have
been compiled to try to make the best possible use of the information
available. As regards attendance levels, however, it has not proved
possible to provide a 'total' figure for all schools in each year. It
is only possible to show a 'total' figure for years when information on
most schools in existence is available. This information is shown in
Figures 3 and 4 in Chapter 2. These figures do not show a complete
pattern of trends because of the difficulty of getting figures for each
year for each school. As it is the development of trends and tendencies
about which useful comment can be made on the nature of provision and
its use, it seemed worthwhile to attempt the construction of a fuller

set of figures using informed estimation.

It is possible, using contemporary comment and information from the
types of source material just described, to reliably estimate the levels
of provision in some schools for some of the years lacking stated figures.

An example of this procedure is shown below for the King Edward's

Elementary School in Gem Street. Founded in 1838 it was built to
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accommodate about 280 boys and girls, and was reported to be well
attended, giving an education 'to about 200 children', according to the

(1)

local incumbent.

TABLE 2

2
Actusl and Estimated Attendance at K.E., Gem St.School, 1838—1851( )

1838 39 40 A1 A2 43 Ak 45 46 47 48 49 50 1851
62 200% 220 229 242 245 2Ll 240% 240¢ 240 % 240% 240% 240% 240 x

The school records of the King Edward's foundation reveal that their
elementary schools were all regularly full, so to complete the missing
years the gaps have been estimated at 89% of a full complement, a
percentage taken from figures available for Gem St., and other King

(3)

Edward schools.

For other schools the above process is not feasible as there are
too few figures and not enough written evidence for reliable estimation.
In cases like this, as in Table 3 shown below, in order to minimise the
effect of leaving a school out totally a minimum figure is projected for
the missing years, a figure below which evidence suggests the schools
attendance or registration on books never fell, This helps a pattern of
trends to be seen by meking an allowance (admittedly under recorded) for
pupils known to be at school although the definite evidence is lacking.
. (4)

The extent of the estimations and allowances are shown in Appendix A.

TABLE 3.
(5)
Attendance, Actual and Allowed, at the lancasterian Girls'! School:l838=51.

1838 39 40 41 42 43 Lk 45 46 47 A8 49 50 1851
_136__1007 1007 1007 1007 1002 1007 100 21002 1007 1007 1007 1007 102

(1) NSLF, Bishop Ryders, 2.3.40
(2) Wood, 1838, p.19; Gem St. Admission Register 1840-44,located in
King Edwards School Archives, Birmingham. n.b. Asterisk denoted the
estimated figures in all tables.
(3) Gem St., Edward St., Meriden St registers in King Edwards School Archives.
(4) Further explanation of this procedure is given in Chapter 2.

(5) ?god,1838, Pe Mann,1851. n.b. Question mark denotes allowed
gure.
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This use of estimation to help build up a picture of educational
provision could be criticised as the mere setting up of arbitrary
figures, and that any discussion or conclusions based on them would be
invalid and meaningless. This might be so if the figures estimated
were being presented as accurate yearly indicators in their own right.
However, it is not the immediate accuracy of each individual figure
that is being discussed, but the general trends which the combination
of figures show. There are sufficient first hand figures (see
Appendix A) to enable the compilation to have a solid base from which
discussion and comment may be drawn. It would seem better to venture
positive explanations on the basis of source material backed with
informed estimation, than merely to back away from the problem by
saying the statistics are valueless because they are not complete or

fully reliable.

Having considered the general criticisms of the statistical series
and suggested ways in which they can be checked and improved on, it
will be instructive to see how they compare with the compiled series of

figures. Do they roughly match or are there considerable discrepancies ?

The Brougham report of 1818 has been criticised, as mentioned
earlier, for tendency to ignore dissenting and private provision. This
was a criticism which certainly held true for Birmingham. Of the seven
churches or chapelriegtinder consideration,(1) only one (Deritend and
Bordesley) was reported as having any private schools; they contained
420 children out of a total of the whole of 2552, that is, C.16%n(2)

Yet as the advertisement columns of Aris's Gazette reveal there was a
*

(1) sSt. Martins, St. Pauls, St. Philips, St. Marys, St. James, Deritend
and Bordesley, and BEdgbaston.

(2) Brougham, 1818, p.997, under Aston; Deritend and Bordesley.
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considerable amount of private education in existence in Birmingham,
and though most of those advertising were not within the scope of the
report - 'the education of the poor' - there is every reason to suppose
that there was in the other six church~chapelries a considerable amount
of ‘'infant, alphabetical and common schools...'(1) Similarly,
although in 1818 there was a thriving Lancasterian School and a well
established Protestant Dissenting Charity School catering for some 500

(2)

children, they received no mention by name in the report and seemingly
were not covered by the figures. Neither does the growing Dissenting
Sunday school provision get any acknowledgment of its existence.(3)

The only concession to the existence of Dissenting schools comes in

the return by the curate of St. Martins. His evidence noted after

mentioning various schools 'and schools, supported by Dissenters of

different denominations.'(4)

As might be expected the returns relating to Anglican schools are
more complete, and also they seem from comparison with other figures to
be fairly accurate. The King Edwards 'English' schools, six in number
for boys, were accredited by Brougham in 1818 as having 464 boys.(s)
The records of the schools themselves do not have figures for 1818,
but do have for the following two years when they had 413 boys (from

5 schools) and 453 boys (from all 6 schools),(6)figures which substantiate

(1) Ibid. p.983.

(2) Aris's Gazette, 11.5.18 reporting Protestant Charity School Sermon:
and 14.12.18 with Annual Lancasterian School Report. n.b.
Hereafter Aris's Gazette given as _AG.

(3) This provision is well attested to in both newspaper reports of
sermons for the schools as well as in minute books of the various

chapels.
(4) Brougham, 1818, p.997.
(5) 1Ibid.

(6) Figures compiled from surviving school lists (unpublished) in the
archives of the King Edward's School.
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Brougham's returns. Similarly Brougham's figure of 123 boys for the
King Edwards Grammar School was supported by Carlile's note of 130 boys
in 1818;(1) and his figure of upwards of 150 boys and girls at the Blue
Coat school confirmed by the Blue Coat School records which noted 158
children in 1816.(2) As far as the reliability of Brougham's figures is
concerned, the evidence suggests that those relating to individually
mentioned Anglican schools were accurate, that most children attending
Anglican schools, day or Sunday, were included (Brougham mentions about
1900 attending presumed Anglican Sunday schools - the Birmingham Sunday
Schools claiming an attendance of 1207 in 1819,(3)but that dissenting
and private education is under-mentioned in the observations, and

seriously under-estimated or not accounted for in the figures.

The Kerry report which related to 1833 was also subjected to much
criticism based on its under-recording of both private and provided
schooling. The Statistical Society report for Birmingham of 1838
commented on the inadequacy of Kerry's report, and declared "that the
information furnished by the Government returns was vague and imperfect.'(4)
The greatest discrepancy in Kerry seems to have been in private schooling
enumeration. The overseers who made the returns noted at the bottom

-

of the Birmingham report,

That this statement is very defective as regards the private
Schools; the above number, probably, not being more than
half the real amount, on account of the masters and mistresses
declining to make returns. (5)

Certain difficulties arise in checking the validity and reliability

of the Kerry Report. It was based on individual parish surveys with no

(1) ©Nicholas Carlile, A Concise Description of the Endowed Grammar
Schools in England and Wales, 2 vols. (London, 1818), Vol.2, p.631.

(2) Short Account of the Charity School in St. Philips Churchyard in
Birmingham: 1724-1817, (Birmingham, 1817).

(3) AG. 7.12.18.(The latter not including Aston-in-Birmingham schools.,

(4) Wood, 1838, p.2.

(5) &3_1‘_11, 18339 P.991.
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further breakdown into chapelries as Brougham's had done. Consequently,
Aston parish is dealt with as one unit, whereas in this thesis only the
chapelries of Bordesley and Deritend, and Duddeston cum Nechells from
Aston parish have been examined. (These chapelries being the parts of
Aston parish incorporated into the Borough of Birmingham in 1838). Thus

direct comparisons are rendered more difficult.

A further problem is created by Kerry's inexactitude of definition.
A few schools are mentioned by name with the numbers attending, but
others are grouped together - 'in five others are 81 males and 51
females',(1)such references being virtually impossible to identify.
Further confusion is created by the lack of distinction between those
attending both day and Sunday schools and those at day or Sunday school,
meaning that some scholars were counted twice, inflating the figures.
The cross checking via other sources has shown the criticism of Kerry's
Report to be just criticism, the figures of his report generally under-

(2)

estimating the schooling available.

Of the 'general series' of statistical figures available, the report
of the Birmingham Statistical Society for the Improvement of Education
in 1838 was the fullest and seemingly most useful.(3) J. R. Wood was
commissioned to conduct the society's survey of education, having already
reported on several other towns; reports which were acknowledged as
being accurate. The Slaney Committee examined Wood and his evidence
and noted that, as regards his reports, they had 'every reason to be

satisfied of their substantial accuracy.'(4) The evidence for the

b

(1; Ibid., p.992.

(2) See Table 4 below.

(3) The society was formed in 1838. For details see Cullen, Statistical
Movement, pp.124-5.

(4) Slaney, 1838, p.iv. Cullen, Statistical Movement, p.112 commented

that J. R. Wood was 'an agent of high ability'.
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Birmingham report was gathered from January to April 1838, and later
that year Wood was questioned specifically on this report by the Slaney
Committee. This Committee noted that both Anglicans and Dissenters
were involved in the local statistical society, and they asked a member
of the society, John Corrie (a Unitarian magistrate in Birmingham), if
the account of Birmingham would be correct. He answered that 'It will
be a perfectly fair and unprejudiced account'.(1) The thoroughness of
Wood's survey has already been suggested, and ilood himself was satisfied

of its accuracy. In his evidence to the Slaney Committee he noted that,

At the same it becomes me to say that Zﬁy report§7 have

not been undisputed, and I feel obliged to those parties who
have disputed them, because ...they have not been able to
touch any of the points with respect to the accuracy of the
facts; as to the deductions, of course persons will come to
very different conclusions from the same premises'. (2)

The cross checking procedure to a very great extent has confirmed the

reliability of Wood's survey, as regards provided schoolingQB)

The last major statistical series to be considered was that compiled
by Horace Mann in connection with the 1851 census. The education
questionnaire was far more searching than either of 1818 or 1833 and
seems to have been more reliable in its results, particularly as regards
private education. Dr. Hurt has referred to llann, 'picking his way
through the statistical minefield with great care'(4) and in general
with other historians accredits greater reliability to Mann's figures
than to the earlier surveys. As mentioned earlier, Hurt has criticised
West's use of Mann's attendance figures, noting that the figures are not

of average attendance but just of attendance on census day.(5) What both

Slaney, 1838, question 932.
Ibid., question 1073.

oee Table 4.

Hurt, 'Professor West', p.627.
Ibid., p.630.
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Hurt and Vest lack in their debate in the figures is a detailed
examination of the figures and direct references to them. One historian
who has studied the returns has noted that for small areas 'the margin
of unreliability is considerable', though at a county level it is fairly

reliable.(1)

The cross checking and compilation of a local 'series' of figures
has tended to confirm the pattern of education suggested in the Mann
figures. [ﬁ.b. The Mann report produced two sets of figures relating
to Birmingham - one for Birmingham Borough, the other the registration
district of Birmingham. The Borough figures being used for comparison,
etcetera in this thesi§7.(2) The chart shown below in Table 4 sets out
the statistics of estimated average attendance compiled from the local

series in comparison with the general series.

TABLE 4(3)

Differences of Estimated Attendance in Schools in
comparison of General and Local 'Series!'

