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ABSTRACT

Guernsey is a densely populated island lying 27 miles off the Normandy coast. In 1814
it remained largely French-speaking, though it had been politically British for 600 years.
The island's only town, St Peter Port (which in 1814 accommodated over half the
population) had during the previous century developed a thriving commercial sector with
strong links to England, whose cultural influence it began to absorb. The rural hinterland
was, by contrast, characterised by a traditional autarkic regime more redolent of pre-
industrial France.

By 1914, the population had doubled, but St Peter Port's share had fallen to 43
percent. The countryside had undergone an economic transformation, and subsistence
farming was replaced by quarrying and commercial horticulture for export to Britain.
The country parishes had become more open to the outside world, but their linguistic and
cultural distinctiveness was eroded, and, in terms of anglicisation, they began to
converge with the town.

Non-Islanders never comprised less than 20 percent of the population 1841-1901.
Most migrants came from England, with a late nineteenth-century influx from France.
There was substantial rentier migration, but the majority of immigrants were artisans or
labourers. English migrants formed the basis of an Anglo-Guernsey proletarian class
which facilitated insular economic growth by fulfilling a demand for manpower which
natives, more interested in landholding, were unable to satisfy. This class came to
predominate within St Peter Port, and, to a lesser extent, the northern quarrying parishes.
Prior to World War I, however, it remained virtually absent from the four purely rural
south-western parishes. Anglicisation nevertheless took hold in these parishes, as it did
elsewhere. Migrants should not therefore be seen as the primary cause of Guernsey's
cultural and linguistic transformation, but as an aspect themselves of the wider process of
economic modernisation and cultural homogenisation affecting Europe as a whole. Pre-
existing political links with Britain virtually guaranteed that such a process would result
in Guernsey's cultural, as well as economic, integration with Britain.
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INTRODUCTION

Guernsey is the westernmost and second largest of the Channel Islands. It is situated on
the outer edge of the Gulf of St Malo. The closest French landfall is the Cap de
Flamanville, some 27 miles away, and the closest English landfall is Start Point (near
Salcombe), about 78 miles distant (see figures 1 and 2).

Guernsey measures little more than 24 square miles in area, but, along with its
sister Channel Isles, its exceptionally high population density sets it apart from most
islands off the west European coast.! Guernsey's ability to support a relatively large
population has partly been due to natural endowments in the form of soil fertility,
temperate climate and plentiful fish stocks. However, from at least Roman times, the
island has also derived trading benefits from its position on the sea route between Britain
and western Europe, and from its possession of a safe anchorage and good natural
harbour at St Peter Port.

Within the last millennium, Guernsey (and its sister isles) have reaped
considerable advantage from their role as strategic British outposts off a frequently
hostile European coast. Favourable treatment from the metropolis in return for continued
loyalty has enabled the Islands to retain their own separate identity and polity through
800 years of allegiance to the English Crown. Substantial political and fiscal autonomy
have also enabled Jersey and Guernsey to maximise their trading advantages, preventing
the diversion of monetary returns and facilitating local economic consolidation. Over the
last three centuries, this has led to a level of development far in excess of that of

offshore islands of comparable size.

! An estimate of 1814 put the insular population at some 25,000 (W. Berry, The History of the Island of
Guernsey (London, 1815), pp. 23-24).
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Figure 1 Channel Islands and adjacent French and English coasts
Source: A.J. Jamieson (ed), 4 People of the Sea: The Maritime History of the Channel Islands (London, 1986)



Figure 2 Island of Guernsey, 1814
Source:W. Berry, The History o fthe Island o f Guernsey (London, 1815)
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Constitution and Government .

By the early nineteenth century, the Channel Islands had owed political allegiance to the
English Crown for 600 years. Anterior to this, the Islands had shared a history with
north-west France. Untouched by the Saxon invasions to which England was subject
from the fifth century, the Islands were inhabited during the latter half of the first
millennium by a predominantly Gallo-Roman population living in subordination to the
Frankish monarchy.” In 933, together with the adjacent Cotentin peninsula, the Islands
became part of the territory of the Dukes of Normandy. The Dukes' conquest of England
in 1066 did not alter the status of the Islands, which remained part of Normandy on the
same basis as the Cotentin. In 1204, however, the destinies of insular and mainland
Normandy diverged, when John, King of England and Duke of Normandy, lost the
continental portion of his Duchy to the French king. The Islands assumed new strategic
value as stepping-stones between England, Brittany and the English king's remaining
continental possessions, and John and his successors contrived by various means to
prevent Islanders following mainland kin into the French camp.> One way in which the
sympathy of the inhabitants was won lay in undertaking to respect their customary
Norman law and institutions, and granting them a form of self-government under royal
supervision.® The Islands were therefore not absorbed into the legal and administrative
structures obtaining in England. The respect of English kings for pre-existing Norman
law and institutions, together with their policy of arms-length supervision were crucial in
determining the subsequent development of insular identity and governance.

Constitutionally, the Islands remained possessions of the Crown qua successors
of the Dukes of Normandy. In return for their allegiance, successive sovereigns issued a
series of Royal Charters guaranteeing Islanders various privileges which ranged from
immunity from the jurisdiction of English courts and autonomy in tax matters, to
freedom of trade with England and exemption from military service outside the island.

In the century or so after 1204, the Islands became separate Bailiwicks, Jersey
forming one, Guernsey and the smaller islands the other.” The Bailiwicks were divided
by only 20 miles of sea, but they remained politically isolated from one another, so that
by the beginning of our period, their legal and administrative structures had assumed

unique and divergent forms.

2 A.H. Ewen, 'The Breton Myth', T.5.G., 21 (1981-85), p. 199.

3 J.A. Everard & J.C. Holt, Jersey 1204 (London, 2004), p. 115.

4 Everard & Holt, 1204, pp. 155-165, 187-188.

3 This study will, however, focus not on the Bailiwick but on the island of Guernsey.



Even though the Islands had considerable legislative and judicial freedom,
English sovereigns had the right — based on powers held by the Dukes of Normandy -~ to
legislate directly for the Islands by Order in Council through exercise of the Prerogative.
This was commonly used in medieval and early modern times, but less frequently in later
periods. As the king's personal power waned, much Channel Island business was settled
by committees of the Privy Council or individual government ministers, though the
Islands were not represented at Westminster, and were not possessions of the United
Kingdom government. In the course of time, this raised the issue of the wider powers of
Parliament to legislate for the Islands. The fact that these powers had never been defined
gave rise to a measure of friction. In the eyes of English jurists, all that was in theory
required for Acts of Parliament to have force in the Channel Islands was that the Islands
should be expressly mentioned and included within the Acts. Insular authorities,
however, never fully accepted this view, contending that Acts did not and could not
apply until transmitted by Order in Council and formally registered by the Islands' Royal
Courts.® Historically, the number of occasions when Acts were imposed on the Islands
against their will was minimal.” The position was never explicitly resolved, but
Westminster gradually came to the view that — given the Islands' lack of parliamentary
representation — intervention should not be undertaken without serious reason. Hence the
constitutional convention evolved over the nineteenth century that legislation should not
be extended to the Islands without their prior consultation and consent.®

In practice — aside from defence and foreign relations, on which the Islands could
not legislate because they were not sovereign states — the Islands had far-ranging
autonomy. In the early nineteenth century, Guernsey's government fell into three tiers.
Much basic administration was done at parish level. The island's ten parishes each
possessed an assembly elected by the Chefs de Famille (adult male ratepayers) known as
the Douzaine. This body was responsible for poor relief, and the maintenance of
parochial assets, such as the parish church, sea walls and watch houses. At the apex of
parish administration were the two Connétables (Constables), a senior and a junior,
elected by ratepayers for overlapping terms of one to three years. Though their duties
also included peace-keeping, these were of higher status than their nominal counterparts
in England. Senior Constables, who were parish treasurers and, until 1844, had an

automatic seat in the States, bore a status roughly parallel to that of an English mayor.

