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Fish/001 [M 1897 Leigh-on-Sea (Essex) |Fisherman 07/1974 Trevor Lummis |Yes 69
Fish/010 [M 1888 Gorleston (Norfolk) Fisherman 10/1974 Trevor Lummis |Yes 65
Fish/100 [M ~ Aberdeen Fish market trader 29/01/1978 [Paul Thompson [Yes 23
Fish/101 [F ~ Aberdeen Fish filleter 29/01/1978 [Paul Thompson |[Yes 23
Fish/102 [M 1904 Aberdeen Fisherman 18/10/1977 [Paul Thompson |Yes 12
Fish/103 [M 1920 Aberdeen Fisherman & Clerk 20/10/1977 |Paul Thompson |[Yes 23
Fish/104 [M 1914 Aberdeen Fisherman 20/10/1977 |Paul Thompson |[Yes 29
Fish/105 [M 1913 Edinburgh Fisherman 01/02/1978 |~ Yes 23
Fish/106 [M ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ No transcript [0
Fish/107 [M ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ No transcript [0
Fish/108 [M 1895 Lerwick (Shetland) Fisherman, knitwear merchant 08/1971 Paul Thompson [Yes 28
Fish/109 [M ~ Walls (Shetland) Fisherman & crofter ~ ~ Yes 9
Fish/011 [M 1897 Gorleston (Norfolk) Fisherman 28/11/1974 |Trevor Lummis |Yes 53
Fish/110 [M 1892 Isle of Whalsay Fisherman 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 31
Fish/111 [M 1887 Isle of Whalsay Crofter ~ ~ Yes 28
Fish/112 [M 1913 Isle of Whalsay Fisherman 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [No transcript [~
Fish/113 [M 1910 Isle of Barra (Shetland) |Fisherman & crofter 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 20
Fish/114 [M ~ Isle of Barra (Shetland) [Fisherman 06/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 20
Fish/115 [M ~ Lerwick (Shetland) Fisherman 06/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 30
Fish/116 [F ~ Lerwick (Shetland) House companion 06/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 13
Fish/117 [M ~ Edinburgh Fisherman 30/01/1978 [Paul Thompson [Yes 30
Fish/118 [F 1900 Isle of Lewis (Shetland) |Clerk & voluntary work 1971 Thea Thompson |Yes 77
Fish/119 [~ ~ Isle of Lewis (Shetland) |BBC TV 'Programme on Lewis - The Last Stronghold of 21/01/1979 [~ Yes 6
Fish/012 [M 1899 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 53
Fish/120 [F ~ Isle of Lewis (Shetlands)|Teacher 12/07/1971 |Thea Thompson |Yes 40
Fish/121 [M 1904 Isle of Lewis (Shetland) |Fisherman & crofter 08/07/1971 [Paul Thompson [Yes 26
Fish/122 [M 1901 Isle of Lewis (Shetland) |Fisherman & crofter 31/08/1977 |Paul Thompson |[Yes 41
Fish/123 [M 1898 Isle of Lewis (Shetland) |Fisherman & crofter 01/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 18
Fish/124 |[M 1891 Isle of Lewis (Shetland) |Fisherman & crofter 02/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 25
Fish/125 [F ~ ~ Hotel worker ~ ~ Yes 38
Fish/126 [F ~ ~ Housework ~ ~ Yes 38
Fish/127 |[F 1904 ~ Printer ~ ~ Yes 38
Fish/128 [M ~ Aberdeen Fisherman 20/10/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 23
Fish/129 [M 1909 Fraserburgh Fisherman 15/10/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 4
Fish/013 [M 1893 Gorleston (Norfolk) Fisherman 02/10/1974 [Trevor Lummis [Yes 82
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Fish/130 [F ~ Lerwick Housekeeper ~ Paul Thompson [Yes 9
Fish/131 [M ~ Isle of Whalsay Fisherman ~ Paul Thompson [Yes 23
Fish/132 [M 1916 Scalpay Fisherman 24/08/77 Paul Thompson |[Yes 4
Fish/133 [M 1895 Marrister, Whalsay Fisherman 28/10/83 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/134 [M 1900 Scalpay Fisherman 26/08077 |Paul Thompson |[Yes 3
Fish/135 [F 1915 Isle of Whalsay Fisherwoman 31/08/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/136 [M 1900 Lewis Day Retirement  |Fisherman 31/08/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 1
Fish/137 [F 1910 Lewis Dat Retirement  |Fisherwoman 31/08/99 Paul Thompson [Yes 1
Fish/138 [M 1909 Westlea, Hamnavoe Fisherman 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/139 [M 1914 Scalloway, Shetland Fisherman 19/19/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 4
Fish/014 [M 1886 Kessingland (Norfolk) Fisherman 04/10/1974 [Trevor Lummis [Yes 87
Fish/140 [M 1892 Isle of Whalsay Fisherman 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/141 [M 1893 Winterton Fisherman ~ Paul Thompson |[Yes 74
Fish/142 M 1906 Penman Inn Fisherman 13/9/80 Paul Thompson |[Yes 2
Fish/143 [M ~ Newst Patknockie Fisherman 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 29
Fish/144 |M ~ Peterhead Fisherman 17/6/75 Paul Thompson [Yes 8
Fish/145 [M ~ Buckie Fisherman 19/20/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 6
Fish/146 [F ~ Gord, Quendale Daughter of fisherman 08/09/1977 [Paul Thompson [Yes 22
Fish/147 |F ~ Quendale, Shetland ~ ~ Paul Thompson [Yes 29
Fish/148 [M 1977 Scalpay Fisherman 24/08/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/149 [M ~ Lerwick Fisherman 5/9/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/015 [M 1885 Winterton (Norfolk) Fisherman 28/111974, |Trevor Lummis |Yes 57
Fish/150 [F ~ Aberdeen housekeepers 28/1/78 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/151 [M 1904 Wests Cults, Aberdeen |Doctor ~ Paul Thompson [Yes 3
Fish/152 [M 1905 Aberdeen Company owner 13/10/80 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/153 [M 1903 Fraserburgh Fisherman 16/10/77 Paul Thompson |[Yes 2
Fish/154 [M 1910 Fraserburgh Fisherman 14/477 Paul Thompson |[Yes 18
Fish/155 [M 1941 St Coombs Fisherman 15/10/77 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/156 [M 1940 Fraserburgh Fisherman 15/9/80 Paul Thompson |[Yes 1
Fish/157 [M 1932 Ullapool Fisherman 15/9/80 Paul Thompson [Yes 1
Fish/158 [M/F [1915/ [Aberdeen Fishing family 28/1/78 Paul Thompson [Yes 2
Fish/016 [F 1885 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Netmaking ~ ~ Yes 56
Fish/017 [M 1906 Great Yarmouth Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 65
Fish/018 [F 1880 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Cleaner 13/03/1975 [~ Yes 31
Fish/019 [F 1894 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Housework ~ ~ Yes 85
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Fish/002 [M 1899 Leigh-on-Sea (Essex) |Fisherman 15/07/1974 |Trevor Lummis |Yes 63
Fish/020 [M 1887 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 64
Fish/021 [M 1886 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman ~ Trevor Lummis |Yes 91
Fish/022 [M 1897 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman 12/03/1975 [~ Yes 53
Fish/023 [F 1888 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Let rooms 07/02/1975, |~ Yes 28
Fish/024 M 1892 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 85
Fish/025 [F 1890 Winterton (Norfolk) Housework 25/03/1975 [~ Yes 76
Fish/026 [M 1896 Great Yarmouth Fisherman 13/03/1975, |~ Yes 29
Fish/027 [M 1899 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman 13/03/1975 [~ Yes 49
Fish/028 [M 1880 Great Yarmouth Fisherman 24/03/1975, [~ Yes 36
Fish/029 [F 1885 Great Yarmouth Splitter in curling sheds 13/05/1975 [~ Yes 54
Fish/003 [M 1888 Leiston (Suffolk) Fisherman 27/07/1974 |Trevor Lummis |Yes 84
Fish/030 [F 1898 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Housework 12/05/1975 [~ Yes 58
Fish/031 [M 1910 Gorleston (Norfolk) Fisherman 04/1975 Trevor Lummis |Yes 58
Fish/032 [F 1886 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Cleaner ~ ~ Yes 29
Fish/033 [M 1902 Caister (Norfolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 29
Fish/034 [M 1888 Gorleston (Norfolk) Fisherman 18/06/1975 [~ Yes 70
Fish/035 [M 1898 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman 17/06/1975 [Trevor Lummis |Yes 61
Fish/036 [M 1888 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman 17/06/1975 [Trevor Lummis |Yes 52
Fish/037 [M 1903 Harwich (Essex) Fisherman 25/05/1975 [~ Yes 40
Fish/038 [M 1879 Brightlingsea (Essex) Fisherman & yachtsman 26/07/1971, |Paul Thompson |[Yes 57
Fish/039 [F 1892 Harwich (Essex) Head finery ironer ~ ~ Yes 40
Fish/004 [M 1889 Caister (Norfolk) Fisherman 11/1974 ~ Yes 46
Fish/040 [M 1902 Tollesbury (Essex) Fisherman 29/10/1975 [Trevor Lummis |Yes a7
Fish/041 [F 1888 Langley (Norfolk) Takes In washing ~ ~ Yes 50
Fish/042 [F 1895 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Housework ~ Trevor Lummis |Yes 53
Fish/043 [F 1894 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fishnet stores worker ~ Trevor Lummis |Yes 39
Fish/044 [F 1890 Cromer (Norfolk) Housework ~ Trevor Lummis |Yes 40
Fish/045 [M 1905 Tollesbury (Essex) Fishery officer & yachtsman ~ ~ Yes 68
Fish/046 [F 1907 Harwich (Essex) Shopwork & housework ~ ~ Yes 34
Fish/047 [M 1893 Brightlingsea (Essex) Fisherman & yachtsman ~ ~ Yes 62
Fish/048 [M 1900 Tollesbury (Essex) Fisherman & yachtman ~ ~ Yes 53
Fish/049 [M 1887 Lowestoft (Essex) Fisherman 09/03/1976 |~ Yes 36
Fish/005 [M 1889 Norfolk Fisherman 30/09/1974 [Trevor Lummis [Yes 64
Fish/050 [M 1899 Aldeburgh (Suffolk) Fisherman 08/03/1976 |~ Yes 52
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Fish/051 [F 1906 Great Yarmouth Nanny 10/03/1976 [Trevor Lummis |Yes 45
Fish/052 [F 1896 Cromer (Norfolk) Housework 10/03/1976 [~ Yes 38
Fish/052 [F 1896 Cromer (Norfolk) Housework 10/03/1976 [~ Yes 38
Fish/053 [M 1903 Southwold (Suffolk) Fisherman 09/03/1976 |~ Yes 52
Fish/054 [F 1901 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Net factory ~ ~ Yes 50
Fish/055 [M 1892 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fish buyer 16/05/1975 [~ Yes 43
Fish/056 [M 1897 West Mersea (Essex) Fisherman & yachtsman ~ ~ Yes 57
Fish/057 [M 1900 West Mersea (Essex) Fisherman & yachtsman ~ ~ Yes 28
Fish/058 [M 1891 Mersea (Essex) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 23
Fish/059 [M 1898 Mersea (Essex) Fisherman & yachtsman ~ ~ Yes 23
Fish/006 [M 1896 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 53
Fish/060 [M 1896 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 38
Fish/061 [M 1904 Lowestoft (Suffolk) Fisherman 01/03/1980 |Paul Thompson [No transcript [O
Fish/062 [~ ~ Buckie (Banff) ~ ~ ~ No transcript [0
Fish/063 [M 1904 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman ~ ~ No 15
Fish/064 [F 1920 Buckie (Banff) ~ ~ ~ No 5
Fish/065 [M 1914 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman ~ ~ No 9
Fish/066 [F 1910 Buckie (Banff) ~ ~ ~ No 7
Fish/067 [M 1894 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman ~ ~ No 11
Fish/068 [F ~ Buckie (Banff) Housework ~ ~ No 7
Fish/069 [M ~ Buckie (Banff) Fisherman 1974 Paul Thompson |No 3
Fish/007 [M 1890 Bacton (Norfolk) Fisherman 30/09/1974 [Trevor Lummis [Yes 74
Fish/070 [M 1901 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman ~ ~ No 7
Fish/071 [F 1904 Buckie (Banff) ~ ~ ~ No 2
Fish/072 [M 1901 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman ~ Paul Thompson |No 8
Fish/073 [M 1903 Portsoy (Banff) Fisherman 1974 Alun Howkins No 43
Fish/074 [F 1903 Portsoy (Banff) ~ 1974 Alun Howkins No 43
Fish/075 [M 1903 Portsoy (Banff) Fisherman 1974 Alun Howkins No 4
Fish/076 [F ~ Portsoy (Banff) ~ 1974 Alun Howkins No 4
Fish/077 [M 1910 Buckie (Banff) Bank manager 1974 Alun Howkins No 1
Fish/078 [M 1894 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman ~ Alun Howkins No 2
Fish/079 [M 1915 Portessie (Banffs) Fisherman ~ Paul Thompson |No 29
Fish/008 [M 1896 Gorleston (Norfolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 50
Fish/080 [F 1919 Portessie (Banffs) Cleaner ~ Paul Thompson |No 29
Fish/081 [F ~ Buckie (Banff) ~ ~ Paul Thompson |No 7
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Fish/082 [M 1904 Buckie (Banff) Fisherman 03/02/1976 |~ Yes 18
Fish/083 [M ~ Buckie (Banff) Shipbuilder 03/02/1976 |~ No 5
Fish/084 [~ ~ Buckie (Banff) Bapist Service 01/1976 ~ No transcript [0
Fish/085 [M 1911 Fraserburgh (Banff) Fisherman 18/10/1973, [Paul Thompson |Yes 61
Fish/086 [M ~ Fraserburgh (Banff) Fisherman 15/10/1977, |Paul Thompson |Yes 29
Fish/087 [F 1897 Fraserburgh (Banff) Housework 15/10/1977, [Paul Thompson |Yes 31
Fish/088 [F 1897 Fraserburgh (Banff) Fish seller 17/09/1980 [Paul Thompson |Yes 42
Fish/089 [M 1912 Peterhead (Shetland) Fisherman 16/10/1977 |~ Yes 14
Fish/009 [M 1895 Caister (Norfolk) Fisherman ~ ~ Yes 59
Fish/090 [F 1905 Peterhead (Shetland) Fisherman 16/10/1977 [Paul Thompson |Yes 42
Fish/091 [M 1938 Peterhead (Sheyland) |Fisherman 15- Paul Thompson |No 3
Fish/092 [M 1902 Aberdeen Fisherman 18/10/1977 |Paul Thompson |Yes 32
Fish/093 [M 1901 Aberdeen Fisherman 18/10/1977 [Paul Thompson |Yes 18
Fish/094 [M 1915 Aberdeen Fisherman 18/10/1977 [Paul Thompson |Yes 21
Fish/095 [F ~ Aberdeen Housework 18/10/1977 [Paul Thompson |Yes 21
Fish/096 [M 1894 Aberdeen Fisherman 28/01/1978 [~ Yes 22
Fish/097 [M 1910 Aberdeen Fisherman 29/01/1978 [Paul Thompson |[Yes 24
Fish/098 [F ~ Aberdeen Fish filleter 29/01/1978 [Paul Thompson |[Yes 24
Fish/099 [F 1883 Aberdeen ~ 29/01/1978 [Paul Thompson [Yes 21
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A

In the course of our current SSRC project on 'Family Life and Work
Experience before 1918', which is described in the attached off-print

from SSRC Newsletter, we have collected a number of interviews with
respondents from fishing families, chiefly in the Scottish islands. These
raise questions about the relationship of work to famlly and communltj life
which we should llke to explore further. - -

~ PR
L~

The historical and sociological study of the Hul l deep sea trawlermen by
‘Jeremy Tunstall, The Fishermen (1962), suggested that the tough, danuerous
nature of flshlng as an occupation resulted in a type of marriage ‘ S
relationship which was at best distant, and commonly unstable. Vomen

were valued simply as providers of food and sex when ashore and, like

'soft! landsmen in general, were not highly esteemed. After long weeks at
sea fishermen would indulge themselves in spates of drinking, rowdiness and,
when in conflict with the owners, violence such as the mob arson of the

1901 Grimsby strike. This picture in many respects corroborated the
findings of the classic study by N. Dennis et al, Coal is Our Life,(1956)

of another exceptionally tough occupation. The miners too were distant
towards their wives, demanding & relationship of service rather than of
' co-operation, and they Were equally noted for thelr mllltancy in 1ndustr1al
dlsputes. : e SRR :

The p0531b111ty that tough and dangerous work conditions of themselves
generally produced these family and community attitudes was questioned by

our discovery that in the Shetland Islands the crofter-fishermen are
exceptional in the integration, gentleness and flexibility of their family
lives., It is the only part of Britain where the corporal punishment of
children is generally disapproved. To a remarkable degree, children are -
treated as young adults, staying up when there is company, and being
disciplined by 'reasoning' rather than by force. This social integration
into the adult world goes with economic integration, in the expectation
that they will help in the work of the croft. - Similarly, there are
indications of a striking flexibility of sex roles. in the household, which
can again be linked with the economy. The Shetland crofter-fisherman had
to learn to cook and clean for himself at sea and while he was away his wife
had to run the croft. On the other hand, as an inshore fisherman he was
not away for long periods, so that he dld not become a marglnal flgure 1n
family llfe. . : . :

.
Eoet

Although our sample for the SSRC pro]ect allowed for only ten Shetland
interviews, we have been able to confirm our findings with supplementary
material, including interviews with younger couples carried out for a
student project, In addition, there are two early 20th century statistics
which again suggest that Shetland family life had exceptional features.

The county returned the lowest infant mortality rates in Britain. It also
had the highest percentage of women farming in their own name. .
A simple economic explanation, however, was again made dubious when it
became clear that in the Western Isles, despite a similar dependence upon
crofting and fishing, family and community life was very different, Here
the discipline of children was severe and the subjection of women extreme.
Such flexibility as existed in the division of household and croft. labour
was more often used by authoritarian husbands to reduce their wives to the
position of labouring servants. What were the reasons for this strikingly

different situation? One possibility was in the much dense" communltles of
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the Western Islands, and the greater importance of communal township
organisation in agriculture, which encouraged the emergence of male heads

of family as a controlling group. Another difference was the greater
strength of puritanical religious influences, whether Catholic or ultra-
Calvinist, which might favour the subjection of women. A third possibility
was the survival of traditional regional differences derived from the
stronger element of Scandinavian settlement in the Shetland Islands.

This last possibility raises a further point.  Although fishing communities
have been subjected to a series of radical economic changes during the last
-two centuries, some of which have affected their family and social life,

they are generally described as very traditiondl. - Their common B
geographical isolation would certainly encourage this characteristic, While
in some regions fishing settlements may have simply shared in the '
conservatism of their farming hinterland, elsewhere there are indications
that they were cut off ever from this. It is a saying of the Moray Firth-
coast, for example, that 'The cod and corn dinna mix'. . The proverb may
have been an ideal rather than an actuality, for in East Anglia at least
there is evidence of seasoral movements of labourers between agriculture

and fishing. Nevertheless many of the fishing towns do appear to have
preserved a traditional culture which is distinctive. .. It is of considerable
general interest, because it appears to preserve in a semi-fossilised form
many features of urban life which go back to the 18th century or earlier. -
Some coastal boroughs were among the last strongholds of electoral ‘
corruption. ~ In East Anglian fishing towns there is still evidence in the
-late 19th century of a boisterous demagogic Tory Anglicanism, disorderly
church congregations, and a general tolerance by the police of both weekly
drunkenness and seasonal celebrations marked by apprentice riots, It
-would be interesting tc know more about this type of urban communlty and th°
values and soc1al structure whlch allowed it to surv1ve. )
The study of the famlly«and communlty llfe of fishermen thus not only raises
fundamental issues concerning the relationship between work, religion, social
structure and the family, but also promises to reveal information of general |
interest to historians, . We have already collected considerable information
about Scottish fishermen and we have a few interviews with Cornish fishing
families. For the west of England there is some very helpful documentation
for the early 20th century in.the books and reports of Stephen Reynolds
"(e.g. A Poor Man's House (1909); Seems So! (1911); Board of Agriculture
and Fisheries 1913, Cd 6752), Some research into Welsh fishing communities
has been started at the University of Wales Institute of Science and :
Technology, The economic and to a lesser extent the social history of the.
North East Scottish fishing history is the subject of a number of studies. -
For English deep sea trawlermen there is Tunstall's book, although the
emphasis of this is contemporary rather than historical. For the East
Anglian fishing industry, however, there is no social or family history,

and apart from John Leather's useful economic history of the Colne fishing
and yachting (The North Seamen (1971)), very little literature of any klnd
which gpes beyond the technical development of boat de51gn. S L e

Most East Angllan fishing communltles are now close to extinction. In the
early 20th century, however, they represented a major element in the fishing
industry. Altogether about a third of all English fishermen resided in

the three East Anglian counties and the value of their catch in 1913 was

- comparable to that for Scotland as a whole. Daily tonnage landed at
Lowestoft and Yarmouth exceeded that at Hull and Grimsby. Lowestoft and
Yarmouth were the principal ports of thée highly capitalised steam drifting :
industry, which was at the height of its prosperity. The majority of their .
herring catch was exported and some of it was landed directly on the continent.
Fishing as a whole was an export: industry of some importance and the bulk of
foreign trade was from East Anglia. - In contrast to these two highlty™ :

developed ports, however there were a series of much smaller inshore flshlng

R
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settlements, some still operating on a traditional family basis. Closer to
London, there were also the Colne and Blackwater ports where a variety of
seasonal specialisms, such ds stowboating, winkling and oyster dredging,
were supplemented by dredging for field manure, salvage work, and also
recreational boating. Yachting in particular was an important source of
employment at a time when fashionable owners operated continuously
throughout the summer with crews of up to 35. In these ports many fishermen
found themselves reduced to a position comparable to that of a casual
labourer and at the same time in close personal contact with men of
exceptional wealth. Thus in addition to its intrinsic importance, the
East Anglian fishing industry presents a striking variety of social structure
which would be of additional value in testing the connectlons between
economlc, family and community llfe. . S : R
Our present proposal is for a study of the social history of East Anglian
fishing communities in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. This would
allow us not only to examine the urban culture of these fishing towns and
other aspects of the fishing industry special to East Anglia, but also
through comparison to refine the hypotheses which we have summarised in
the Scottish context. He propose to base the study both on documentary
research and on interviewing. Preliminary examination, however, suggests
that the documentary resources will not be extensive and that rather fuller
information on most problems will be obtainable through interviewing.
In order to allow comparison we propose to use an interview schedule based
upon that which we are using at present, which is attached. The sections
on domestic service will be redundant for most interviews. On the other
hand we should enlarge the section on community to include a number of
specific local questions, and we should add a section on-the social life
aboard ship. We propose to base this partly on the questions used in
current research by Mr, Campbell MacMurray of the National Maritime Museum
on the careers of deep sea merchant seamen, As with the present project,
we should use the schedule as flexibly as possible in practice, returning
to the respondent on two or more occasions in order to cover the range of
information. We estimate an average length of recording of three hours.

' We propose to concentrate part of the interviewing in two fishing towns,
of which one would be either Lowestoft or Yarmouth and the other an Essex

" port, In each case at least twenty respondents would be interviewed, half
male and half female. He should wish to cover the various grades of
fishernmen, including skippers, and it might also seem desirable to interview
some other respondents who had a critical role in the economic or social
structure if they proved to be available. In addition, up to thirty
other interviews would be carried out in other settlements. These would be
chosen with comparative purposes in mind. Ve are confident that despite
the general decline of fishing in the region a sufficient number of suitable
respondents could be traced by the variety of methods of personal and
official contact which we have used in the current project. There would,
as exploratory discussions have revealed, be considerable local interest
in such a research project, and we would be able to benefit from contacts
suggested by the Maritime Museum of East Anglia and also by Mr. George Ewart
Evans.

The project would be organised as follows. Mr. Trevor Lummis would be
appointed as full-time Research Officer at the termination of his present
appointment on 1 October 1973, He would te responsible for carrying out
the interviews and documentary research. He would also write up a
preliminary report which would summarise the findings in a regional context.
I am confident of his ability both as an interviewer and as a scholar from
association with him in the current project. It may be noted that he
happens to have had the personal experience of several years as an Able
Seaman which gives him in this case added gqualification.
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Proposad investigation (cont'd)

We estimate that with some 200 hours of recorded interview we should allow
for the employment of a full-time transcriber for one year. In this
'estemate we have taken into account the recent criticism made of a
previous application. If Mrs. Janet Parkin is unavallablevfor this

work on termination of her appointment as transcriber of -the current SSRC
project in December of this year we hope to be ‘able to find a suitable
alternative, The travel costs would be incurred during fieldwork.
Lastly, an allowance is made for the estimated costs of depositing a set
of copies of the recordings at the Maritime Museum of East Anglia,

which would be anxious to add them to its permanent collecfion.