Year SUNDAY SUNDAY DAY DAY
(General Series) (Local Series) (General Series) (Local Series)

1818 3,025 ¢.8000 2,132 1,906
1833 12,646 ¢.12-13,000 2,724, 2,577
1838 12,224 ? 4y 0677 4y153
1851 14, 376 ? 9,668 8,420

(1) Coleman, 'Incidence of Education', p.401.
(2) Mann, 1851, Tables P, S, and T.

(3) This table is based on Brougham, 1818; Kerry, 1833; Wood, 1851:
and the 'local series' compiled from the sources outlined in this
chapter and noted in Appendix A.



~26~

The figures in Table 4 suggest that the returns of 1838 and 1851
were more accurate than those of 1818 and 1833, the earlier returns
suffering from under-recording. (n.b. the 1813 and 1833 General Series
are more likely to be registration rather than attendance figures).

The 1851 local series is lower due to an absence of evidence on certeain
schools. It may be suggested that the figures to be found in these
'official' surveys perhaps represent the minimum amount of schooling

being undertaken at these dates.

Finally, a programme for the use of the statistics is needed -
what sort of statistics will be valuable in discussing the schooling of
the working class? In attempting to ascertain the course of the
provision of schooling for working class children it is important to
know when new schools were built, so that some index of educational
injtiative may be arrived at. Information on the foundation rate of
schools, though valuable, is not on its own an adequate guide to the
state of schooling as it makes no allowance for school closures.
Consequently, it is also necessary to examine the stock of schools
existing at any one point in time. This enables the state of school
provision to be seen more clearly and opens the way for corment and

analysis of providing activity to be made.

Such statistics as those just mentioned do not reveal the use being
made of the provided schooling, which is perhaps of the greatest
importance. The levels of attendance in schools are far better indicators
of changing education activity and provision than the other statistics,
in that they refer directly to the children using the schools, rather
than to the schools as buildings where schooling may be obtained. It
mey not prove possible to provide exact rates of average attendance for

all schools, but it should be emphasized again that exact mumerical
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accuracy is not essential, nor should it seriously be expected.

What must be aimed for is a compilation of available figures to as
near an approximation of the 'correct' number as is possible. The
compilation can then be used as an indicator of broad trends and tendenc-
ies from which comment can be made. It is spurts of growth, plateaus
of stagnation and contractions of provision that require comment and
explanation in order that some assessment of the motives and reasons
behind the provision and use of schooling can be made. The use of
'official!' series and the compilation of a local series from the rich
source material already outlined, means that a valid statistical series
of this nature can be constructed, It is surely important to use this
material and work with it rather than leave it untouched because of its
difficulties and dangers. Chapter 2 provides such a statistical

compilation,
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CHAPTER 2

THE STATISTICS OF SCHOOLING IN BIRMINGHAM 1781-1851:

SCHOOLS AND SCHOLARS

'"What are the means provided for the education
of the poor at Birmingham? - Excellent; . . . .
in short, there is education to be had for any
one who will apply for it;* (1)

The aim of this chapter is to present the statistical material
gathered from the sources described in Chapter 1, and then to examine
and comment on the trends and movements shown in the provision and use
of schooling. The opening section is a statistical survey of the state
of provision circa 1781 which is used as a base for evaluating the

development of ensuing years.

The following sections of the chapter chart the various statistics
of educational activity. Section ITI notes the founding of schools,
both day and Sundey, from which points of educational activity can Dbe
seeny it also adds clarification to the foundation charts by detailing
the existing stock of schools at any one time, enabling declines in
school provision to be noted. In Section III figures of average
attendance are presented, showing the use made by working class children

of provided schooling.

The final section of the chapter relates these figures to the
Birmingham and national context. The amount of education being achieved
per head of the local population is considered so that the depth of

schooling may be ascertained. Similarly, calculations are also made

(1) Select Committee Report on Children Employed in the Manufactories
of the United Kingdom, P.P. 1816 (397) Vol.III, p.124. Evidence
of Theodore Price, Birmingham magistrate and King Edward's School
Governor.
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and comparisons drawn as to the extent of Birmingham's provision in
relation to England as a whole, as well as to certain other specific

areas.

The figures and tables presented in this chapter suggest trends and
tendencies in schooling provision and the use of schooling which succeeding

chapters will examine and discuss.

What was the nature of schooling provided for working class children
in Birmingham in 1781, and how many of them were using it? Table 5 below
details the provided day schools in existence in 1781 with the numbers

of children attending them at that time.

TABLE

APPROXIMATE EXTENT OF PROVIDED SCHOOLING

IN BIRMINGHAM : c. 1781—1791(1)

Year Average Attendance

Name of School Founded Boys Girls Total
Free Grammar: K.E., VI 1552 81% 0 81 %
4 English Schools: " 1752 155 9 164
1 English School : " 1764 ? ? 30%
Shut Lane : " 1776 40% 0 40%
Blue Coat Charitys 1724 79 30 109
Crowley's Charity 1773 0 10 10
Protestant Dissenting Charity 1760 36 18 54

Total for 10 schools 391+ 67+ 488

* These figures are estimates

(2) The figures in this table come from various years in the decade and
their total does not apply to any one year. See Appendix A for
details of estimated figures. See alsoj in KES Archives, English
School Registers, 1787-8; Blue Coat School Archives, School Regicter,
17833 V.C.H., Warwicks, Vol.VII, p.511; William Bates, A Pictorial
Guide to Birmingham, (Birmingham, 1849).
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The provision of schooling for the working class in 1781 was based
on an Anglican endowed charity system. Most notable among the schools
were those controlled by the Governors of the King Edward's Free Grammar
School. This school, established and endowed by Edward VI in 1552 provided
a mixed classical and modern education for boys. As early as 1676 the
Governors had extended the curriculum from just pure classics to include
English, writing, and the casting of accounts.(l) The pupils of the
Free Grammar School were mostly from bourgeois families, a scattering
were from parents of the artizan class, but virtually none came from the

labouring section of Birmingham's working class.(z)

Though the Free Grammar School did not provide schooling for the
children of the working class, other schools run by the Governors did.
In 1750 the Governors felt there was a lack of educational provision in
the town, and so they determined to open schools for the poor and extend

(3)

the benefits of the endowment. These schools, to be called 'English
Schools', were to teach poor children the English language, and were to
be held in the houses of the teachers appointed; five of these were
founded. A sixth school was commenced in 1776 to teach the English

(4)

language, but also 'Writing, Drawing and Accounts.'

The Blue Coat Charity School was the other major Anglican endowed

school for the poor, and was founded in 1724 so that children might be

(1) J.C. Tyson, Elementary education provided by the Governors of the Free
Grammar School of King Edward the Sixth in Birmingham, 1751-1883,
(Thesis, M.A., University of Birmingham, 1960), pp.4 and 5.

(2) For a more detailed analysis of the social background of children
at King Edward's School see Chapter 8.

(3) G.0.R. 6.3.50/1.

(4) Ivid. 4.5.74.
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'‘clothed, maintained, educated, and bound apprentices

. « (and be) . . . rescued from the contagion of bad

examples.' (1)
The school initially accommodated 32 children but by the early 1780's
had over 100 pupils. Unlike the King Edward's foundation which possessed
considerable estates, the Blue Coat School's endowments and legacies were
not sufficient to keep it solvent, and it relied heavily on subscriptions
and voluntary contributions. There was one other endowed Anglican school,

that of Ann Crowley, whose will provided for ten poor children of

Birmingham to be taught to read by a poor woman in her own house.(z)

The other school which provided for the poor was the Protestant
Dissenting Charity School, founded by Unitarians in 1760, for children
of both sexes. Unlike both the Free Grammar School and the Blue Coat
School, it was open to children of all denominations - parents being
free to send their children on Sunday to whichever Church or Chapel they
chose. The finances of the school were based on voluntary contributions
and the proceeds of charity sermons, but mainly on subscriptions which gave

(3)

the subscribers the right to nominate pupils to the school.

The amount of provision shown above was not very great when compared
with the total population. An estimation of a Birmingham population of
about 46,500 has been made for 1781, the working class child proportion

of that being around 11,250.(4) This would mean that that approximately

(1) A Short Account of the Blue Coat Charity School, Birmingham, (Birmingham
1806).

(2) vecH, Warwicks, Vol. VII, p.511.

(3) E. Bushrod, The History of Unitarianism in Birminghem o5 the middle
of the eighteenth century to 1893, (Thesis, M.A., University of
Birmingham, 1954).

(4) vcH, Warwicks, Vol. VII, p.8. The 1781 figure is calculated from

Thomas Hanson, Plan of Birmingham, (Birmingham 1778), and from his

.similar publication in 1785 which gives population figures. For
explanations of working class child proportion see Appendix B.
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one child in every twenty one was in receipt of a provided education,
from amongst the working class. This figure is probably exaggerated
by the number of boys from wealthy families of the bourgeoisie at the

Free Grammar School, a number not possible to calculate.

The number of working class children being educated in 1781 was
almost certainly greater than the figure quoted above, which excludes
private education. It is, however, almost impossible to ascertain the
extent of private education at this time, owing to the lack of surviving
records of private schools. That private education was extensive, there
is little doubt. A survey of the advertisements in Aris's Gazette for
private schools in 1780 reveals 22 schools, and the directories throughout
the following years have considerable listings of 'Academies' and 'Professors’

of various subjects, all of whom were involved in private education.

Though the existence of extensive private education is clear, it
seems that most of the advertisements in the newspapers applied to
schools which taught children of the bourgeoisie. This seems clear from

(1)

the nature of fees, curriculum and requisites demanded. No trace
is found in the newspaper or other sources of the private schools utilized
by the working class. The dame or common day schools which they would

have used presumably needed no advertizing as they were an indigenous

response to a local and immediate social need.

The discussion on the extent of working class education, for the
reasons outlined above, does not deal in any detail with private working
class schools. It is not even possible to present a reliable picture

of the extent of private education in toto, because of the scarcity of

(1) AG. 13.3.15. This issue contained a typical advert, for a l.r.
Bristow's school; annual fee 8 gns., plus 2 gns. for Latin and
Creek, and £1.11.6 for stationery, books, etc.
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detailed evidence. Where surveys have noted private schooling, reference

and comparison will be made to them and the extent of provided schooling.

11

One way of examining the development of schooling provision is to
plot the incidence of school foundation. This has proved very difficult
in the case of Sunday schools up until the early 1820's, The reason
being that the early Sunday schools were often conducted either within
the body of the church or at the homes of lay teachers, rather than in
separate Sunday school buildings, this making their dating and identification
very difficult. References to the early Sunday schools tend to be very
general and their meanings sometimes obscure. Reference, for example,
may be made to 'St. Martin's Sunday Schools' without clarifying whether
they are schools in the ¢hurch, in attached chapels, or in the homes of
lay teachers. In late eighteenth century Birmingham it seems probable
that the Anglican Sunday schools were run in the last mentioned manner.
The 1786 annual Sunday School report details 59 schools in the town.(l)
It would seem possible that each teacher's class was accounted a school,

(2)

for in 1791 the report mentioned 44 teachers, by which time (as later
figures in this chapter show) there had been a decline in support and

numbers.

The Sunday school movement in Birmingham, as in England, had an
instant impact. Nationally the movement spread rapidly from its inception

by Robert Raikes in Gloucester in 1783. The Gloucester Journal reported

(1) AG. 2.10.86.

(2) Report of the State of the Sunday Schools in Birmingham, at
Michaelmas, 1791, (Birmingham, 1791).
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that
very large subscriptions have been made in Leeds,
Halifax, Sheffield, Manchester, Liverpool, Birmingham
e « o o« and many other towns for the instruction of
poor children, who are engaged in work the rest of
the week.' (1)

A Sunday school committee was formed in Birmingham in June 1784 after

correspondence in Aris's Gazette and a public meeting.