¢ R.P. Hocart, An Island Assembly: The Development of the States of Guernsey, 1700-1949 (Guernsey,
1988), p. 1. In general terms, this section draws heavily on Hocart's first chapter, pp. 1-14.

7 Notable instances of this were the Anti-Smuggling Acts of 1805 and 1807 (see below, pp. 12-13).

® G. Dawes, Laws of Guernsey (Oxford, 2003), p. 20.



At island-wide level, most of the day-to-day work of law and administration was
performed by the Royal Court. The Court was composed of the Bailiff, who was
appointed by the Crown, and twelve elected Jurats, or magistrates. It was the insular
equivalent of the English High Court, and had a jurisdiction corresponding to Crown and
County Courts.” Its members, the majority of whom were not legally trained, were
judges of law as well as fact. In addition to its judicial functions, the Royal Court also
had the power of making ordinances. The Court's legislative power was limited, in that it
did not extend to changing the customary law or imposing taxes, but it could make
ordinances to enforce existing law, to declare what the law of the island was on any
particular point, and to implement decisions of the States.'

The States represented the highest tier of local government. In its legislative
capacity (the States of Deliberation), it consisted of the twelve Jurats, ten senior parish
Constables, eight parish rectors, the Procureur, and the Bailiff, who presided over the
assembly.“ The States also had an elective role. In this capacity (the States of Election),
it comprised all of the above members, plus the junior Constables and entire Douzaines
of each parish. The only function of the States of Election was to elect the Jurats and the
Sheriff (an official responsible for executing Court judgements).

In the early nineteenth century, the States met only a few times yearly, dealing
primarily with matters which were beyond the province of the Royal Court.'> It was the
only body which represented the whole community and thus possessed the power to
institute new taxes.”> States' decisions were usually given force by ordinance of the
Royal Court, but legislation embodying new taxes, or any other proposed law outside the
limits to which ordinances were subject had to be submitted for approval by the King in
Council (a form of oversight to which ordinances were not subject). When royal
sanction was given, the proposed law, or projet de loi, acquired the status of an Order in
Council. This mode of legislating, though little used in the early nineteenth century,
became increasingly common as changing economic and social conditions later forced

the States to become more active as a legislature.

° Dawes, Laws of Guernsey, p. 25.

1° Hocart, Island Assembly, p. 2. The Royal Court retained the power to make ordinances until 1948.

! The composition of the States was slightly altered as a result of reforms in 1844, for more on which see
below, p. 222, footnote 71. There were only eight rectors because, until 1859 and 1867 respectively, the
parishes of St Sampsons and the Vale, and the Forest and Torteval each formed one living. Though there
were ten incumbents after this time, no more than eight rectors were ever permitted to sit in the States,
which they did on a rota-basis. The Procureur, a Crown appointee, was a Law Officer corresponding to the
English Attorney-General.

12 The term 'States’ will hereinafter be used to denote the States of Deliberation only.

3 Hocart, Island Assembly, pp. 5 & 13.



Aside from contributions made by Westminster for Guernsey's defence,14 the
island was financially self-sufficient. Parish expenditure was funded through the rates.
Insular expenditure (comparatively slight in the early nineteenth century but on an
upward trend) was funded both directly — through a property-based general tax — and
indirectly, through harbour dues and import duties.”® Island-wide general taxation was
rare, and usually levied on a one-off basis as a contribution to large capital projects, such
as road-making and harbour construction.'® Revenue from duties was relied on for most
everyday expenditure. As routine spending mounted, the States became increasingly
dependent on income from the impét on spirits (first instituted in 1814)."7 Such impéts
had to be authorised by Order in Council and were time-limited. The 1814 impét ran for
five years, some later impéts ran for 15 years. By compelling the States at intervals to
re-negotiate the scope and duration of the impdt, successive British governments were
able to exercise a degree of indirect surveillance over insular expenditure.

The Crown was represented in the island by the Governor (or, from 1835, the
Lieutenant-Governor). The Governor's responsibilities were essentially military, since he
was in overall command of both the garrison and militia. In Guernsey, the Governor had
a right to address the States (whose meetings required his consent), but he had no vote in
the assembly. The wide-ranging financial and legislative independence of the Channel
Islands in the period covered by this thesis stands in sharp contrast to the Isle of Man,
which, after its acquisition for the British Crown by Parliament's Isle of Man Purchase
Act of 1765, was governed, to all practical purposes, by a Whitehall-appointed Governor

with sole executive power and control over insular finances.'®

Lines of Enquiry
The present thesis addresses the nature and causes of Guernsey's gradual economic,

political and social transformation between Waterloo and World War 1. This period
embodies a turning-point in insular history, in that it saw the break-down of the isolation

and particularism of centuries past, and the integration of the island with a wider world.

' The British Government, which was constitutionally responsible for the island's defence, paid all the
expenses of the British garrison as well as the construction and maintenance costs of some (though not all)
of Guernsey's fortifications. It also partially funded the insular militia.

15 For a summary of dues and duties as they existed at the beginning of the nineteenth century, see Hocart,
Island Assembly, pp. 7-9.

16 Between 1660 and 1750, a general tax was levied on about 20 occasions (Hocart, Island Assembly, p. 9).
Between 1844 and 1861, there were no general taxes at all (Comet, 12.8.1861).

17 Hocart, Island Assembly, p. 25. Later impéts also covered imported wines, beers and tobacco. Until the
introduction of income tax in 1920, the impét was the States' single most important source of revenue.

13 M. Solly, Government and Law in the Isle of Man (Castletown, 1994), pp. 67 & 93.



In analysing the process of modernisation, special attention will be given to migration as
both a cause and a symptom of change. How, for instance, did economic developments
influence the extent and timing of population inflows and outflows? To what degree did
migrants contribute to, or even determine, the course of economic and demographic
change? How did insular administrative structures respond to the influx of outsiders?
Were immigrants welcomed or resented by the indigenous population? Were they
assimilated into existing social structures, or did they form a community apart? Finally,
to what extent did immigrants contribute to the important cultural and linguistic shifts
taking place during the nineteenth century? In addressing all these questions, it is hoped
that an answer can be found to the fundamental problem of Guernsey's progressive and
seemingly inexorable anglicisation over the nineteenth century. Can responsibility for

this be set squarely at the immigrants' door, or were there deeper forces at work?