The assoc1at10n of Mrs Thea Thompson with the progect would be to adv1se,

particularly in the light of her current work on child-rearing practices in
the early 20th century, which would benefit from this additional comparative
dimension, I propose also to incorporate in a future study of my own the
additional evidence which the proposed project would hring to the inter-

pretation of the connections between economlc, famllj dnd communlty llfe ‘
discussed above. e - : '

In conclusion,.we believe that the proposed study would be valuable for
four reasons.  Firstly, it provides an epportunity for the study of the
social history of a former major regional industry at a time when sufficient
respondents remain. These respondents are already old and it is doubtful
whether such a study could be usefully undertaken in ten year's time.
Secondly, it would add important supplementary material to the national
survey in which we are currently engaged with the support of SSRC.
Thirdly, it could assist the historical study of urban culture. Lastly,
it would contribute to the investigation of a fundamental historical and
sociological problem, the influence of work and economic organisation

upon family and social life., We very much hope that the Council will
enable us to undertake it, - o S L GE L e
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1949 - 53 Bishop's Stortford College
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1958 © First Class Honcurs in Modern History
1959 Senior Scholar, Corpus Christi College, Oxford
1961 - 64 Junior Research Fellow, the Queén‘s College, Oxford

1964 D. Phil, "Londcn Working Class Politics and the Formation of
the London Labour Party, 1885-191u" : .

1964 - 68 Lecturer in Soc1o;ogy (Social History), University of Essex
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1971 - Reader ’ S e e -
1968 ~ 69 .Senior Research Fellow, Nuffield Coilege, OXford‘”’*
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Routledge and Kegan Paul, and Unlver31ty of Teronto Preso, 1987

" 'William. Butterfield, Routledge and Kegan Paul and M.I. T Press, 1971

(With Peter Kidson and Peter Murray) A’ Hlstory of Engllsh Architecture,
Penguin Books, 1955 : .

"leerals, Radicals and Labour in London, 1880 1900", Past and Present,
April 1964,
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Oral History: ‘an Occa51onal Newssheet Numbers One and Two, 1970-71.

Victorian Society conference reports including:

Social Change and Taste in Mid-Victorian England, 196%

The Victorian Poor, 1967

Victorian Seaport, 1968 o R ‘.;;A ,ﬁjffAf:

IN THE PRESS:

"Woices from Within", in H.J. Dyos and Michael Wolff, The Victorian City:
‘Images and Realities, Routledge and Kegan Paul, due September 1973.

{This article has been written from some of the materlal collected in my
current research supported by SSRC.) = : -

CURRENT RESEARCH:

Social History of Britain, 1900-18, in a series edited by Professor Eric
Hobsbawm and published by Weidenfeld and Nicholson. I intend to complete

this book by summer 1973, Interviews begun in connection with this researc}

with the assistance of the University of Essex, the Nuffield Foundation and
Nuffield College, led to the proposal for an independent national survey on

“"Family Life and Work Experience before 1818", which has been supported by

3

“ra grant of £18,000 over 5 years by SSRC and terminates in Decemher 1373 -
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10th February, 1978

¥r. Ian Miller

Social Science Ressarch Council
1 Temple Avenue

London, ECHY OBL

Dear Mr, Miller,

Please find enclosed herewith, three copies of the final report
on grant HR 2656/1, 'The Family and Community Life of East Anglian
Fishermen'.

Dr. Thompson has asked me to apologise for the late submission
of this peport, but unforseen pressure of work within the Department
has caused a considerable delay in the typing of the final report,
and we are soryy about this.

Yours sincerely,

Secretary to
Dr. Paul Thompson
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Notes on page 4 onwards

There is no standard way in which the details

‘of the research shouid be presented, but the

following points should be covered in your

‘report, which is expected to provide the Counci!
-with an account of the work carried out, the
problems which presented themselves during

the grant, and the steps taken to overcome
them;

(a) the background to the research, both
academic and in terms of your own
previous worl

{b) the original objectives of the project;

(c) the methods and techniques used to
accomplish these, and the strategies adopted

-to carry through the project; the reasons for

adopting these methods, techniques and
strategies; the data collected; data analysis;

(d) an evaluation of these methods, both in
their own right and in relation to the original
objectives of the research, as this is of
considerable help to SSRC Committees in
improving their own procedure and criteria for
judging research. finvestigators are encouraged
to give particuiar consideration to any
practical and methodological problems which
they encountered during the course of the
project, and the extent to which there has been
refonnutation or modification of the original
research objectives and strategies;

1) theTfindings and any conclusions which
emerged from the project, together with an
account (in either tabular or descriptive form),
ot the relationship between them. Where no

_ contacts with government departments or

such conclusions have yet emerged you should
include a paragraph explaining why this has
not been possible, and when you would expect
to reach these;

(f). what steps have been taken or are
envisaged to disseminate the results of
this research i.e. through publications
(see page 3}, conferences, seminars, direct

other bodies;
(g) any future action or further research which

is suggested by your experiente with this
project.

(k) the preparation and subwmission of the
final report is the responsibitity of the
principal investigator. Where the bulk of
the report has actually been compiled by
other research staff, the principal investi-
gator should contribute a substantial
introduction giving an overview of the
research as a whole;

(i} there is no fixed length for a final
report, since research projects vary
considerably in scope and the amount of
writing-up which they entail;

{j} since a finai report should cover the

points outlined in (a} - (g} above, PhD
dissertations, book drafts and other

materials prepared for other purposes: are A
not acceptable as altemnatives to final

reports. Where an investigator wishes to

include unpublished work not already

submitted to the Council in the nogmal way,

this should be appended to the final report;

(k} the final repert is due, in triplicate,
within 3 months of the tennination of your
grant. ’




Please indicate whether there has been any change in investigator, research siatf or institution since -

Social Science FINAL REPORT

Research Council on gront
: . HR 2656/1

please type throughout

the grant was awarded

1 investigator(s) Prof/Dr/Mr/Mrs/Miss  initials surname
' DR P.R. - THOMPSON
2 department
SOCIOLOGY
institution

-3

UNIVERSITY OF ESSEX

da official address . 4b official telephone

number {give STD code
from London)
Wivenhoe Park
Colchester : . : R .
Essex {C208) uulyy

5

title of project

The Family and Community Life of East Anglian Fishermen ..
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A study, using both documentary research and the interview method,

of the family and community life of East Anglian fishermen in the late
19th and early 20th century; in order to provide, firstly a social
history of a major regional industry now in decline, secondly a

study of the urban culture of the fishing towns, and thirdly an
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‘The research project 'The Family and Cammmity Life of the East.oi>’
‘- Anglian Fishermen' which is the subject of this report was ... ... i

undertaken with two major aims. Firstly, it was to be a flmdamental

‘' study of the social history of a major regional industry and through

~ this a contribution to wider historical and sociclogical debates.

Secondly, it wasintended to supplement the national "Family Life
and Work Experience" archive which has been created at the University
of Essex with detailed material from one region and industry, and

. 5o to extend its utility as a research source for urban and industrial

history and sociology, as well as to:eollect histerical evidence -

‘which would otherwise be irretrievably lost within a decade... .

One underlying purpose was to examine the connection between men's |

occupational experience and domestic.life, family and comwnity.
J. Tunstall's The Fishermen (1962), an historical and sociological
study -of the Hill deepsea trawlermen, argued that the hard, dangerous

" and exclusively male life of the fishermen leads then to devalue
- domestic and family life. He found that ‘male’ values of _toughness

and solidarity were primary and while at home men spent the major
part of their leisure in the campany of their own occupational -siwas.
group. Mining is another industry which is male-fiominated, hard and
dangerous and the effect of this on family life and role separation
was emphasised in an earlier study by N. Dennis et al, Coal is Our
Life, (1956) which in many respects accords with Tunstall's evidence
and conclusions on the fishermen. Although miners are much more
noted for their industrial solidarity and industrial militancy than
the fishermen, Tunstall also draws attentionto the level of collective
violence and arscn which marked the fishermen's strike in Grimsby in

1901.
20l abud Dedosl sblpns 32ed To namedaid At tant toar ad?

That there is a simple or direct link between econamic organisation
and the social and darestic form was not supported by evidence collected
for the SSRC 'Family Life and Work Experience Before 1918' project
which precedéd our present research. Interviews revealed that, despite
a simjlar econany based on crofting and fishing, the Shetlands and

the Western Isles the quality of family 1life and the role and position
of the male were quite different. In these cases other regional

distinctions such as religious differences seemed to suggest potential

-
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f o

‘i the catches landed at the various ports, along with technical issues of

i fishing seasons or agitation for these issues by meeting or Parliamentary

explanations. These indications were, however, based on a relatively
small nmurber of interviews which needed supplementing.The interviews
came, morecver, from regions whatever the distinctions between themselves,
could hardly be representative of fishing commnities in Britain as a -
whole. To develop these insights a more substantial investigation was
needed, of a major industry in a region where the economic organisation
and the social structure of the wider society was more typical of the
country as a whole. The East Anglian fishing industry, offered an under-
researched, accessie subject ideal for comparison with Tunstall's study.
In addition to this there appeared to be an intrinsic value in collecting
and interpreting data on aspects of the fishing industry peculiar to

East Angliay for example, the urban centres appeared to preserve earlier
forms of electorall .corn:qbtion, disorderly church congregations and
variocus forms of boisterous commmal celebrations. Tt was hoped to uncover
the social structure and values which enabled these forms of behaviour,
more conimn in theearly nineteenth century or earlier, to continue into
the twentieth century. o L s

The degree towhlich these aims have been accamplished and the changes
forced on the researchers by the availability of suitable informants
are dealt with in oontext with methods and data (they were detailed
in our 2nd report 1/1/75 to 31/12/75). It can be sumarised, however,
by stating that any changes werwere obliged to make were in sampling
strategy rather than in academic objectives. i owrmial winds >0 g

The one major method of this research has been the open-sénded-”
tape-recorded interview, comonly known as "éral history". An extensive
interview schedule was used which provided the overall structure of the
interview and an 'ideal' of the complete dnterview. The interview method
was needed parl:ly ‘hecause of its intrinsic superiorlty over other methods
dn prov;LdJ.ng data J.nterluﬁu_ng occupational, social and personal attitudes
and experiences, and parl:ly because of the pauc:.ty of informative
contemporary records. TR e min e Y DO GORES e e

The fact that the fishermen of East Anglia lacked trade unions, did not
enter into mass conflict with their employers, and were not the central
subject of Royal or Parliamentary Inguiries means that there is little
in the way of contemporary official documentation into their working or
social conditions.  The journals devoted to the fishing industry
concentrate on matters of commercial interest: the size and value of

interest to the industry such as overfishing; legal constraints on.

L,
-

<
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_ at greater length below. o __ IR TR
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lobbying. The occasional biography of a worthy' of the industry
provides the odd piece of social information on the origins and career
of a leading figure - but there is nothing of a sustained or rsubstantial
nature that could be used to pursue the original aims of the project.
Sampling the local newspapers produced the same result -~ the occasional
isolated item which could be used, but nothing systematic. Generally

fishermen seem not to have been newsworthy except for occasional incidents

of drunkenness or failures to sail with their ship. On the other hand
the preliminary documentary investigation did show that local newspapers _
carried potentially useful information in their accounts of local
hanknxpcies. ThJ.s source is now be:l.ng used in conjunction with another
documentary source - published lists of fishing vessels — in an®-":** -
* indepéndent research exercise, an attempt to analyse the structure of
ownership within the J.ndustry Both these sources will be cons:.dered

Research investigation of sources at the County Record Offices, the
Great Yarmouth Maritime Museum and the Public Record Offices, also proved
unproductive. In the main the only documentary evidence generated by

the East Anglian fishing industry seems to have been connected with the
offifial registration of fishing vessels or for strictly cammercial
reasons: and because of the extensive part played by small enterprises,
even the latter type of documentation is very sparse. D belisdel

“ The fishing ihdustry has been the subjéctsof a mmber of books and articles

but very few of these directly concern themselves with East Arglia, There
are useful gemeral acoounts of the develomment of the industry; of the

migration of the fishing fleets from the South to the North of the countryf;

changes in fishing gear and boaks; changes in the types of fish caught;
and for the statistics of the industry. It might be noted, however, that
the statistics of the industry can be readily obtained from the annual
Parliamentary Reports. These statistics ought to provide the hard 'facts'
about the industry, but unfortunately it has been recognised that they
are so defective as to be more appmprlately regarded in some re:gect
as a branch of historical 'flCthn . Fishing statistlcs?re gg!%
aspects of the industry that they were intended to document. Tt was
hoped that by record:.ng the actual position at sea of catches, it might
became possible to locate breeding grounds and lifecycle of the fish
and the intensity of the fishing in various grouds, through paying
rewards for tagged fish and compiling a record of £ish landed in each

area. But skippers would not give away the location of their catches:




"‘\_i,_:!__:book and pencil, ‘Morning skipper, where you peen?' You'd tell

- vwho, in British Fisheries: their Administration &nd their Problems

Papers. Thus statistics provide an uncertain starting point for any.

‘Secondary sources may nevertheless be considered adegquate for preparing

' investigation; and however much documentary evidencé, may be used in

F_inal Report (cont’d)

" . . . and I've heard people ashore say when they landed us
"Where the Hell have you been? Where did you get them?' Well,
you always told a lie over that.  You never spoke the truth )
. @about where you'd been catching flsh If the fisheries man come
mmd, or the custams, whichever he was — he used to out with his

IR

. him twenty or thirty mile out, you never ‘spoke the truth on that.
No, because if you found a good l:.v:.ng, a good bit of fish.-
wouldn't you be 51lly to go and broadcast it. My word yes.' The
- next day you'd have three parts of the fleet the.re". Int. 35.
Cmess 20 ugdrgionnd tisdd ool aoliomokal [oes, s,,i,n.,s;}m.m- el F e
As for the tonnage landed, this was an 'estimate’ by the fisheries
officer. The officer was often a coastguard or retired or even a

working fisherman who coampiled the figures for his district. The offiéer_

for Brightlingsea, for example, was a working fisherman fram another
port, from Tollesbury, and he was also responsible at the same time
for the figures from a third port, Mersea. He literally had to ‘quess"
the catches landed daily. A parallel situation was reported by J. Johnst

{1905) estimated the underreporting of shell fish alone in his own
district of Lancashire at well over 100%. Acknowledgement of the = .
shortcomings are to be found also in the reports in the Parliamentary

detailed local study. viov gl solistiar.ob I o yaeidel el v

a simple cutline of the progress and development of the industry from
the point of view of gear, fishing grounds and general commercial ...
organisation. But certainly none of them provide any reasonable -.:
basis for comsidering the social history of the period through a |
sociological framework.. - el e e SO LSt odt et e oud

- o

From this it is clear that the research is fundamentally dependant on
information tape-recorded fram the respondents. There was, in the
view of the researchers, no alternative to this method for this

support, the overall validity of the research has to stand or fall on
the reliability of four informants' testimony. Any attempt to evaluate
oral history as a method, in the abstract, is difficult. It does not
lend itself readily to the simple categorisation which allows, for
example, census data or suwrvey material to be mbject to statlstical

analysis. Such evidence can at least be analysed with an assurance
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that it meets the reguirements for known probabilities of mathlmatical -
error, even if it does not quarantee any congruence with social reality
The oral history method rests on/ﬁll}%ammtal fact: evidence can be
sought from individuals who participated in the events which are to be
investigated. The crucial question is whether such accounts take one
closer to the reality of the period than would same alternative method.

To evaluate the oral history method is t0 become involved in the question
of memory per se. See Paul Thampson's forthcoming The Voice of the Past:
Oral History, Oxford University Press, 1978. Ultimately the reliability

of memory may be agoestion for the bloahemlst or psychologist rather than
the historian. It is however/agrteered t.‘rt?nlé1 immediate selection of impressicns
of an event, there is relatively little loss of memory in subsequent

years. This can be corroberated from within oral history by examples

from informants who have been reinterviewed after a pariod of some

twenty years. It is also Clear that whatever the epistemological difficulties
connected with the use of memory historians have nc alternative to relying
on it, whether they use the oral h#story method or not, Even 'contemporary'
documents are frequently based on what -one person told ancther; and the
great parliamentary inguiries into the conditions of various industries,
which provide the raw material for so many historians, are founded on

the oral examination of witnesses, who were often asked not only to
assess current conditions in the industry, but also to recount their own
experiences of an earlier period.

If, as there is a general procblem of memery, it should be cbserved that
not all memory is equally vunerable to distortion, Political historians
appear to distrust personal account because of failures to remember
precise details of particular meetings or processes of decision making.
Their scepticism may be well founded: politicians need to protect and
to rationalise their own activities in the light of their desired

public image; actual memories of single events are very difficult to
disentangle fram other similar events; it is expecting too much of
memory to demand an accurate account of one political meeting from

a person who has spent his life involved in hurdreds of such meetings.
‘But none of this reflects on the reliability of coral history for the
type of social history urdertaken in this project. Respondents are
asked to report on the details of their lives which were repeated daily:
their diet, clothing, standard of housing, discipline in the home; school-
ing and similar routine details of their leisure and working life, It is
in these areas of regular daily life that recall is particibrly strong
and reliable,
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Oral evidence of this social nature derives its value not from the
statistical validity of the sample or from the 'reliability' of the
pre—tested questions but fram the richness and interconnectedness

of the evidence collected from each respondent and its direct
authenticity in terms of the respondents own social experience. It
would be out of place in this report to discuss the adequacy of ordinary
social survey methods: they have little relevance to oral history,
simply because they are impossible to apply. Because the mean date .

of birth of infermants for this project is 1893, we can only be

dealing with an 'accidental' group of survivors. Any sample must

be a non-probability sample. There is no systematic method by which
bias can be corrected. But this is not a serious objection to the

type of research undertaken here. We are not attempting to discover

the distributicn of particular features throughout an entire society,
but to understand the quality of life of a particular occupaticnal

group in one region of the country, and how their occupational experiences
relate to social and family life. We are concerned how and why these
informants perceived social reality as they did. Lazarfeld argues that
in research of this kind, which he terms, "reason analysis", it is

mere 'pseudo-science' to use random samples or control groups. While not
wholly accepting this view, his point remains sound that in order

to understand the motivebdon of a particular group you must study it
directly.

What the extended interview technique lacks in statistical reliability
is more than campensated by the coherence of its evidence and by the
opportunity it affords to consider any causal links. To camplete

an interview usuwally requires at least two visists to a respordent
and so involver four or five hours of contact time. This can be
achieved only with willing informants. With the survey method, by
constrast, in order to keep to a valid randam sample respondents have
t0 be 'persuaded' to ‘cooperate’: which in many cases can only result
in d hurried skip through a questionnaire and a series of monosyllabic
responses which in themselves are ill-considered. This low-level of
'authenticity' in survey responses is inevitable because respondents
cannot develop a shared interest in the survey and its aims and in the
truth or falsity of its outcame. But this is not the case in oral
history. The collection of evidence is carried out through a careful
and sympathetic encquiry into the informants' own life experiences.
Same are happy to do this without any curiosity as to the wider aims
of the project or as to why anyone should want to know about their

lives; but there are others who rapidly come to understand the kind
of detail needed and begin to volunteer information. They become
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consciously committed to trying to give a careful and accurate picture
of their own past. And even the less curious respondents, no doubt
simply because they are willing informants and are not public figures
with reputations to protect, normally show care in their answers.
There is every reason to suppose that the quality of information
supplied is of the highest possible integrity.

Integrity of intention, however, valuable and constructive in itself

is of course no guarantee of accuracy or truth. Owur main instrument
in securing accuracy has been the use of a series of detailed factual
questions about daily life and its context. This has at least two
effects. Firstly, it does elminate sane 6f the 'willing' respordents.
These are people who agreed to be interviewed assuming that a half-an—
hour of anecdotes the 'Good-Old-Days' would serve our purposes. Same
respondents turned into "urwilling' informants hecause they could not
be 'bothered' to apply themselves to the effort of recalling the past
in detail, as opposed to simply relating what had remained, usually
through frequent retelling, in the forefront of their mind. It should
be stressed that an interview satisfactory for this project could
involve a great amount of effort on behalf of the infdrmant. A detailed
questionnaire, also makes deliberate distortion of the past by an
informant a virtual impossibility. Questions of detail on damestic
routine, job sequence, hours of work, rates of pay at different ages
and leisure activities similarly soon expose a weak or confused memory:
and in such cases respordents were not reinterviérme}gdv}?rrgneé%ug&.gta

as unreliable. Scme respondents who on first acguaintance appear to have
a lively memory prove to be confused when trying to put their memories
into sequence/gg recall particular information required by the inter—
viwer. There is a distinction ?&e active and conscious memory of

an individual, and his or her recallth? an ab:.lJ.ty tO recover memory
in response to the prampting of the interviewer. That such marories

~ have not been actively recalled for years may make them less vunerable
to distortion through subsequent experience and attitides. Very often
they may not be integrated into the respondents active view of the past.
It is a comon experience for interviewers to be offered by an
informant a generalisation like "In them days men never did a thing

in the house". This generalisation is the respondents honest ‘opinion'
and constimt%s- +the kind of "response" which is normmal in standard
survey work. But the same informant will, when asked detailed cuestions
about daily routine in the house in childhood, reveal a considerable
list of domestic chores carried out by their father. It is the integrity
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of this power of 'recall' rather than that of current 'memories' -

which have been more influenced by others ard by the mass media ~

on which the authenticity of the material collected is founded.

Besides drawing on the advantages of cooperation and detailed

'recall', the oral history interview has another kind of authenticity.
The informant®describe reality in their own texms and from their own
reference points. This is essential if any useful information is

to be collected. It is impossible to encompass individuali*s social
reality by the mechanical means of pre-tested field coding. These
methods, even in such experienced hands as the English Census enumerators,
produce a 15% exrror rate in simple material 'facid, tike whether a
dwelling has hot running water (see Open University D1O1 SSB 1 Summer
School Booklet p.23). If as simple a commmcation as this is prone

to such a degree of error, the changes of reliably.accounting for

more camplex social world of a respordent Ly this kind of hrisk
methodology are indeed remote. The open-ended interview has the double advantage
of allowing the cambination of a series of detailed questions, which
enable accuracy and memory to be gauged, while at the same time giving
roam for informants to express their views of reality with their own
concepts and their own vocakulary.

The problems of structuring information collectéd:in this way are very
real. Transcription is an essential aid. With a transcript all the
comments bearing on one aspect of an informant® social perceptions-for
example of class — can be drawn together for consideration. A pain®
staking process of interpretation is necessary for the real social
boundaries of the respondents' world to be accurately delineated.

For example, a man who calls himself 'middle class', while in other
partsof the interview consistently acknowledges his own working class
identity, may see that sawe people were worse off, and others better
off, than himself and thus define himself, quite logically, as being
in the middle. He is not to be confused with the man who sees himself
as middle class because he entertains social pretensions. The real
social boundaries of our informants proved in fact to be only loosely
connected with the hierarchies normally described by the social
scientist., For example, they frequently placed shop assistants abowe
boat-owners. Only an interview long and sympathetic enough to elicit an
informants' real reference points can allow an accurate understanding
of the significance of temms like 'middle class'. Yet without this
understanding, any categorising is bound to miss its most essential
dimension: how informants see the divigions in their social world

- and what this means to them in texms of social stress or discontent.
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Transcription is therefore the first step towards structuring the
material. It is also necessary to face, at the start of analysis,
the possibility of unknown bias in the composition of the sample.
At least one bias is obvious. Most of the respondents who came are
found because they are known in their commmity as ex-fishermen.
This usually means that they have had a long connection with the
fishing industry and spent most of their life in it. The 'fisherman'
who worked in the industry for a few years, and then left because he
did not like it, is more likely known by a subsequent occupation; and
so either not alerted to the project, or, wnconfident of being able
to help because he is conscicus of his limited amount of experience.
There is therefore a bias in favour of those who positively liked
working in the industry or at least found it tolerable. Those cne or
two respondents in the sample who did leave the industry in the 1920's
did not in fact differ in any degree from those who spent a life time
in the industry; but they left either for other opportunities or as
the result of domestic pressures, rather than because they were
opposed to the conditions. This lack of "unfavourable' respondents
may well appear to leave the sample biased towards a favourable
impression of the industry, and it should be assumed that any bias
is in that direction. But the crucial issue is not whether unfavourable
accounts of the industry would have been more prevalent if those who
had a brief acguaintance with the industry had been interviewed, but
whether those interviews would have radically altered the overall
impression of the industry gained from those who were interviewed.
Such a question may:simply remain unanswerable unless at some later
stage of the research it becames possible to estimate the relative
proportions of long and short service men.