After the initial foundation and rapid growth of Sunday schools,
1784-86, shown in Table 6, there was a split between the Anglicans and
Dissenters supporting the schools, from which point a separate Dissenting
Sunday school movement grew, which will be considered subsequently. The
years following this split reveal a contraction in the Anglican provision.
The number of schools continued to drop and in 1804 the annual report of
the Anglican Sunday schools noted

'a decrease in the number of schools, occasioned chiefly
by the difficulty of obtaining a sufficient attendance...'(2)

TABLE 6

THE NUMBERS OF ANGLICAN SUNDAY SCHOOLS

IN BIRMINGHAM 1784-1851(3)

Year Information Source No. Year Information Source Noid

1784 Aris' GCazette 24 1833 Kerry Report c.1l5
1786 Aris' Gazette 59 1838 Wood Report 15
1816 National Society Report 21 1841 Feild Report 17
1818 Brougham Report 14 1851 Mann Report 24

(1) Gloucester Journal, 11.10.84.
(2) aG. 8.10.04.

(3) The schools noted in 1784 and 1786 were not strictly Anglican Sunday
schools as until late 1786 the schools were also open to children
who attended Dissenting chapels. As Chapter 4 shows, however, they
were Anglican organized and controlled from their founding.
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In 1810 the committee of the Anglican Sunday schools decided that in order
to encourage more support and better attendance the schools would be
divided into five groups connected specifically with the churches and

(1)

chapels., This also confirms the view that previously the schools

were more teacher-based and less centrally controlled. Succeeding new
Sunday schools were also specifically connected to churches - the number
of groups increased to six with the foundation of St. Georges' in 1822.(2)
By 1851 there were 24 schools, but in considering the latter figures of
the table it should be remembered that these are referring to schools

with several teachers, whereas the early figures probably represent one

school to one teacher; +this suggesting a greater increase than might

be assumed from the figures.

Information on the foundation and number of Dissenting Sunday schools
has proved even more difficult to locate, partly for reasons already
mentioned and partly because there was little public annual reporting by
the various denominations of their Sunday school work such as was provided
by the Anglican schools.(3) Evidence of the growth of Dissentin¢ Sunday
schooling is scattered, however, in the wealth of local material already
outlined, and from this a rough guide to the pattern of Dissenting Sunday
school foundation can be constructed. Table T provides such figures as

are available.

The first Dissenting Sunday schools were those of the Unitarians
begun in 1787 and 1788 by the 01d and New Meetings respectively. In the

1790's the Methodists, Carrs Lane Independents, and the Baptists also

(1) AG. 3.12.10. The two churches were St. Martin's and St. Philip's,
the three chapels St. Bartholomew's, St. Paul's and St. Mary's.

(2) 1Ivid. 24.12.21.

(3) This applying particularly to the years prior to the 1830's.,
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(1)

started their own Sunday schools. Evidence of the spread of Dissenting
Sunday schools is found in the Anglican Sunday School reports. In 1806

it was noted that Dissenting Sunday Schools were

'rapidly extending, and their moral and political
influence is becoming every year more important.(2)
Aris's Gazette also reported in 1806 the opening of two Methodist Sunday

schools, for which
'Applications . . « . are so numerous . . . ' (3)

The Baptist school was seemingly flourishing for in 1805 the early premises
were demolished and a new three storey building erected.(4) The Anglican
report of 1807 referred once again to the increasing Dissenting provision

(5)

which was outstripping the Anglican provision. This spread of
Dissenting Sunday schools continued from the 1810 to the 1840s with new
congregations opening schools as well as existing ones often establishing

branch schools.

Although exact numerical proof of school foundation is difficult to
discover, it is possible to trace the development of Dissenting Sunday

schooling. Table 7 suggests a steady rise in the number of Dissenting

(1) s.J. Mills, 'A Short Sketch of Cherry Street (now Central) Sunday
School', in Central Wesleyan Methodist Sunday School Minute Book,
1895, Read as a paper 25.11.95. These and other Cherry St. records
are held at Central Hall, Corporation Street, Birmingham.

(2) A.G. 20.10.06.
(3) Ibid., 24.11.06.
(4) J.w. Showell, 'Early History of the Baptists in Birmingham', in Cannon

Street Chapel, Report of the recognition services on the settlement
of the Rev. I, Lord as pastor, (Birmingham 1858).

(5) aG. 19.10.07.
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Sunday schools, This rise is confirmed by the additional descriptive
evidence available from the local source material. The main trend
suggested by these figures is a steady growth, with perhaps a suggestion
that that the expansion of Dissenting Sunday schooling slowed during the

1840's; these trends will be discussed in detail later.

TABLE 7

NUMBER OF DISSENTING SUNDAY SCHOOLS

IN BIRMINGHAM : 1787-1851

Year Source of Information No. Year  Source of Information  Ilo.

1787 Local compilation(l) 1 1833 Kerry Report C.26
1806 Local compilation(2) increa- 1838 Wood Report 41
1818 Brougham Report gigi 1851 Mann Report 44

The compilation of figures for provided day schools proved easier
than for Sunday schools. As with the Sunday schools there is sometimes
a lack of clarity in the descriptions or definitions of schools. Three
schools, for example, of vague description existed in Well Street., but
there is little evidence with which to identify or differentiate between
them.(3) Despite this, the fact that provided day schools were usually
located in specific buildings, often purpose built, has meant that tracing
and identifying them has proved easier. As with Sunday schooling,

Anglican schools have left better records than the Dissenting schools.

The expansion of provided day schooling is shown in Figure 1 which

details the incidence of day school foundation for both Anglican and

(1) Rev. J. Wood., A Short History of the 01d Meeting Church and Sunday
Schools, (Birmingham 1897), p.6.

(2) AG. 20.10.06.

(3) VCH, Warwicks, Vol. VII, p.532.
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non-Anglican schools.(l) The development of Anglican day schooling
as shown suggests a series of activity points, notably the 1790's, the
late 1820's — early 1830's, and then the 1840's. An examination of

some of these foundations suggests the activity that they seem to represent

was not as widespread as it might appear.

The foundations of 1790, 1794 and 1801 were all extensions to the
King Edward's English Schools network.(g) The last two were for girls
only, the other English schools having ceased to be mixed, catering by
then for boys only. A large proportion of the 1790's activity was thus
the activity of one influential group, rather than being part of a
widespread awakening interest in education. Similarly, four of the
foundations of 1797 were Anglican Schools of Industry run by one ladies
committee, and again were representative of only one small providing

(3)

group.

The next period of activity, ¢.1807-1816, was to a great extent
associated with the spread of monitorial schools. The Lancasterian
school for boys was built in 1809 and a separate girls' school built in
1813, though no early records of this latter school appear to have

(4)

survived. The Anglican version of the monitorial school - the National
School - was built in 1812 and had a girls' department added in 1814. of
the other foundations in this period, that of 1806 was a small girls'

school in Edgbaston, about which little is known;(5) the other, in 1812,

(1) The information for this figure is based on the local compilation.
(2) GOR. 28.4.90; 21.10.94; 9.12.01.

(3) Returns Relative to the Poor, (1803-4), XIII.

(4) The Lancastérian Girls' School was noted by Wood in 1838 and referred
to in the Birmingham Infant School Society linutes, (BRL.300098), but
no records of the school itself seem to have survived. It amalgamated
with the boys' school in 1851.

(5) vVCH, Warwicks, Vol. VII, p.511.
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the foundation of a Deaf and Dumb Asylum whose small number of pupils

were not necessarily from Birmingham.(l) The starting of the Lancasterian
and National school societies did not, as sometimes suggested, start off

a steady expansion of schooling;(z) as Figure 1 shows, the years 1817-22
were devoid of any fresh educational foundation, either Anglican or non-
Anglican. It was only in 1823 with the opening of the Catholic day school
that another non-Anglican day school came into existence. Similarly, it
was thirteen years after the first National School was founded in Pinfold

Street before a second one was opened in Bordesley in 1825.

The other activity points to be noted, and these would seem to be
the major ones, are the late 1820's - early 1830's, and then the late
1830's - 1840's. These two periods saw the expansion of National Schools
and the entry of individual Dissenting denominations into the provision
of day schooling, as well as the first attempts at inter-denominational
provision with the Infant School Society foundations of the late 1820's.(3)
The great majority of the 35 new Anglican foundations from 1825 onwards
were of National Schools, though, as will be seen later, the King Edward's

foundation also increased its provision. Of the non-Anglican denominations

(1) Account of the General Institution . . . . for the Instruction of
Deaf and Dumb Children, (Birmingham, 1814).

(2) s.J. Curtis, History of Education in Great Britain, (1963, 5th edition)
p.208. Curtis notes thet c¢.1812-1830 'statistics furnished show an
amazing rate of growth'. G.M, Trevelyan, British History in the
Nineteenth Century and After (1782-1919), (1937), p.163. Trevelyan
noted that after ¢.1812 '"British" and "National" schools multiplied
e « « « In 1818 as many as 600,000 children out of two million were
attending schools of some sort.' It is uncritical statements like
these which have led to anassumption that schooling "mushroomed"
after and with the founding of the monitorial schools,

(3) The first two Infant Schools of this society have been recorded
under 'non-Anglican' foundations in Figure 1. The others are
recorded as they were seemingly attached to the local churches.
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the Wesleyans founded about 10 schools, the Independents 7 schools, and
the Catholics 8 schools between 1823 and 1851, as well as other schools
from smaller denominations. Despite the expansion, by 1851 the non-

Anglican schools numbered only about two fifths of the total of all day

schools,

Although a consideration of school foundations is useful in high-
lighting periods of activity, it does not provide a complete view of
provision as no allowance is made for school closures. Figure 2 makes
this allowance by showing the total stock of schools in existence in each
year. The pattern of Anglican day school stock shown in Figure 2 bears
out the comments made in reference to school foundation: activity in
the 1790's etcetera, but no sustained increase until the 1830°'s. Figure
2, however, shows a decline in Anglican provision: the late 1820%'s which
was not shown by Figure 1. This decline was caused by the closure of
the King Edward's English Schools which, after the Eldon judgement of
1805 were thought to have a dubious legality relative to the terms of the
school's charter. Aris' Gazette noted that

'by a recent order in Chancery, the Branch School in

Shutt Lane, on the faundation of King Edward's Free

Grammar School in this town, is declared to be unauth-

orised by the charter; and in consequence it will be

discontinued. . . ' (1)
Figure 2 highlights clearly a marked shift in the nature of Anglican
provision around 1830. Prior to this there was little activity, and
vis-a-vis the population even regression in provision, subsequent to
1830 there is growth and activity, and significantly it is sustained
growth. Figure 2 also shows that the Dissenting provision, as suggested

by the foundation rates, had a slower growth but with greater activity

post 1830.(2)

(1) AG. 14.12.29.

(2) Figure 2 is based on inform:tion from the local compilation.
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III

It was suggested in Chapter 1 that perhaps the most useful statistics
were those of average attendance. Unfortunately, the surviving evidence
of Anglican and Dissenting Sunday school statistics has proved insufficient
to construct a full graph of average attendance or even of the numbers
registered on the books. Although several Dissenting schools provide
detailed figures of registration and attendance for much of the period,
there are so many other Dissenting schools with no surviving records that
it is impossible to build up a school by school compilation of Dissenting

(1)

provision. Even the collective grouping of the Dissenting "Birmingham
Sunday School Union" provides little help of a statistical nature. No
records of this Union survive for its first phase 1814-1832, and it is

only after its second formation in 1842 that it provides any statistics,
these being from 1847 onwards.(z) The Anglican figures were a little
easier to compile for the period before 1824, this being because of the
reprinting in Aris' Gazette of the annual Anglican Sunday schools' committee
report. After this time evidence is much more scattered, and although
much material relating to Anglican schools is to be found, especially in

the National Society records, most of it is in reference to day schools,

sunday schools generally receiving less emphasis.