Historiography

Until lately, students of Guernsey had been curiously blind as to the magnitude and
impact of migration: 'emigration took place on a small scale during the last century’,
declared a 1930s geographer; 'there has been no great influx of immigrants, either from
England or from the neighbouring mainland'."® This view has had to be revised as better
sources (such as the decennial censuses) have become available and modern quantitative
techniques have been brought to bear in studies of both Bailiwicks.

In Guernsey's case, Gregory Stevens Cox has contributed much to an
" understanding of immigration in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. In a study
with a dual economic and social focus, he has analysed the development of St Peter Port
during the 'long eighteenth century’.’® Working, in his case, with a comparatively limited
range of sources (no proper censuses were taken in Guernsey before 1821, and there are
no archives like the English ecclesiastical court deposition papers), Dr Stevens Cox has
assessed the strength of such groups as the Huguenots, late eighteenth-century French
émigrés, and migrants from the south-west of England, increasingly attracted afier 1760
by the availability of work in the port. Stevens Cox has also examined the demographic
impact of migration in the early nineteenth century, and has described the beginnings of
anglicisation in St Peter Port. His work is a valuable introduction to the subject of

immigration to Guernsey and provides the foundations on which this thesis will build.

19 E.C. Barrington, 'The human geography of Guernsey', T.S.G., 12 (1935), p. 414.
20 G. Stevens Cox, St Peter Port 1680-1830: The History of an International Entrepdt (Woodbridge, 1999).

8



A broader range of quantitative sources were available to John Kelleher in his
study of nineteenth-century Jersey.?! Dr Kelleher assesses the impact of both English
and French immigration on Jersey’s traditional institutions, as well as on the island’s
native language. He argues that Jersey’s powerful rural bloc succeeded — at least
temporarily — in resisting the political and social (if not linguistic) challenges presented
by external forces. Here, experiences in Guernsey and Jersey are not straightforwardly
analogous. Strategies were adopted in Guernsey which were not adopted in Jersey, and
vice versa (notably in respect of education). This thesis will examine differences
between Dr Kelleher's findings for Jersey and developments in the smaller island. A
comparison of final outcomes provides valuable insights into the nature and meaning of
the transition both islands underwent.

Caroline Williams has examined immigration to both Bailiwicks as part of a
study whose main focus is nineteenth-century maritime history.”? In an analysis of the
economic importance of shipbuilding and the worldwide carrying trade, Dr Williams
discusses the effect of expansion and subsequent decline on employment patterns and
population growth. In so doing, Dr Williams highlights the fact that Guernsey’s
population continued to grow after the first intimations of decline in the 1850s, whereas
Jersey’s population fell. Dr Williams speculates as to the role of immigration in this, but
the constraints of her sources prevent her reaching a definitive conclusion (she relies
mainly on published census analysis as opposed to enumerators' books).”

In the last two decades, considerable academic attention has also been given to
language shift as a by-product of migration. Several studies have been made of Channel
Island Norman-French vernaculars and insular varieties of English, all of which to some
extent address the process of anglicisation. However, because the authors have been
linguists rather than historians, they have relied essentially on secondary sources, and
have left available primary sources untapped. From a historical point of view, therefore,
the results have not been fully satisfactory. **

21 ).D. Kelleher, The Triumph of the Country: The Rural Community in Nineteenth-Century Jersey (Jersey,
1994).
2 C. Williams, From Sail to Steam: Studies in the Nineteenth-Century History of the Channel Islands
(Chichester, 2000).
2 Williams, Sail to Steam, pp. 68-71.
24 See, for example, H. Ramisch, The Variation of English in Guernsey/Channel Islands (Frankfurt-am-
Main, 1989); P. Barbé, 'Exploring variation in Guernsey English syntax' (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, London
University, 1993); M. Pazdziora, 'Not quite English: the Channel Islands and their language throughout
history’ (unpub. Masters dissertation, University of Roskild, 1999); M.C. Jones, 'Mette a haout dauve la
grippe des Angllais’, in M.C Jones & E. Esch, (eds), Language Change: the Interplay of Internal, External
and Extra-Linguistic Factors (Berlin, 2002).
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Sources

In many ways, islands provide an ideal context for the study of migration. Unlike cities,
they cannot spread out to accommodate more people, and the effects of immigration are
consequently concentrated (perhaps even magnified). Moreover, in a small island the
size of Guernsey, quantitative sources are of such dimensions that they can be analysed
in their entirety, without the need for sampling. Such sources are plentiful for
nineteenth-century Guernsey. Civil registration, together with parochial registration and
the decennial censuses, enable us to quantify with some precision the timing and extent
of migration. Enumerators' books provide ten-yearly snapshots of residential patterns
and the progress of social integration. Sources specific to the island, such as the late
nineteenth-century Stranger Register and mid-century Register of Persons sent out of the
Island,”® afford opportunities for a particularly detailed analysis of the age structure,
geographical origins, social and marital status of immigrants, and — in the case of the
latter document — for a break-down of migrants the island rejected, together with an
indication of the criteria for rejection.

Other sources will be used alongside quantitative data to build up a picture of
subtler transformations in insular society: poor law records, education records,
newspapers, administrative correspondence, contemporary travel writings, Billets
d'Etat®® 1In the first half of the thesis, the balance of evidence will be quantitative, as
first economic and then demographic changes are assessed. Thereafter, the analysis will
broaden out, using other types of evidence to focus on less quantifiable matters such as
inter-group relationships and the evolution of insular identity. Reference will be made
throughout to wider British and French sources to elicit parallels in patterns of migration

and cultural homogenisation in Guernsey's two méres-patries.”’

%% For more on which, see below, pp. 109-111; 149-152.

% Billets d'Etat, which were sometimes known by contemporaries as 'Blue Books', contain the agendas for
States meetings, supported by a large array of background documentation. A complete series survives
from 1812, and later ones can run into hundreds of pages.

? From constraints of space, quotations from French sources have throughout been left in the original.
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CHAPTER 1

THE CHANGING ECONOMY

Conditions before 1814
The eighteenth century was a time of unprecedented economic expansion for Guernsey.
This expansion was based on St Peter Port and its maritime activities, and it gave the
insular economy an opportunity to grow 'unrestrained by territorial limits'.! Gregory
Stevens Cox's study documents the transformation of St Peter Port, 'a relatively poor
town of some 3,000 inhabitants' in the seventeenth century, into 'one of the principal
commercial entrepdts in the Atlantic economy'.> An important contemporary account of
eighteenth-century trade is provided by Daniel De Lisle Brock (first president of the
Guernsey Chamber of Commerce, Bailiff 1821-42, and leading eighteenth-century
merchant) in his chapter on 'The Commerce of the Island' in William Berry's 1815
History of the Island of Guernsey.® Brock dates the increase in Guernsey's prosperity
from its involvement in privateering during William III's French wars. Guernsey
privateers disposed of prize goods such as spirits and tobacco to smugglers sailing over
from the neighbouring coast of England, where duties on these commodities were high.
In time a market was created, to satisfy which 'on the return of peace, the inhabitants
were induced to import and keep in store the goods which they knew to be in such
demand, and which accordingly continued to attract the English smugglers'.* Brock,
unlike later commentators, is not afraid to put the supply of smugglers at the top of his
list of Guernsey's eighteenth-century mercantile activities. He acknowledges that island-
registered ships, as well as English ones, were used in the trade and is unapologetic,

arguing that it was preferable for smugglers to resort to Guernsey for supplies than 'to a

! R. Ommer, 'The cod trade in the New World', in A.G. Jamieson (ed.), A People of the Sea: The Maritime
History of the Channel Islands (London, 1986), p. 246.