The original proposal was for an equal balance between the sexes.

That this intention proved' .| impossible to fulfill was perhaps the
most unexpected difficulty of the actual fieldwork. Our previous
experience of oral history has normally been of greater difficulty

in finding male informants rather than female. We can only repeat

our earlier assumption that this difficulty has arisen from focussing
on a male-dominated occupation withwhich women do not identify. One

is directed to elderly retired fishermen because their former occupation
is known, but the former occupation of a widow's dead spouse is not
known. This was particularly so in Yarmouth, where there has been a
great deal of re-housing with the consequent loss of commumity contacts.
The final distribution of the sexes was 20 females and 40 males.
Although this change was forced upon us through the excessive amount
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of time required to trace women informants, the change in distribution
has proved in same respects helpful. It became clear as research
progressed that work experience and social perceptions of the fish-
emnen were providing same unexpected aspects and that a:larger sample
of males would provide campensating advantages.

The precise historical pericd for study was described in the research
application as 'late 19th century and early twentieth century'. It
might be noted that the difficulties encountered in finding : suitable
respondents to fill ow specified quotas could have been overcome
quite simply by including respondents from a younger cohort and
extending the period of the research into the interwar years. We made
a conscious effort to focus cur research to the pericd ending with
the outhreak of the lst World War and extending back to the limits

of living memory. This probably doubled the amount of time spent in
finding respondents, because many traced in the appropriate age group
had to be eliminated because their recall was insufficiently full

or precise for systematic oral history interview.

Our decision to stick strictly to an earlier time period cbviously
involved both gains and losses. Perhaps themost obvious gain is in
the intrinsic wvalue of the archiwve’'itself. 30% of the respondents
were borm during the 1880's., This group provides unique and
irreplaceable testimony on domestic conditions, parental attitudes
and commmity practises for the 1880's and 1890's. They also provide
direct ewidenced working conditions fram the 1890's ocnward. By
concentrating over 80% of the interviews on those who actually
started work before the lst World War, the archive is a rich source
full of cross references. The price paid for this concentrated
research into the most distant period is the absence of more than
incidental evidence on life in the interwar years. More evidence
fram these years would have provided an interesting camparative
standpoint for the pre-war period. Fortunately, respondents who
started work in the 1920's and 1930's will be available for some
year to come, and the possibility to such further research will
remain open.

Same decisions were also necessary on the geographical distribution
of informants. The final country totals were as follows:

Norfolk 17 Males 7 Pemales 24
Suffolk 12 Males 10 Females 22
Essex 11 Males 3 Famales

RS

13.



14,

Final Report cant.

Our original proposal had been to concentrate twenty interviews in
either Lowestoft or Yaymouth, and ancther twenty in an Essex town
such as Harwich or Brightingsea, with up to thirty further
interviews taken from the smaller fishing commnities. As we explained
in our second report (1975), this strategy was abandoned for two
reasons. Although close together, Yarmouth and Lowestoft were
quickly found to be very distinctive communities; and as the two
towns combined to constitute the major location of the fishermen

and of the herring industry at its most prosperous, it seemed wise to
concentrate an cne only. The geographical emphasis of the research
therefore, shifted towards Norfolk and Suffolk and away from Essex.
This was confirmed when we encountered unforeseen difficulties in
finding suitable informants in Essex: a difficulty not unconnected
with our determinations to try to concentrate the archive on the
pre-war experiences.Even so the age structure of the Essex respondents
is weighted towards the younger age cohort. Harwich had to be
abandoned as a focal point for the Essex interviews because none

of the older men had survived. The Essex interviews now come
chiefly from Tollesbury (4) and West Mersea (4). These two
commmities can be considered as effectively and industrial and
social wnity, since they are close together, with some intermarriage,
and fish the same grounds. We should emphasize that although there
were fewer fishermen in Essex than in the other two counties, it is
mach more difficult to pick out the 'typical' fishermen or fishing
experience. The shrimp, cockle and oyster fishing combined with
yachting to create a variety of experiences which could only

be fully explored in a series of separate local studies. Never-
theless; we are confident that in deciding to concentrate on the
experience of the fishermen/vacht hands of the Blackwater estuary

of mid-Essex, we have made the best use of the resources at our
disposal.

The occupational composition of informants interviewed was distributed
as follows: |
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FATHERS RESPONDENTS TOTALS
D
R OWNERS 7 2 9
3 |
F SKIPPERS 7 3 10
: _
I CREW 2 11 13
N
G
T .
R OWNERS 2 0 2
R ,
W SKIPPERS 6 5 11
L
T CREW 4 2 6
N
G
TNSHORE 20 14 34
OTHERS 12 23% 35
TOTALS 60 60 120

* INCILUDES 20 FEMALES

We were successful in finding representatives of all occupational

levels of the industry. We have not separated the 'inshore'

fishermen into skippers, owners or crew. In the inshore fishing off
the Norfolk and Suffolk coasts the boats were restricted in size
because they worked off the open beach, and usually carried only two
ren, with little to distinguish owner and crew. The situation was
more confused in Essex. Inshore vessels were larger; but the
classification is made more arbitrary by the fact that many

inshoremen also worked as yacht hands, so that the skipper-owner of a
smack might serve as a cook on a vacht, whereas a non-cwning

fisherman skipper might be skipper of the largest and most prestigious
yacht.  Status and income lines are thus complex, although there can be
little doubt that most econamic success and status could be accquired at
yachting., The social perceptions and industrial exparience of the
fishermen has, however, proved to he one of the most interesting aspects
of the research and will be developed below.

15,
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The interviews collected average three hours in length, as we
anticipated; but individual interviews vary in length from just over one
hour to five hours. In same cases interviews are shorter because of
the particular life experience of the informant: for example, a
fisheyrman without any religious affiliations or political interests
would require scarcely any questioning on two sections of the
schedule. The amount of detail recalled by a respondent of any one
aspect of life also varies, and the overall length of the interview will
reflect the narrative and descriptive gkill of the informant. This
variation of response in individuals does have disadvantages when the
material is to be categorised and tabulated for internal consistency.
This disadvantage has largely to be accepted with the use of an open-
ended interview. (In principle, it can be corrected by using one
methodological change. A brief survey type check list of key points for
which tabulation and correlation is proposed, which can be completed
through supplementary questions at second or third visit. But if more
than a few such questions are imposed, this device will simply result
in the defects of the survey method discussed above — careless and
indifferent answers - without the camensation of statistical validity.)
Nevertheless, in presenting the material as much use has been made of
tabulations as the qualitative nature of the material and a small
sanple group will allow, in order to reduce the dangers of unconscious
bias in interpretation. Tabulation is based on a process of
categorisation, which demands careful oonsideration of all the relevant
material in an interview. Once categorised for one table, the
particular assessment of the interviewed becomes 'fixed'; it cannot be
subconsciously 'slipped’ into another categorv in a further
ocorrelation as frequently happens when impressionistic phrases like 'most',
'a few' or the 'majority’ are used in the place of any systematic
gquantitative evaluation. Categorisation and tabulation thus ensure that
the internal consistancy of the evidence is displayed with all
reasonable rigour. TWhere it is argued that there is a trend in the
sample, that trend is illustrated by the muher of cases in each cell,
and the confidence which the arqument deserves can be assessed
accordingly.

A further advantage of tabulation to an oral history project is
that it allows comparison with cquantitative social distributions known
from other historical sources. For example, the simple demogravhic

16.
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testimony given by informants can be analysed to 'test' the
representativeness of the sample. In general enough is known about
family size, mortality trends and the special effects of location for
these to provide a paradigm for similar information drawn from oral
testimony. If the oral testimony from the sample is congruent with
the knowm patterns, this helps to confirm the validity of the sample.
Thus, the paragraphs which follow are based on the information given
by respondents about the number of siblings in their family.

All references are to Table One "Reported Family Size and Mortality™.
The meaning of the column headings is as follows: "Average numher of
siblings per respordent" refers to the gross number of births
reported., "Reported munber of sibling deaths” is the mumber of deaths
of siblings reported by the respondents and averaged by family. It
would have been impossible to distinguish between stillbirths, infant
mortality and children who "died young”. Often some of the reported
deaths occurred while the respondent was still an infant, or indeed,
before they were born. What the figures most accurately reflect is the
numker of acknowledged births and the losses to the family of children
up to the age of twelve or thirteen.

Table A gives the figures for the whole sample, providing a general
base-line. Proceeding from that point, we should not expect to find
any difference between the reported experience of male or female
informants. Women were chosen because their fathers were fishermen or
were married to fishermen before 1914, =so respondents of both sexes
are drawn from the same communities. This is born out by Table B which
shows that the sex of the informant has made little difference to the
reported experience. However, given the known historical background, we
should anticipate same difference in the figures when they are analysed by
location as in Table C. This reveals the expected trend ' o .
with a higher mortality rate in the urban than in rural areas. Family
size does not however, show the relative distinction that one might
have expected, and this may be explained in various ways. It may
result frcm chance bias which is quite possible with a sample of this small
size, and is slight enough not to be worrying. But alternatively, it
might be argued that fishermen were a 'traditional' group and continued
to have family sizes above the norm, so that fishermen, urban and rural,
had larger families than the average for the rest of the ropulation. '
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while, since the majority of the 'non—fishermen' in the sample come from
nuwral areas, there is a bias towards fishermen in uwrban areas, so

that the lack of a general trend may be due to the influence of
distinctive occupational behaviour. Another aspect of this is that the
FEasex interviews, which are mainly rural, show a distinctly smaller family
gsize than those fram Norfolk and Suffolk (see Table E). This may
represent same distinctive change in regional attitudes to family size;
or it could be comected with the distinctive experience of the
yvachtamen and their exposure to higher class life styles. The smaller
family size and lower mortality rate of the Essex interviews is also
partially explicable by what is a genuine skew in the sample: the

Essex interviews tend to be heavily weighted towards younger informants
and this implies smaller families and lower mortality rates. That

this trend is true of the sample as a whole can be seen from Table H.
Here the sarmple has been split into three cohorts by the birthdates of
the respordents. The movement of sibling mortality is what would be
anticipated from a valid sample. The increase in family size in the
final cohort is on the other hand unexpected, and it may possibly ke due
to the experience of the high prosperity of the industry during the final
cochort.

Tt would, of course, be foolish to expect such a small sample chosen .
in an 'accidental' way to provide a copv book example of the validity of
sampling procedires. But onee the oral evidence has been hroken down
into a structured format it can be seen just where the sample conforms
with knowvm facts and trends; and with results such as those above it is
then reasonable to proceed to lodk at the internal distinctions
within the sample group with some confidence that significant trends
revealed will not be merelv accidental. Naturally, it would not be
possible to generalise from the sammle; but it is certainly possible to
use tables as a pointer to distinctions within the material which need
explaining.

Our next exarple cames again from the same hasic testimony on
siblings. The contents of Table D break down the information by the
three types of fishing and also the group who were not fishermen
(typically farm workers, labourers and ancilliary workers in the fishing
industry). The most noticeable thing agbout this table is how the two
occupations which kept men away fram the home for long periods -
drifting and trawling - had the highest mortality rates among children.
The lowest categorv, 'inshore', is further divided in Table T because
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of the anamalous position of yacht hands, and this brings the insheore
fishermen who worked from his home much closer in profile to the non-
fishermen. Indeed, the grouping is incredibly close; seven and eight
percent for the grodps whose fathers are at horee, and 16 and 17% sibling
mortality for the two groups whose fathers are away from home. These
tables therefore strongly sugdest the importance for successful child-
rearing of the vresence of fathers in the family home - a factor not
noted in contemporary evidence -and serves to lead back to a closer
scrutiny of the cualitative evidence of home life to see whether it is
possible to establish the reasons for this.

The verv high mortalitv rate for Norfolk as a whole in Table E is
the result of quite exceptionally high rates reported from 'urban'
Norfolk: that is from Great Yarmouth, which has a reported sibling death
rate of no less than 24%, This rate is a reflection of the social
conditions of the old slum area of the town: three families living in
the "Rows" reported a total of 46 sibling births and 22 sibling deaths.
This is a startling figqure, but given the conditions of family life, it
seems probably that these figures are more or less accurate. Rovntree,
in his survey of York conducted in 1899 found that in one Parish 33% of
all children born died before their first vear of life. Given this
Figure for an entire parish the existence of individual families who lost
more than 50% is a certainty; and in our case the loss of siblings
extends beyond the first year. By approaching the 'statistics' of
mortality through the individual family experience, one is made aware
that the official statistics, which in themselves reveal startling
differences in mortality rates between adjacent districts, through their
method of presentation conceal still greater variations in family
experience.

Tables F and G show the figures broken down by class or status levels.
The level of reward across status barriers in the fishing is confusing
and leads to extremes of poverty being found at all levels. Nevertheless,
given that there iz a differential in average income between status
positions we should anticipate this to be reflected in variations of death
rates, and these are in fact clearly shown in these tables. We can
assutme that the high mortality rates at least partially reflect social
deprivation, resulting fron inadecuate income.  Although it is noticeable
that there is only a slight graduation in the family size of the
different status groups, which adds suoport to the impression gained from



Final Report contd. 20.

the qualitative material that the fishermen as a group shared values
and cultural noms. Certainly the final family size shows less
fluctuation than reported sibling deaths. The reported number of
births by groups ranges from 5.9 to 9.5, and surviving family size
from 5.8 to 7.8. With such figures in mind, it is appropriate, at
this point, to turn to a consideration of one of the principal
questions with which we were concerned: the nature of class
perceptions in the fishing commmities.

"There were no class distinctions, vou just had a bit

more money”  (Int: 12). The firmest and most certain conclusion to #us
emerge from interviewing informants about their class perceptions is
that social stratification was not one of their major concerns. In
fact it had a very low level cof salience. Most respondents had to be
'‘worked at' in order to elicit any information of use in reconstructing
their class perceptions: and this was not due to any reluctance to
discuse the topic. Even very forthcoming informants who were willineg
.to propound vigorously on any aspect of their life or experience tended
to dismiss all probes about stratification with responses such as

"there was just the rich and poor®. The dichotcmous model was
marginally the most common, but this rarely accompanied bv a conflict
view of society. If one classifies as 'conflict' even the most casual
references to any aspect of snobbery or division, there are only

12 interviews which show any evidence of seeing social stratification in
terms of conflict and seven of those held a trichotomous model.

These points will be pursued below.

The quotation above draws attention to the difficulties in eliciting
the real boundaries of an informant's social world hyv detailed
questioning and by suggesting higher or lower income groups as a point
of contrast. Respondents will often - and quite properly - identify
different income levels if one prompts them, only to demolish their
import with an expression of indifference to these income differentials;
or they will simply state that "everyone was poor", that "there were no

L]

snobs”, or same similar expression implying a unified social world.

In constructing the parameters of the class perceptions our quiding
aim has been to represent the stratification as reported by the
respordent., This is called 'Perceptible Class': for example, the
respondent who stated that there were three classes and then proceeded to
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detail three strata within the working class, but did not acknowledge
the existence of other class groups, was classified as having a
trichotomous class model. Other informants saw a simple division
betwean 'White Collar' and 'Ordinary Working Class' and, under prompting,
placed cother occupations in one or other of these two basic categories:
these are classified as holding a dichotamous model. In other words
a trichotomous model should not be assumed to reflect a full social
categorisation covering the upper class, middle class and working class
as corwventionally understood. It indicates simply that the respondent
saw that number of 'perceptible' breaks in his consciousness of the
social structure.

Informants were also questicned about their relative position within
their own class and thelr responses to this have been tabulated as
strata within the working class. Once again, it is important to
distinguish between perceived structure - which is shown in the tables -~
and its social significance to the respondents. They will express their
views on the relative earning power of different working class
occupations and place a fishermen's earnings in a comparative context,
while at the same time insisting that there was no social difference; or
that money made no social difference — it was a matter of hehaviour and
the important social division within the working class was between the
'rough' and the 'respectable'. The tables on strata which follow
present perceived income levels rather than socially felt divisions.

Scme 30% of the respondents saw no strata in the working class at all.
Ard in fact, the difficulty of estimating a fisherman's earnings, which
could vary so much from vessel to vessel and £rom season to season, was
probably the root of the gemuine difficulty which fishermen found of
perceiving their social reality in a stratified context.

Tabulating the 'class' perceptions of the respondents presents some
problems which do not exist in other sections of the material., VWhen
dealing with the level of chastisament in the home, or the age of leaving
school, or with patterns of religlous attendance as a teenager, one is
dealing with a definite phase in the life of the respondent which is
distinct from other phases and, providing the power of recall is there,
camnot he easily confused with patterns of behavicur from later in life.
Class attitudes cammot be so confidentlv separated in this convenient way.
Childhood experiences are not unimportant and same informants relate
childhood episodes when asked about class structure; but it is more likely
that social experience as an adult finally determines class attitudes,



Final Report contd. 22.

It is difficult, if not impossible, to decide just at which period of
life the reported class attittdes are located and to what extent they
are a contemporary rationalisation of past life as seen in rebrospect,
But there are clues in some of the interviews that suggest that major
changes in class attitudes are also remembered. Informants frequently
make distinctions in time, and distinguish hetween the world when they
were children and when they were young adults, or how life was before and
after the First World War. Moreover we can be certain that the majority
have not raticnalised their political viewooints from their

conterporary position, but have reported how these were before 1914,
independently of verv radical subsequent alterations. Thus there is no
reason to assume that earlier class attitudes are beyond recall.

A further problem is in the choice of the most appropriate dimensions
for structuring their perceptions. The interview sarple was founded on
the occupation of the respondent's father because we intended to go back
to the limits of oral evidence and wished to evaluate the social world of
the earlier generaticn from the standards and attitudes in the home.

To this end most of the tables are categorised in this way. But given
the difficulties of locating in any precise way the stage at which class
perceptions are formed, tables are also included which categorise the
information by the occupation of the respondent.

The first set of tables deal with the basic class model of the
respondents. Table Two 'AY shows this distribution by County. There is
no reason to suppose that these administrative areas impose anv really
relevant pattern on the evidence. Certainly there is a steady increase in
the trichotomous model moving from South to North, especially if one allows
for the fact that Suffolk has the highest proportion of female respondents
who, from Table B, can be seen to be twice as likely as the males to hold
such a view. Ten per cent of both males and females are shown as having
a single class view of society. But taken with Table € it can be seen
that these respondents are all from urban areas {in fact Yarmouth and
Iowestoft)., The 'single class' view is mainly associated with poverty
and a very limited experience of the extent of the social world.

"We were all poor then", or "Nobody was snobby in those davs", are typical
remarks of those who see only one class and who, if prampted with a reference
to an obviously professional occupation, simoly reply that "they never had
anything to do with them". From the resnondents references to the "poor®
one could impute the existence of at least one other class (the rich).
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But this appears to be a gemiinely limited viewpoint emd is presented as
sach. If, however, they are for the purposes of simplification grouped
with the dichotomous image, and the three and four class models of
society are conflated, there is virtually no difference in the
distribution of significant class between town and country. Given the
hierarchical structure of society in rural areas and the power exercised
by the upper class, this result is unexpected. '"Rural' however, includes
fishing villages such as Winterton, Caister and Kessingland. Only seven
of the respondents came from ‘purely' agricultural villages, and of those
one reports four classes, five three clagses and one "D/K", This
distribution within the 'rural' categorv between the perceptions of those in
inland agricultural villages and the coastal fishing villages is quite
remarkably unanimous and it indicates clearly that the atmosphere of the
two types of village was quite distinctive. '

Tables F, 1, 2 and 3, present the evidence in age cochorts by date
of birth., Whether cne takes the whole group, or male and female
separately, there is a general tendency for the trichotomous model to be
replaced with a dichotomous one. This parallels the distribution by
comnty and it might be thought that as the Essex sample tended to be
vounder than the Norfolk or Suffolk respondents, this result was due to
the skew in the age distribution throughout the region, Tables H, 1, 2
and 3) show the cohort by county.' Although this increases the nunher of
cells to an absurd degree, it does reinforce the likelihood that the
changes in social imagery were due to real changes in social experience,
for it is evident in all the three areas. The 12 respondents {20% of
the sample) who reported even a minor sense of conflict are 24% of the
earliest cohort, 15% of the middle cohort, and 23% of the final cohort.
This finding is an encouraging of the quality of the evidence, in that
it shows that the lowest sense of conflict comes from the cchort whose
childhood and early working life coincided with the pericd of greatest
progperity. It is interesting to note that many respondents, who deny
any degree of class conflict or distinction in the pre-1914 peridd, do
add that people became more 'snobhy' or class conscicus after this period.
The interviews suggest that this was partly due to the migration of owners
and even skippers to new housing areas, the growth of office staff and
second generation owners heing less clearly identifiable as fishermen.
Lack of opportunity for upward mobility through the contraction of the
size of the fishing fleet in the inter-war vears may also have hardened the
lines of stratification.
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Support for our view that the evidence of changing attitwles to class
ig not purely accidental, and that it is reasonable to place sare
trust in the informants' own distinctions between their sccial attitudes
then and now, can also be found from an earlier study on racial
attitndes (M. Deutsch and M.E. Collins, "Interracial Housing: a
psychological evaluation of a social experiment"”, University of
Mimmesota, 1951). Deutsch and Colins found that the racial attitudes
of respondents living in racial segregated and in integrated housing
areas showed systematic differences according to their present location.
But when questioned about their racial attitudes before moving into
these special housing areas there was no systematic difference in
reported attitudes between the two groups. This provides very clear
evidence that the respondents had not rationalised their recall of earlier-
attitudes to fit their new views.

Tahles ED and EE show the material classified by the occupation of the
male resnondents only., These confirm a slight trend towards the
dichotomous view, but it is too slight to he given any weight, and
especially if some allowance is mede for the possible effect of later

experience on respondents'accounts.

Of equal interest is the informant's perceptions of strata within their
own class. Indeed, this dimension may well be of great psychological
importance  to the individual's sense of well-being and satisfaction "B
than the existence of hroader class distinctions., The immense qulf
between the position of the upper class in Edwardian society and the
working classes meant that comparisons between them had little immediate
relevance for many peorle. In the same spirit contemporary skilled
workers are more likely to strike against the closing of differentials
with the unskilled than the widening differentials expressed in
dirvectors' fees or stockmarket gains. Success or failure within their
own socio—econamic class could bite harder because it reflected ability
to cope with their own world and 'legitimate' expectations.

This interpretation is supported hy the evidence on strata within the
working class as seen by the fishermen, Table C is the most revealing
as it presents male respondents by their own occupation and thus directly
reflects the consequences of their employment. In East Anglia the
trawlermen had a lower level of earmnirngs than the driftermen before the
First iorld War, Consequently the trawlermen place themselves in the
middle of the working class, despite the fact that the majority of these
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informants were skippers or mates and were paid on a share system.

The driftermen, by contrast, who were working in a boom industry at the
time, saw themselves as being at the top level of the working class or even
in the middle class. The majority of inshore men were agreed that they
stood at the head of working class life - a factor which might account
for their widespread Conservatism, rather than their image of their own
position at the bottem of a wider class system. Tt may also suggest
how they could hold so clearly a dichotamous 'rich/poor' medel of
society without seeing this in terms of conflict. Their satisfaction
came from being better off than all those against whom they measured
themselves, They did not choose to contrast their own incomes with
those of the yacht owners wham they served as crewmen. It is also
interesting to notice the substantial percentage of driftermen and
trawlermen who denied the existence of strata within the working class:
a view rarely shared by the inshore men.

The accuracy with which the respondents identified their own strata
within the working class, and a clear indication that this was based
on income rather than on status, is found in Table three E, This
shows the perceptions of trawlermen and driftermen by status. It
reveals less tightly grouped percepticns than Tahle C, which groups
perception by industry. Table E is apt to be misleading in that it shows
that 'crew' rated themselves higher than the 'skiprers' in the working
class and such a conclusion is olwious nongense. This apparent result
comes from being obliged to corbine the driftermen and trawlermen because
the small size of the sample. TIn fact all the skippers who rate
themselves as 'mid' working class are trawler skippers while all the 'crew'
who rate themselves as top of the working class are driftermen. In other
words they were aware of a nicety of the economic divisions between the two
sections of the fishing industry and relate that situation with great

accuracy.

S0 far we have considered the oral evidence, as presented in tabular
form, on class and strata. Where economic distinctions are necessary the
evidence is consistant with data from cther sources on the fishermens'
incomes and indicate that the reported perceptions are compatible with the
industry and the period. Our informants' view of the world of that
time does not seem to have been falsified hy the intervening vears.