Figure 3 has been constructed so as to illustrate the available
statistical information on attendance and registration. The graph
shows for the years where there is sufficient evidence the levels of

attendance, as well as at certain times the numbers registered on the

(1) Apart from consecutive and fully detailed records of some schools,
several statistical references are found in other contemporary
records for some of the schools,

(2) The records of the Birmingham Sunday School Union are houced at
Westhill College, Birmingham., Hereafter BSSU. Statistical details
are reprinted in: Birmingham Sunday School Union Quarterly Record,
Vols. 1 and 2, 1848-51 and 1851-54, (Birmingham 1848-55),
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books. Included for comparison and comment are the "official series"
of government and Statistical Society figures. Some of the information
in Figure 3 which is used for compiling the attendance figures is based
on the reports in Aris' Gazette of the numbers of children attending
annual processions or meeting.(l) These figures are not of average
attendance, it is more than likely in fact that as prestige occasions
they would have a larger turn out than normal. Nevertheless, such

an expanded turn out would undoubtedly still be below the registration
level of numbers on the books, the latter being cumulative figures
including those who came once and then never again.(z) Thus the
processional attendance figures have a greater affinity to the average
attendance levels than to the registration levels, and so consequently
they have been included with known levels of average attendance. This
probably means that the years when these have been included show an
inflated average attendance, and this must be borne in mind in considering
the trends in Figure 3. This will not however affect the pattern of

trends.

One of the most notable features of the early Anglican figures is
the long gradual decline up to 1810 and the lack of growth before the
late 1820's. The initial decline 1787-91 followed as a result of a
split in the nominally undenominational Sunday schools when the Unitarians
formed their own Sunday schools; other Dissenting groups following suit
in the later 1790's. During the first years of Anglican Sunday

schooling attendance rarely exceeded 1500 and was never less than 950,

(1) For Dissent 1823-25 and 1831 see: AG.T.4.23; 26.4.245 11.4.25;
19.9.31. For Anglicans 1823, 26-7, 31-2, 34, 36-8, see: AG.26.5.23;
22.5.263 11.6.27; 30.5.31; 18.6.32; 26.5.34;5 13.3.37; 22.5.37.

(2) 1In 1827 the Birmincham National School Report noted 485 children on
the books with an average attendance of 405. The annual procession
noted 442 children attending the National School. AG.11.6.27.
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while at the same time Birmingham's population grew from around 46,500

to 103,000.(1)

Though it has not proved possible to complete a yearly set of
Anglicen figures, it is still possible to note trends of development
from those which are available. After the initial decline and following
lack of growth the late 1820's show the beginnings of an expansion which
seemingly continued throughout the period. This increased pattern to a
certain extent is reflective of the formation of new churches and chapels
1825~513 new parochial areas soon formed Sunday schools after their own
foundation. This pattern of steady development from the late 1820's
onwards 1s confirmed by the figures of average attendance available for

1841 and 1847 which are taken from local reports.(z)

The local compilations shown in Figure 3 tend to confirm the pattern
of Anglican attendance growth suggested by the "official series"; although
there are certain notable but explicable differences. Figure 3 shows the
1818 Brougham report represented by two registration figures. The
larger figure represents the estimate for the combined parishes of
Birmingham, Aston and Edgbaston, the lower is for the two Birmingham
parishes only; +this latter figure referring to the same schools whose
attendance rate is shown in the annual Anglican Sunday School Reports,
which provided the attendance figures shown on the graph for 1784—1824.(3)

The local compilation registration figure for 1818, below the "lower

Brougham" figure helps confirm the approximate accuracy of Brougham,

(1) See Appendix B.

(2) Feild, 'Bducation in the Diocese of Worcester'. Feild noted in the
"Sunday School" section of his report that no attempt was made to
swell numbers during the inspection; Birmingham Lay Associntion
1847 Report, pp.lO~l1l.

(3) Brougham 1818, pp.997 ff. The annual Sunday school reports were
reprinted in Aris's Gasette every October from 1785-1806, then
during October/November 1806-14, in December 1815-21, January in
the following year 1822-23, and February in the following yeor
for 1824-5.
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The years 1812 and 1823 have two attendance rates each, the larger in both
cases being the figure for Birmingham and the schools in the parts of
Aston parish which later became part of the Borough of Birmingham, the
lower again referring to Birmingham only. I+t seems therefore that the
Anglican attendance levels shown c.1784-1824 are lower than they should
be, ignoring as they do Edgbaston and the later "Borough" parts of Aston,
areas included in the terms of reference for this thesis. This
discrepancy has not been allowed for in the figures as it is not known

when Sunday schools in these other areas commenced.(l)

The first major expansion of Anglican Sunday schooling seems to have
started in the late 1820's, and although between 1826 and 1841 only eight
out of sixteen years can be reliably estimated, this is sufficient to
show a marked rise in attendance. The Kerry registration figures are
below the local compilation figures for attendance. This is not a great
anomalx’for Kerry's figures, as already mentioned, were criticized from
the time of publication on the grounds of under-estimation. For
Birmingham Kerry's report details 9 Anglican Sunday schools when in fact
there were 103 the missing school seems to be that of Christ Church which
in 1832 had 480 children registered and 743 in 1835;(2) the inclusion of
these missing numbers would balance fairly well with the other available
figures. Wood's Statistical Society Report provides an attendance figure
lower than that of the local attendance compilation for 1838. When it
is considered that the local attendance figures are perhaps slightly
exaggerated by processional figures, and also that Wood noted that his

survey figures were lower than normal because of bad weather and a

(1) AC. 14.9.12; 26.5.23. After 1824 Anglican figures in Fig. 3 all
refer to Birmingham, Migbaston and the "Borough" parts of Aston
combined.

(2) NSAR, 24th, (1835) Birmingham statistics; INSAR, 21st, (1832),
Birmingham statistics.
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depression in trade,(l) the local figure and Wood's figure tend to confirm

each other,

The remaining figures up to 1851 show a continuing rise, though it
is possible that the late 1840's and early 1850's saw a levelling off of
Sunday school expansion. The figures for 1849 indicate a drop in
registration and attendance, but are possibly under-estimated. The
source of these figures was a schools survey conducted by the Dissenting
Birmingham Sunday School Union. This survey noted that some schools,
especially Anglican ones had refused information, in those cases '"probable"
numbers were allowed - seemingly under estimationsgz) The 1851 Mann figures
fit into the trend shown by the earlier compilations and reports.
Unfortunately insufficient evidence survives to form a local compilation

for 1851.

The information on Dissenting Sunday Schools in Figure 3 is also only
of a sporadic nature. The figures from 1787 - 1801 are compiled from
informed estimates based on surviving manuscript minute book evidence;
similarly, the figures for 1811 and 1813 are based on given facts and
informed estimate. (3) The figures for 1818-27 and 1831 are compiled

from detailed minute books of the Unitarians and Catholics as well as

(1) Wood 1838, p.2. It should be noted that Wood's report details Anglican
schools en bloc, there being no differentiation of individual schools.
The 1838 local compilation is an addition of figures from Aris's
Gazette, NSLF and NSAR. Thus Wood's report does not influence any
of the local compilation figure, which thus forms a useful check of
Wood's figures.

(2) BSSU Quarterly, Vol. 1, p.108.

(3) The 01d and New Meeting Unitarian Sunday school minute books give
enough descriptive detail of attendance to enable an estimated attendance
level to be matched to the few early stated figures c¢.1787-1810; after
this time their records are fairly complete. The other groups, Carrs
Lane, Cherry Street, and Cannon Street Baptists have had a steady growth
estimated, based around the few available figures c.1795-1813. The
Catholic figures are based on minute book entries. Apart from minute
books, see also:- for Baptists R.W. Ram, The Social Evolution of .'ive
Dissenting Communities in Birmingham,1750-1870, (Thesis Ph.D., Univ.
of Birmingham, 1973), p.182, and AG.21.6.12; for Methodists see, AG.
24.11.06, 21.7.13. Allowance has been made for the other enrly Dissenting
Sunday school, the Ebenezer, at the same rate as Carrs Lanc.
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reports of Baptist and Methodist annual processions. Again, as with
the Anglicans, this probably means the average attendance level is

exaggerated.

The available written evidence records a rapid rise in Dissenting
provision, this is reflected in Figure 3. By 1801 Dissenting attendance
was about on a par with that of the Anglicans, and within a few years the
Anglicans were noting how Dissenting provision was outstripping their's;
the 1806 Annual Report noted how low the numbers in the Anglican schools
were

'in Proportion to the . . . Aggregate of children in

Schools not connected with the Established Church . . .'(1)
The estimated figures of 1811 and 1813 fit into this pattern of growth
which the evidence of the 1820's shows to have continued. There is no
"official" figure for 1818 as the Brougham report did not give specific
details or figures of Dissenting Sunday schools. The 1833 Kerry figure
for registration, which is almost at the 1831 attendance level, does not
represent a major decline, but is again a result of Kerry's under-

(2)

estimation, which was particularly found in the case of Dissenters.

One of the interesting features of the graph is the apparent halting
of Dissenting expansion during the later 1830's and 1840's. Assuming
Kerry's figure to be an underestimation, the three official surveys of
1833, 1838, and 1851 show a levelling off of Dissenting provision. The
Sunday School Union survey figure of 1849, which is suggestive of a late
rise, is perhaps a result of over-estimation of its own and other

Dissenting provision while it under estimated Anglican provision. There

(1) aG. 6.10.06.

(2) Kerry, for example, notes 146 pupils at the two Catholic schools
when the Catholic Sunday school minutes reveal 359 pupils. The
Catholic minutes are recorded on microfilm and housed at the
Birmingham Central Reference Library.
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is certainly no other evidence of a marked increase in Dissenting Sunday
schooling at this period. The time span between the relatively accurete
Wood and Mann reports was seemingly one when Dissenting Sunday schooling
ceased its rapid expansion. This trend is slightly more marked when it
is remembered that Wood's figures were if anything on the low side. The
reasons for this halting of expansion will be discussed later. Though
Dissenting provision did slow by the 1850's, Figure 3 also Teveals the
greater level ol success achieved by Dissent in attracting Sunday scholers

in comparison to the Anglicansj; an achievement which needs accounting for.

The extent to which Sunday schooling was used by working class
children is shown in Table 8. The difficulties in compiling these
figures have already been outlined and these have caused certain exagger-
ations in the charts, both Table 8 and Figure 3. The figures for 1821
and 1831 are possibly over-—estimations caused by uncertainty of
Dissenting procession numbers. Whereas the reports of Anglican
processions gave numerical details of the individual Sunday schools
which helped confirm the figures as being closer to average attendance
than registration numbers, the Dissenting procession reports merely give
block totals, and it seems possible that these are over-exaggerations,
being more related to numbers on the books. If this is so, then the
1818 -~ 1827 Dissenting line in Figure 3 is probably a moderate over-
estimation. A reduction in this set of figures, although reducing the
actual numbers does not alter the trend shown of steady and rapid growth.
In these types of chart where individual statistical compilation is
fraught with some difficulty of identification, it is the trends over

a long period which are important, not so much the individual totals.
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TABLE 8

WORKING CLASS CHILDREN IN SUNDAY SCHOOQOLS

IN BIRMINGHAM : 1781-1851(1)

Year Child Working Working Class ¢ of Working Class Ratio of Working
Popul- Class Child Pop. at Chilc Pop. at Sun. Class Child Pop.
ation Child Sun. School School at SS. to those not.

Pop.