2 G. Stevens Cox, St Peter Port 1680-1830: The History of an International Entrepét (Woodbridge, 1999),
pp- 23 & 142.

* W. Berry, The History of the Island of Guernsey (London, 1815), pp. 268-284. Berry does not
acknowledge Brock's authorship, but we are informed of it by Brock's nephew, Ferdinand Brock Tupper, in
an article on trade written 20 years later for a local journal: F.B. Tupper, 'Commerce of Guernsey — No. 1',
Guernsey & Jersey Magazine, 4 (1837), p. 306.

* Berry, Island of Guernsey, p. 275.
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foreign country’.> The heyday of Guernsey's involvement with smuggling came in the
last three decades of the eighteenth century.® Guernsey and its sister island, Alderney,
were the 'chief supply bases' for contraband bound for Britain and Ireland in the period
following the Isle of Man's eclipse as a smuggling base on its sale to the British
government in 1765 and prior to the rise of such continental centres as Flushing, Ostend
and Dunkirk.” In a highly critical report to the Treasury in 1800, HM Customs
Commissioner William Stiles estimated that smuggling from these islands injured the
Revenue 'to the enormous amount of one million pounds per annum'.®

St Peter Port's activities as a smugglers' supply base had a respectable
counterpart. The town's warehouse facilities also allowed it to develop a role as a
depository and bulk-breaker for cargoes of wines, spirits and tobacco destined for legal
entry into Britain before the introduction of the bonding system in first decade of the
nineteenth century.” Most Guernsey merchants engaged in a combination of the two
branches of trade. These activities, combined with the economic input of thousands of
naval and military personnel stationed in Guernsey during the French Revolutionary and
Napoleonic Wars,'® made the late eighteenth century what one commentator described as
'a heart-stirring period’ in which 'the tide of wealth was always on the flow".!" All ranks
appear to have benefitted: the merchant class became ‘opulent’;'” the entrep6t afforded a
comfortable living to a large workforce of artisans and labourers;' retailing and the
service trades expanded.*

The suppression of smuggling through the extension of British anti-smuggling
Acts to the islands in 1805 and 1807, together with the end of privateering and the loss

in 1815 of much of the garrison, led to what nineteenth-century historian Jonathan

> Berry, Island of Guernsey, pp. 275 & 280.

¢ For modern accounts of Guernsey's involvement in smuggling, see A.G. Jamieson, 'The Channel Islands
and smuggling 1680-1850", in Jamieson (ed.), People of the Sea, pp. 195-219; M. White, 'The Carteret
Priaulx papers,’ T.S.G., 17 (1963), pp. 451—469; P. Raban, 'Clandestine trade in the mid-eighteenth
century,' 7.5.G., 22 (1987), pp. 303-326.

7 Jamieson, 'Channel Islands and smuggling,' p. 195.

8 P.R.O., T 64/153, p. 50.

® Berry, Island of Guernsey, p. 276. The 1840s saw a brief resurgence in these activities despite the
bonding system being in place.

19 A French émigré, Monsieur de Magnac, assessed the garrison strength at 5,903 in 1798 (cited in Lt. Col.
T. W. M. De Guerin, 'The English garrison of Guernsey from early times', 7ransactions of the Guernsey
Society of Natural Science and Local Research, 5 (1905), pp. 80-81).

' F. B. Tupper, 'Commerce of Guernsey — No. 2', Guernsey and Jersey Magazine, 4 (1837), p. 359.

12 William Stiles' 1800 Report to Treasury, p. 51 (P.R.O., T 64/153).

13 No less than 1,800 were employed in cooperage and tobacco-processing work in St Peter Port by 1800
(Stevens Cox, St Peter Port, p. 62).

' Stevens Cox, St Peter Port, pp. 59-61.

15 For events leading up to the Acts, see Jamieson, 'Channel Islands and smuggling,’ pp. 209-210.
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Duncan called 'a partial depression’.!® The depression was partial in that it affected

mainly the lower social strata. With the days of easy profits gone, a sizeable portion of
the mercantile elite retired from business and realised their 'floating capital', safely — and
respectably — investing their 'vast fortunes' in public securities.'” The island's
commercial sector was thus abruptly decapitalised.

Wealth of such comparative magnitude was never again to be produced, or
controlled, by such a select band of local principals. 'Living at ease on incomes derived

from their fathers,"®

the descendants of eighteenth-century merchants remained a
significant force, politically and socially, until the early twentieth century. From the
mid-1820s, the indigenous rentier sector was expanded by upper- and middle-class
British expatriates (half-pay officers, ex-colonials, retired professionals) arriving to make
their home in St Peter Port, where, at least in the first half of the century, the cost of
living was on average lower than in Britain." The demand for housing, goods and
services generated by renmtiers (and later tourists) contributed significantly to the
economy and helped buoy it up in fallow times. However, it is unclear how far this went
towards compensating for the loss of the capital which could have been directly invested
in local wealth-creating enterprises. For the remainder of the century, local commerce

and industry was to depend on modest capital inputs from less well-endowed individuals,

and (particularly in the extractive industries) on capital from off-island sources.

Manufacturing Industries
The economy of nineteenth-century Guernsey was by no means solely or even primarily

dependent on rentiers. It now remains to assess the importance of other sectors.
Although manufacturing for export (chiefly in the form of tobacco-processing) had
played a part in Guernsey's economy in the later eighteenth century, it was never a major
factor after 1814. The tobacco manufactories closed after the anti-smuggling Acts
prohibited the re-export of tobacco in small packages.” In the 1820s and '30s, bricks
were manufactured for local use, with a modest surplus exported to Plymouth,

Portsmouth and Newfoundland.?! There was a more significant trade in the processing of

16 J. Duncan, The History of Guernsey (London, 1841), p. 262. On this depression, see below, p. 31-32.

'7 Duncan, Guernsey, p. 262.

18 AGM, 14.2.1843, G.C.C. Minute Book 1839-49 (I.A., AQ 40/03).

19 F.B. Tupper, The History of Guernsey and its Bailiwick (Guernsey, 1854), pp. 432-445. This period also
saw British rentier families settling for similar reasons in Jersey, the Isle of Man and northern France.