Social mobility, which we shall consider next, is an important factor
in the character of class perceptions within a commnity., One of the
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- which siblings were skippers and which were not. There ray be some

‘questions which we wished to examine was the extent to which the -fiehing
industry was an open one in which entry to the position of skiprer and
eventually to ownership was a matter of talent, and to what extent family
connections detemined opportunities for upward mehility. Within the
industry this question is effectively limited to the drifting and trawling
sectors. Inshore boats vary in size according to location to such a
degree that informations frecuently do not distinguish boat owners among
their siblings. They are often simply described as "All fisherren,

all fishermen". It was obvious that to list all such siblings as 'crew'
would simply distort any inferences which may be drawn from the other
sections of the industry and that it was advisable to keep the inshore |
sector separate. There is less risk of this in the trawling and drifting.
Owners}np was exceptional and a matter of considerable pride and most cases
-are ‘I.ikely to have been reported. Usually, too, ‘these respondents renort

under-reporting but not so much as to serlouslv effect the overall
reliability of ‘the evidence. T T ;:;{.;:.‘-_‘; e s Bt U

Non-reporting is however, the most serious defect of our evidence on
social mobility. There are a nmumber of reasons for this short-coming:
simple omission by the interviewer, lack of co-operation by the respondent
or simple lack of knowledge. For example, an informant may be the
youngest of a family of a dozen or so born over a span of twenty years.
Often the eldest siblings had married and left home before the
respondent was aware of them and knowledge of their ocoupations was not
available, This was particularly so in the case of female siblings who

were often obliged to leave home to work in domestic service — some lost
contact with other members of their family. The level of 'don't knows'
is much higher for the females than the males.

L Once again we have taken the level of intemal consistancy as a S
: 'eignlflcant conszderatmn. As a test of consistancy the ev1dence has been _
ftahulated separately for male and female respondents. o BRIt
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Tt is clear from Table 4* that Fishermen were very mucn part of the
manual working class regardless of their status within the industry.
Wthether male or female, the children of fishermen normally staved within
the manual occupations, regardless of whether their father was an owner
Or a Crewnan. There is, howewver, as one might expect a greater entry
into the white-collar occupations by the children of owners than of
crew members, especially in the case of females. It also emerges from
the evidence that there was a correlation hetween the status of a
fisherman's father in the industry and his chance of success in hecoming
a skipper or owner. In no case did the children of a non—fisherman
or crevman became an ovners.  See Table 4 A 1. This finding runs
contrary to the views of our informants ahout the amount of ownership

hefore the First World War, and also fram our own irmpressions based on

research into the distribution of ownership from documentary sources.

The contradiction may be more apparent than real. The key point

]ies in the changing fortunes of the two generations to which the separate
hits of evidence relate. The evidence taken from the fishing vessel

registers and common accounts shows that ownership was widespread and
individual: there is sufficient evidence, both documentary and oral, to
establish that good skippers were offered loans with which to huy a

vessel. TIn the rapid expansion of the drifting industry great

opportunities existed for men who had the self-confidence to act as

skipper and enocugh initiative to take their ticket. It was during this

boom period that the majority of the present respondents started their career.

*This table has been constructed by taking the reported occupations of the

;nfgrman_ts-lfamily.- :In the case of males non~fishermen have been classified by '
- social classes A, B, C, D, E and F. Females have been similarly classified where

appropriate with three excepticns. Domestic servents have bsen given a o
~ separate category (Dom.S.) as have women who never had a paid occupati_on M),
_Beatsters  (BST), that is the women who repaired the herring nets, have also .-
_.ngw - been given a separate classification in order to demonstrate their links -
Lo’ with status groups within the fishing industry. The first major occupation
"7, after leaving school has been taken to classify siblings. This © o - . . -
is considered the most significant as it indicates the level of their, or their .
parents, expectations and the level at which their education and/or social
qualifications could gain them entry. Fishermen are the exception to this ..
rule. Here each sibling is classified according to theilr hiqhest achiewved

status as a Fisherman as this is the only way to examine the relevance of

their father's position in the industry to their own achievements.
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: 'I‘he indiistry then suffeféd a decline in the 19208 and 1930s. Owing to
this decline the generatlon of men who started their careers before‘ : T

A +°1914 faced a limited number of opportmlt:r_es when they were of an age

| and experience to hecome skippers and owners. The table, by taking the
final status of fishermen respondents and their fisherman sihlings as
;h—;‘;oint of classification, has transposed occupational exverience from
the pre-war to the post-war decades. Tt thus reveals a lower level of
upward movement than would have shovn for the period hefore the War,

Bven so, it is noticeable that the proportion' of siblings of the
trawlermen and driftermen becoming skippers is virtually identical, _
regardless of the status of their fathers. |

, "_"."ThlS Eupports the generally held view that the position of. sklpper
depended prmcﬂ.pa‘i.ly on personal ¢palities and’ abllltles and- that_h ,
kinship connections were not significant. It is also interesting that, L

although the sons of skippers provide only the same proportion of
skippers as the sons of crewnen or of owners, they provide a much
higher proportion of crew mambers than the others (52% as opposed to

29% for crew, and 26% for owners). This adds weight to the impression
from the qualitative evidence that the skippers were the 'heart' of the
fishing industry in East Anglia. Not only did their sons follow them
into the industry in larger nmumbers than the sons of other grades in the
industry, hut their daughters provided the greatest number of beatsters,
that is the women who repaired the drifinets (see Table C 2). The
position of skipper seems to have been an embodment of working class
success and one which persuaded children to follow - or to endeavour to !

follow — their father's example. Not surprisingly perhaps, the prospect
of a fishing career proved much less attractive to boys whose fathers
were crewmen, slightly less than half of them following their father's
occupation., This compares with 64% for ovmers' sons and ™

75% for skippers' sons. Although some owners could have undoubtedly
afforded it, there seems to have been little concept of upward mobility. :
amongst boat owners in terms of entering a different occupation through
education: their children entered the world of work with few
advantages over their poorer neighbours, save what their fathers

reputation and contacts in the fishing industry could confer on them.
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Siklings whose fathers were not fisherman* Auring their chilchood went
alrost equally into shore jobs and into the fishing industry., Thus, the
choice of fishing as an occupation may have some connection with the
influence of the father; although the high level of wages before 1914
also bhrought lads into the industry from farming backdgrounds.

Inshore fishermen have been kept separate from the other fishermen in
this analysis. They too provided, along with the skippers, the main
source of subsequent fishermen recruitment. 74% of their siblings
entered the fishing industry. This is comparable with the 75% for
skippers, 63% for owners and 48% for crew in the deep sea industry. It
should be made clear that the inshore fishing was also in decline and that
the siblings did not necessarily enter the inchore fishing industry: many
of them worked from Lowestoft or Yarmouth, and some migrated as far as the
Humber, Milford Haven and Fleetwood, leaving the inshore fishing, as one
informant put it, to old men and hoys.

Locked at from the point of view of emplovment ashore, the continuity

in the fishing commmity of the constrictions of working class cultural
and social aspirations is apparent. Only 3% of the whole group went into
"white~collar" occupations. The numbers are too few to place any weight
on the actual distribution between the groups tabulated, but the evidence
implies a comon experience and cultural and social homogenity; and this
is supported by other guantifiable evidence, such as the age of leaving
school and part—time work while at school, as well as by qualitative
evidence. The only distinction is that within the working class, the sons
of skippers and owners who did not go to sea were more likely to enjoy the
opportunity to enter a skilled trade, a luwaury which many of the poorer
families could not afford.

The analysis of female sibling occupations is inhibited to some degree
by the much higher level of non-reporting. It is possible that the
unreported cases could have radically reshaped the distribution. From the

* Tt might be noted here that many of the fathers classified as "non-
fishermen' had worked as fishermen esarlier in their lives. They have been
classified as working ashore where this was their occupation during all, or
most, of the respondent's childhood. This is because the level of
damestic comfort as remembered by the respondent was dependent on the level
of earnings of the shore occupation, and not of the fishing.
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pattern of responses that those groups with a high level of non-
reporting - inshore, crew and non-fishermen ~ display, taken with the
pattern of reported cases fram the other groups with similar locations.

it would he a reasonable assumption that the 'D/K's' would be mainly
distributed among domestic service and other manual occupations, with a
substantial minority never working at all due to lack of local
opportunity. Once again, however, it is clear that there was a very low
level of movement into white collar occupations. See Table A.2,

The commitment of the skippers' children to the fishing industry is again
one of the more self-evident features, with their families supplying the
greatest murber of beatsters. As might be expected from a region with very
little industry the most camon occupation for girls was damestic service.
The local papers are full of advertisements for domestic servants to

go and work in other parts of the country ~ mainly in London and locations
inbetween., And one informant who became a namny recalled that many
families who came to the area on holiday deliberately used the period to
interview and engage voung servant girls.

The daughters of owners had same advantages fram their father's
position. They were less likely to go out to work and more liable to enter
clerical or professicnal (typically teaching) occupations. The category
D-F also serves to hid some real distinctions, because the cwners'
daughters were more likely to work in a shop than to work in a fish-house
or a similar lowly mamual ocoupation.

The reported experience of their mothers is congruent with that of the
daughters, vwhen allowance is made for the difference in the ommortunities
available to the two generations. A slight digression is necessarv here.
It should be noted that to be consistant the pre-marriage occupations of
the mothers should have been classified by the occupations of their fathers
as this is the key factor in determining their job opportunities. This
proved impracticakle due to low reporting of mother's fathers' cccupation.
Table B.2 on mother's occupation after marriage is therefore more reliable.
Again the link between the skippers and owners and the beatsters is clear.
This work was often done at home, and beating - for which an apprenticeship
was necessary, was considered superior to factory or domestic work. There
was also a tendency for these more prosperous sections not +o work at all
after marriage. This, however, may also be a function of geographical
distribution, and lack of employment ovportunities mayv explain the very
high number of non-—working wives of inshore fishermen, rather than a belief
that they already enjoved adequate earnings fram their husbands., A
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significant cross—comparison may also be made with Table 1, where the
level of reported sibling mortality was found to correlate positively with

wives at work.

Tt should be noted that there are qualitative differences concealed
in the work coded as damestic service, Before marriage this usually
refers to full-time emplovment as a living-in servant. After marriage it
refers to part-~time work of at least two distinctive types. In the poorer
families domestic service after marriage refers to part—time work as a
daily cleaner or a washerwoman either on the employers' nremises or in
their own. 2Among the more prosperous families, or at least those with
a more spacious home, domestic service generally means letting rooms to
sumeyr visitors, and the cooking armd cleaning reguired for such letting.
It has been included as domestic service hecause sumer letting did not
approach, either in finencial returns or social recognition, the level of
the full-time boarding-house keeper.

Table C explores some of the gecqraphical distinctions that one would
expect to find fram a representative sample of sibling occuvations. Urhan
and rural are rather crude divisions here for they ignore the great
difference in the employment opportinities available between rural
agricultural vilkges, and rural fishing villages. Nevertheless, the
general pattern is clear: fewer opportunities for women outside domestic
service and heating (rural 'fishing' only) in the rural areas. In spite
of the fact that the respondents were chosen because they were fishermen,
among their siblings there were fewer fishermen from rural areas and
they provided a far smaller proportion of skippers and owners in proportion
to their percentage of the labour force. This probably reflects the
fact that fishermen from rural areas had a tendency to return to the land
after a shorter period of years at sea.

The general reported distributions of sibling occupations - which is
the largest numerical sample the project can generate ~ is thus such as
to give confidence in the reliahility of the evidence. A further effort to
"test' this material for consistancy was, however, made hy tabulating the
responses separately for male and for female informants, in Tables D and E.
The assumption was that from a representative group there would be no
substantial differences by sex in the information collected. ‘There are
bound to be some distinctions due to the differences in the background of
the two sexes: 40% of the females came fram non-fishing backgrounds
campared with only 20% for the sample as a whole; | age and location
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distribution is also samewhat wneven. But given the great similarity
in socio—-econamic groups and the sarnpling from one region, it was hoped
that this would not he too serious a problem. And in fact these
differences were found to he quite accurately reflected in the

lower level of male siblings in the fishing occupations reported by
famale respondents., The level of 'Don't knows' is noticeably higher
for female siblings from both sexes: there are also, rather more
surprisingly, more 'don't knows' from the female respondents. Both
these factors may be linked to the greater econoamic opportunities in the
fishing communities them in the swrrounding rural areas, from which
voung people were obliged to move to find work. Tt may also be some
indication that the more tight-knit fishing commmities were better able
to maintain kinship links and information. The high level of non-
reporting of female siblings vitiates any really systematic cormoarison.
There is, for example, some indication that males might use ‘domestic
service' as a general category for their female siklings, even though
the level of 'Beatsters' is reported as it would be anticipated,

Indeed, this local emplovment opportunity may explain why the ’fishermen’
remember their sister's occupations rore readily than do the female
respondents, who more often had to move out of the rnural villages to
find work. One cother npossibility suggested hv the tables is that there
may be same overall tendency to under-report sisters hy male informants,
as only 2.7 sisters per male respondent are recorded, compared with the
3.4 of female resvondents. The fact that famales report more

siblings altogether, 6.9 against 5.8, tends to confirm this suspicion.

Nevertheless, given the small size of the sample the general
consistancy in the distribution of occupations, even when the material
is distributed among a great mumber of cells, is such as to demonstrate
that there is no basic imbalance in the sample population. “We can
thus approach with some confidence the preliminary findings on politics
which we shall next consider.
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Tt has been written that although since the Ballot Act of 1872
"wee cannot make precise correlations between the electoral
behaviour of small localities and the appropriate statistics of
versonal income, occupation, religious affiliation and so on, it does
not rule out the possibility of exploring the motivation of political
behaviour in Britain by the historian's customary process of assembling
the evidence, however fragmentary and inconclusive, and making the best
of it". (H. Pelling, The Social Geographv of British Elections, 1967,p.2)
The strength of oral evidence is that it will enable such evidence to
be correlated with the industrial and social experience of local
respondents. Ve intend in further work to explore these links.

Here, however, we shall again concentrate on the internal coherance

of our evidence of political behaviour among the fishing comumities,

Table 5A provides, by industry and county, the overall pattern of
response: 39% Conservative, 20% Liberal, 3% Labour, 12% Apolitical,
and 26% don't knows. Table 5B provides an analysis of resronse
by decade, with cases allocated to each cohort through -their date of
birth: those cases earlier than 1881 heing virtually all the Tathers'
and those after 1880 virtually all respondents. The most obvious firsh
feature of this table is its conformity with known patterns, There
rolitical allegiance is expressed it gives the majority to the
Conservatives and very little support to Labour ~ although a muber of
respondents said that they changed their allegiance tothe Labour cause
"sametime after the (First World) war”.. The cohorts prior to 1881 contain
those cases who reached voting age before, or in the first years of,
the twentieth century, and the Conservative mood is reflected in their
preferences., The only cochort to show a nearly equal preference for
the Liberals is the cohort of 1881 - 1890, which grew topolitical voting
age in the decade preceding the First World War and in the period of
Likeral govermment from 1306. It is here that the first reports of
Labour sympathies are found. Thenext cohort never had the oprortunity
to vote before the First World War, even if they had reached voting age
before 1914, In this and the next cchort there iz a noticeable decline
in support for the Liberals, although the suprort for the Conservatives
remains substantial. In other words the reported political experience
ig congruent with the ¥nown broad pattern of political history, even
when such a small sample is distributed into a large number of cells - a
process which should have revealed any peculiarity in the distribution
of preferences.,
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East Arglia in general, and the fishexmen in particular, however,
may not have shared all the moods and shifts of the political nation at
large. Table 5E presents the evidence by industrial groups within the
Fishing community, excluding female respondents. This table should be
referred to throughout the discussion, which will follow.

¥We have already noted the large propottion of Don't knows, and
apoliticals in our sample. Because of the undoubted overlap it is
convenient at this stage to oconflate the two categories into
"Mon-Politicals' and to examine the distribution. Tt might he
considered that the mere fact that a respondent is a Don't know indicates
that politics played little part in their own or their familv's lives.
Female respondents were asked what their political sympathies were in an
attept to get round the problem of their being without the vote. But
their level of 55% Don't knows is twice that of the male informant, and
no doubt reflects their inevitable lack of involvement. The evidence
for males supports such an interpretation: the driftermen (away for
months at a time) contain 55% of non-politicals, the trawlermen
(away a week at a time) 46% non-politicals, and the inshore fishermen
(at hame reqularly) had only 12%, Although inshore is in fact a miwed
category including Essex yacht hands who were also away from their homes
for a period of months, it will be seen from the qualitative evidence
these hands did receive some active stimilation to cast their vote.
Unfortunately, this rather neat line of reasoning is spoilt by the non-
fishermen - of whom 34% were also non-political. Perhaps such a level
of non-political reporting reflects a social normm of non-interest in
rolitics in East Anglia, from which the inshore fishermen is atypically
concerned and articulate.

It is generally accented that in the period hbefore the First World
War the majority of fishermen were Conservative, and that within that
general orientation driftermen were more inclined to the Liberal cause
than the others. Table 5 indeed shows the whitefish industry (trawlers
ané inshore) as overwhelmingly Conservative, while the driftermen are
less markedly so. The only group giving majority support to the
Liberals are the non-fishermen, and this pattern is due to the proportion
of agricultural workers among them ~ ohce again the votes reflect the
known preferences of that group. The driftermen were supposed to favour
the Liberals because of their support for Free Trade: the hulk of their
catches were sold overseas and they feared that tariffs might lead to
retaliatory action detrimental to their interests. One hesitates to
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support thig view with too slight evidence, but it is intéresting that
of the nine respondents who were difficult to categorise by industry
hecause thev spent 50 much time indiscriminatorily in both the trawling
and drifting industry, four (45%) of them were firmly stated as
apolitical, This compares with 22% as the highest in any other group,
even when these nine cases are spread amongst them, This degree of
noncomitment fram the industrially ambiguous does at least tend to
support the popular view that fishermen did follow the rmolitics of their
branch of the industry.

Although we have argued earlier that the fishermen were not clearly
class~conscious, Table D does show that 'class' had some effect on theixr
voting behavicur. The trend revealed is dight for each status group has
about a third of its members supporting the Conservatives, hut the
support for Labour and the Liberals nevertheless tends to increase with

a decline in status. This interpretation can again bhe supported through

an examination of some of the qualitative evidence; and it is this
which we shall next consider.

Great Yarmouth was a safe Conservative seat for most of the period.
In the eight elections from 1885 to 1910 it was lost to them only once:
in 1892 when Sir Henry Tvler was defeated. According to Pelling this
was due to the fishermen turning against him hecause of his failure, as
director of the Great Fastern Railway,l o improve the railway facilities
to the port. But it seems clear that the fishermen were dgenerally
Conservative., There is evidence that this suprort was maintained, or -
at least encouraged, hy widespread 'treating' of voters and in 1906
the successful Conservative candidate, Arthur Fell, was allowed to keep
his seat in spite of the fact that it was proved that hisagent had heen
'treating' voters,

The oral evidence reflects this system of 'buving' votes. Six of
the twelve respondents who lived in Yarmouth report various levels of
treating:

(Did the emplovers try to influence the voting?)

35.

"Oh yves. I mean - in fact when there's a municipal election or anything

like that, the likes of you go into a pub and say 'Go on have a
pint, vote for Mr, So-and~So'. Oh yes, there was tons of that.
Oh ves, any amount of it. Chaps used to work on that, you know,
they would ke in a pub and then when they see this bloke going in
another wib they'd walk in after him 'Go on, have a drink vote for
Mr, So-and-So' oh, they used to be three parts half and half over
that”, Int. 10
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Apart fram the 'treating' which was proved by the inquiry of 1906,
it is also clear that cash changed hands to pursuade men to cast their
vote:

"Now say me and three or four more are sitting in the pub, we're having
a drink see. And thev close at eight o'clock the polling hooth.

wWell about half vast seven a couple of these hlokes come in, said

'Have vou been and voted vet?' TWo. 'Came on, you have to come and
vote., Came on', he savs, 'it's worth half-a-crown each for vou if

vou come and vote'. Well, he'd give half a crown each and away
thev'd go and vote". Int. 24,

Two other respondents remenber people coming to the house to solicit - and
to pay for thelr father's vote:

“Tn those days they used to cane after vou to go and vote. And

you'd hang on 'til the last minute. If my father was in from sea

he'd hang 'til the last minute - and then they'd come to the door

after vou, 'cos you'd get five bob if you went and vote. And I'11
tell you who that was for - Fell”. Int. 3029.

The other (3026) relates a similar story, stating that his father
received 2/6d. fraom Fell, although he does add that his father was a
Tory anyway. It is perhaps possible the corrupt payments did not
substantially affect the way in which votes were cast, and it was more
that votes were seen as possessions with a market value, which if
"they" wanted "they" would have to pay for

Tt seems too, that this 'tradition' continued bevond the 1906
election:

"How long did this paying for votes carry on in Yarmouth do vou think?

Oh dear, not in these latter vears. No. No, it's a good many
vears since that was giwven.

But it was quite a common practise was it?

Yes,
211 the parties used to do that?

Yes., My brother used to say "Don't give 'em the two bob Beany,
give 'em a shilling. They used 0 be given the money to give out,
'Course what thev've had to spare they've heen in this very room
and shared it. Thev have". Int. 29,

The respondent did not move into that house until 1916 so the practise
" of paying for wvotes rust have at least survived the First World War — a
possibility which has been rarely recognised in histories of o

rolitical corruption. There can be little doubt thatpayment for wvotes
was widespread, and was by no means ended by the bribery scare of 1996,
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Not surprisingly the atmosphere from the country districts reflects
the difference in social envivonment., There is no mention here of
bribery or of treating in anv form. On the other hand, there is
implicit in the evidence a fear of the emplover and a need, real or
fancied, to keep ones' political colours well hidden. One respondent
(3011) said that he had heard stories of exployers putting pressure on
their emplovees but that he did not believe them., On the other hand
he did not know the politics of his father - who used to go and vote - he
only knew the politics of his uncle who also lived in the village. It
is significant that his father was a farm worker, while his uncle had
a small~holding which gave him the inderendance to express his views
openly. This ignorance of paternal politics was quite common among
rural informants,

"Were vou a Liberal when vou were a youndg man?

Well, T never voted when I was voung vou kxnow — and T never did know
how my father voted, he wouldn't tell vou. HNo. He wouldn't tell
you what he was.

Do you think some men wouldn't say how thev voted because thevy were
frightened of getting the sack?

Oh ves.
Was there much of that?
Yes. Recause -~ some of these farmers - 'course they were nearly

all Conservative at that time of day. They'd sometimes ask the men
how they are going to wote, or samething of that. OFf course thev
wouldn't never tell ‘em. No. Because nearly all the fam
labourers that time of day were Liherals, see”. Int. 5.

Although rural politics could certainly raise passions, one respondent i
said that in their amall village it led to blows ~ the general tone
was secretive and covert.

Of the 22 respondents from Suffolk, 18 came from the varliamentary
constituency of Suffolk North, which includes the only other (comparativels)
large urban area besides Yarmouth.,  Although the two ports are only
twelve miles apart the tone of their politics is cuite distinctive.

There is no hint of "treating' or of corruption in any of the Iowestoft
interviews, although one or two do mention that that sort of thing took
place in Yarmouth.,  Their memories are coloured much more with a
consciousness of an expectation on the part of the emplovers that their
employees would vote the way they wanted them to vote. Thether this
amounted to outricht pressure or merely a sense of deference ig less
clear, for the majority of them had verv little to sav ahbout political
behaviour, Respondent 12, however, was a smacksman, as was his father,
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and his views reflect the more stable and long term relations that
existed in the sailing trawlers, compared to the more pecuniary motives
and changes of employment in the drifting.

"Do you know what vour father's views were at that time?
Ch he was always Conservative. Yes, he was a Conservative.
Was this true of most fishermen do you think, or not?

Viell ~ it all depend on the candidate, I think, more than anything.
And it then - it more or less -~ depended on your employer. You see,
I think that your emlover used to expect, well of course they did,
they never knew hut they used to expect that vou would do what he
voted for. Particularly if he was a good employer, a good shipowner
and that, well vou didn't worry, politics didn't worry vou, whichever
ane vou voted for didn't bother. Never took it as a serious thing...

So the emplover would let his politics be known?
Be known. THope that the others waild do the same.
Do yvou think that they tried to pressurise anvone?

No. Newer. No, I don't think there was anything like that for the
simple reason they never knew who you voted for...They never knew.

So I mean there was no pressurisation at all, not on any particular
person to — you know, vou — if you had a good boss vou respected

him, you liked him, he liked you, vou see at that time of day -
particularly if vou were skipper of a ship - that was vour home.

That wasn't the case like it is now that vour skipper one week and
sacked the next. You were kept, that was vour home, vou was bhoss

of that ship like. Provided that you could earn a reascnable living
that owner would more or less give you that ship to work”.