1781 11,625 10,450 - - -

1791 13,625 12,250 1628 13.5 1 2 7.5

1801 17,833 16,050 2564 16 1l : 6.5

1811 20,720 18,648 4038 21.5 1 2 4.5

1821 25,721 23,149 9044 39 13

1831 35,549 31,995 12713 40 1 : 2.5

1841 40,219 36,197 12723 35 1l 2.5

1851 50,713 45,642 14385 32 1.3

The trend shown in Table 8 is very clear, despite the probable over—
estimation of 1821. There was a steady increase in the use of Sunday
schooling from its inception in 1784 until 1831, after which time there
was a levelling off and perhaps slight decline. Although the numbers
attending Sunday schools continued to increase, by 1851 the proportion
of children attending had declined. By 1851 although numbers had greatly
increased it was still a minority of working class children who were at
the Sunday schools. Undoubtedly many of the 68% of children not in
Sunday schools in 1851 had probably attended one at some point in their
lives; nevertheless, in 1851 most working class children were not

attending a Sunday school.

(1) The figures here are from the local compilations, the sources for
which have already been footnoted. nb. The 1841 figure is based
on the difference between the Wood and Mann figures as no reliable
local compilation was available for this year. The 1851 figure
is taken from Mann for the same reason. The population figures
are taken from the decennial censuses 1801 - 1851, and from
figures in Hanson, Plans. (1778/1785). See Appendix B for
explanation of calculation of working class child percentages.
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The compilation of figures of average attendance in day schooling
has proved easier than that of Sunday schools. There are, however, some
similar reservations to be made. It is not always certain that figures
quoted are of average attendance; and in the Dissenting totals particularly,
a sizable amount of informed estimation has been used to complete the

(1)

figures for some years. Bearing these and similar factors in mind,
it is still a worthwhile exercise to compile figures based on actual
returns and informed estimation, as these reliably show trends in provision

and attendance, even if the individual yearly totals cannot be proved

precisely.

The compilation of attendance levels at day schools is shown in
Figure 4 and reveals several clear and interesting trends. The figures
for both Anglicans and Dissenters show that until the 1830's the growth of
attendance was small and was a somewhat haphagard affair. The first
twenty eight years show hardly any changes, there being only a few minor
variations until the founding of the monitorial schools. The overall
attendance level fluctuated 1811-c.1825 with the varying fortunes of the
three monitorial schools, (the two Lancasterians and the National), which
accounted for almost all the Dissenting and a large proportion of the
Anglican attendance. The decline 1817-1825 was marked in the monitorial
schools; in 1818 the Lancasterian Boys' school, the Gids' Lancasterian
School and the National School were educating some 1,000 children,(z) by
1825 the number was around 300.(3) The Anglican level was also affected
1826-1829 by the closure of the King Edward's English schools, which

meant the loss of some 500 places and attenders.

(1) It is important for the reader to examine Appendix A and to assess
the extent and adequacy of the estimation for each school.

(2) Brougham 1818, pp.997 ff.

(3) BNSAR, 18265 AG.22.5.26.



- S — e e - - - f o —— —— g . S . S e - a T - e -
o ) ! IER RS KRR ‘M R : ™ T i T T h B S o . e { s
! ; P ; R P . - N o oo s . P . o e o - i B -
T ? ; H : | 2! A B ' . s : Do v N I : i o R D B - ! i
L } ; . Sl . ! : . : PO P
i t T

les

(RN

|
i
!
al Ser
, o |
1
JAN
£d

Offici

e

!
%
i

accounted for in this thesis's figures.

e

)
4

el e .

D ATTENDANCE AT ANGLICAN AilD DISSENTING

[
v

' P

o e e

i
P
[

® o,

. N . - SR R
X . . ) | PRI [ S
. IO RS P
B - H
. H . . /.— N
. [ Iy .
. b
‘ O S : X
:
'

e et
- RN S
¢ = § Tma §
H .

»
. Sreompn ® * & cn® cauP W

Atteridancb le.VeL at,.s.choo,’ls;,not. '

H

|
{
+
[}
o i -

!
e

i

i

‘Local Series
t

.m
3
i
a
N
—
-t

¥au
A

I

¥
2

1.

1

+
1
+
t
b
i

shows numbers of pupilsg
|

i

LA i N

T B I
- L —
ST

‘Anglican Attendance
Dissenting Attendance

;ﬁQTotal Attendaﬁce

h : :
D et s e e e G b e ey Pre @ e O e @ i g e® p cm § o P g qae ) ST ) o P cemwp no @ cowd p amivg

-
o .
N L
o ele a
Lol Z)e N e DS LS o -
M \s
T = SR i ﬂ. 5
RO S S w e 3
oo Slos ‘ i ‘ W E
s I - ~ i ! o ~—
N et = Y - e oo y Ty } 3
IR CTY 1 TR . SEESTEEEES AR : B
BEPY B> X g R : SN S S SRR =
UUUUEESE U o § [ = [IRe T e 2 3
R T gt g SRR :
S S A e~ i . PO -
et X g T L S ) ~ T 3!
w... “ . S o 8 o O 4 - - V
L : 23 i vl B o IEEESN ) - [t baba e o
: m : cod R =) T R R N
M | | Anti | L
o b R s T St ) )
T e R St D ! g
S 4 . RS el boddu i
it i 1 . -
‘w:!i B ; coepiirtenTioooioil ot s 1
o ; i : REREDGS e :
S RN e
o o : i 1o- - S :
! ; ! : T
" o , i e R et
; i : “ t
3 : Yoses e - -——
m. ' - . N -4 o
I S st 5 Pt = e |
T i bt 1- -
e S Bty R R
- X o RE T
w - B IS -




- 50 -

Figure 4 clearly shows the late 1820's as the starting point of growth
for both Anglicans and Dissenters. The first spurt of growth in the late
1820's was caused by the start of the Infant School movement and the
founding of new National schools. The Anglican expansion as a sustained
movement seems to start around 1833 and carry on right through to the
1840's.  The years 1846-51 as shown by the local compilation need a little
explanation as it seems there is a variation in the growth pattern with a
sudden increase in 1846, followed by a decline in 1849-51. The increase
of 1846 which was maintained in 1847 and 1848 is mainly resultant from
the continuing foundation of new schools with the expansion of others
founded earlier in the 1840's helping swell the numbers. The part really
needing explanation is the 1849-51 decline. This is a result of the
lack of definite figures around 1850 for five Anglican schools, consequently
as only a small allowance has been made to prove their existence in the
figures this has caused the drop in the attendance rate seen in Figure 4.
This is also the reason why the figures of attendance calculated from the

Mann report are above those of the local compilation.(l)

As the Appendix on day schooling figures shows it is the 1830's and
1840*s where most "under-estimation" has had to be made, especially with
the Dissenting figures. There are still valid points to be made from
these figures however. The 1833 Kerry returns already mentioned as under—
estimating Sunday schooling are seen doing the same for Dissent. When it
is remembered that much of Kerry's totals are based on registration figures
then the extent of his Dissenting under-estimation is clear. The Wood
figures match the local compilation very closely, partly because some of
the Wood figures have been used in the local compilation, but it should be
stressed that evidence from 1837 and 1839 from other sources often confirms

that of Wood.

(1) sSee Appendix A.
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The graphs in Figure 4 reveal two important trends which need

explanation. Firstly, the slow rate of growth up to 1830 which relative

to population growth is tantamount almost to a period of non-growth.
Secondly, although Dissenting day schooling has been more under-recorded
than Anglican in the 1840's, Figure 4 does show the considerable Anglican
success in comparison to that of Dissent in gaining the attendance of

working class children at day schools.

The estimated numbers of working class children attending provided
day schools are shown in Table 9. As with Sunday schools, the majority
of working class children in 1851 were not attending a provided day
school. The figures show the rapid increase in the last twenty years
when the proportion in school doubled, whereas it had previously taken
fifty years to double. The figures in Table 9 show the population to
have been expanding rapidly. This factor of a rapidly expanding
population must be borne in mind when considering these trends.

TABLE 9
ESTIMATED ATTENDANCE OF WORKING CLASS CHILDREN AT

PROVIDED DAY SCHOOLS IN BIRMINGHAM : 1781-1851 (1)

Year Child Working Class Working Class <% of Working Ratio of w/c
Population Child Pop. Children at class child- children at
School ren at school school to
those not

1781 11,525 10,450 492 4.5 1: 21
1791 13,625 12,250 496 4 1 : 24.5
1801 17,833 16,050 853 5¢5 1: 19
1811 20,720 18,648 1223 645 1 : 15
1821 25,721 234149 1872 8 1 : 12.5
1831 359549 31,995 2641 845 1: 12
1841 40,219 36,197 4813 13.5 1= 7.5
1851 50,713 45,642 8224 18 1: 5.5
(1) Figures based on local co See

Appendix B.
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IV

The charts and statistics presented in the earlier parts of this
chapter have outlined certain trends in the extent and use of day and
Sunday schools in Birmingham. To enable the development of the Birmingham
situation to be better understood and to enable a more meaningful
examination of it to be made in succeeding chapters, it is of great
importance that comparisons be made with other areas. By comparing and
contrasting Birmingham's experience with others, it may also be possible

to offer a generalized typology of the trends in schooling development

during the period in question.

Perhaps the first comparison should be with England as a whole.,
Tables 10 and 11 show the proportion of "scholars" in relation to the
population for each major survey of schooling. The proportions are
different to t@ose in Tables 8 and 9, the latter matching "scholars"to
working clas:?;igulation. The extent of day schooling (private and
public) in Birmingham shows a considerable discrepancy from the national
figures, one which is only being closed in the late 1830's and 1840°'s.
The figures show that although Birmingham's numerical total of day

schooling was improving steadily in the 1840's (see Fig. 4) in relation

to population growth the improvement was slow.



- 53 -

TABLE 10

PROPORTION OF THE POPULATION IN DAY SCHOOLS

REVEALED BY MAJOR REPORTS (1)

Year of Birmingham Birmingham England
Report Population Proportion : One in  Proportion : One in
1818 100,431 39435 17.25
1833 150,385 23.25 11.27
1838 170,721 11.79 (10.46)*
1851 232,841 11.02 8. 36

*¥ No national figures given by 1838 Report. This figure calculated

at 5/18 of difference between 1833 and 1851 figures added to 1833 level.

The figures relating to the Sunday schools shown in Figure 11 also
reveal that, with the exception of 1838, Birmingham had a level of
scholars in schools below that of the national average. In fact, after
1838 the proportion of the population in Birmingham's Sunday schools
decreased. The figures of the 1838 report as seen in Tables 10 and 11
suggest that a considerable improvement in the proportion of the population
in school occurred after 1833, It should be remembered that Kerry's
figures, as well as those of Brougham under-estimated the amount of
schooling; consequently, although there is no doubt that the proportion
being schooled was increasing, the rate of progress 1833-38 was not as

great as the figures suggest.

(1) Mann, 1851, pp. xvii - xx. This report provided comparisons and
figures of the previouc surveys, except for 1838. The Birmingham
proportions are calculated from the figures given for Birmingham in
Brougham, Kerry and Wood.
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TABLE 11

PROPORTION OF THE POPULATION IN SUNDAY SCHOOLS

REVEALED BY MAJOR REPORTS (1)

Year of Birmingham Birmingham England
Report Population  Proportion : One in  Proportion : One in
1818 100,431 33.20 24.20
1833 150,385 11.68 9.28
1838 170,721 8.17 (8.77)*
1851 232,841 10,42 745

¥ See Table 10,

Despite these reservations as to under recording, the figures of
comparison between Birmingham and England still hold true; Birminghan,
the third largest town in England was well behind the national average in
terms of the provision and use of schooling. It might be argued that
Birmingham's inability to match the national average in provision was due
to its size and character as a large urban centre. Table 12, which shows
the levels of provision in 1851 of the towns of over 100,000 population,
suggests that perhaps this might be a significant factor. Most of the
figures for these towns show provision at a lower rate than the national
average, only Leeds having a better proportion in both day and Sunday schools.
Of the three largest towns, both Liverpool and Birmingham have worse than

average rates in both day and Sunday schooling.