20 1t resumed on a small scale when these restrictions were lifted in 1838, but never to its pre-1807 extent.
21 5, Jacob, Annals of some of the British Norman Isles constituting the Bailiwick of Guernsey (Paris, 1830),
p- 466.
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raw grain imported from the Baltics (the Channel Islands were not subject to the Corn
Laws) to produce flour and biscuit for Britain's overseas colonies.?? This, however, died
away with the introduction of free trade in the United Kingdom.”> Various other
ventures were tried in the first half of the nineteenth century. John Jacob in 1830
mentions the manufacture of paper, spirits distilled from potatoes, vinegar and Epsom

salts.?*

None of these seem to have been particularly successful as export earners. A
Royal Court report quoted in a Chamber of Commerce minute of 13 February 1851

sums up the situation:

il résulterait un grand avantage a l'ile en général s'il existait des fabriques de divers genres en
pleine activité, cependant il est 3 remarquer que toutes celles qui ont été établies a diverses
époques n'existent plus, qu'elles n'ont point réalisé les résultats qu'on en attendait, et qu'on a été

obligé de les abandonner'.”

The only successful manufacturing enterprise of any duration was Keillers'
marmalade and confectionery factory. The Dundee firm based its export operation in
Guernsey in order to circumvent United Kingdom sugar duties. There had been an
abortive venture of a similar nature in the early 1840s,”® but the Keiller operation
flourished for over 20 years between 1857 and 1879, and at its height employed more
than 100 hands.”

The sectors which ultimately became the mainstays of the nineteenth-century
economy had all existed, albeit some of them only in a small way, prior to 1814:
shipping and its ancillary shipbuilding; quarrying, and agriculture (later shading into
horticulture). To an extent these sectors were geographically delimited. St Peter Port,
and St Sampsons were centres for shipping and shipbuilding. Quarrying took place
largely in St Sampsons and the Vale, and agriculture played a significant role in all nine
country parishes. These three branches of activity varied in importance as the century
progressed, but between 1814 and 1914, there was a distinct spatial shift in economic
focus. Whereas economic growth had centred on St Peter Port in the eighteenth century,
by World War I the growth sector had shifted decisively to the country (for parish
distribution, see figure 1.1).

2 Tupper, 'Commerce No. 2', p. 365.

2 Tupper, Guernsey and its Bailiwick, p. 448.

24 Jacob, Annals, pp. 465-467.

2 G.C.C. Minute Book 1849-89 (LA., AQ 40/04).

26 See M.H. Ouseley, 'Guernsey and sugar in the mid-nineteenth century. A trade war', T.S.G., 19 (1971),
. 106-114.

7 On the Keillers, see W.M. Mathew, The Secret History of Guernsey Marmalade (Guernsey, 1998).
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Figure 1.1 Guemnsey parishes

St Sampsens

St Peter Port

Note: the parishes also have French names, but English names have been used since they
were already current in the nineteenth century; the parish of St Peters is also known as
St Peter-in-the-Wood, and parish names sometimes appear without the terminal 's'.
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Shipping

The suppression of smuggling after 1807, severe blow though it was, did not spell the
end of Guernsey's maritime endeavours. Privateering continued until the end of the
Napoleonic Wars. The island also benefitted from the 'licence trade' whereby the export
of essential commodities to France was permitted in the last few years of the Wars, and
for which Guernsey became the principal mart. In addition, the involvement of Spain
and Portugal in the Peninsular War after 1809 opened their South American colonies to
trade. This was a profitable market into which some of the Guernsey merchants entered
'with spirit', taking wines and brandies from Europe to Rio de Janeiro and Rio de la Plata,
and returning with coffee, sugar and hides.”® Although most of the larger merchants
retired in 1815, others (notably the Tuppers) persevered and were joined by new blood,”
to the extent that growth in the shipping sector re-started. The South American trade
remained the backbone of Guernsey's overseas commerce for the next 30 years.® In
1858, a local newspaper published a letter from Jurat Henry Tupper, nephew of Daniel
De Lisle Brock and a member of one of Guernsey's foremost mercantile families.
Tupper's letter records the rise in numbers of Guernsey vessels from 114 (10,450 tons old
measure) in 1807 to 134 (17,511 tons old measure) in 1841.3' In that year Guernsey
occupied 30® position in a ranking of British ports according to tonnage registered.*

Later in the 1840s, Guernsey began to lose her South American trade to vessels of
other nations. However, the size of the insular fleet was maintained through the
acquisition of niche markets, notably the Azores fruit trade,” and the Costa Rica coffee
trade, of which the Le Lacheur family had a virtual monopoly from 1842 to the late
1880s.>* During this period, Guernsey-registered vessels also took an increasing share of
the local stone and coal trade, which spared island shipowners the worst effects of
depressions in the worldwide trade caused by the Crimean and American Civil Wars.
'Considering the financial crisis that has affected the commercial world,' reflected Henry
Tupper in 1865 (he was now president of the Chamber of Commerce), 'we may
congratulate ourselves that the island has not been very seriously or prejudicially

%% On the licence trade and South American trade, see Duncan, Guernsey, p. 261.
% The Dobrées, Brocks and Careys of the eighteenth century were replaced in the next 50 years by such
names as Thom, Price, Jones, Valrent and Carrington (see A.G. Jamieson, 'Island shipowners and seamen’,
in Jamieson (ed.), People of the Sea, pp. 325, 327 & 331).
3% A.G. Jamieson, 'Voyage patterns and trades of Channel Island vessels, 1700-1900", in Jamieson (ed.),
People of the Sea, p. 381.
31 Comet, 22.7.1858.
32 p.P. 1843, LIl cited in Jamieson, 'Island shipowners and seamen', p. 327. Jersey, more active in shipping
than Guernsey, ranked 24®.
3 Tupper, Guernsey and its Bailiwick, p. 444.
34 Jamieson, 'Voyage pattemns’, pp. 399-400.
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affected’.’® When iron-hulled steamships finally edged Guernsey's aging wooden sailing
vessels out of the international market in the 1870s, they managed to ply their trade a
while longer by concentrating entirely on local stone and coal. A decade later, however,
the shipping sector, so vital to the island for so long, had shrunk to the point that it no
longer played a significant economic role. By 1894 only 78 ships were registered
locally, more than half of them owned elsewhere.>¢

Table 1.1, compiled from Henry Tupper's 1858 letter, Chamber of Commerce
statistics and local newspapers, shows changes in the size of the fleet and its workforce
between 1807 and 1894. At its height in the1860s, shipping employed some 1,115 men
and boys. The census of 1861 enumerated 8,811 males aged 15-64 in 'Guernsey and
adjacent islands’.’”” While this provides only the crudest guide to the proportion of the
population occupied as seafarers,’® the extent of crew numbers in relation to what was
essentially a small population leaves no doubt as to the importance of shipping as an
employer, at least in the first two-thirds of the century.