The different industrial relations hetween owners and crews in trawling
and drifting is a camplex matter, but there does appear to be a link
between the large number of small smacksmen in Lowestoft and the tone
of local politics, which was more akin to that of the surrounding rural
areas than to the neighbowring urban area of Yarmouth. But in
Lowestoft there is a more obwious tendency to political indifference,
rather than the strand of secrecy implicit in many of the cowrents from
rural areas, which probably indicates a canmitment which could not be
openly expressed.

Virtuvally the only political policy issue which is advanced as an
explanation of party preferences is Tariff Reform. This reason was
advanced in both the oral evidence and contemporary sources for the

38.

allegiances of the fishermen, at least, in the few cases where any reasc\jﬁ,

was given. Thus this regpondent, whose father was a trawlerman,
remembers that he voted Tory because the trawling industry wanted Tariff

Reform to prevent the landings of foreign fish. He sees these interests

being defended by rolitical pressure on the fishermen:
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"o you think that the emplovers nut amy sort of pressure on the
fishermen to try to make them vote one way or the other in the old days?

Yes, they did. 'Course they did. They did - they pub pressure on
the drifter people particularly

More so than the trawlers?

Well, as I say, they couldn't the trawlers so much 'cos they were only
in one night you see, you'd have three parts or more of the fleet at
sea in the trawlers, hut the drifters they'd all came in that day,
then they'd get 'em to vote...Well, thev used to let the crews come
ashore and vote and all this here, the owners did, let 'em lay so
they'd get the votes in -~ the herring driftemmen". Int.6.

The view that these policies divided the fishermen may be broadly true,
and the Tables support it, but there are aspects of the evidence which
suggest that this is an oversimplification.

The allegiance by 'policy' interest of the industry is complicated

by social status. One of the Norfolk respondents states that the
fishermen were -

"...all very thrifty people, and as thev began to thrive and to save

up a little bit they found it paid them to tend a little bit to the

Conservative side. But those who didn't care gquite so much, they

remained on the Liberal side ~ but I never went to politics 'cos .

my father used to tell me as a hoy, never argue on politics or J;?i:i:%j:on“.
He did not know (or would not disclose) his father's politics, but
Caister was a centre of drifting crews and boat-owners, and if he was
correct in believing that they were 'tending to the Conservatives' as
they prospered, they would have been abandoning the party whose policies
were the best quarantee of their continued cammercial success. The only
family we found which was actively involved in local politics was one
vhere the father was a Tory councillor in Lowestoft, and he was the owner
of four drifters. The interview gives no indication why he held this
view, although it does support the general view that he was exceptional

and most driftenwen were Liberals.

Inr view, . althouch theve was some force in the Tariff issue, the
explanation is far too simplistic. According to information from local and
trade papers the husiness leaders - drifter owners and fish salesmen - of
the herring industry fought in the Conservative interest. Thus despite
the force of the political division between branches of the fishing
industry, the Liberals remained the party of the poor and the Conservatives
the party of the rich. This is not to say that 'poor' fishermen did not
support them: they did. In addition to the reasons for this which
have already been discussed, another attitide mentioned is that the
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Conservatives had the money; and - so the reasoing goes — were in
politics for the good of the country, rather than from self-interest.

The rich were needed too, to provide jobs: a view most strongly expressed
by the inshore section, and above all in the Essex interviews.

These show the most solid support for the Conservatives.  Amongst
the yacht hands of Mersea, Tollesbury and Brightlingsea this is explained
as a direct result of their employment:

"Were many of the fishermen Conservative then?

Most of 'em on here. That's the best for us for yachting, yes, 'cause
if you get a Liberal or a Labour government half of them wouldn't pay -
I don't trust 'em,

go you reckoned that it locked after your job a bit better?
Coch lots! Lots better for us. Crikey ves".

aAs well as a general feeling that the rich were an essential part of the
amployment structure, this one group was exceptional in acknowledging
that direct pressure was applied to them.

"I always used to vote Conservative. Well when vour father was,
nearly all the boys was the sare.

Do you think that it had anvthing to do with mixing with the people
on the yachts?

That played a lot of it., T mean all these vachting peonle were
well-to-do people weren't thev? They're all Conservatives, T mean they
were nearly all very rich people that owred these yachts. That's

how it came about really.

You did it to support them, did you?

To support them, yes. VWell yvou see if vou supported them, vou'd
get a job the next year, otherwise you didn't vou - perhaps vou'd be
out of it.

Would any of the old skippers take any notice of your politics?

Some of them would, and some wouldn't. Same of them would say 'Well
vou do as you like'. But sawe of the others — some of the old skippers
thev'd try and get the governor votes, the owner you see, and if vou
didn't — well you went the next vear if you voted Labour and he was a
Conservative and you wouldn't get the Jjob. Thats how it used to

go on". Int59.

There is little doubt that such experiences reported carried through into
the 1920s and 1930s, for the political experiences of many of these
informants had barely started before the First World War. This next

respondent, bom in 1905, remembered similar pressures.

"Were most fishermen Conservative do vou think?

lell the majority of 'em were. The majority of ’em were ~ for this
reason. All the men in these - they had to rely on vachting., 'They
were monied people and they had to be Conservative to get a job. Now -
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T can repember when I first got married in 1928, I - vy wife was
never a Conservative, or I think she had an open mind about politics
really, T don't think she was more for one than the other. But I
know I was yachting at that particular time and there was a woaman -
that T know - she was chairman of the ladies Conservative party,

and she stopped my wife in the street one day and she said - vou don't
came to our Conservative meetings do you?  So my wife said no. Well
lock she says, I think that you should, because if you don't hecame

a Conservative your husband will never get a yachting job. See, it
just shows vou, I mean they had to be Conservative". Int.4b.

That this type of political ocutlook was longstandingis attested by two
interviews from very elderly men. Ona, born in Tollesbuxy in 1872,
confirmed that the vacht captains would not employ men who were of the
wrong political comolexion. The other korn in 1879 in Brightlingsea,
did not mention pressure as such and saw politics, or elections, chiefly
as an excuse for riotous horseplay, but he made an interesting point
about actual voting and the action of certain employers:

"But often we were away in the sumer, away vachting. 2And a lot of
the men used to come hore to vote. Might get a week off, the
governor used to give 'em a week for to care and put their vote

in". Int38.

The qualitative evidence provides a most salutary reminder of just
how amall a part politics play in the lives of the majority of the
respondents, many of whom have only rarely voted and same never at all.
Nevertheless, the evidence does reveal the existence of Hibery as well
as treating in Yarmouth in the perioed, and gives a valusble indication
that this tradition continued longer than many historians would suspect.
The political evidence has also been tabulated, industry, status,
religion and by age: and in no case is the ensuing distribution
inconsistant with what is known from other historical socurces. If the
sarple is to be judged by its political evidence, there isagain every
reason to have confidence in it. Indeed, in discussing their political
merory, many of the respondents meke clear that they had subsedquently
changed their allegiance - many of the then Liberals now being Conservatives
and many of the then Conservatives now heing Labour: an awareness
which implicitly refutes any assumption that oral history respondents
must rationalise their past to conform with their present attitudes.
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The school-leaving age provides other known historical data against
which the sample can be assessed. If the sample is to be trusted, it
should reflect the tendency for the school~leaving age to increase over
time as the authorities more effectively enforced attendance.

Tahle 6 A, which shows the leaving age in three age cohorts, clearly
shows such a trend. Those born before 1890 wost commonly left

school at twelve or thirteen years of age, with the next two cohorts the
leaving age shifts to thirteen or fourteen and with the last cohort moves
closer still to fourteen as the standard leaving age. The steady
decreage in those lesaving at twelve, together with the steady increase

in those leaving at fourteen is remarkably consistant for such a small

sarple.

It would, however, be wwise to place very much weight on the other
tables in this section. The decade of birth is a crucial factor
affecting the age at which they left school, and the age distyribution
within the different cells may well be the major reason for the group
distributions. For example, Table E, which distinguishes batween
trawlemen and driftermen, was constructed to test the idea that, since
the trawling industry was less prosperous than the drifiter industry,
there would have been greater pressure on the children of trawlermen
to leave school early and go out to work. The Table appears to support
such an assumption. The mean average date of birth of the trawlemmen
howarer, is 1890, cawared with 1827 for the driftermen; so the
difference in the Table could be explained in terms of Short experience
rather than of occupation. VWhatever the distortions caused by the
age distribution within cells, it is clear encucgh that the experience
of the fishermen was in this respect generally homogenous. The owners
(who have a typical age profile) do show the effect of economic
advantages in so far as their children more fregquently staved on up to
the end of the normal age for working class school attendance. But their
experience was very close to that of other working class children ~ a
finding which adds weight to the evidence of other sectioms, that
regardless of status positions, the fishermen were socially and
cultrally part of a common commmity.

School-leaving, because it concerns an ocutside agency, offers ong
of the few voints at which our evidence of family and domestic matters
may be compared with another source of information. Of the questions
we shall discuss next, it may be said that in general the patterns of
evidence revealed make good historical sense.
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Before discussing the evidence presented in the tables which
follow, it is necessary to comment on their construction, because the
method of talmlation has tended to over-emphasise the role of chastisement
in disciplining the yvoung. Each interview was placed on a contimmum
ranging from the most severe discipline (regular use of corporal
punishment by a cane or hard slaps or blows) through various milder
forms of restriction such as heing sent to bed early or the curtailment
of playtime, to exclusively verbal correction. This information was
then tabulated. It is presented by respondent, not by parent, so
that each respondent has been placed only once in each table. This
means that if the parents — or only one parent - used corporal
punishment even at infrecuent intervals, they were classified as using
corporal punishment. In ordexr to be included in the 'Non-Chastised'
colun neither parent could have made any remembered use of corporal
punishment. In a nurber of cases corporal punishment was in fact
administered only cance, for a particularly seriocus lapse; typically
this would be for stealing or for hehaviour in public whichinvolwved
parents with the neighbours or the police. Several fathers might have
been more realistically tabulated under 'No Active Role', but for a single
such incident. The idea of multiple coding was rejected, because it
would have introduced another kind of distortion. Presumably all of
the respondents'’ parents used verbal checks, whatever other means they
resorted to; and many used restrictions as well as chastisement.
Consequently maltiple coding would have obscured the distinction between
those who used corporal punishiment and those who did not: it is this
distinction which is taken to be the mest significant. It was also
decided not to classify interviews according te a 'subjective'
assessment of the most typical behaviour as interpreted by the overall
feel of the interview. The material has been tabulated in order to
provide a check against such an impressionistic use. It is presented
in Tables 7 A, B, C and D.

It is clear that such a rigorous categorisation of the material does
not adecquately reflect the real history of parenthood. Consequently,
some modifications have heen introduced. Five respondents have Deen
transferred from 'Chastised' to '‘Non-Chastised', hecause it was clear
that it was not part of their normal life to expect chastisement.

This involved retabulating nine parents, most of whom were specifically
stated to have used corpeoral punishment only once. These modified
tables should he taken as the more realistic presentation of the
proportion of our sample falling into any one group. See Tables 7 AA,
BB, CC, DD, EE, FF, GG and HH.
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The most striking distinction in reported behaviour is that hetween
rural and urban areas. Parents from rural areas resorted to corporal
punishment rmuch less frequently than those in wrban environments.
Several explanatory prossibilities might be pursued here. There is the
greater inwolvement of the commtry child in the work pattem of
parents — helping a father with the garden, fetching water from the
paw, or wood for the mother; there is the greater space for play away
from conflict with adults; or constraints of a amaller commnity, in
which children were kncwn and unable to 'get away' with bad behaviour,
and therefore less likely to develop 'independent' peer-group
attitides in conflict with those of thelr parents and other adults,
(cf. p.54 evidence of Int. 5).

There is a less marked distinction hetween the treatment of boys
and of girls than might have heen expected - particularly in the
initial categorisation of Table 7 C. Here the proportion of respondents
experiencing corporal punishment is very much the sare for male and for
female, even if all the female "Don't Knows' are included in the
'"Not-Chastised column. There is quite a shift in the proportions as
presented in Table 7 CC. It seems clear that while a significant
mmber of girls were punished physically as a matter of course like
hovs, more canmonly with girls this form of punishment was taken as a
last resort.

It would be unsafe to draw conclusions about differences in
attitude between the north and south of the region from Tables 7 A or
7 AR, because of the different occupational structure of each country.
For the same reason it is also unsafe to place too much reliance on the
differences shown in Tahles 7 D and 7 DD, because the occoupations tend
to be concentrated by coimty and location. The sample is not large
enough to allow any greater sub—division of the evidence. However,
taking an overall impression the Tables, occupation does not appear to
have a marked effect on the role of the male, except for a
noticeable ladk of any active role amongst a minority of the trawler
and driftemmen. "Father never said a word to us" is a typical
expression of the pattern of behaviour. It is surprising that a similar
pattern of behaviour was not common among the -inshore and Essex samle,
as the majority of these two groups were vacht hands and who were thus
also away from home for long periods. But the vacht hands were mstly‘
seasonal workers and would thus reqularly revert to home~-based inshore
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fishing. Trawlermen were different fram both the driftermen and the
inshore, in that - apart from a few who went to the West Country for a
few weeks - they sailed regularly out of their home port, but they had
only one day in port each week. They were at home frecuently enough to
have perhaps been able to play a greater role in the whringing of the
children than they seemed to have done. Yacht hands and driftermen were
by contrast absent from the home for months at a time, and it is nore
mderstandable that such a wark pattern necessitated thewomanbeing in
full charge of discipline, and of being capable of enforcing it by herself.
One informant was in fact forced to give up his amployment as a
drifterman simply because his wife could not control their three young sons.
Given the crucial immortance of the wife's ability to control the family
during the husband's absences, it is not suwrprising that this control
remained absolutely hers even when he was at hore., Yet there is a
difference between the driftermmen and the yacht hands. The driftermen
were away for about eight months, compared to the yacht hands four or
five months. The vacht hand then returned to inshore fishing, becoming
once again part of the family unit working from his own hore. The
driftermen on the other hand either went away to sea again in this off-
season of four months, or "mooched aramd" wholly wmemploved or picking
up casual work, His time at home was much less structured.

With the exception of "No Role" category there is no significant
difference in the involvement of males in maintaining discipline in the
home which appears to be linked to the ocoupational structure. The
percentage of men who chastised their children remains muech the same
regardless of occupation. On the other hand, the male occupational
structure does appear to have some effect on the resort to corporal
punishment by women: both trawlermen's and driftermen's families show
a higher level than inshore and shore workers' families. Here the absence
of an authoritative father figure perhaps obliged the mother to resort
o chastisement more frequently than where such a figure played an ackive
role., Another swrprising feature is the consistancy of behaviour in
males living in urban and in rural locations. This consistancy,
in contrast to the variations in female behaviour, is the reverse of what
might originally have been predicted. It seens that for men, work
experience had little positive relationship with attitudes to fatherhocd,
although it had a negative effect on those who spent little time at home,
and therefore tended to withdraw from playing any role at all. But the
male work role does seem to have positively influenced the patterm of

female behaviour in the home, since it was the women who had to adapt
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their behaviowr where the father was normally an absentee.  Consequently
men's occupational roles affect women's domestic attitudes and
behaviour more directly than their own.

Perhaps most 1lluminating is Table EE, which presents the trawling
and drifting respondents by their father's status. This shows a steady
increase in the smount of pimishment down the status scale, It has been
suggested that fathers whose jobs are low in autonamy use more severe
socialisation technigues more often than those fathers whose jobs had a
high level of auitoncy (see R.S5. Parker et al. The Sociology of
Industry, 1967). However, we have argued that the fishermen had a very

——————b

homogenous value structure: and if that interpretation is valid, then

the mgjor cause of this stratification of punishment can most prohably
be ascribed to the frustrations and tensions of poverty.

In general, our evidence of men's role in the home will need very
careful interpretation. A first impregsion suggests that the majority
of men gave a substantial amount of help in the home.  For driftermen,
whose pattern of work left them unemployed and at home for long periods,
this is perhaps understandable, It is surprising, however, to find
examples of trawlermen who gave substantial help when they were in port
only 24 to 36 hours after a week at sea — and even then had to unload
the fish during their pericd in port. A possible reason which suggests
itself is that the fishermen, while away from hame, had to become
accustomed to perfomming their own damestic chores in a way which men
in other occupations did not. But in some of the Scottish fishing
cammunities, the men refused to help in the home althouwgh faced with the
same domestic experience when at sea. 'The present evidence will need
to be considered in the ocontext of other interviews in the Essex Archive,
to see how far it is possible to identify regional as well as occuwaticnal
differences. The interviews will also need to be analvsed fram the
standpoint of the occupational history of the wanan. Work after
marriage, or lack of it, may well be an important factor in a mother's
method of child control. We plan to comwlete our occupational
tabulation from this perspective ag part of our full analysis of the present
material.

The final area in which a preliminary structuring ofour evidence has
been carried out as a first stage in ocur analysis is the pattern of
religious observance. Once again the evidence is presented in as
detailed a form as possible in order that its internal consistency may be
seen. Here one bias does emerge. This ig in the difference in the
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parental bhehaviour reported by male and female resporxlents. This

could be a chance variation. However, it geems more probable that it
reflects a greater concern with religion among our women informants,
Becauge girls were obliged to keep up religious attendance more
assiduously than boys, they would have been wmore aware of the 'occasional'
visits of parents to a place of worship than were the boys. It is
significant that more difference is noticeable in the lower level of
'non—observance' reported by females, than in positive statements about
forms of dbservance.

It is certainly clear that as a whole the experiences reported
again reflect a structured experience. The detailed breakdown of
parental attendance confirms this view. The level of non~reporting is
consistant. The positive statements reveal the higher level of
attendance in the rural areas, a pattem that can be confirmed from other
sources, It is worth remarking that the parallel accounts of male and
female parents do not emerge sinply because informants conflated their
remories of them: in 25% of the cases the respondents report different
behaviour for each parent. The attendance of respondents in the
teenage period after leaving school correlates with this general pattermn
of urhan/rural attendance, although in this case the level of non-responses
leave the inferences much weaker., Moreover, our initial impression
that religious observance was essentially pragmatic is reinforced by the
structure revealed in the evidence. Attendance during school age was
almost universal, but for post-school vears attendance followed the sarme
trends reported for parents, that is higher for females than males and
higher in rural than in urban areas. Yet the behavioural patiern shows
no such structure when respondents report on the religious cbservance
which took place in the privacy of the hame. The saying of grace or of
prayers at bedtime are the two most dbvious examples. In the hane
shows virtually no differences in religious practice emerde between either
wrban and rural informants, or hotween male and female. Private religion,
in other words, reflects only the tendencies general within the commnity
and the region; while public religious behaviour was such more exactly
structured by the social constraints of locality, sex and authority.

The figures for childhood attendance speak for themselves. Some form
of attendance was normal for all. There was, however, a wide range of
wractice, fram those who attended morning and aftermoon seyvices as well
as Sunday School, dowm to those who put in the minimum possible mueder
of attendances that would enable them to gqualify for the annual 'treat'.
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There are/Few accounts of boys who rebelled against church attendance,
but it was generally accepted as inevitahle, as irmmtable as any
other custom or rule irposed bv an adult world:

'T went to Sunday school 'til I was about fourteen T reckon, "till

T went to work. Went to Sunday school morning and afternoon, never
missed, and Chapel service. We had to go. It was instilled in us;
so much so that we tocok it as we did the ordinary day school.

Sunday you go to Sunday school and Monday we go to the ordinary
council school'.  INT. 57

That account from Essex speaks for most informants, but especially those
from rural areas and those from relatively 'respectakle' families,

At the other end of the social scale can be found a more self-directed
and highly pragmatic attendance by boys from poor or 'rough' families
who - although not compelled to attend by their parents - did so in an
ingeniously selective manher:

'Oh yes, we went to Sunday school - if you were clean enough and if
vour clothes were alright to go with ~ but the time came when your
clothes weren't even fit to go to Sunday school with, and thev
wouldn't fetch you into a Sunday school. That all depend how well
you behaves, you see, the well behaved koys went to Sunday school
and the others didn't., But we nearly always managed to get into a
Sunday school before Easter, you see, then you'd qualify the next
few weeks to go on the treat.

Which one did vou go to?

T went to several, wherever paild the bhest dividend. I went to

St. Peters, and I went to cne in Fish Street, the Gospel Hall.

Oh, I went to several of them, and vou know they used to have Bible
classes in the evening, well, some of them used to give you a hun and
a cup of cocoa or - no, not a cup, amig'. Int. 17

This infommant spent his bovhood in the old Rows of Yarmouth., 2Asg a
child his main preoccupation was to find sufficient food. As he
points out, boys like him were not entirely welcome: conspicuously ill-
dressed and it can be inferred from the interviews, probably not too -
clean, if not actually verminous. In the towns at least there were
alternative centres of interest to bovs, and those who found religion
too irksome could easily enough find sanevhere else to go.

If attendance was the norm during school age, there is very little
evidence that mich presswre was exercised after the child started work -
even though the odd one or two informants remember they were made to
continue with Sunday school for a "little while® after leaving school.
Generally teenage attendance was voluntary. The effect on attendance
is dramatic. That Sunday school attendance — or regular church
attendance in any form -~ was considered bv the working classes as a

habhit only expected of children, can be confirmed from a muber of other



Tinal Report contd.

43,

sources like Charles Booth's religious survey of London, And even where
attendance was cantinued, it was usually for sorme pragmatic social
reason:

fiere the fishermen mainly church or cheapel veople?

Oh there was ~ they were hoth, there was npeople went to church too,
fishermen., And - there was no service in the church in the
afternoon, only Sunday schocl. Well, a boy of fifteen, sixteen to
twenty woaldn't know what to do (with his time) so they'd come to cur
little chapel half past two, anxi that chapel used to have lots of
young people there'., Int. 25

The father of this womem informant was a lay preacher and she herself
was very involved in her local chapel. She recognises that it .
was used largely as a meeting place for village youth who had nowhere
else to go on a Sunday. This was a widespread need and no doubt one
important reason for the higher levels of rural attendance by people who
ladked anv strong religiocus conviction:

'there did you used to go when vou were courting?

Well, they'd have to go and get where they could, there was no
pictures at that time of day you know. The wife and I used to go
to church on Sundays to Aldeburgh - or wherever we thought best'. Int. 3

The church or chapel provided the only alternative social gathering to

the village pub: and in any case the local nub did not provide for

vouny girls - or for boys who wanted social contact with those girls,

For boys there was a gap between leaving school, camonly at the age of
thirteen or fourteen, and being accepted in the company of men or in the
social world of the pub. Many teenage boys therefore went to a - =

rlace of worship simply because they had novhere else to go: and even a parscn
anxtious for the opportunity to preach to the unredeered, rmust have viewed
their attendance with somewhat mixed feelings:

'What happened after you left schoel, what did vou do for leigure,
did vou still attend church?

Yes, well - after I left chapel ~ T used to ¢o, a lot of us voung

'ns used to go up to Happishuragh church vou see, and go in there and
kick up a row. Thats all we went for. The parson, Hitchoodk, he
had some pear trees and they hunyg over the wall into the road and we
used to go up these trees and get these pears and take 'em into cdhwrch
and eat 'em, chuck the cores all over the place.

He wasn't too nleased to see vou then?

Then they roped up the seats so we had to go right wp the tor, when
they done that up we kept away then. ©Oh Lord ves, we had a good
time vou know'. Int. 5,
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It is worth noting that this rebellion did not take place in the place
of worship that he had attended as a schoolboy, that is, the Methodist
Chapel, or even in his own village where his father's authority and
other adults who knew him might have been able to prevent such a breach
of adult rules.

This example, from Norfolk, may be compared with another similar

case from Essex:

T used to feel sorry for the poor old soul saretimes - couldn't hear
himgelf speak you know. We were talking during the service, during
the sexrmon, he very often used to have to stop and ask yvou for guiet.
But eventually they put two men wp there. Ve were plaving about,
wouldn't listen. I don't think that there is anything like that now.
He was a nice 0ld devil, as T told vou before. But you couldn't

get a seat, thats the truth, in them days. 2All us yvoung fellows
courting girls used to run up to the church, or you couldn't get a
seat'. Int. 38,

That teenage behaviour was a comon enocugh problem for church authorities
at this time is also suggested by an acoount, in the Lowestoft Journal
of 15 April, 1911, of youths fined for 'indecent behaviour'! in

Ressingland cihwrch: behaviour very much in the same pattern as reported

by our respondents, including 'throwing apples at each other'.

It is clear that religious affiliation was chosen to some extent
as an indication of social standing and attitudes. The well known
comnections of Liberalism with Nonconformity, and Toryism with the Church
of England, is widely reported by ocur informants. It is sufficient
in this respect for us to note that the affiliations of the respondents
and their fathers shows the expected correlations.