(1) Ibid.
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TABLE 12

PROPORTION OF POPULATION AT SCHOOL IN

MAJOR ENGLISH TOWNS IN 1851(1)

Place and Population Day School Sunday School
Proportion : One in Proportion : One in
Liverpool s 375,955 8.56 17.08
Manchesters 303,382 11.60 7.15
Birminghams 232,841 11.02 10.42
Leeds s 172,270 7.83 5.99
Bristol s 137,328 7.67 9.90
Sheffield 3 135,310 8.66 9.06
London City ¢ 127,869 8.90 18.77
Bradford s 103,778 10.83 6.45
English National Average 8.36 T.45

Size and urban centre character do not seem to be the sole determining
factors in the levels of schooling provision and use; for as Table 13
shows, in 1838 other major towns were more successful than Birmingham
in schooling provision and use. Manchester and Bury were each providing
almost twice the amount of Sunday schooling that Birmingham managed,
whereas in comparison to Liverpool and Westminster city parishes Birmingham
was doing much better. It seems that other factors apart from size and

urban character must apply.

(1) .Mann, 1851. Table T. pp. cxciv-ccv.
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TABLE 13

PERCENTAGES OF TOWN POPULATIONS AT SCHOOL:

FROM STATISTICAL SURVEYS(l)

Types of Manchester 4 Parishes

Schooling and Salford Liverpool Bury York Westminster Birmingham
Day & Evening 520 T.75 7.51  7.96 7.46 6.05
Only
Day & Evening 5¢26 5.06 5.61 9.00 2,06 2430
& Sunday
Sunday only 11.58 1.62 15.51 3,01 1.55 7.01
In all schools 22.04 14.43 28.63 19.97 11.07 15.36

Evidence found in Mann's report, as in the earlier reports of
Kerry and Brougham, suggests that geographical location was also a
factor in determining schooling development. Brougham's report for
1818 revealed the adjacent counties of Warwickshire and Worcestershire
to be amongst the counties with the lowest provision of "new" schools
(i.e. National or British), whereas the counties south of London were

(2)

among the better provided. This importance of location in
affecting schooling levels is supported by the figures in the Mann
report quoted in Table 14. This shows that most of the boroughs
within the Birmingham "sphere of influence" were almost all poorer
provided for than the national average in both day and Sunday schooling.
The suggestions of these figures being that the Birmingham, Black

Country, North Warwickshire area as a whole was backward in its

provision and use of schooling.

(1) sSlaney, 1837-38, p.115. Table adapted from that presented by
J.R. Wood.

(2) Brougham, p.*¥1171.
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TABLE 14

PROPORTION OF POPULATIONS OF WEST MIDLAND

BOROUGHS IN SCHOOL IN 1851(1)

Town and Population Day School Sunday School
Proportion : One in Proportion : One in
Birmingham 232,841 11.02 10.42
Wolverhampton s 49,985 11.96 9.16
Coventry s 36,208 12.90 9.45
Walsall : 25,680 8.63 8.35
Kidderminster : 18,462 T.64 8.42
Stafford : 11,829 8.45 Tel2
Lichfield : 7,012 9.91 10.72
English National Average 8.36 T+45

Although it would seem that Birmingham and its surrounding area was
providing less than the national average in terms of the proportion of
the population receiving schooling, the patterns of development it followed

(2)

seem to have been very much part of a national pattern. In Sunday
schooling the publication of Raikes' work in 1783 was followed by the
development of Sunday schools on similar plans in most of the major towns

as well as smaller ones. By the end of 1784 Derby, Leeds, Liverpool,

Manchester and Nottingham had all set up Sunday schools as had Birmingham.

(1) Mann, 1851, pp.cvii-ccv.

(2) For local studies referred to and consulted in the following paragraphs,
see the following:- A.P. Wadsworth, 'The First Manchester Sunday
Schools', Bulletin of the John Rylands Library, Vol.33, (1950-51),
pp.299-3263 James Murphy, 'The Rise of Public Elementary Education
in Liverpool: Part 1', Trans. Hist. Soc. of Lancashire and Cheshire,
Vol.116 (1964); Hawkes, Education in Nelson; Marion Johnson,
Derbyshire Village Schools; R.R. Sellman, Devon Village Schools;

David Wardle, Education in Nottingham; John Lawson, 'Elementary
Education in Hull in the 1850's, Studies in Education, Vol. II,

No. 1., (Hull, 1953); Diana McClatchley, Oxfordshire Clergy 1777-1869,
(0xford, 1960). See also Malcolm Seaborne, The English School , its
architecture and organization, 1370-1870, (1971).
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Although originally non-denominational, most of these Sunday school
ventures during the 1790's split into Anglican and Dissenting groups and
provided their own denominational instruction. Again, Birmingham was
no exception, only in that its split came much earlier in 1786.(1)
The development pattern of Sunday schooling up to 1851 that Birmingham
experienced - Dissenting advance to 1830's, slow Anglican expansion -
seems to have been fairly typical. Table 15 shows the Anglican lag in
provision to have been fairly widespread throughout the country in the
mid 1830's.

TABLE 1

CHILDREN IN SUNDAY SCHOOLS IN THE MID 18;0'3(2)

Place Anglicans Dissenters Catholics
Manchester 10,284 19,032 3,812
Liverpool 6,318 84350 700
Birmingham 4,500 11,830 338
Leeds 4,130 11,886 -
Salford 24741 64250 -

There also seems to be a uniform pattern in the growth of provided
day schooling. The years up to 1808 had seen the sporadic formation of
new day schools and "Schools of Industry" throughout the country, but the
first main impetus came with the development of the monitorial schools.
The pattern in Birmingham of a Lancasterian school being founded to be
followed within a couple of years by an Anglican National school is seen

(3)

in mény other places., Common too was the lead taken by particular

(1) AG. 2.10.86.

(2) Slaney, 1837-38, p.ix. The table as reproduced here only includes
the five largest towns, a few others of smaller population were given,
a minority of which had a balance in favour of the Anglicans.

(3) Wardle, llottingham, pp.45-47; Murphy, Liverpool, p.188ff,
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Dissenting groups in the foundation of the Lancasterian school.  The

role played by Unitarians and Quakers in Birmingham was matched by their

(1)

efforts in Manchester, Liverpool and Derby. This, however, was not the
beginning of a major expansion, certainly not in the towns, and the
Birmingham situation of no new National School being founded for thirteen
years after the first matched elsewhere; Nottingham waited fifteen years
before the next Anglican schools (Infants) were started, and twenty five

(2)

years before a second National school.

The development of Anglican day schooling was seen in Birmingham to
start in the late 1820's and then rapidly grow in the late 1830's and 1&40's.
This phenomenon is recorded in both urban and rural areas., Half of the

schools in Oxfordshire were either built or received considerable

(3)

enlargement during the 1840's and early 1850°'s. Similarly an examin-

ation of school foundation in Devon has revealed the 1840's as a major

(4)

period of expansion. In urban areas this expansion was linked to the

growing creation of new ecclesiastical divisions and the development of

(5)

schools associated with them. Similarly the pattern of Dissenting
day schooling in Birmingham is typical of other areas. The slow move
into day schooling and the frequent development of Sunday schools into
day schools is noted in many places. In Hull, for example, British and
Foreign schools were not built until the 1830's, and the first Wesleyan

(6)

school was built in 1837 as an offshoot of the Sunday school.

(1) Brian Sigon, Studies in the History of Education 1780-1870, (1960),
pp.135=30.

(2) Wardle, ilottingham, pp.47-8.

(3) McClatchley, Oxfordshire Clergy, p.155.

(4) sSellman, Devon Village Schools, p.25 and pp.35-T.
(5) Lawson, Hull, p.l3; Wardle, Nottingham, pp.48-50.
(6) Lawson, Hull, pp.l6-17.
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In considering the development of schooling it has been suggested
that the physical size of towns and their geographic location can be
factors of influence,. The notable similarity of developmental pattern
noted here between many local areas suggests that national influences
vere just as important as local ones in determining the development of
schooling in any one locality. The various forms of national and local

influence will be examined in succeeding chapters.

In the changes which took place in provided education in Birmingham
as revealed by the statistics, there was little innovation. The years
1781-1828 saw little expansion of educational facilities, with the
exception of Dissenting Sunday schools. Furthermore the provided day
school education was no match for the private sector until well towards
the close of the period in question, as Table 16 shows. It has already
been noted that little investigation of private schooling is possible
because of the almost complete absence of records from such schools,
particularly those for the working class., A few points on private
schooling can be made with reference to Table 16. Allowing for gross
under-estimation of private schooling by Kerry, the most notable figures
of comparison are the levelling out of the private-provided imbalance by
1851. The suggestion here is possibly that by the 1850's a trend towards
the substitution of private schooling for provided schooling was beginning
to take placej certainly the privete sector does not seem to be increasing

(1)

after 1838 - a trend reflected in the national figures. However, it
should be borne in mind that in 1838 using Wood's figures, probably the

most reliable available, that 72% of day schooling was private, and that

(1) Kerry and Mann note 732449 private scholars in 1833 and a slight
fall to 731,396 private scholars in 1851. See Kerry 1833, pp. 1330 ff
and Mann 1851, p.xliv,
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most of that was schooling for the working class. Mann's figures suggest
that even in 1851 if private schooling was not the dominant form of working

class education, it was still of considerable importance.

TABLE 16

SCHOLARS IN PROVIDED AND PRIVATE DAY SCHOOLS(I)

Year Private Scholars Provided Scholars

1818 ? ?

1833 35774 3,569
1838 10,414 4,066
1851 9,151 13,032

The patterns and trends of schooling shown in this chapter challenge
the view that provided education developed gradually from the charity schools,
through the Sunday schools and monitorial schools towards state provision.
The statistics in this chapter suggest several sporadic bursts of activity
and a major shift in the nature of provision around 1830. The steady
expansion view does not appear valid in the light of the Birminghan evidence.
Perhaps concentration in the past has been placed on the wrong aspect in
describing educational growth, perhaps what is needed - for the years up

to 1828 - is an explanation for non-growth.

This statistical chapter has raised several questions regarding trends
which need answering. Why where there high points of activity? Why was
Dissent more successful than the Anglicans with Sunday schooling? Why and
how did the Anglicans achieve such superiority over the Dissenters in day
schooling? These are all questions relative to the providers, but there
are similar questions to be asked about the working class clientele. It

vas their use or non-use which brought "success" to the various educational

(1) Kerry, 1833, pp.990-992; Wood 1838, p.3; Mann 1851, p.cxciv-cxcv,



- 62 -

ventures in the town. What affected their choice - what constraints or
inducements were they subject t? It is questions of this nature that

the succeeding chapters will aim to answer.
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CHAPTER 3

THE COMMITTEE MEMBERS OF BIRMINGHAM®S

PROVIDED SCHOOLS 1781-1851

'(school meragers) are voluntarily i-posirg upon
themselves a great deal of trouble and experse for
a public object.' (1)

I

The growth of schooling detailed in the previous chapter was largely
based on the phllanthropy of certain "investors" in education, who
organized and controlled thelr investments through committees or boards
of governors. The composition of these providing groups can be a
revealing factor in a consideration of the changing pattern of educational
provision. An examination of the occupations, social standing, local
political involvement, and membership of non-educational pressure groups
of these providers may illustrate something of their views and prejudices,
throwing light on their approaches to contemporary social questions.

This may well reveal motives behind their educational involvement that

might otherwise have remained concealed.

The compilation of a 1list of educational providers is not a straight-
forward +taske A problem arises in determining what level of involvement
in a school shall be deemed to make a provider, Levels of involvement
varied from single small donations, to annual subscriptions, through to
varticipation as a committee member of a school. For some schools it
would be possible from annual reports to compille a list of subscribers,
which if done for all schools would provide a listing of those in

Birmingham involved in sc¢hool provision. Such a method of considering

(1) Peter Gordon, Ihe Victorisn School ilnager, ( 1974) pe2, quoting. Rev.