Seafaring was always a useful option for those who lacked jobs within Guernsey's
24 square miles, and seamen's pay undoubtedly boosted cash circulation, but the wider
economic contribution of shipping fluctuated. In earlier times, when ships were engaged
principally in international trade, direct benefits were not great; 'our vessels are away
nine, twelve, fifteen, eighteen months, and perhaps two years, and when they return, their
stay may be confined to three or four weeks', a newspaper observed in 1836; 'the
advantages ... are chiefly confined to the shipowners'.** The situation altered as vessels
began to make shorter voyages, transporting stone and coal for the local market. An
estimate for 1878 calculated that 93 local ships entering and leaving St Peter Port and St
Sampsons (the main port for stone) over the course of a year left behind them £40 'for
provisions, labour and harbour dues' each time they called. Calls numbered
approximately 610, making a total of £24,400, with an additional £25,552 paid out in
crews' wages and £10,000 for repairs while in port. This made an annual inflow to the
island of nearly £60,000 (excluding owners' and shareholders' profits) — a sum which was

far from negligible.*

35 AGM 26.1.1865, G.C.C. Minute Book 1849-1889 (I.A., AQ 40/04).

3¢ AGM 9.7.1895, G.C.C. Minute Book 1889-1902 (LA., AQ 44/05).

37 p.P. 1861, L (‘adjacent islands' are Alderney, Sark, Herm, Jethou and Brecghou).

3% The 1,115 seamen are not a straight subset of the 8,811 males enumerated: many seamen will have been
at sea at census-time and hence should be added to local males; some may not have been Guernsey-based.
3 Comet, 14.3.1836. Alan Jamieson calculates that, between 1817 and 1890, 1,238 individuals, mostly
Guernsey residents, held shares in local ships (Jamieson, 'Channel Island shipowners and seamen', p. 333).
40 L etter from "W.W.B.", Comet, 8.3.1879. The letter is obviously supportive of the stone industry and may
exaggerate its benefits, but it remains a useful guide in the absence of other statistics.
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Table 1.1 Guernsey sailing fleet, 1807-1894

Year No. of ships Tonnage* Men/boys employed
1807 114 10,450 N/A
1817 64 6,825 N/A
1827 75 7,879 N/A
1836 86 9,786 N/A
1840 119 15,034 944
1841 134 17,511 1,108
1842 131 17,249 1,094
1843 125 14,572 1,051
1844 120 13,277 974
1845 120 12,904 939
1846 120 13,263 914
1847 129 14,084 952
1848 142 15,474 1,032
1849 141 16,013 1,031
1850 143 16,743 1,049
1851 141 16,680 1,044
1852 140 17,239 1,061
1853 135 16,207 1,048
1854 138 16,980 1,076
1855 130 16,759 1,018
1856 132 17,079 1,035
1857 141 18,331 1,110
1861 123 19,261 1,115
1862 128 19,679 1,053
1863 127 19,831 1,048
1864" 129 21,817 1,115
1865° 140 25,571 N/A
1866° 140 25,131 N/A
1878° 93 N/A 744
1894 78 9,880 N/A

Notes

* 1807-42 tonnages given in old measure, 1843-94 in new

* 1807-57: letter from Henry Tupper, Comet, 22.7.1858

b 1861-64: G.C.C. AGM 26.1.1865, Minute Book 1849-89 (LA., AQ 40/04)

¢ 1865, 1894: G.C.C. AGM 9.7.1895, Minute Book 1889-1902 (LA., AQ 44/05)

d 1866: G.C.C. AGM 23.7.1867, Minute Book 1849-89 (LA., AQ 40/04)

¢ 1878: letter from "W.W.B.", Comet, 8.3.1879



Shipbuilding
Although shipping was central to Guernsey's eighteenth-century economy, only a small
number of vessels were then built in the island. Gregory Stevens Cox gives the number
of shipwrights active at the turn of the nineteenth century as 103.*! It seems probable
that these shipwrights were engaged chiefly in repairs, since Ferdinand Brock Tupper, a
contemporary, sets the date for the beginning of shipbuilding proper at 1815.*> Stevens
Cox suggests that local entrepreneurs may have been encouraged to develop shipbuilding
in the post-smuggling era by the availability of coopers whose wood-working skills were

no longer required for making casks.”’

The craft was, however, so specialised that a
certain amount of outside expertise would almost certainly have had to be imported, at
least in the early days.

Shipbuilding grew up essentially to supply the needs of local shipowners, and it
rose and fell in parallel with its sister-industry. Just as a majority of local shipowners did
not diversify into iron-hulled vessels, so local shipbuilders did not progress to building
them. However, the construction of patent slips at St Peter Port and St Sampsons in the
late 1860s and '70s did facilitate the continuance of repair work for some time after major
building had ceased. Jersey, by contrast, built more vessels for off-island clients, and its
shipbuilding sector was correspondingly larger. Its demise following the emergence of
iron as a preferred construction material was, however, more abrupt, Jersey having
missed out on repair work through a failure to provide patent slips.*

Over a period of about 65 years (1815-80), Guernsey supported a total of 14
major shipbuilding firms, which, with a handful of smaller builders, produced 282 ships
with a combined tonnage of 40,276. Three major periods of activity have been
identified: 1822-25; 1836-42, and 1864-67.*° Figure 1.2 gives an indication of the scale
of some of the vessels built. It depicts the cutter 'Courier’, built by P. Ogier of St
Sampsons in 1876, a period when the industry was already in decline.

41 Stevens Cox, St Peter Port, p. 58.

“2 Tupper, 'Commerce No.2', p. 364.

43 Stevens Cox, St Peter Port, p. 59.

44 C. Williams, From Sail to Steam: Studies in the Nineteenth-Century History of the Channel Islands
(Chichester, 2000), pp. 21, 69-70.

45 E.W. Sharp 'The shipbuilders of Guernsey’, 7.S.G., 27 (1970), p. 492.
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Figure 1.2 Building of cutter ’Courier’, St Sampsons, 187646

As well as shipwrights proper, the industry also gave work to ropemakers,
chandlers, sailmakers, blacksmiths, carpenters, caulkers, timber merchants and provision
merchants47 A count of shipwrights, boatbuilders, blockmakers, ropemakers and
sailmakers in the four censuses 1831-1861 yields totals of 68 in 1831; 308 in 1841; 222
in 1851, and 238 in 1861.48 The true total of those employed by the industry is bound to
be higher, if for no other reason than that many of those who gave their occupations
simply as ’carpenterlor blacksmith’ would also have worked in shipbuilding. However,
even if we were to double the 238 shipwrights, block-, sail- and ropemakers in the 1861
census to take account of non-specific smiths and carpenters, this would give an
estimated total employed in shipbuilding at its prime of less than 500. This represents
between one-third and one-half the number of seafarers employed on Guernsey ships in
that year. Shipbuilding was therefore no match as an employer for the carrying trade at
its height. Nevertheless, in earlier shipbuilding booms (1822-25, 1836-42), the sector

may well have been Guernsey's single largest land-based employer outside farming.