So far religicus behaviour has been looked at from a general
perspective: and there is no reason for expecting that it should
necessarily he influenced by ocoupation. But we now consider the

religion of the fishexmen themselves.

There is little to be gathered here from the breakdowm of the
evidence in tabular form. There is no control grow which might be
uvsed to see if the behaviour of the fishermen showed any 'industrial®
peculiarity. Of the total group of 100 males (60 fathers and 40
regpondents)}, 15 have heen classified as non-fishermmen. The behaviour
of the fishermen has thus been tabulated according to the tvpe of
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fishing they pursued. Considering the small size of the quota, there
is a remarkakle consistancy in the overall distribution of the patterns
of behavicur, and this is perhaps the firding to bear most in mind.
Nevertheless, same conclusions may perhaps be drawn from the

similarity of pattern reported by trawlemen and driftemen when corbared
with inshore fishermen. Driftermen were away at sea for seven or rore
months in the vear while trawlermen had on average only cne night a
week at hane, and that most oftennot a SundayThis did not prechide them
fran occasional church attendance which most respondents report in the
case of their parents, but it would prevent any regqular atterdance.

The inshore fathers, by contrast, are reported with a far higher level
of attendance: easily the most marked variation in the tables. It was
also far more common for them to refuse to work on a Sunday - a stand
not really practicable for a deep sea fisherman. It 1s difficult o
decide whether Sundays were chserved principally for reasons of
religious conscience, or more as a day for rest. Once mors, one
difficulty in interpretation is the fact that almost half of the 'inshore'
fishermen were alsc yacht hands, who spent the sumer season away Ifrom
their hoame port in much the same way as the driftermen, although for a
shorter season and with a rebuwrmn to inshore fishing for the rest of the
yvear. The Table shows some difference in the pattern of behaviour of
inshoremen who also went yachting f£rom those who did not: there was a
slightly hicher attendance among the vachtsmen. But the difference
could be due to the character of the local commmities and not
specifically due to occupation. Nevertheless the general tendency
suggests that the severance of links with the local community could be
instrumental in hreaking attendance at a place of woxship.

Our overall impressicn is that religion had little personal
significance for the fishermen, nor were they ruch concernad with outward
show through attendance at a place of worship. This was equally true
of church and chapel. Some of the cases reported as positive
attendance give the impressicn of heing very cccasional indeed. This
view conflicts with the widespread image of local fishermen as strict
church or chapel goers, derived no doubt largely from the attitudes of
fishing commnities elsewhere, in the West of Fngland, or in Scotland.
But in fact contemporary secondary sources on fishing in other regions
cuite often refer to the East Anglian fishermen as intensely hardworking,
rmatter-of-fact men, who would work Sundavs even when this was contrary
to local custom. Indeed, this behaviour provoked rioting in MNewlyn in
1896 so serious that troops and a qunboat and destrover were called to help
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restore order. (F.G. Aflalo, The Sea Fishing Industry of England and
Wales, 1904).

Their lack of comnitment to formal religion can be contrasted with
their attachment to superstiticus rituals at sea. Superstition had a
very significant place in the Fast Anglian fisherman's consciousness.
Accounts of some incident illustrating superstition at work will often
cover a page of typescript, while there will he opnly an odd sentence
in response to questiongs on religion. Sometimes such accounts are
given along with a denial of belief on the part of the informant, but
this may ring hollow in the light of the details of the incident itself.
We have not yet tabulated this materizl, but it promises to reveal some
wexpected features. t is clear that the most superstitious fishermen
were the driftermen, followed by the trawlermen, the least superstitious
being the inshoremen. This runs directly counter to the popular view
of superstition as a survival from more primitive and ignorant times,
which persisted in those bhackward areas where industrial methods and
social forms had changed least. Owr evidence shows a reverse
correlation, with the most modermised section the most superstitious,
and the most traditional the least. The character of the superstitions
and rituals recounted indicate that the main support for
care from the most capital-intensive section of the industry, because
drifting was the type of fishing in which crews had least control {through
the exercise of skills) over the size of the cakch and thus of earnings.
Drifting was a lottexry in which 'luck' was at a premium for strictly
economic reasons, and it was the verv wncertainty of earnings which
increased the level of superstitious cbservance in this section of the
industry. Most of their rituals were directly concerned with attracting
more fish. Trawlermen, by comparison, rarely used ritual practises
except to oontrol the weather, thev relied on their knowledge of the seabed
and the hahits of fish to enable them to make a successful catch, but
without wind thev could not fish at all. Inshore fishermen can recall
very few superstitions, and those that thev do report are often not
specific to their industry, but relate to commity superstitions such as
a belief in witches. This section of the evidence is still being worked
on and is due to be published in 1878.

During the course of the field work it becare apparent that the
reported level of industrial discontent in Bast Anglia, even from the
nighly comercialised and modernised herring drifter section of the
industry, was substantially lower than that which existed on the Humber
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during the same periad. There was no trace of even the nascent trade
unicnism comparable with the West Coast of Scotland where the hired
hands formed a undon in 1913,  In Fast Anglia relations with the owners
appeared friendly and harmonious, the reported level of class

perception was low, and a sense of conflict virtually absent. This
picture ran counter not only to that from other centres of cammercialised
fishing, but alsc to the classic sociological picture of industrial and
clases solidarity genevated in tough and dangerous male—only ocoapational
coramities. Ve therefore identified it as a critical cuestion for

Further investigation as the research proceeded.

Fortunately documentary sources are available which can be used
to establish the econamic structire of ownershipn. This was felt to be
essential, since the decade and a half hefore the First World VWar was
the period during which the dvifter fishing fleet changed from sail to
steam, According to svidence given kefore a Parliamentary Inquiry of
1908 into the fishing industry, this increased the capital cost of the
average drifting vessel from £650 to £2,750. Given this period of
intense capital replacement and investment, one of two patterns might
have been expected to emerge. A sharp decling in the number of
individual owners micht have taken rlace as the capital sum becare too
great for a working fishewman to acguire, with corpany ownership
becoming the nomm. This is essentially what haprened to the stean trawling
indusiry in other regions. Alternatively, there might have hbeen a
growth in the marber of ‘partnerships' and ‘family’ owned vessels, as
occurred in the North East Scottish ports. Yet both the oral
testimony collected and our preliminary documentary research with the
Registers of Shipping held by the Customs and Excise Officers at the
relevant ports indicate that neither of these trends emerged. The
documentary evidence shows that there was still a significant nurber of
individually owned vessels. The oral testimony enhasised the 'value!
of not working with kin. The common mode of ownership seemed to be that
of one or two vessels by skiprers or ex-skippers.  Although
opportunities for ownership may not be the sole explanation for the
distinctive socio-industrial attitudes, the socizal implications in the
possibility of a working fisherman becoming an owner are clear, It
seaned therefore essential to establish the basis of omership as
rrecisely as possible. ILists of all fishing vessels registered at the
ports of Lowestoft and Yarmouth were therefore cbtained for 1899, 1913
and 1931: the first date at the beginning of the period of rapid
technical change, the second near the outhreak of the First World War
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which disnpted the pattern of the industxy for a mmber of years, and
the last to provide a londer term comparison from the inter-war years.
An application was made to the SSRC for an extension of time and

fimds to allow the coding of this material, for the computer. Although
this application was rejected as an unnecessary extension of the project,
the Research Officer has regarded it as so fundamental that since the
termination of the grant period he has carried out the work unpaid,

with the University bearing the cost of the use of the computer.

mable 9 A ig intended to place the ports of Lowestoft and
Yarmouth in a national context. Tt shows the sizZe of the fishing effort
in the four leading ports and is taken from Parliamentary Papers 1913, XXX.
A1l the other tables are constructed chiefly from information in
The Great Yarmouth Almanac (1892 and 1913}, Flood's List of Fishing Vessels
1931. These sources were preferred to the more widely known Olsen's

lists of fishing vessels, because of their fuller detailson ovmership,
although Olsen's had to be used for Lowestoft in 1912, The complete
fleet has heen coded and where uncertain or missirng information exceeds
5% this has been indicated. Ve are grateful to Philip Holden of the
Department of Sociology, University of Essex, for his advice on coding
and for devising the vrogramme and putting it through the computer.

The camon view of the effects of this growth of larger units in
the fishing industry is cancisely put bv Wadel: 'In most countries,
increased capitalisation of a fishing industyy has usually been
accapanied by a change in the pattern of ownership and organisation of
firms: that is, the fisherman—owner firms are succeeded by large
corporations that are often vertically integrated’ (Cato Wadel in

R. Arderson and C. Wadel eds, North Atlantic Fishermen, Canada, 1972).

Our evidence shows that the East Anglian herring industrywas an exception,

and that small owpers continued to maintain their stake in the industry.
Any definition of a 'small owmer' is to some extent arbitrarv., The oral
evidence makes clear that even the owner of five or six hoats was still
locked upon as a fisherman rather than as a husinessman, provided that
he had worked his way o throuwgh the industry. Table 9 B avoids the
problem of definition by simply listing the fleets of both ports by the
number of owners and units of cwnership. This is supplemented by

Table 9 C which shows 'small' ownership as a percentage of the total
ownership and by Tables 9 D and T, which demonstrate the nature of this
ownership. As the two ports have distinctive patterns they are bhest
considered separately. (A1l percentages have keen rounded to the nearest

whole number. Dttd desicnates a clasz of vessels which acted as hoth trawlers
and drifters).
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The most notable exception to the general patiern of ownership is
from Yarmouth in 1898, where one owner had 162 vessels., This was the
trawler firm of tlewitt, which had moved from RBarking (Tondon) to
Yarmouth in 1865. Their boats were mainly sailing trawlers whose
catch was taken by cutters direct to Billingsgate. They had given up
onerating this huge fleet in 1900 and omntimed with a few steam travlers
before moving their gperational hase north to the Humber priar to 1212,
This marked the end of Yarmouth as a trawling centre of any inportance.
Althouch a few trawlers still cperated from there, by 1212 the landings
of white fish at Yarmouth were only 2% of the Lowestoft total. .
Table F shows that by 1912 Yarmouth was almost wholly concerned with
drifting.

In locking at develognents between the two dates, one fact emerges
which seems to go against normal trends in industrial development.
This is the growth of private individual ownership, at a time when the
industry was pecaning more capital-intensive, Table D shows the
figures for Yarmouth. '"Company' 1s self-explanatory; ‘single'
indicates that the vessel has only one ovmer; ‘'Jjoint' indicates that a

vessel has more than one owner — in most cases this means just one

partner, but occasionally three or more owners. The most interesting
point in the 1898 figures is in the almost total lack of joint owmership.
This demonstrates the invalidity of the generallv held impression of the
'traditional' fishing vessel as a family owned and worked possession,
wirich was gradually squeezed out of existance by the growth of companies
and the increasing cost of new fishing vessels and gear. Another
significant point is the growth of size in the privately avmed units in
comparison with the size of the company owrned units (as expressed through
a camparison of % of wnits against % of tons). This trend does,
however, conceal some importent events. e have already described the
transfer of Hewitt to the HMurber., The next largest registered cuner
was the Mission to Deep Sea Fishermen, with 10 units; the largest
private ovmer had 8 wnits. The collapse of Hewitt's operations in
Yarmouth was thus bound to have a drastic effect on subsequent statistics.
"It distorts the wnit/tomnage ratio hecause trawvlers are on the average
larvger than drifters, so that the predominance of company ovmed
trawlers in 1898 over-amphasised the 'advantacge' of larger units
prarently enjoved by the camenies. In fact oral and secondary sources
lead one to believe that there was no significant difference hetween the
size of the units (and hence the capital invegtment) hetveen lavge

corpanies and individual owners. Zoats tended to be built to a wmiform
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size best suited to the fishery concerned and did not differ in size
by type of ownership. Companies also appear to have a size advantage,
because private cwnership also inclwdes vessels engaged in activities
such as shrimping, which were large encugh to ke inclwded in the
statistics as first class fishing vessels, hut could more properly

be included in tie inshore fishery 1f they could be more certainly
identified.

Table H shows the pace of modernisation between 1898 and 1912, At
Yarmouth the change from sail to steam was virtually completed in those
years. In spite of this hectic spate of investment, small ownership
{Table C} increased slightly. This Table should he considered along
with Table D (the "Don't Knows' in 1912 appear to e a mixture of ‘single'
and 'joint', but the information was too uncertain to code as such).
This shows only a slight fall in the proportion of corpany ownership,
despite the collapse of Hewitts, who had been responsible for no less
than 46% of the vessels included as 'oompany' at the ecarlier rate.

This indicates that campanies were being formed with great vigour at
this tdme, and irnwvestors as well as fishermen were being very active in
the expansion of the drifting fleet. One clear feature is the

emergence of joint-cwnership as a substantial form of owmership.

In Lowestoft the situation was more complex as the trawling
industry remained a mejor part of the fishing industry. It is not clear
in purely economic terms why Lowestoft should have continued to flourish
as a trawling port, when trawling collapsed so completely in Yarmouth
only eleven miles up the coast. ‘hatever regional disadvantages Fast
Anglia may have suffered from as a centre for trawl fishing applied to
both ports. Explanations in regional temms include national demographic
patterns, the long distance from the ooalfields, bringing an uneconcmically
high price of coal, and the distance from the more prolific fishing
groawds further North. In the long~tern these factors were undoubtedly
important; they probably were the reasons why East Anglia did not
develop as a steam-trawling centre. This affected the Jevel of
tedmology involved. Sailing trawlers were effectively limited to
using a 40 foot beamrtrawl; the otter-trawl with its greatly increased
fishing power could not be operated by a sailing vessel. In spite of
this Lowestoft still had a fleet of 264 sailing trawlers in 1912, and
these had an wnparalled reputation for being maintained in first class
condition. It is possible that the remaining sailing trawlers were
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located in Lowestoft, in preference to Yarmouth, because the authorities
at Lowestoft had provided more convenient facilities for the white-fish
trade than did thosze at Yarmouth. Owmership in Lowestoft was ruch
more in the hands of small owners than at Yarmouth. (See tables quoted)
Small ownership increased by ten per cent between 1898 and 1912, at the
sare time the sirze of the trawler fleet was reduced by about five per
cent. This indicates that in an industry that was in a slight decline,
more 'large' awners than small were pulling-out. Certainly there is
no indication that money for new investment coming from outside the
fishing industry. Outside finance was attracted to the Humber or to
similar steam trawling ports.

As Table G shows, the Lowestoft men also took advantage of the herring
bogn and, like Yarmouth, koth increased the size of their fleet and
changed to steam at the same time; very few of the proportion of sail
in 1912 (Table H) were drifters. In fact it was the small private
awners in Lowestoft who camissioned the first steam drifters and led the

way in modemisation.

As the main purpose of these tables is to provide a description of
the kasis for the industrio-sccial perceptions of the fishermen, there
is little to be gained from rursuing them per se. However, in assessing
the significance of these ficures for that purpose one must be awvare
of the reality behind the nercentadges. Since ore of the major concerns
of this analysis is with describing the pattern of ovmership at a period
of intense expansion of capital value, in order to see vhether the
fishermen's social perceptions were reasonably based in the 'realities'
of their world, or vhether thelr consciousness was totally 'false®,
one area which needs a fuller explanation is the distinction betyesn

'company' and 'private' ownership.

In oxder tc maintain a consistancy of coding, ownership hes been
coded as 'campany' where 'company' appears in the description of
owrnership. For exanrle, "The Ctar Drift Fishing Carpany, Lowestoft”
appears in the lists and is ooded as 'comany' and 'local®; if the
address were London it would he "company and ‘remote'. In other words
we have made the maximrn assunptions about the potential level of loss
of ownership by the local fishemwen. In fack, the oral evidence makes
it clear that a nurber of these companies were owned bv local fishermen
or ex-fisherren, and had been formed, one assumes, for tax or trading
adventages. The "Star Drift Fishing Corpany” was owned by George Catchpole
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{(known as 'Mouse'); and forming a company did not extract him from the
fishing commmity. This memory of him from an interview is typical:
'There were no campanies then. I knew Mouse Catchpole, he had
twenty or thirty boats. He was a little old man with a beard
"a proper gentleman" although vou wouldn't think so to see him in his

fisherman's clothes. He was worth thousands but he "would talk to you
as one of your ovn". I sailed for him on the "Beacon Star".'

The lists of 1912 and 1930 show Catchpole with two vessels in his own
name (but jointly owned with others) and six in the ‘'Star Drift Co.'
which owned the "Bsacon Star". VWhatever outside capital there may have
been behind the formation of the company, it obvicusly remained
Catchpole's in the eyes of the local fishermen, For this reason
Tables B and C, showing the number of wnits cwned by separate owners,
rather than Tables D and E showing the distinction of the tvpe of
ownership, may be a better indicator of the nature of ownership.
Nevertheless, Tables D and E remain infarmative, if only for the low

level of joint ownership recorded.

Joint ownership is defined for coding nurposes as two Or more
owners where such collective ownership is not a campany. Looking at
joint ownership more closely does reveal something of the kin and social
network of ownership. In Yarmouth in 1898 joint ownership was
insignificant. In 1912 there were 28 fishing vessels under joint
ownership: five of these names already appear as first owners; two
of the second owners also appear as third owners in other partnerships,
which means that all forms of joint ownership add 19 new individuals to
the 74 individuals or campanies who were first cwners. That makes up an
average of 2.33 vessels for each wmit of ovmership. The 1930s show that
this tendency to parinership had grown: of the 125 boats, 19 had second
ovners,sk of that 19 had a third owner, and three of that six had a
fourth owner. This adds only 14 new names to the first owners, as come
of the individuals also already appear as first cwners, or recur as third
and fourth owners. This gives an average of 1.58 vessels from each
unit of cwnershinp.

These figures establish without cuestion that for the average boat,
more people were becoming involved in ovmership. On the other hand the
decline in the nurber of vessels in the nost-war period meant that
ovnership was being reduced in absolute temns. levertheless, it is
clear that although at the turn of the century ownership was not a matter
of kinship groups or family fishing of the sart uwswlly described as
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Ttraditional', this pattern of cwnership grew during the
pericd of intense capitalisation.

The pattern of ownership in East Anglia was thus neither like the
Scottish pattern, nor the pattern on the Hurber or the other steam
trawler ports. The names and addresses of cwners in the fishing vessel
lists and the oral evidence both confirm that individual working
fishermen continued to achieve ownership. The modernisation of the
industry was also carried through without any labour troubles and
without the growth of class opposition. We believe that the reasons
for this are to be found in the structure of the herring industry. There
was nothing in the structure of the local trawling indonstry to withstand
influences coming from the herring industyy; but because sailing
trawling was declining, relationships in this section were different,
and have to be considered separately. Even in Lowestoft by 1212 there
were 50% more drifters than trawlers, and each drifter emploved 10 men
against the trawlers maximm of five, so the attitudes of the driftermen
dominated the fishing industrv as a whole.

The herring fishermen generally welcomed this increasing capitalisation,
the increased size of the boats, the longer nets and the heavier catches.
In some ways this imposed a heavier work burden and a sreed—up of the work
process, because a powered vessel can work more intensively than a sailing
craft. But these changes did not bring any protest from the fishermen.
Their welcoming of rapid technical change might partially be explained by
the increased opportunities for employment, but the major factor
influencing them was more probabhly related to the changes hrought to the
work experience of the employed individual, rather than in the general
coportunity of employment. If anything, the increased demand for labour
would have provided more favourable opportunities for successful protest;
had these changes generated discontent. In fact, in manning the new steam
drifters, the Tishermen gained camparatively more comfortable and roomy
living conditions. If the effort of actually handling the fish
increased as a result of the increased catching power, this was
camensated for by the disappearance of the labour involved in working a
sailing craft to and from the fishing grounds. The need to ensure a
greater return on the increased capital outlay also had the effect of
lengthening the fishing season, and this ensured a more continuous
amployrent.



Final Revort contd.

60.

Behind this ready acceptance of change there also lay one vital,
unchanging aspect of their employment — the 'traditional' share system.
Strictly speaking the herring fishermen were not employed by the boat
owner: contractually the crew were 'co-venturers' with the boat owner.
They risked their labour and he his capital for an agreed share of the
gross proceeds, net of working eswenses. This was not a system of bonus
payment, nor of profit sharing, nor any form of the 'poundage' payients
cormon in the trawling industry. Crews signed-on for a 'voyage'; they
received no wages, but a share of the money realised by the catch. After
rurning expenses, coal, harboar dues, salesman's coamission, food, and so
on had been paid, the eamings were divided with nine shares to the owner
and seven to the crew. The crew then divided this amoumt amongst
thenselves according to their position. Under this arrangement both
parties had a vested interest in maximising output. The existence of
a 'traditional' share system pravented disputes arising over the need o
renegociate wage or bonus payments to take account of the new level of
profitability. During this pericd both parties were increasing their
earmings from the industry, and the question of redistributing the
proportion of the earnings does not aprear to have becore an issue. The
only suggestion of this possibility in the oral evidence is a statement
that, for the owner of a smaller outdated boat with less capacity than the
average, it might becaorne necessary to offer to split 8:8, instead of 9:7,
in order to attract a crew. But such exceptions from the rule appear to
have been rare. The existence and continuation of this traditional
method undoubtedly worked to the adventage of the average fisherman by
greatly enhancing his sarnings. However, the increased remmeration for
the majority, including owners, would not necessarily have produced social
and industrial harmony, had not able and ambitious men despite the

increased capital cost, still have been capable of rising to cwnership.

How did an ordinary working fisherman manage to acquire ownership
of a capital asset oosting one to three thousand pounts (according to the
age of the vessel), at a time when skilled tradesmen in the area earmed
only £75 a year and an agricultural worker would do well to earn £407?
Fishermen were paid on the share system, and thelr earnings are virtually
Impossible to average, since some would work all vear and 'settle-up!
with literally nothing, wvhile others might 'settle-up' with a clear £150.
Further research into their earnings would be necessarv for a more
realistic assessment. Our present estimate would ke an average about
£70 a year in the 1900s, but the returns were always wunpredictable for
individuals from year to year. But fortumately the successful fishermen
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did not have to accirmlate capital from eammings in order to hecore an
amer. In a time of rapid expansion and of high profitability, the
skills of a successful skipper reached a premium. The variability of
earnings applied equally to the earnings of a company from any
particular boat. Fishing is an industry in which a high level of the
decisions which affect profitability camnot be taken by shore management.
They must depend on the skills of the skipper., Consegquently a
successful skiprer was a prime asset to any company. Thus in order to
retain skippers in their emloy, large conpanies would allow a skipper
to start huying a share of the vessel, usually by 'giving' him a 1/3
share which he then 'worked-cut': 'family' corpanies would allow
skiopers to buy an entire vessel by this method.  Yet even so, the
camanies had difficulty in retaining the services of an arbitious skipper;

fish salesmen were alsc competing for his skills,

Fish-salesmen played a key role in the economic gtructure of the
herring industry, The most cbvious of their activities was to auction
the fish in the fish dock. DBut thev did more than this. They also
provided the individual skipper/owners with 'white-collar' managerial
expertise. Fish salesmen virtually kept the accounts for the fishermen
who dealt with them. They paid the hills for the acoounts the
fishermen ran-up during the season, for food, fuel, harbour dues and ship's
chandlery. The salesmen would send their representatives to sell their
'customers' catch when they went up to Scotland in May, or down to
Penzance in January. They settled all the fisherman's hills and
accomts in these away ports as well. Apart from relieving the skipper/
ovner from a burden of paper work - and scme of the older skippers were
illiterate - it meant that a skipper/owner who had had a poor season the
vear before and had no cash could start fishing the next season on 'credit'.
These services were paid for by a 10% commission on sales., This meant
that the salesgmen made provortionally more monev out of providing these
services to a hoat earning a lot of monev: it was also mach more
profitable if their representative in an outport was auctioning for a
mmber of vessels. In other words they wanted to act exclusively for
as nmany high earning vessels as they prossibly ocould. It was these
salesren who were the main source of capital for the skipper/owher. By
cormon report in the oral evidence, any successful skipner would be able

to chtain a loan from the salesmen, indeed, might well be solicited to do so.
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Naturally, having provided the opportunity for a skipper to becoms an
owner, the salesman would 'menage’ the hoat arxi have the loan repaid ocut
of income. A relationship thus established would comenly last for as
long as the fisherman was working - although one owner pointed out to me
that there was no legal camitment to do so.