T ece i€NIECY e
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subscribers as providers is not feasible, principally because the
compilation would prove unmanageable because of the sheer weight of numbers

(1)

involved. Further, though enough lists are available to create the

numbers problem, not enough have survived to provide an accurate reflection
of subscribers to all the schools in the town. Finally, such a compilation
would not necessarily provide a list of people interested in education, as
the presence of a name on a subscription list did not automatically imply
any interest or concern in the organization subscribed to. Subscriptions
were often purely a matter of social form - it being important to be named
on a charitable subscription list. As a guide to involvement in

educational provision, the subscription list is ineffective.

A more reliable method of determining and defining providers is to
consider those who were actively involved in school management through
participation on committees or boards of governors. These groups were
the immediate controlling and very often motive force behind the schools.

A difficulty in this approach of defining active providers is in knowing
exactly how "active" particular committee members were. In some cases
they were ex—officio and proved somewhat inactive: +this applied to the
Rectors of St. Martin's and St. Philip's who appeared irregularly at the
Blue Coat School Committee meetings 0.1804—1821.(2) Again, other members
might only be invited for the prestige of their names, without their

active participation..

The records of the Blue Coat and King Edward schools provide evidence
of inactivity amongst some committee members. In 1835, the Rev. A.J.Clarke

was disqualified as a King Edward's Governor for infrequent attendance,

(1) A Short Account of the Blue Coat Charity School, (Birmingham 1832). The
subscription list in this annual report alone contains over 750 names.

(2) Blue Coat School Committee Minute Books, (Manuscript) Vols.5-8, see
attendance lists at meetings. These records housed at the Blue Coat
School, Metchley Lane, Harborne, Birmingham. Hereafter Bl.Ct.liins.
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having been absent from meeting for two years.(l) The Blue Coat
committee minutes also reveal several infrequent committee attenders.(2)
The Blue Coat rules made provision for removing inactive members. Each
year eight committee members retired on the basis of

'lste Those who shall not wish to remain on the

Committee for the ensuing year. 2nd. Those who

shall have attended meetings the least number of

times during the past year.! (3)
Though there are certain difficulties in using committee lists as
evidence of providing activity, they do illustrate the type of person
involved on school committees, whether they subsequently proved active or
not. As such, committee membership is probably the best guide in

identifying school providers,

Having compiled a list of educational providers, it is of value to
determine their occupations. Town directories often provide this
information but must be used with care. Difficulties can arise in
identification when directories reveal a father and son with the same
Christian name. This can be further complicated if both have served on
the same committee. The Cope family of High Street had three members
named John, all were druggists, and as Table 17 shows, were all King
Edward's Governors., The closeness of their succession in office, as
well as suggesting the importance of "family" in filling committees,
illustrates the possibilities of confusion; a problem compounded when the
minutes refer just to "Mr. Cope", for there were other Cope's who were

Governors. A similar problem of identification occurs where there is a

(1) Kine Edward's School Birmingham Governors' Attendance Register,
1797-1878, (Manuscript). In KES Archives, Housed at the Foundation
Office, King Edward's School, Edgbaston, Birmingham.

(2) Bl1.Ct.Mins, Vols.5-8.
(3) Short Account Blue Coat School, (1832), p.26.
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TABLE 17

(1)

K.E, Governorships of the Cope Family.

John Cope  : 1770 — 1780
John Cope  : 1789 — 1822
Charles Cope : 1823 - 1830
John Cope : 1825 - 1853
Charles Cope : 1854 - 1874

duplication of a common name, as with Lloyd and Smith. The first
committee of the Sunday Schools included a William Smith, at a time when
a contemporary directory recorded six William Smiths in Birmingham;(2)
and two King Edward's governors in the early 1820s were called William

Smith, between whom distinctions were not always made.(3)

The determining of committee members' occupations is also hampered
by a lack of definition of occupation in town directories, one major
identifying source. These provide sparse occupational informations

sometimes granting men the honorary title of "Gent", with no reference
to their occupations, or classifying them as manufacturers with no details
of the size of economic unit involved - such a description covering
garrett artizan masters and large scale employers. In both these cases

further research has tried to ascertain more precise details.

It is also valuable to know the religious denominations of committee
members, as this can reveal unusual co—operative attempts or confirm
religious partialities. This has proven in many cases to be very difficult.

Circumstantial evidence of religious affiliation is often very strong, and

(1 ) Details of governorships extracted from various KES Archives;
especially, Governors' Attendance Register, 1797-1878, (Manuscript)

(2) AG.12.7.84 : Pye, Directory of Birmingham, 1785.
(3) GOR. Volume 1818-1832.
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where definite proof is lacking has been accepted as such. The King
Edward's and Blue Coat Schools were both firm Anglican schools, and
most of their committee members were proven Anglicans, but not all.
As these schools were Anglican establishments, it has been assumed that
committee members were also Anglicans.(l) In 1830, the King Edward's
Governors were reputedly

'all Churchmen and Tories, every other religious

denomination, and every other class of politicians

were rigidly excluded by the existing « « «

Governors'. (2)

Membership of the Anglican church is difficult to prove, particularly
in the late eighteenth century when Dissenters were often baptized,
married or buried in Anglican churches. Even the position of churchwarden
does not prove Anglican affiliation: in the 1830%, during the great
debate and furore over Birmingham church rates, non-Anglicans were elected
as churchwardens. Anglican membership is revealed by participation in
such bodies as the SPCK, the Church of England Lay Association and Church
of England Missionary Society. Proof of Dissenting membership is more

easily obtained through Chapel minutes and records.

The committee lists on which this chapter is based vary in their
completeness between schools and over the years. Up to 1828, when the
King Edwards, Blue Coat, Pinfold St. National, Protestant Dissenting
Charity and the Lancastrian schools were providing virtually all the

non-private day schooling, a fairly full set of committee lists and

(1) Only William Russell (Governor 1769-c.1793), of all KES Governors

1781~-1851, was a Dissenter. In 1830 during the planning of the
"Birmingham Free Grammar School Bill" an attempt was made to legislate

that only Anglicans could be Governors. See also, Short Account
Blue Coat School (1832), Rule XXII, which noted that the only children

admitted were those 'whose parents are of the Established Church'.

(2) George Griffiths, Going to Markets and Grammar Schools, 2 vols (1870)
Vol.l, p.4. Reprinted in: V.E. Neuburg (Gen.Ed.), Social History
of Education, 2nd series, no.3. (1971).
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and records has survived. The King Edward's Governors' records are
complete for the whole of the period, as are the Blue Coat committee
minutes, though the latter do not clearly list committee members 1784-
1804.(1) The Protestant Charity school has full committee lists for
1781-1796 and ten 1825-1851. Records of the National Schools committee
exist in the surviving annual reports of 1810, 1812 and 1816-1826. The
only day school with inadequate lists prior to 1830 is the Lancasterian
School, for which few original records have survived between 1809 and
1851.(2) Of Sunday schools, both Dissenting and Anglican, there is less
committee information for this period than for day schools. The founders
of the Sunday school movement are known, as are the Birmingham Anglican
Sunday school committees for 1805-1810. Few other details of Anglican
Sunday school providers are found until the development of Sunday Schools
connected to the National Schools. The Unitarian New Meeting Sunday
school committee has records for 1787-1851, but that of the 01d Meeting
only from 1787-1806, and 1816~18; however, as Chapters 4 to 7 show,
information on this school is found in their Teacher's Society minutes.
Of the other denominations, Carrs Lane Independents have records from

1812-1845, and the Catholics from 1809-1839.

The years 1828-1851 saw increasing numbers of Anglican and Dissenting
day and Sunday schools, with a consequent growth in the number of school
committees. Many Dissenting schools were run by congregation rather than
special school committees, though surviving records of these and Anglican
National Schools are somewhat sparse. In National and Sunday schools the
clergy were frequently the motivating force, and with churchwardens often

formed the management committee. No clergy have been included in the

(1) There is no annual listing of each year's committee as in the nineteenth
century records, just the names attending each Blue Coat committee

meeting.

(2) The records of the Protestant Dissenting Charity School and the Birming-—
ham National School are housed at Birmingham Reference Libreory. The
majority of information on the Lancasterian school hns been extracted
from the annual reports reprinted in Aris's Gazette.



figures without definite proof of their personal involvement in a parish
school, even if their parish had a National School. It is thus possible

that the clergy proportion of providers is larger than the figures suggest.

The figures in this chapter have been compiled from a card file of
providers which details each provider's occupation, religion, committee
obligations, family connections, etcetera. The information comes from
a variety of sources including church and chapel reports, minute books,
town directories, newspapers, and biographies.(l) In certain cases
providers have changed occupation, where this is so they have been
classified according to their occupation at the time of appointment to

a committee,

In order to allow for the possibility of change in the relative
importance of providing groups, the years 1781-1851 have been divided into
three periods. The years of seeming educational stagnation have been
divided into two periods of twenty four years - (1781-1804: 1805-1828) -
with the remaining twenty three years co-inciding with the expansion of
schooling. These periods are arbitrary but are useful in highlighting

changes in the origins of providers.
IT

This section considers in detail the occupations of men who were

active in providing day and Sunday schooling through their work as committee

(2)

members, governors, trustees or promoters of schools. A classification

(1) PFor full details see Bibliography.

(2) The committees examined in this thesis were exclusively male. Women,
however, did play a role in schooling. Many schools had "ladieg®
committees" which either supervised girls' Sunday schools or watched
over the standards of sewing etc. in day schools. They have not
been considered as providers as their role was essentially subordinate
to that of the main male committee, with which the power of decision
lay. Women performed a role as sub committee under the men's direction.
Omitting the women is unlikely to affect conclusions of the social
origin of providers, as the majority were wives or daughters of the
men on the main committee,



of occupations has been made so that it is possible to determine the

social origins and status of those active in school provision.

In considering those who control the organisation of Anglican educ-
ation, it will be argued that they come almost exclusively from the
'respectable' sections of society; +the well to do bourgeoisie of
Birmingham, The presence of petit bourgeois or working class men was
not to be found on Anglican committees, though they were found in the

realms of teacher and superintendant.

A contrast to this was provided by the method of school organization
among many Dissenting schools. Although the same pattern of a bourgeois
committee controlling the school is often found, this committee was
frequently only a financial resources body with control of the running
and nature of the school being left to the teachers committee, a body
almost always from the working class. This difference between bourgeois
committee membership and working class teacher control is examined in
succeeding chapters. At this stage it can be noted as a marked contrast
to the Anglican position where teacher committees had little effective

power.

In the compilation of the table of providers' occupations, (shown
below), the clergy have been considered first. They have been considered
in isolation as one group, whereas the other groups represent a multiplicity
of related occupations. The clergy have been treated separately because
of the close relationship between organized religion and educational

endeavour during the period in question.
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TABLE 18

OCCUPATIONAL GROUPINGS USED IN ANALYSIS
OF SCHOOL PROVIDERS

Group Constituents
Clergy All religious denominations' ministers,

assistant ministers

Legal/Medical Professions Solicitors, attornies, barristers, physicans,
surgeons, apothecaries,

Nobility/Gentry Titled and non-titled major landowners.

Other Professions Military officers, architects, surveyors,
agents, etc.

Big Bourgeoisie Merchants, manufacturers, bankers, large
retailers, etc.

Petit Bourgeoisie/Others Small masters, shopkeepers, artizans and
labourers etc,

Unknown -

The social status of the Anglican clergy in the period in question
was "respectable", although there were many differences within the clergy
which arose from income, type of parish or family background. In the
eighteenth century it has been suggested that

'"The vast majority of parish priests and curates were (1)
not quite gentlemen. They were betwixt and between ...