46 Courtesy o f Guernsey Museums and Art Galleries.

47V. Coysh, 'The Guernsey shipbuilding industry, 7.S.G., 15 (1952), p. 209. Shipbuilding also generated
considerable business for local cabinetmakers in fitting out cabins.

48 1831 census occupational data published in Comet, 4.7.1831; 1841/51/61 data (for 'Guernsey and
adjacent islands’) in P.P. 1844, XXV11; 1852-53, LXXXVIII; 1863, Lffl.
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The Stone Trade

The rival contender for this distinction was the stone trade, which began in a small way
in the second half of the eighteenth century, when beach pebbles were shipped to
England for street paving.** By the turn of nineteenth century, the island had graduated
to exporting dressed granite,”® but, according to Thomas Quayle in his 1815 survey for
the British Board of Agriculture, 'not in the quantities which its singular good qualities
appear to merit'.”! Quayle added that Guernsey paving stones were not at present used in
the metropolis. Over the next five years the situation was transformed. London became
Guernsey's principal customer, not so much for paving stones, as for broken granite for
macadamising, and for setts and kerbs for general 1'0admaking.5 2

A powerful spur for the growth of the Guernsey granite industry was the advent
of macadamisation, which rapidly gained favour in the metropolis after its inventor, John
McAdam, advocated its adoption in evidence to the 1819 Parliamentary Select
Committee on roads.”® Alongside Aberdeen granite, McAdam entertained a preference
for Guernsey granite. In 1826, McAdam's son James was appointed Surveyor to the
Commission of Metropolis Roads and actively promoted the use of Guernsey stone.
James McAdam visited Guernsey on several occasions to ensure quality of supplies.>*

In 1830, John Jacob identified the Isemonger family of St Sampsons (eighteenth-
century migrants from Arundel in Sussex) as the main local stone suppliers.”> This is
confirmed by London vestry records, but early in this decade the firm of John Mowlem
& Co. (which had been paving London's streets since 1823)°® was also supplying large

amounts.57

Mowlem acquired his first Guernsey quarry in 1830.® This intrusion was
not appreciated by the Isemongers.”® However, it set a trend by which English

contractors took an ever-increasing share of the business.*’

* Tupper, '‘Commerce No. 2', p. 365.
% True granite does occur in Guernsey, but the stone which found favour in export markets was a form of
diorite, or granitel. It was, however, generally known as granite and will be referred to as such here.
U'T. Quayle, General View of the Agriculture and Present State of the Islands on the Coast of Normandy
g.,ondon, 1815), p. 287.

? Even today the dark grey St Sampsons diorite remains much in evidence in kerbstones and cobbled
alleyways all over central London.
3 W.J. Reader, Macadam (London, 1980), p. 58; L. Clarke, Building Capitalism: Historical Change and
the Labour Process in the Production of the Built Environment (London, 1992), pp. 243-244.
34 Reader, Macadam, p. 77, 181-182, 185-186.
%% Jacob, Annals, p.450.
% D. Lewer (ed.), John Mowlem's Swanage Diary, 1845-1851 (Wincanton, 1990), pp. 18-19.
> F. Baines, The History of John Mowlem, undated typescript, pp. 95-102, 107-112 (Dorset Record
Office, D432/1).
58 p ). Girard, 'Adolphus Bichard's reminiscences of the stone industry’, T.S.G., 21 (1982), p. 206.
% Baines, Mowlem, pp. 135 & 138.
% Reliance on outside capital to develop the stone industry was perhaps another by-product of the
reluctance of the St Peter Port elite to invest in local ventures.
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The industry grew rapidly, particularly after 1847, when contractors secured the
right to have stone for macadamising, which had formerly to be broken 'within 20 miles
of London,' cracked in the island, thereby providing work 'to many additional hands'.®'
Whereas the 1831 census distinguished 112 stone-cutters and quarrymen in the Vale and
St Sampsons,62 a statistical return to the Home Office in 1847 identified 434 men at work
in the 84 quarries situated in these two parishes.”® Fears of Belgian competition in the
1870s and '80s notwithstanding,* the industry continued to expand throughout the
century and beyond, peaking just before the First World War. The steadily improving
performance of Guernsey's stone trade is illustrated by figures in the following table.

Table 1.2 Granite exports, 1810-1913

Year Tons exported
1810* 2,666
1827 10,715
1835 53,458
1854 119,844
1864° 150,076
1875 187,231
1885 214,827
1895 238,826
1904 337,400
1913°¢ 453,120

Notes

figures for 1810-54 & 1904 from P.J. Girard, 'Adolphus Bichard's reminiscences of the stone
industry’, p. 208

figures for 1864-95 from Guernsey Chamber of Commerce Minute Books:
1864 — AGM 26.1.1865, Minute Book 1849-89 (L.A., AQ 40/04)

1875 — AGM 15.2.1876, Minute Book 1849-89

1885 — AGM 4.3.1886, Minute Book 1849-89

1895 — AGM 28.8.1896, Minute Book 1889-1902 (L.A., AQ 44/05)

figures for 1913 from Star, 9.2.1914

1 Comet, 4.2.1847.

2 Billet d'Etat, 6.10.1831.

¢ P R.O., HO 98/88. The return shows that, in 1847, island as a whole possessed 97 quarries.
64 See, for instance, Comet, 12.2.1879.
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In 1879, a letter from a certain 'W.W.B.' appeared in the local press giving figures
'obtained through the courtesy of our Stone Merchants' and purporting to present 'a fair
view' of returns from the stone trade in 1878.%° The letter claimed that granite exports
had brought a return of £20,000 to 'quarry and cart proprietors' and £95,000 to workmen
(‘quarrymen, stone-dressers, stone-breakers, blacksmiths, carpenters, carters, etc.’). The
letter was written in support of the stone industry and may have exaggerated its
importance, but the figures nevertheless provide a creditable comparison with the
maritime sector, from which W.W.B. claimed an inflow of £60,000.

The late nineteenth-century primacy of the stone trade also extended to numbers
employed: W.W.B.'s letter tells us that there were 1,970 stone workers in 1878 as
contrasted with only 974 Guernsey seamen and shipwrights. By that time, however,
shipping was in decline. We do not have precisely comparable figures for early or mid-
century, but Henry Tupper informs us that, in 1847, 952 men and boys were employed
on Guernsey ships.* To this we can add an estimated 500 shipyard workers, giving an
1840s workforce of about 1,452 in the combined maritime sector. For the stone industry,

however, the 1847 statistical return gives a figure of just 434 quarrymen.®’

Even
doubling that number to take account of blacksmiths, carters, etc., the gap with the
maritime sector in 1847 remains substantial. This seems proof enough that — though the
balance had certainly shifted by the '70s — in mid-century at least, shipping/shipbuilding
employed more labour than quarrying.

The two sectors were on opposing trajectories. Quarrying kept growing as
maritime trades died out. Evidence seems to suggest that approximate parity came
somewhere in the 1860s, from which point quarrying swiftly exceeded the maritime
sector in importance, and decline in the latter continued inexorably.  Figure 1.3
illustrates the substantial size of workforce employed in the larger quarries at the turn of
the twentieth century. It depicts some 45 quarrymen employed at A. & F. Manuelle's
Longue Hougue quarry in St Sampsons ¢.1900.