Such a system poses many questions: why was there so little
vertical integration of the herring fishing in the way which developed
in the trawling industry? TVhy was there a growth in joint ownership
if the individual had such easy access to capital? Did access to
capital result in a fom of econamic hondage in which the nominal owner
rarely discharged the original? ‘These questions need further research
and consideration before any atterpt can be made to answer themn. Wadel
notes the similar persistance of fisherman—ownership in the contemporary
Norweglan herring fisherv. One of the major factors in Norway appears
to be the level of expertise of individual skippers and net bosses in the
success of the operation, and the fact that this expertise gives them
access to capital. The situation appears to have heen much the same in
the earlier period of Fast Coast drift-netting. One area
that still needs considerable research is the extent to which ownership
by fishermen was 'nominal', with debt repayments continuing vear by year
and the capital sum never being repaid. Reports of bankrupcy cases in
the local papers give same indication of the frequency with which
fishermen were unsuccessful in their attempts to achieve ownership.

These give useful accounts of their 'personal' historyv as fishermen and
owners; the nuwber of vessels mrrchased and sold, the source of

finance, its proportion of the purchase price and the amounts repaid.

The Lowestoft papers show that the majority of the unsuccessful were
engaged in the trawling industry and the details of the cases - the size
of the loang and the length of time the capital was outstanding or interest
mnpaid - especially the level of control of the salesman over the financial
arrangerents even to the extent of paying an 'awner' a salary of 30/~ a
week - suggests that ownership may often have heen morenominal than real.
As mortgacers, the salesmen repossessed the boat and the real losers seem
to have been the local tradesmen and suppliers. No cages of this type
have so far come to light in the drifting industrvy. The local

Registers of Shipping carry details of mortgages on fishing vessels

and indicate that mortgages on drifters were generally paid off in a

short time. The experience of one informant, who hought a boat in

1922 for £100 down with £1,000 to pay, and cleared that debt within five

years as well as renewing his stock of nets in the same period was, in
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his own view, not untypical. But the reports in the local papers

make this conclusion somewhat less certain., 2And figures produced by the
Secretary of State for Scotland {quoted in the Lowestoft Journal,

2 December 1911) state that in 1910 there was a total of 764 steam drifters
in Scotland (cf 570 for the two East Anglian ports alone) and of those

109 were owned by 'capitalists', 102 by 'fishermen unencumbered', and

the residue of 553 was owmed by fishermen jointly with merchents or
subject to loan or mortgage - again indicating that the actuality of
private and fanily ownership needs careful consideration, it might have
been becoming to a certain extent a myth, albeit a powerful one for the

fisherman's social and industrial perceptions.

In view of the level of wncertainty on this kasic and factual
matter, further research into the Registers of Shipping involving a
proper random samle for two or three sample vears may prove a necessity.
This would recquire a considerable amount of additional research time and
would turn the investigation towards more strictly econauic issues,
rather then social historv. HNevertheless, while the basic facks of the
industrial structure remain problematical it is difficult, indeed
unwise, to proceed too far with the analyszis of the oral material., The
'realities' of ownership as well as its distribution must be knovm in

order to place 'werceptions' intoc a context.

The research has confirmed our original doubts in the general connection
made between fishing as an occupation and the industrial and scocial
attitudes characterised by Tunstall and cother studies referred to
earlier. Fast Anglian fishemmen, although working away fram home for
months in the vesr in the highly comercialised steanm drifting industry,
ware not militant, nor organised into trade unions., Our initial analysis
suggests that the major factor in this sharp difference between the
militancy of the Humber during the decade and a half before the First
World War and East Anglia is the difference in the structure of ownership.
In East Anglia, ownership was not only move widely spread, huat the
majority of the cwners were drawn from the local camamity and continued
to Live in that commmity.

Social contact seems to have remained familiar and easy, and does
not appear to have generated a sense of class division between the
omers and the men. The Fast Anglian fisherman's class perceptions are
complex (and have been more fully explored in the article which is attached)

For even large owners who 'came into' the community from outside are seen
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as part of 'their own commmity', whereas smaller businessmen and

even shoo assistants are regarded as belonging to a social class or
status group akove the 'fishermen' as a whole. The whole issue of the
extent of actual ownership, as opposed to a mere title to cwmership never
cleared of debt to the provider of capital, needs more exploration, but
it seems here that the widesnread existence of small fishermen owners
who worked their way up to ownership served to 'Tegitimise' cwnerchip
also for those few entrepreneurs who were actively and explicitly
engaged in ownership. Clearly there was also a substantial amount of
covert ownership, through the provision of capital and the holding of
mortgages by a groue of middle-men, usuwally fish salesmen. These men
also combined to establish local ocoaling and ice and provisions companies.
On the other hand, these gperations were not wnknowmn to the fishermen,
who all named the salesman as the most common source of capital for the
vorking fisherman ambitious enough to want to own his own vessel.

Their willingness to provide capital is seen in favourable terms, and
not the system of exploitation which it may well have been in practice.
Certainly in the static or declining and technically dormant sailing
trawler fleet, there are strong indications from newspaper accounts of
bankrupcy proceedings, that ownership in this section of the industry
was more nominal than in the herring drifting.

One aspect which emerges as an explanatory factor is the lack of
cultural distinctions between the various status groups within the fishing
industry. The oral evidence shows that attitudes towards education,
leigure and domestic life were held in common throughout the fishing
camunity. The length of schooling, out of school hehaviour and
time of starting wark, and the nature of occupations entered show very
little difference between cwmers and crew. As could be expected the
extrermes of poverty are found amongst the lower status (and paid) merbers,
and the higher levei of dawestic comfort — as measured bv diet, clothing
and housing —- are found in the higher statug growes;: but there is
considerable overlap. One factor seems to ke that the boam nericd of
the fishing industry was short, and the increased capital assets of the
fishermen owners &id not have time to work through to the ‘
'superstructure’ and provide the basis for the emergence of 'class!?
differences. MNor was this entirely due to the short period of rapid
camercialisation. Many of the oral accounts of the ocoupations of
thelr parents and grandparents, or even great—grandparents were known,
wmeover a striking variety of family occupational experience,  Many

informants who were themselves labourers or deckhands had fathers or grand-
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fathers who were owners or even bullders of fishing vessels, or who
were engaged in some form of independent trade. Occupation patterns
convey a sense of social flux, rather than of a fixed class position.
This variety in family experience helped to maintain the Victorian
level of belief that success was due to individual effort, initiative
and work. This view was reinforced by the fact that, so far as
becoming a skipper was concerned, the conterporarvy fishing industry vas
a genuine 'meritocracy'.  Unlike skilled artisans, the 'skippers' were
not able to control entry to thelir ocoupation hw controlling the nmrber
of apprentices or through union membership. A skipper had o pass a
Board of Trade exanination, so that fishermen with the requisite muwber
of years' service could take the certificate, Formal entry to the
group was therefore regulated by an outside hody and open ko all.

Where there was individual success on a substantial scale (the
father of one of our respondents owned four vessels at one time) this
dnes not seem to have started a business 'dynasty'. In this case
(and others reported in the local press) the wvessels were auctioned on
the retirement of the principal rather than passed on to the son or
sons as a going husiness, which means that owners children also had to
acquire their own capital assets, To achieve this they normally
established themselves as skilled and successful skippers. This
required them to go to sea as boys and work thelr way through the
hierarchy of jobs, while accumilating enough sea-time to take their
skipper's certificate. By the time that they became owners, even with'
the aid of family connections, they were, cultirally at least, indelibly
working class. Subsequently there would always be a considerable number
of men working in the industry, who had worked alongside them as hovs
and yound men, and remained on familiar terms even if thev hecans
financially far removed from them. Because of the state of flux hetween
different oohorts and generations in texms of ownership, there was a
continual injection of working class social and cultural attitudes into
the stratim of small owners: and because of the kinghip network a high
proportion of the non-cwners had near kin vho were owners, Morecver,
owmership of fishing vessels and gear is a form of capital with a high
rate of depreciation. This may be the reason vwhy middlemen were
content to allow this section of the fishing industry to remain in
other hands: it also distinguishes it fram rost small businesses which
recuire some more pemanent 'real' real property, so although the
earnings from a fishing vessel were comparatively hich, so were the
outgoings, and when the estate was sold on the death or retirement of
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T LF hssd AT ﬂﬂle;‘o‘;me'r p 'itdeT.dv not, usually realise a very larcre sum,

o 'personal use and also to nrovide securlty in retirement for the owner
rather than a family business for the children. (A useful comparison
may be made here with Thernstrom's studies of intergenerational
broperty mobility in the United States.) All these areas need greater
consideration. But in short, neither the length of time for which the
industry was booming, so that it was conparatively easy for working
fishermen to becore owners, nor the maintenance of this position hv the
same families, was sufficiently continuous to give rise to a sense of

class separation between owners and crew.

In conclusion, we are confident that the treatment of evidence in P
this report goes some way towards deronstrating the authenticity of oral i
evidence. However, it is clear that our evidence as set out here is '
less than complete. Our findings to date are reported in a self-
oontained structure, and have not yet heen placed in the wider oconceptual
or theoretical framework vhich we intend. Nor have all the original

aims of the project been fully reported within the present format,

The domestic role of the male, and the role and place of waren and the
importance of their industrial position, the strength of the community
and kinship networks all require further analysis. It is intended
that this will be carried out, and only then will we consider the
research to have been fully completed. We wish, in relation to this to

~ offer some final rererks, in tbe hope that they may assist o::nmderatwn ;
”'?&E What mght be regarded as a oorr;ole’ce and fully ",atlsfactoxy

frepont for' an oral ‘history prcject.

mrgolexn_tv and swblety of thé:; m.;oxmatlon' oollected
only be fully realised through an open—ended interview technique. 2As

a result, interpretation of the evidence has to await fieldwork and
transcription. This might be contyasted with more rigidly structured

mass surveys, where the research is focussed on specific areas of interest -
political behaviour, class perceptions or leisure habits - with the
intention of corrolating patterns revealed with incore levels or some
similar variables. Precise questions are formulated and pre—tested for
reliability. Once the main fieldwork has bequn, the major undertaking
remaining is to comuterise amd tabulate the answers collected. The E
specialist interpretive skills of the researcher are then focussed on a
corparatively small range of related data. The ife history' approach

collects a mass of data 'in the round', which generates new interpretations

_ and new cruestlons as 1t J.s be_ng oollected As a result, the main task of
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Tt is difficult to imagine how all of this complex work could be
fully completed within the normal timespan of a research grant. Through
the project, an absolutely wmicue and irreplaceable source has been
collected, providing data which social historiens will be able to continue
to analyse in the future. t is perhaps a truism that each generation
needs to write its own history. Oral historv can ensure that this
rewriting can go back to original sources for each sector of society
rather than in many instances just secondary reports. Because Trevor
Limmais is proceeding to write his Ph.D. thesis on the subject of the
research investigation, the material in this case will receive a rmuch fuller
analysis than would have otherwise proved practicable in the time allotted.
A second difficulty became apparent during the project. Because oral
history research can be urdertaken in very spersely documented and
wmexplored fields, and may often result in the discovery of new documentary
sources, it is impossible to be certain at the start, what kinds of
supplementary investigation may be needed. In this case 1t became clear
that a thorouwgh analysis of the structure of ownership was needed in order
to make sense of the fishermen's class perceptions and industrial
attitudes recorded in the interviews. Such a supplementarv investigation
would have required a comparatively slight additional expenditure and
we remain perplexed by the SSRC's decision to reject our application for
it on the principle that it represented an extension of the original
proposals. It would, in our view, be wiser to expect a successful oral
history project to generate such asmall needs for supplementary

investigation because of its exploratory character.

The time factor combined with the need for supplementary investigation
make it inevitable that a report written ai this stage is to some extent
incomplete. Ve suspect, hawever, that it would in any case be more
helnful to cther scholars if the final report of an SSRC oral history
research project, rather than atterpting to anticipate a future hook,
concentrated on setting out the preliminary structuring of the material
which had been collected and archived. This would allow other scholars
to e made aware of its basic character ~ the sample size; ocoupational,
social and geographical location; the subject areas covered, such as
the family, religion, lelsure and so on; combined with a preliminary
statement, including tahulation wherever aporopriate, to deronstrate the
basic structure for others wishing to work on particular sections of
the data. It might e more realightic, and more constructive, to aim
research reports in the direction of making public the basic content of

a: investigation rather than the ideal of exhaustive and final analysis.
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At the same time, we are rroceeding with plans for the publication
of our final research findings. Interim papers drawn from the project
have heen given by Trevor Luarmiis at the Department of Extra-Mural
Studies, University of Southampton (May 1975), the London School of
Econamics, Conference on Fishing Commmities (July 1975), the
Departrent of Extra-tural Studies, University of Cambridoe (August 1975
and 1976}, Great Yarmouth Archeeclogical Society (March 1976) and
the University of Essex, East Anglian Historv Conference (Tune 1976);
and by Paul Thorpson at the London School of Economics, Conference on
Fishing Comunities (July 19753), and the University of Edinbuargh, School
of Scottish Studies (February 1976). Trevor Dummis has mublished an
article on 'The Ccoupational Commmmity of East Anglian Fishermen', in
the British Journal of Socioclogy, Vol. XXVITI, Mo. 1, March 1977. Two
separate contributions by Trevor Lurmis and Paul Thompson are to be
included in a social history of British fishing, 1890 - 1939, vhich
Cuartet Bocks will be publishing in 1978, Other publishers have
expressed strong interest in a ook on the East Anglian fishing cormmnities
when the research is fully completed. There is little doubt in our

minds that the results of this rosearch will be available to a wide

audience.

Trevor ILummis

Paul Thompson



59.

General Notes on Tables One to Nine

DRIFT = Driftermen

TRAWL = Trawlermen

INSH = Inshore fishermen

NON-F = Ocecupations other than fishermen
OCC = Occupation

A - C = Social Class A to C

D -F = Soclal Class D to F

DOM.S5. = Domestic servant

BST = Beatster, A net-repairer. This was a skilled female occupation
N/W = Never worked

D/X = Do not know

Nor, = Norfolk

Suf. = Suffolk

Ess. = Essex

T/s = Sub-totals

LIBS = Liberal supporters

LABS = Labcur supporters

CONS = Conservative supporters

APOL = Yo political interest or preferences

CHAST = Chastised



TABLE ONE

REPORTED FAMILY SIZE AND MORTALITY

Average No. Reported Percentage | Number of

of Siblings Number of of Sibling | Cases

Per Respond Sibling Mortality

Deaths

All 8.0 (482) 1.0 (58) 12 ©0
Respendents
Male 7.7 0.9 12 40
Female 8.8 1.0 12 20
Urban 8.0 1.2 15 32
Rural 8.0 0.7 2 28
Drifting 8.0 1.3 16 16
Trawling 2.4 1.6 17 12
Inshore 6.7 0.5 7 20
Non-F'men 8.9 0.8 8 12
Essex 6.5 0.4 5 14
Suffolk B.5 0.6 8 22
Norfolk 8.5 1.6 19 24
Trawl |Owners |[8.2 0.8 11 9
and [Skippers|8.3 1.3 16 13
brtf, |Crew 9.5 2.3 25 6
only
Inshre.|Owners|5.9 0.3 5 11
only Crew |7.6 0.8 10 9
—> 1889 9.6 1.3 14 18
18%0-1899 7.0 1.0 14 27
1900-1909 8.0 0.5 7 15
Yachts 5.9 0.1 2 9
Beach 7.4 0.8 11 11




TABLE TWO

"CLASS PERCEPTIONS"

RESPONDENTS BY OCCUPATION OF FATHER

71.

Number of Classes
1 2 3 4 D/K Total
A Essex - 86% {12) 14% (2) -~ - 14
Suffolk 14% (3) 41% (9) 41% (9) - 6% (1) 22
Noxrfolk 13%(3) 25% (6) 38% (N 8% {2) 17% {4) 24
B Male 10% (4) 53%(21) 25%(10) 3% (1) 10% (4} 40
Female 10% (2) 30% (6) 50% (10) 5% (1) 5% (1) 20
C  Urban 19% (&) 38% (12) 34% (11) - 9% (3) 32
Rural - 54% (15) 32% (9) 7% (2} 7% {2) 28
D Drift, 13%(2) 32% (5) 38% (6) - 19% {3) 16
Trawl. 25% (3) 33% (4) 33% (4) - 8% (1) iz
Insh, - 75% {15) 15%(3) 5% (1) 5% (1) 20
Non-F, 8% (1) 25% (3) 58% {7) 8% (1) - 12
Totals 10% (6) 45: (27) 33% (200 3% (2) 8% (5) 60
E Trawling and Drifting Only
Owners: 22%(2) | - - - 55% (5) - 22% (2} 9
Skippers 15% (2) 54% (7) 15% (2) = 15%(2) 13
Crew 17% (1) 33% (2) 50% (3) - - 6
Totals 18% (5) 32% (9) 36% (10} - 14% (4) 28

MALE RESPONDENTS BY OWN OCCUPATIQE
NUMBER OF CLASSES
1 2 3 4 D/K Totals
DD Drift, |13%(2) 31%(5) 25% (4) 6% (1) 25% (4) | 100%(16)
Trawl. |29%(2) 43%(3) 29% (2) - - 101% (7)
Insh. - B6% (12) 14% (2) - - 100% (14)
Nen-¥, |- 335 (1) 66% (2) - - 99% (3)
Totals [l0%(4) | 53%(21) 25% (10) 3% (1) 10% {4) 101% (40)
EE Trawl
and
drift
only
Owners |- - - - 100% (2) 100% (2)
Skippers|13% (1) 38% (3) 38%({3) - 13%(1) 102% (8)
Crew 23% (3) 38% (5) 23%{3) 8% (1) 8% (1) 100% {13)
Totals |17% (4) 35% (8) 26% (6) 4% (1) 17% (4) 99% (23)
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TABLE TWO
PERCEIVED CLASSES
F(1) AlL = '
Respondents . 2 3 4 D/K Totals
—3> 1890 5% (1)} 38%(8) 43%(9) - 14%(3) 21
1891-1900 12%(3) 38% (10) 35% (9) 8% (2) 8% (2) 26
1901-1910 15% (2) 69% (9) 15% (2) - - 13
¥F{2) Males only
—> 189 8% (1) 54% (7) 23%{3) - . L 15%(2) 13
1891-1900 10(2) 45% (9) 30% (6) 5% (1) 10% (2) 20
1901-1910 143 (X) 71% (5) 14% (1) - - 7
F(3) Females
only ' .
—3) 1890 - 13% (1) 75% (6) - 13% (1) 8
1891-1900 17% (1) 173 (1) 50% (3) 17% (1) - 6
1901.-1910 17% (1) 67% (4) 17% (1) - - 6
H(l) Essex
-3 1890 - 100% (1) - - - 1
1891-1900 - B8% (7} 13%(1) - - 8
1901-1910 - 80% (1) 20% {1) - - 5
H{2) suffolk
—> 1890 9% (1) 45% (5) 36% (4) - 9% (1) 11
1891-1900 133 (1) 25%(2) 63%(5) - - 8
1901-1910 33% (1) 67% (2) - - - 3
H(3) Norfolk
—> 1890 - 22%(2) 55% (5} - 22% (2} g
1891-1900 20% {2) 10% (1) 30% (3) 20% (2) 20% (2) 10
1901-1%10 20% (1) 60% {3) 20% (1) - - 5
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TAELE TEREE

ECONOMIC STRATA WITHIN THE WORKING CLASS AS DEFINED BY THE RESPONDENTS

By occ. No Class| Self Mid.| Top of | - Mid Bottom, D/K Totals
of Pather{ oxr Strata| Class w/e w/Cc - We

Drifters 19% (3) 25% (4) 19%(3) 25% (4) - 13%(2)] lé
Trawlers 42% (5) - 8% (1) 33% (4) 8% (1) 8% (1) 12
Inshore 20% (4) - 60% (12} 10%(2) 5% (1) 5% (1) 2
Non-F. 42% (5} 17% (2) 333 (4) 8% (1) - - 12
Totals 28% {17} 10% (6) 33% (20 18%(11){ 33{2) 7% {4) &0
By occ. of Respondent (female by spouse)

Drifters 32%(7) 14% (3) 32% (7) 1 9% (2) - .1 14%(3)) 22
Trawlers 423 (5} - 8% (1) 42% (5} 8% (1) - 12
Inshore 13%{2) - 69% (11)] 13%(2) 6% (1) - 16
Non-F. 30% (3) 30% (3) 10% (1) | 20%(2) - 10% (1)| 1o
Totals 28% (17) 10% (6) 33% (20){ 18% (11) 3% (2) 7% (4) 60
Males only (respondents occupation)

brifter 25% (4) 13%(2) 31%(5) } 13%(2) - 19% (3)] 16
Trawler 43% (3) - - 57%(4) - - 7
Inshore 7% {1) - TEE(IO) | 14% (2) 7% (1) - 14
Non-F. - 33% (1) - 67% (2) - - 3
Totals 20% (8) 8% (3} 38% {15} 25% {10} 3% (1) 8% (3) 40
Females only (By occupation of spouse)

Drifter 50% (3) 17% (1) 335(2) | - - - 6
Trawler 40: (2) - 20% {1} { 20% (1} 20%{1) | - 5
Inshore 50% (1} - 50%(1) § - - - 2
Non-F. 43% (3) 29%(2) 14% (1) | - - 14 ()] 7
Totals 45% (9) 15% {3} 25% (8) | 5% (1) 5% (1) 5% (1) 20




TABLE FOUR

" ALL RESPONDENTS

74,

A(l) rF.ohEees Occupations of Males Siblings
Fathers Social | Social | Crew Skippert Owner | D/K Totals
Occ. Class | Class
A:C D-F
Qwner 3% 26% 26% 18% 18% 9% 34
Skipper - 19% 52% 21% | 2% 6% 49
Crew 4% 46% 29% 17% - 2% 24
Inshore is 13% 74% N.A. N.A. 12% 78
Non-F 4% 33% 37% 4% - 22% 49
Tetals 2% (5)Y) | 24%(56) { 493 (115) | 9% (22} [ 33 (7} 12% (28) | 233
A(2) Fathers | Occupations of Female Siblings !
Oce. A-C D-F Dom.S BST N/W D/K Totals
Owner 9% 9% 52% 18% 9% 3% 33
skipper 2% 18% 16% 51% - 13% 45
Crew - 16% 37% - - 47%" 19
Inshore | 13% 11% 26% 43 4% 41% 46
Non-F. 4% 12% 45% - - 39% 49
Totals 6%(12) | 13%(25) |34%(65) |16%(31)[3%(5) | 28%(54) | 192
EB{l) Mother Occupation of Mothers before and after Marriage:
BZfore, Classified by Spouses' Occupation
Marriage | owners | Skippers | Crew Non-F.| Inshore| Totals
A—C -— | . - - -_ -—
D-F 22%(2) | 15%(2) 33%(2) | 33%(4)] lox(2) 12
D/S 22%(2) | - 50%(3) | 50% (6} | 40% (8} 19
BST 22%(2) | 15%(2) - - - 4
N/W - 46% (6) - - 20% (4) |10
DK 33%(3) | 23%(3) 17%41) | 178 (2); 30%(6) | 15
Totals ] 13 6 12 20 60
B(2) Mothers Occupations After Marriage
A-C - 3 - - - -
D-F - 8% (1) 17%(1) | 25%(3)] 15%(3) | 8
D/s 22% (2) | 31% (4) 50% {3) | 50%{6)| 15%(3) 18
BST 22% (2) | 15%(2) - - = 14
N/W 33%(3) | 31%(4) - 8% (1) | 60%(12) | 20
D/K 22%(2) | 15%(2) 33%(2) [ 178 (2)| 10%(2) | 1O
Totals 9 13 b 12 20 60
c(1) “Male Siblings
Lo A-C | D~F(-Crew| Skippers | Ounérs . D/K | Totals
Urban 2% 19| 45% {17% 6% 10% | 109
Rural 1% | 28%| 538 {38 1% 148 | 124
: By 58 N5 422 . | T o) 280 233 e g
1 Femalas Siblings o
A-C | D-F Dom. S| BST N/wW D/K | Totals
Urban 9% 1 16w 29% 13% 4% 303 | 112
Rural 3% 9% 41% 213 1% 25% | 80
Total 12 25 65 31 5 54 192