In 1782 Archdeacon Paley expressed a view that each class of people should

(2)

be served by a clergy from that class., The nineteenth century saw
the status of the clergy steadily improving. Curates began accepting

conditions of service to gain a parish and the

(1) J.H. Plumb, England in the Eighteenth Century, (1960), p.44.

(2) Archdeacon Paley, A Sermon Preached in the Castle Chapel of Dublin,
in Works, ed. in 5 vols. by E. Lynam (1828) Vol.v, p.261. Quoted
in G. Kitson Clark, Churchmen and the Condition of England 1832-1885,
(1973),p.30.




‘position of social distinction which was granted

to any clergyman'. (1)
This change was partly attributable to the increasing wealth of some
clergy from enclosures and tithe commutations, and partly because it
was becoming felt that clergy should be independent of their parishoners,
leading from above rather than from a position of equality. The

increasing respectability of the clergy was also reflected in the groving

numbers of clerical magistrates.

The status of the clergy ip a locality such as Birmingham did not
necessarily stem from their financial position. It has been suggested
that £200 a year was a reasonable income for an Anglican clergyman, and
that curates or dissenting ministers could be expected to live off £80
a year or less.(z) The Clergy Residence Act of 1813 stipulated that
£80 per annum was to be the minimum income of a curate, though this
provision was not strictly maintained. Parish livings in Birminghanm
varied considerably, but were worth on average around £339 per year by
1849. This figure is inflated by the high income of St. Martin's, the
original parish church, and without this the average living was about

(3)

£288 per year. It was from this that any assistant clergy were paid,
leaving the gctual income of the incumbent smaller still. There were
other sources of income open to the clergy either in the form of
ecclesiastical preferments, or as schoolmasters. The latter usually did
not pay excessively and were often not open to beneficed clergy, and the

former usually went to those already in favoured positions or with

connections.

(1) Hastings Robinson, Church Reform on Christian Principles, (1833),p.20.
Quoted in D. Bowen, The Idea of the Victorian Church, (Montreal 1968)p.10

(2) G. Kitson Clark, The Making of Victorian England, (1968),p.153.

(3) White, Directory 1849, p.3-8. These figures are based on 15 livings
quoted out of the total of 21 parishes or districts. nb. Five of
these were over £500, including St. Martins at £1048.
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Despite this lack of financial resources the status of the clergy
was respectable - assured by education, background and association with
"authority". A respectable aura was brought to the Birmingham clergy
through aristocratic or gentry relationships: Rev. Yorke, the son of the
third Earl Hardwicke; Rev. Marsh, son of Sir Charles Marsh of Reading;
Rev. Madan, son of Bishop Madan of Peterborough; and Rev. Bird, cousin
of John Bird Sumner, Bishop of Chester, and also related to Willian and

Samuel Wilberforoe.(l)

The status of Dissenting clergy during this period might also be
termed respectable., Their respectability was not founded on any
financial status, as they were infrequently paid at a rate which matched
their Anglican counterparts. The directories reveal several leading
Dissenting clergy having additional employment, usually as schoolmasters,

(2)

for extra income. In some of the Dissenting denominations of less
social status the clergy were often of a peripetetic, part-time nature -
but none of these have come to light as school providers. In general,
the respectable status of the dissenting clergy came, apart from the
nature of their calling, from their education. The denominations of 0ld
Dissent, especially the Unitarians, were famous for their schools and
academies, where intending ministers and professional men could train,
Oxford and Cambridge being barred to them. Birmingham Dissent in the
persons of Rev. Dr. Joseph Priestley, Rev. J.A. James, Rev, R.W. Dale and
George Dawson, received some of the most noted non-conformist clergy of

(3)

the time, Their status plus the status of several Dissenting

(1) Rev. & Hon. G.M. Yorke, Rector St. Philips' 1844-1874; Rev. W. Marsh,

Rector St. Thomas, 1829-1841; Rev. S. Madan, Rector St. Philip's
1787-1809; Rev. E. Bird, Rector St. Thomas, 1842-1847.

(2) See also, J.R. Wreford, Sketch of the History of Presbyterian
Nonconformity in Birmingham, (Birmingham, 1832)

(3) Rev. Dr. J. Priestley, Pastor Unitarian New Meeting 1780-1791; Rev.
J.A. James, Minister of Carrs Lane Congregational Church 1805-1859;
Rev. R.W. Dale, Minister of Carrs Lane Congregational Church 1859-1895;
George Dawson, Church of the Saviour 1847-1876.
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congregations in the town which were supported by many of the leading
bourgeois families, helped ensure the respectable position of Birmingham's

Dissenting clergy.

The second occupational grouping is that of the secular, "learned"
professions of medicine and law. Again, it will be argued that these

professions consisted of respectable, bourgeois members of society.

The medical profession in the late eighteenth century was not a fully
trained and educated body of practitioners., Special academic qualifications
were not needed for the practice of medicine, anyone could commence
practice as a surgeon or apothecary. The same was not true of physicians.
They were members of the Royal College of Physicians, drawn almost
exclusively from Oxford, Cambridge and the Scottish Universities, and it
was through the latter that Dissenters were able to become physicians.

This distinction of education gave physicians a higher social status than
surgeons or apothecaries:-

'A physician always had a University degree, had often

been abroad to study, and was usually a man of consid-

erable general education and culture'. (1)
Several Birmingham Physicians were notable men, locally and nationally;
Dr. Withering, member of the nationally renowned Lunar Society; Dr. James
Male, since known as "the Father of Medical Jurisprudence"; and Dr. John
Johnstone, a founder of the Provincial Association of Physicians and
Surgeons, the forerunner of the British Medical Association.(z) Such

men were leading members of Birmingham's bourgeois elite.

(1) KX.D. Wilkinson, (Ed.), The History of the Birmingham Medical School
1825-1925, A special number of the Birmingham Medical Review,
(Birmingham, 1925), p.5.

(2) Ivid., p.16.



Surgeons and apothecaries were not specially educated before 1800,
although some obtained a medical education in London or Edinburgh. Most
of them gained training and experience through actual practice. The
late eighteenth century saw a raising of surgical standards as surgeons
became less connected with barbers., The founding of the Royal College
of Surgeons in 1800 and its institution of examinations helped improve
the competency and consequently the status of surgeons. Apothecaries,
who 'tended to rank as small traders',(l) pressed for their Society to
be the controlling power over all apothecaries, a position achieved with
the passing of the 1815 Apothecaries Act. This Act and the new rules
of their society improved the training, ability and professional standing
of apothecaries, who after 1815 had to serve a five year apprenticeship

before examination.

Surgeons, although often lacking the socially acceptable educational
background of physicians, often gained acceptance in the higher levels
of urban society by virtue of the positions they obtained as surgeons.
Those who gained hospital appointments and worked with physicians were
accorded a higher social standing. Appointments of surgeons to a
hospital were made by the Hospital Board of Management, which generally
meant only those of the correct social background would succeed. These
appointments often took the form of an election by the Governors of the
Management Board. The value placed on these appointments was reflected
in the canvassing activity of aspirants, as well as by vitriolic outbursts

and accusations following election decisions.(z) There is little doubt

(1) Sir L. Woodward, The Age of Reform, (Oxford 1962), p.18.

(2) A notable case of this type occurred at the election for surgeon to
the Birmingham General Hospital in 1844. The unsuccessful candid-
ate published an attack on the hospital staff, accused the Rev. J.
P. Lee (KES Headmaster, later Bishop of Manchester) of drunkenness
and mis-appropriation of school funds, and he brought a libel action
against the Bishop of Worcester. For further detail see,
Wilkinson, History of Birmingham Medical School, p.52-54.




that prestigious hospital elections were open to bribery and corruption
as candidates sought the votes of governors. Apart from the financial
consideration a good social back:round was a great asset, if not a pre-
requisite for candidates who wanted to gain a post which guaranteed a
lucrative professional career and a good social standing. The elections
for posts at the Birmingham General Hospital reflect this position, and
without doubt

'no poor man could afford the expense of becoming

a candidate.' (1)
There were surgeons who practised privately outside hospitals who were
of a much lower social status. It would seem from the results of

research into committee members that none of this category of surgeon

was found in the ranks of school providers.

The legal profession during this period also had status differentials
similar to those in medicine. Headin¢s the profession were barristers,
over and above the solicitors and attornies. The clear status division
was well illustrated by the side door plate of a barrister's chambers
in Lincoln's Inn which read 'Tradesmen and Attorneys'.(g) The lower
status lawyers gradually adopted the name of "solicitor".(B) Although
of a lower status than barristers, they were still educated men.
Admission as a solicitor depended on a mixture of apprenticeship as an
articled clerk and an examination, formal admission being granted by the

4)

Master of the Rolls.( The Birmingham solicitor, Joseph Parkes,

experienced a typical training, spending some years in a Warwick solicitor's

(1) 1Ibid, p.55.
(2) R.M. Jackson, The Machinery of Justice in England, (CUP 1972), p.331.

(3) Originally attornies practised in the common law courts, and
solicitors in the court of Chancery.

(4) Jockson, Machinery of Justice, p.324.
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office before serving a five year clerkship in London where he gained

'a technical acquaintance with the general practice

of the Law'. (1)
Improvements in standards and training, embodied in the Incorporation of
the Law Society in 1831, and the necessity for attornies and solicitors
to pass examinations (1836—37), enhanced their social position. The
Birmingham Law Society was founded in 1818, one of its aims being to
oppose

‘all practices that may have a tendency to bring ..

(the profession) .. into discredit or to lessen its

respectability.' (2)

Although solicitors and attornies did not have the high status of
barristers, nevertheless their education and association with "the Lew"
meant they were an accepted part of bourgeois society. This was reinforced
by the fact that recruitment to the legal profession came from the sons
of the well-to-do bourgeoisie, particularly so in Birmingham among the

(3)

Dissenters, where many noted families had representatives practising law.

The third grouping is that of the nobility - gentry. There was
virtually no aristocracy resident in Birmingham during the period in
question. The only family who were part of the nobility were the Gough-
Calthorpe's, Lords of the Manor of Edgbaston. The other members of the
nobility-gentry who became involved in local educational ventures were
mostly from the county families of Warwickshire and Staffordshire - Earl
Bradford and Dartmouth, the Newdigates, Lawleys and Dugdales. The

participation of these families was virtually just at subscription level,

(1) Jessie K. Buckley, Joseph Parkes of Birmingham, (1926), p.8.

(2) Extract of Society records, quoted in: Robert Robson, The Attorney
in Eighteenth~Century England, Cambridge Studies in English Legal
History, (CUP 1959), p.48.

(3) Most notably the Unitarians, including members of the Lee, Ryland,
Beale and Wills families.
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apart from the fourth Lord Calthorpe and his cousin, there was no

nobility-gentry school committee membership.

In determining whether any committee members were of the gentry, the
difficulty of a gentry definition has been encountered. They have been

described as

'that characteristic but imprecise English social group'(l)

who were landowners on a smaller scale than the great proprietors of

the nobility. There was virtually no gentry as such in Birmingham, though
there was perhaps an urban equivalent who represented the bourgeois socizl
elite of the town. The financial success which gave them their power

and prestige coming from their position as major manufacturers or merchants.
Their acquisition of property, estates and manor lordships provided them
with an entree to the social status of gentry. The trade directories
often had a column headed "Nobility, Gentry and Clergy" in which many
manufacturers were listed just as "Gent". In compiling the nobility-
gentry list, the urban gentiry as just defined have been excluded. Wherever
possible their background occupation has been discovered. The nobility-
gentry group is limited to the peerage and old-established landed families

only.

During the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, several
occupational groups began to feel a corporate identity, often expressed

(2)

in the formation of professional bodies. This was partly in response
to the demands of an increasingly complex society and the services needed
to maintain it, and partly as a means of improving the status of particular

occupationsy +this latter being achieved by controlling via rules and

admission regulations, the practice of the occupation, enabling the
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