55 Comet, 8.3.1879 (already quoted in relation to shipping/shipbuilding).
66 [ etter from Henry Tupper, Comet, 22.7.1858.
7 p.R.O., HO 98/88.
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Figure 1.3 Workforce at Longue Hougue Quarry, St Sampsons, c. 190068

The amounts given by W.W.B. as 'returns' from the maritime sector and stone
industry in 1878 essentially represent cash flowing into the economy as a result of the
everyday operations of the two sectors. They do not represent primary profits. One
factor which must have exerted some influence on total relative economic input was that
the means o f production in the maritime sector were in local hands. Profits in this sector
were therefore brought home intact, which in the case of quarrying they were not. Who
then were the 'quarry and cart proprietors' claimed by W.W.B. to have made £20,000?
Eleven years later, the Star reproduced figures from an accountant's report made public
when stone merchant William Griffiths turned his business into a limited liability
company. Griffiths ranked third among the six main Guernsey players at that time, and

his 'net profits, after providing for depreciation and doubtful debts' were, for 1899/1900,

68 Carel Toms collection, Priaulx Library, Guernsey.
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£24,228 1s 5d.°° The £20,000 mentioned by W.W.B. therefore surely refers only to
income from those comparatively few quarries which were owned and worked by locals
or, more frequently, owned by locals and leased to major operators.

Most quarries were worked, and often also owned, by English firms; by 1910,
John Mowlem & Co. alone owned as much as 200 acres in Guernsey.” As a newspaper
pointed out in 1889, 'mative proprietors' had not been behindhand in selling their
agriculturally worthless furze-bearing hougues 'to the present proprietors’.”! An article in
the Comet in 1890 names John Mowlem & Co.; A. & F. Manuelle; Wm. Griffiths;
Nowell & Robson; E. & H. Beevers, and R.L. & J. Fennings as the largest operators — all
of them English concerns.”? Some 14 years later, when the industry was at its all-time
peak, the Star gave a break-down by merchant of exports for 1913. The last three top-
league players listed in 1890 had dropped out and been replaced by Fry Bros. Ltd.,
Brooks Granite Co. Ltd. and a local operator, Mr P. Falla. What is striking is that, of a
total of 453,120 tons shipped, 452,075 tons, or 99.8 percent, were handled by English
firms. Mr Falla exported just 1,045 tons, or 0.2 percent.”” There can therefore be no
doubt that the biggest profits went off-island.

Reflecting on the merchants' de facto cartel, the Comet observed in 1889: 'as the
number of English capitalists is comparatively few ..., they are almost in a position to
state their own terms respecting the cost of labour ... so as to extract the largest
percentage of profit subject to the contract terms of those whom they purvey'.” Exactly
what profit merchants made per ton of stone is unknown and no doubt varied greatly,
depending on such factors as demand levels and freight rates. In 1837, however, a
leading London merchant, John Freeman, was charging vestries 14s per ton for spalls
(roughly hewn stone as it came from the quarry) and 17s for cracked stone.”” Fourteen
years later we learn that Guernsey stoneworkers were receiving 1s 10d per ton for spalls
and 4s for cracked stone.”®

% Star, 15.11.1900.

™ Local Government Officer & Contractor, 3.12.1910, p. 311.

! Comet, 1.5.1889. Hougue is Guernsey-French for a hillock or rocky outcrop.

72 Comet, 27.8.1890. The larger Guernsey-based (if not native-born) merchants were, at various times after
the Isemongers’ demise, Messrs Hamley, Dyson, Monfries, Stranger and Falla.

7 Star, 9.2.1914.

™ Comet, 1.5.1889.

> Baines, Mowlem, p. 112.

7 Star, 25.2.1851.
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Agriculture/Horticulture
While both quarrying and the maritime sector employed substantial workforces at

various points between 1814 and 1914, neither ever came close to employing a majority
of insular males. Examination of occupational returns in the nine censuses between 1821
and 1901 reveals that the agricultural sector consistently claimed this distinction, and that
— far from diminishing — its lead over other sectors grew as time went on.”’

The 1821 census already showed a clear urban-rural split in terms of occupation.
Of the 2,363 families in St Peter Port, 1,956 (83 percent) earned their living by 'trade,
manufacture or handicraft’.”® Though the parish contained a rural fringe, only 70 families
(3 percent) were engaged in agriculture. This contrasted sharply with the other parishes,
which were predominantly agricultural. Between them the nine country parishes
accommodated 1,830 families. As many as 1,502 of these (82 percent) were engaged in
agriculture. The country parishes were not, however, an undifferentiated bloc.
Participation in agriculture varied from 97 percent in the western parish of St Saviours to
as little as 58 percent in St Martins, which lay contiguous to St Peter Port and shared
some of its characteristics.

The 1831 census confirms the predominance of agriculture outside St Peter Port,
and further divides males over 20 and working in farming into land occupiers and
agricultural labourers. In no parish save St Peter Port did the proportion of occupiers fall
below 20 percent of men over 20, and in one parish, St Peters, land occupiers accounted
for over half this category.” Thomas Quayle reported in 1815 that labourers were
'rare’.®’ The usual mode of land tenure was ownership rather than leasing: 'every man
who cultivates land is absolute owner, and not a tenant on a lease', observed the
Guernsey & Jersey Magazine in 1836.%8' The structure of Guernsey agriculture was thus
more akin to the peasant farming of continental Europe than to anything practised in
nineteenth-century England.

With a land area of just over 24 square miles, the island offered no scope for great
estates, nor great landowners. 'The proprietor who occupies ... 18 to 25 acres is here
deemed a capital farmer,’ Quayle remarked.®® According to H.D. Inglis, repeated
subdivision brought about by inheritance laws which prescribed the partition of land

77 For occupational distribution in censuses 1841-1901, see below, p. 65.

’® Figures in Billet d'Etat, 15.9.1821.

" Figures in Billet d'Etat, 6.10.1831.

8 Quayle, General View, p. 283.

1 Guernsey & Jersey Magazine, 2 (1836), p. 126.

82 For a summary of differences between English and continental farming, see A. Armstrong,
Farmworkers, A Social and Economic History 1770-1980 (London, 1988), pp. 28-29.

8 Quayle, General View, p. 249.
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among siblings according to a pre-set formula had, by 1834, reduced the size of the
average Guernsey farm to between five and twelve English acres.** Many in the
countryside had to supplement work on their smallholdings with occasional paid

employment. A note appended to the 1821 census returns clarifies the situation:

‘the families set down as chiefly employed in agriculture, most of them are also partly employed

in a variety of other occupations, supplying the islands with fishermen, masons, carpenters,

masters, mates and seamen, stone-cutters, etc.'.®

'A mediocrity, rather bordering upon poverty, seems to prevail throughout the
country,’ William Berry commented in 1815. He described 'an Island ... shut out