TABLE FOUR

OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTICN OF SIBLINGS

D(1) MALE RESPONDENTS
Fathers | Occupations of Male Siblings
Oce. a-c D-F Crew Skipper | Owner | D/K Totals
Owner - 15% 27% 23% 19% 15% 26
Skipper - 21% 5l% 26% 3% - 39
Crew 5% 55% 15% 20% - 5% 20
Inshore 2% 13% 78% N.A. N.A. 7% 60
Non-F. - 42% 47% 5% - 5% 19
Totals 1% (2) 24% (39) 52% (86) 13%(21) 4% (6) 6% (10) | 164
D (2) MALE RESPONDENTS
Fathers | Occupations of Female Siblings
Oce. A-C D~F Dom.S | BST N/W D/K Totals
Owner - 5% 65% 20% 5% 5% 20
Skipper { - 20% 20% 60% - - 35
Crew - - 40% - - 60% 15
Inshore 25% 5% 40% - 5% 25% 20
Non-F. - - 94% - - 6% 17
Totals 5%(5) | 8%(9) | 48%(30)| 23%(25) | 2%(2) | 15%(i6} | 107
"E{l) FEMALE RESPONDENTS
Fathers Occupations of Male Siblings
Occ.
ce a-C D-F Crew Skipper | Owner | D/K. Tetals.
Owner 13% 75% - - 13% - B8
Skipper - 11s 56% - - 33% 9
Crew - - 100% - - - 4
Inshore| - 11% 61% - - 28% 18
Non~F. 7% 27% 30% 3% - 33% 30
Totals 4% {3} 25%(17) 43% (29) 1% (1) 1% (1) 26%(18)Y | 6%
E(2) FEMALE RESPONDENTS
Fathers Occupations of Female Siblings
Oces
A-C D-F . Dom.S. BST N/W D/K Totals
Owner 23% 15% 31% 15% 15% - 13
Skipper | 1lo% 108, - 20% - 60% 10
Crew - 75% 25% - - - 4
Inshore 4% 15% 15% B% 4% 54% 26
Non-F. 6% 19% 19% - - 56% 32
Totals 8% (7) 19% (16} 18% (15) 7% (3) 4% (3} 45%(38) | 85
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TABLE 5B

POLITICAL  PATTERN BY DECADE OF BIRTH: RESPONDENTS AND THEIR FATHERS*

*The Date of Birth of the Father has been arbitrarily placed 25 Years
Earlier than the Respondent

Con Lib Lab Apol D/K Total .
-——3 1870 | 38% {11) { 21% (6} - 14% (4) 24% (7) 29
187) - 1880 | 53% (16) | 30%(9) - 3% {1) 17%(5) 30
1881 - 1890 [23%(5) 23%(5) |5%(1)] 23%(5) 27% (6) 22
1891 - 1900 | 35%(9) 15% (4) |8%{2){ 15%(4) 27% (7} 26
1501 - 1910 | 46%(6) C- 8% (1) - 46% (6} 13
Totals 39%(47) | 20%(24)} 3% (4) | 12% (14) ,26%(31) { (120)
TABLE 5C

Political Allegiance by Religious aAffiliation

Cons Libs Labs Apol D/K Totals
Church of | 24%{29) | &% (7 2% {(2) | 3% (3) 11%(13) | 45% (54)
England
Noncon- | 15%(18) | 12%(14)] 2%(2) | 8% {10} 9% (11) 46% (55}
formist
Religion - - - - - 9% (11)
not Known
Totals 39%(47) | 18%(21) | 3% (4) | 11% (13) {1 20%(24) | LO0% (120}

TABLE 5D

Political Allegiance by Status Ranking: Drifters and Trawlers Ofily
Fathers and Male Respondents

P

Cons Libs Labs Apol D/K Totals
Owners 36% (4) - - 9% (1) 55% (6) 11
Skippers| 33%(7) | 14%(3) - 33%(7) | 19% (4) 21
Crew 32% (6) lex (3) | 16%(3)] 5% (1) 32% (6) 19
Totals 33%{17)] 12%(6) | 6% (3) 18%(9) | 313 (16} 51




TABLE 6

RESPONDENTS AGE AT LEAVING SCHOOQOL

RESPONDENTS AGE

11 12 i3 14 15 D/K | Totals
— 1889 | 63 (1) { 28%(5) | 50% (2) | 11%(2) - 6% (1) 18
1890 - 1899 { 4% (1) | 11%(3) | 33%(9) | 448 (12)] 7%(2) - 27
1800 - 1508 - 7% (1) 33% (5) | 53%(8) - 7% {10 15
Owners - - 22%(2) T 663 (6) | 1lis (1) - g
Skippers 8% (1) | 8%(1) [69%(9) [ 15%(2) - - 13
Crew - 33%(2) | 33%(2) 33%(2)_ - - 6
Inshore - 15%(3) | 30%(6) | 45%(3) |5%(1) 5% (1) 20
Non Bx (1) | 25%(3) | 33%(4) | 25%(3) - 8% (1) 12
Fighermen
Urban 3% (1) F13%(4) | 38%(12)[ 41%{13}§ 3% (1) 3%%¢1) 32
Rural 4% (1) {18 (5) | 39%(11)] 32%(9) |4%(1) 4% (1) 28
Male 15% (6) | 45%%418)§ 35%(14) 3% (1) 3% (1) a0
Fenale 10% (23} 15% (3) | 25%{5) | 40%{8} }5%(1) 5% (1) 20
Totals 3% (2) | 15%(9) | 38%{23){ 37%(22)|3%(2) 3% (2) 60
Trawler— 8% (1) | 17%(2) | 42%({5) | 33%(4) - - 12
men
Drifter- - 6% (1) 50% (8) | 38%(6) |6%(1) - 16
mern
Totals 4% {1) | 129 (3) | 46%{13)] 35%(10) 1 3% (1) - 28
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TABLE 7

PUNISHMENT IN THE HOME

79,

A RESPONDENTS AA RESPONDENTS
Not Not
Chastised Chast. D/K | Totals Chasta Chast. D/K | Totals
Essex 64% 29% 7% 14 50% 43% 7% 14
suffolk| 68% 18% 14% 22 68% 18% 14% 22
Norfolk| 46% 8% 17% 24 33% 50% 17% 24
B Urban 66% 22% 13% 32 BB |59% 28% 13% 32
Rural 50% 36% 14% 28 39% 46% 14 -~ | 28
C Male 60% 35% 5% 40 CCc |58% 38% 5% 40
Female 55% 15% 30% 20 35% 35% 30% 20
3
D Inshore | 55% 35% 10% 20 DD |45% 45% 10% 26
Trawler | 58% 42% - 12 58% 42% - 12
Drifter | 63% 19% 19% le 56% 25% 19% 16
Shore 58% 17% 25% 12 42% 33% 25% 12
Totals 58%({35) | 28%(17) 113%(8) | 60 50% (30) | 37%(22) | 13%(8B)}| 60
RESPONDENTS
Chastised Mot p/x | Total
: Chaste« s
EE Owners 33% 44% 22% 9
Skippersj 62% 31% 8% i3
Crew B83% 117% - ()
Tetals 57%(16) | 32%(9) 11%(3) 128
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TABLE 7

PARENTS
Not No
Sex Chast Chast Role D/K Totals

Inshor Female | 40% 50% 10% 20
NSOOYE  I'Male | 20% 60% 20% 20
P 1 Female | DO% 42% 8% 12
Yawlers Fiaile | 25% %% 33% 12
Female | 443 31% ' 25% 16

Drifters oo 755s 753 3is 5% 16
Non- Female | 33% 42% _ 25% 12
Fishermen | Maie | 17% 42% 8% 33% 12
Urban Female | 53% 28% 19% 32
Male | 22% 34% 20% 22% 32

Rural Female | 29% 57% 14% 28
Male | 21% 54% 11% 14% 28

Essex Female | 50% 43% 7% 14
Male 14% 57% 7% 21% i4d

Female | 45% 36% 18% 22

Suffolk  FyaTe  [325 32% 18% 18% 22
‘Female | 33% 6% 21% 24

Norfolk Iy ie T17s 168 71% 17% 34
cotals  |Female [42%(25) | 423 (25) 60
Male | 22%(13) | 43% (26) | 16%(10) | 18% (11) | 60
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TABLE 8

RELIGIOUS BEHAVIOUR

A. Fathers : ' Fishermen only
Religious Attendance
Yes No D/X Totals
Drifters 13% 44% 44% 16
Trawlers | 17% | 58% 25% 12
Inshore 55% 30% 15% 20
Totals 31%(15) | 42%(20) | 27%(13) | 48

B. Respondents: Male Fishermen &nly

-

Driftexrs | 13% 25% 63% 16
Trawlers 14% 29% 57% 7
Inshore 21% 36% 43% 14
Totals 16% (6) 30% (11) | 54% (20) | 37

C. Male Respondents and All Fathers: Non Fishermen Only

Non- 27% 47% 27% 15
Fishermen

D. All Males o

Totals 25% (25} { 38%(38) | 37%(37) { 1QC

E. Inshore Divided Into Yachtsmen and Non-Yachtsmen

Yachtsmen | 47% 33% 20% 15
Non- 37% 32% 32% 19
Yachtsmen

Totals 14 11 9 34




TABLE 8 82,
RELIGIOUS BEHAVIOUR
F, Parents by Location -
RURAL URBAN
Yes No D/X Totals Yes No b/K Totals‘
Father| 46% 29% 25% 28 16% 63% 22% 32
Mother{ 39% 39% 21% 28 22% 50% 28% 3z
Totals| 43%(24) | 34%(19) | 23%(13) | 56 19%{12) | 56% {36} ) 25%(le) | b4
' G. Respondents: Attendance Post School Age i
Male 25% 20% 55% 20 15% 35% 50% 20
Female | 50% - 50% 8 58% 8% 33s 12
Totals | 32%(9) | 14%(4) | 54%(15) { 28 31% (10) | 25%(8) |44%(14) | 32
4
H. Respondents: Religious Observance in the Home During School Age
All 25% 21% 54% 56 28% 17% 55% 64
Totals | 14 -} 12 30 56 18 11 35 64




TABLE 9

33,

A, Number of Vessels and Men At the 4 Leading Ports of England/Wales
Grimsby | Hull Lowestoft | Yarmouth
Stean 1903 484 423 101 101
1912 582 403 329 19g
: 1903 39 13 387 88
sail 1912 27 20 264 10
Regular 190231 4,939 4,272 4,100 2,780
Fishermen 1912 ] 5,969 4,720 5,400 2,710
Occasionally 1903 - 150 50 650
Fishermen 1912 - 168 950 440
g, DISTRIBUTION OF OWNERSHIP -
1913 List has 6.3% D/K
*Both Hewitt, 25 registered in London
Lowestoft Yarmouth
Units of | .g98 | 1012 | 1931 | 1898 | 1912 | 1931
Ownership
1 148 151 a0 73 36 44
2 55 &0 37 17 17 12
3 19 31 16 5 7 4
4 11 iz 6 9 2 1
5 8 9 8 2 3 2
6 1 8 1 1 22 -
7 5 5 3 3 2 -
8 1 1 - 1 1 -
9 1 1 1 - - -
10 1 - 1 1 1 -
11 - - 1 - - 1
122 - - - - - -
131 1 - - - S -
14 - 1 1 - 1 -
15 - 1 - 1 -
16 - 1 L - - -
i9 - g - - -
20 - - - 1 1
25 - - 1% -
30 2 - - 1
34 1 1 -
137 1* J
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TABLE 9

C. Small Ownership as a % of Total Cwnership

Lowestoft Yarmouth

1898 { 1912 | 1931 (| 1898 | 1912 | 1931

Owning up to 42 52 38 28 32 55
2 FV's
Owning up to 72 By Bl 35 52 75
5 FV's

D. (Joint Equals Two or More Owners)
Type of Ownership by % of Unite and of Total Tonnage
i
Yarmouth 1898 1912 1931
Compan Units 51 46 35
pany Tons Bt u8 37
Single Units 49 35 4g
& Tons 36 40 ug
Joint Units 1 9 17
Tons 1 10 17
Units - 1¢ -
D/K Tons - 3 -
TABLE 9 r
E,
Lowestoft 1898 1912 1931
o Units 2 17 37
ompany Tons 1 18 ul
N Units 85 41 33
Single Tons 85 52 30
Joint Units 9 16 30
ein Tons 9 19 29
Units y 26 -
D/K Tons b 12 -
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TABLE 9

F. Number of Boats by Type of Gear

Yarmouth 1898 1912 1931
Trwl, 235 - -
Dttd. 82 - 21
brft. 58 217 104
TABLE 9
G, Number of Boats by Type of Gear
Lowestoft 1898 1912 1931
D/K* - 140 -
Twrl, 248 98 170
Dttd. i - 80
brft. 227 353 181
*#These are almost certainly sailing trawlers

Yarmouth Lowestoft
Sail Steam Sail Steam
1898 95 5 §9 1
1912 a2 y5 55
1931 1 99 22 %78

cases

*Includes a 3% 'motor', a negligable proportion in other
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The Nature of Human Aggression

Ashley Montagu

In this controversial book Ashley Montagu takes issue with the
innate aggressionists—Konrad Lorenz, Robert Ardrey, Desmond
Morris, and others—who by their writings have dene so much to
popularize the view that human beings are inescapably killers. He
examines their arguments in detail and sefs out to refute their
conclustons.  £6-25

Principles and Viethods of Social
Psychology

Edwin P. Hollander

This third edition has becn entirely rewritten and updated. One of the
new features included is the use of principles of social psycholpgy as
headings throughout the boek which serve as helpful study guides

for the student. Among the topics given new or extended treatment
are the cthics of research, social movements, sex-role stereotypes, -
non-verbal communication, the self-concept, attribution theory,
reducing inter-group conflict, and hurdles to independence.

‘Third edition illustrated £5-25

Sex Research

Studies from the Kinsey [nstitute

Edited by Martin S. Weinberg

Since the famous ‘Kinsey Reports’ of twenty-five years ago, the
Institute for Sex Research at Indiana has continued to publish many
interesting and valuable works on human sexuality. This book
provides a brief history of the Institute as well as selections and
condensed versions of these works, £7-50

The End of imprisonment

Robert Sommer

We have more and larger prisons than ever before, ‘while crilme and
recidivism are also on the increase. This book provides a brief
history of the American prison system, and c]xscusses the vague, .
divergent, often conflicting ideas ablout thq aims of the system which
are held by prison staff, judges, police, legislators, and the inmates
themselves, £325

Oxford University Press

]

Bmzsfz Journal of Sociology  Volume 28 Number 1 March 1977

. Trevor Lummis

“The occupational community of East Anglian
fishermen: an historical dimension through
-oral evidence*

“This article presents some qualitative evidence for the social perceptions
of the East Anglian fishermen. It is au attempt to assess their attitudes
10 the social structure and to look at one empirical historical community
10 see to what exteni it conforms to the sociological concept of ocecupa-
tional community. It cancentrates on the decade and a half from the
turn of the century to the outbreak of the First World War., This period
is chosen for two reasons: it is as far back into the *historical dimension’
as one can go and still find a substantial number of respondents from
one occupational group or community; the period also has an economic
unity in that it was a period of continuous prosperity and expansion in
the herring fishing industry, In their accounts of their early life and
expericnces, the respondents show an unexpectedly low perception of
class divisions, 2 sense of class conflict is virtually absent and expressions
«of industrial or occupational discontent are rare. This evidence con-
flicts with the popular view of the fishermen as a ‘traditiona) proletarian
occupational community’, membership of which fosters 2 dichotomous

- conflict image of socicty, wider class affiliations and industrio-political

radicalism. The impressions of the respondents stand in such sharp
distinction to the record of industrial conflict amongst fishermen on the
Humber prior to the First World Wart that tie structure of the Fast
Anglian industry and the evidence on social perceptions both deserve
some comment, for I will argue that the reported social perceptions
‘are not the result of the respondents secing their carly life as part of
“‘the good old days’ in which social confiict is forgotten or suppressed,
but that these perceptions can be seen as arising realistically out of the
industrial and community situation of that generation. To, this end

- the article will start with a brief comment on the nature of the evidence
-used, and also on the structure of the fishing industry in East Anglia,

. In-an atticle in Oral History,? Paul Thompson, through reference to
various studies on memory, shows that memories of an event fade very

- quickly—within days—but after that the ‘memory’ stabilizes and there

is very little to be gained by interviewing people about the recent past
as opposed to the distant past. It can be argued that the oral history
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52 ) Trevor Lummis

interview suffers from less conscious bias and social pressures. Much
contemporary sociological research is concerned with collecting in-
formation about situations in which the respondent is still actively
involved, or which can be used to formulate or urge particular social
policies. Neither the interviewer nor the respondent can be as detached
about the present situation as they could about events of sixty or
seventy years ago. And even contemporary interviews contain a time-
depth, and it might be worth hypothesizing as to just at which point
interview material becomes subject to special doubts as to its accuracy.
If, for example, a respondent is being interviewed about his lack of
employment, do his responses become ‘historical’ and subject to
particular methodological problems if the discussion covers periods of
unemployment from the previous year? Or from the year before? Or

when discussing the respondent’s schooling as a possible connected
factor? At present these questions may simply be unanswerable, but °

given the stabilization of memory discussed by Paul Thompson there is

. probably little difference in the answers recéived from interviewing a

man of 25 about his school experiences or a man of 75, although sheer
distance from events may lead to a greater honesty on the part of the
respondent. In my present study, for example, numerous respondents
have volunteered the fact that they or their children were illegitimate
or that pregnancy enforced a marriage. Questions on this topic were
not included in the interview schedule; the information was freely
volunteered in other contexts. One might doubt that a contemporary
social investigator before the First World War would have elicited this
information so readily if at all. This Is partly due to the changed social
climate, but many respondents do seem to have a sense of candour
about, and detachment from, their early life.

A major methodological objection to oral Listory is that it is im-
possible to use a random sample, and there is therefore no method of
ensuring that the sample of respondents is representative. The inter-
views remain case studics and one cannot generalize with statistical
confidence. Statistical validity however, is only an aid to understanding
and is no guarantee of the ‘truth’ of the surveys that meet its criteria.
The advantage of in-depth interviews with a number of respondents
from one occupation in one region is that all the respondents have taken
part in a particular industrial situation in a particular social sctiing.
In this way one is dealing with an unusually homogenous target
population. If one wants to understand the ‘quality of life’ and the
concomitant socig-industrial attitudes, there is no alternative to taking
information from those who experienced that situation. In studying a
relatively small and distinctive culture, richness of data can be a greater
advantage than data that is more easily quantifiable.

My own view is that there are some difficulties inherent in the type
of occupational study that I have undertaken. It is inevitable that one
is placed in contact with elderly respondents because of their known
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contact with the occupation concerned, and this usually means that
they were connected with it for most of their life. To some extent one is
dealing maiuly with people who found the conditions of employment
in that occupation congenial—or at least tolerable—and as such they
are a self-selected group. One would expect to find a more critical
comment if it were possible to trace those from the appropriate period
who left the industry after only one year or two. This is not a problem
for oral history in general. If a quota sample is used one gets the work
experience of respondents from aill different occupations and this
includes the individual changes of occupation. In this way one collects
accounts of working conditions from those who left an occupation
because they did not like it as well as from those who did like it. This
‘bias’ in the evidence is perhaps less serious in a study such as this
where the occupation had a strong sense of occupational community
and was located in an area where there was little alternative employ-
ment. In such a situation, many stay in an industry simply through
lack of alternative employment. Thus the reported attitudes collected
from surviving members of that occupation are more indicative of the
generality of workers than would be the case when interviewing long-
service workers from an industry which was typified by transitory
short-service workers. But an overall oral history study of, for example,
the town of Yarmouth might be expected to discover respondents who
had rejected, or been rejected by, the fishing industry and would pro-
vide a more critical point of view than those who accepted it.

The evidence I am using is drawn from sixty intcrviews conducted
in Norfolk, Suffolk and Essex; they were conducted over the last two
years (1974 to 1976) and vary in length from one hour to four or five
hours, These tapes and a typescript are to be preserved at Essex
University.? The respondents are an ‘accidental sample’, that is, the
target number of interviews is fulfilled simply through discovering
the whereabouts of elderly people from that particular target popula-
tion and interviewing those who were willing. Finding contacts through
a variety of ways, Old Peoples’ Homes, newspaper appeals and per-
sonal contacts, all help to avoid an obviously biased sample as one
would have by using only respondents from a home for retired trade
unionists or from long-service pensioners from a private firm. In my
case there was an attempt to impose a quota sample by controlling the
number of respondents from each county, between the sexes, between
the different types of fishing expericnce and between skippers, crews
and owners. But even these modest controls proved impossible to
strictly maintain because of the difficulties in finding respondents,
This is not tco surprising as the majority of my respondents are over
elghty.

L have restricted my present analysis of the occupational community
to the herring driftermen. Although this has the disadvantage of
limiting the number of interviews I could draw upon to 25, it had the
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great advantage of restricting the discussion to an industrially homo-
genous group, A number of the interviews are with inshore fishermen
and with trawler men, their level of economic reward and expectation
being sufficiently distinctive for them to require separate treatment,
The driftermen were chosen because it was there that economic
dynamism was creating the greatest distinctions in wealth, and it is
the section of the fishermen of Fast Anglia that one would cxpect to
produce the greatest sense of social distance betwcen the employers
and employees.

According to the 1911 census the three counties of East Anglia
contained about a quarter of all the fishermen resident in England and
Wales, Lowestoft and Yarmouth were the main centres in East Anglia
and all the driftermen ¢ame from these two centres or from the nearby
villages. In 1912 Lowestoft with 5,400 regular fishermen was second
in size only to Grimshy (5,969 fishermen); indeed, if one includes the
950 ‘occasional’ fishermen belonging to Lowestoft, it was the largest of

. the ports. Hu!l was the third largest fishing port, followed by Yarmouth.

In East Anglia drilting for herring was the major fishing activity. In
1912 the two ports combined had 570 drifters each with a ten-man crew.
Lowestoft has also a substantial trawling centre with some 238 trawlers,
but most of these were sailing trawlers with three to five crews. Inshore
fishing was carried out from both these centres and, more importantly,
from ports and villages throughout the region, A brief description of
the econormnic basts of the three types of fishing will indicate why it is
drifting which should provide the highest level of social stratification.

The inshore fishermen owned small Loats whose value and earnings
were low, Along the sea-coasts of Norfolk and Suffolk they were
restricted in size to open boats less than twenty feet long by the need
to haul their boats up on the beach. At the maximum, they represented
an investment of sixty or seventy pounds, according to the newness of
the boat and gear. Typically, they were worked by the owner and one
other man. The differential in the earnings between the two was in-
sufficient for status distinctions to emerge as one share was for the boat
and there was one share for each man involved. If the nature of the
fishing required a third man the carnings were split into four shares,
‘capital’ still taking only one.

The steam-trawler was still a rarity in Lowestoft before the First
World War. Lowestolt trawlermen continued to use salling smacks
cquipped with a 40-foot beam-trawl, During the period under review
the number of trawlers showed a slight decline. Both the outmoded

equipment and the decline in the number of units suggest that this -

industry was showing kttle profit. Because they were out-moded it is
difficult to estimate the value of the craft as there was virtually nowhere
to sell them, but £6oo would appear to be the maximum. Trawler-
mens’ attitudes have not been included for the following reasons, The
trawlers employed only about 12 per cent of the fishermen of Lowestoft
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and Yarmouth combined and many of them alse worked on the drifters
at times. The dominant ethos of the two communities was that of the
herring industry. The fact that the trawlermen do share the ‘classless’
image of the driftermen might have Leen due to their being influenced
by the dominant values. The most important reason for not treating
the trawlermen as one group with the driftermen, however, was the
difference in cconomic prosperity. The trawlermen’s image of class-
lessness seems to have come from a sense of shared difficulty in main-
taining a living in an industry which was not producing much wealth.
This extract is from a Lowerstoft trawlerman born in 1886, {Interview
3036.) It begins with my asking a leading question, in an effort to
uncover ‘objective’ class distinctions such as geographical separation.

Today the manager of a factory will live in a posh house away from where
the workers live.

Ah—Ah. Factories, I expect they do. Yes, I reckon they live in a

posh place, the factories, but owners of fishing craft they were—they
were as poor as—nearly as poor as what we were.

They'd Uve in the same sireets would they ?

Yes, live in the same sireet, yes. Well you know, they’d come down
and lend a hand rather than put anybody on, they would come and
Iend a hand to get the work done.

The work he refers to is unloading the fish at the end of the voyage.

Other respondents mention the owners in the same terms and refer
to them coming down at all hours ‘by bicycle’ rather than employ
another labourer, Given that the workers can see the economic diffi-
culties of these owners who (as evidence taken from documentary
sources? on ownership confirms) lived in the same rows of terraced
housing as themselves, this might be expected to produce little sense
of conflict. There was very little profit to fight over. The fishermen
state that owners oftcr went bankrupt and scem to accept that owner-
ship was not a very enviahle position.

None of these factors apply to the drifier industry. From about 18g7
when the first steam drifter was built for a local owner, the herring
fishery enjoyed a hoom that was unbroken until the outbreak of the
First World War. By 1912 go per cent of the drifters owned in the two
ports were stcam vessels. This indicates the intense rate of capital
mvestment and accumulation. In evidence before a Parliamentary
Commission in 1908 the manager of one of the fishing companies
estimated the value of a sailing drifter at £200, nets and gear costing
another £450. Steam drifters he averaged at £2,000 plus £750 for nets
and gear. As the industry became more capital-intensive the distine-
tion in material wealth between owners of fishing vessels and crews
became much wider. By 1914 the drifter alone was costing £3,000.
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56 Trevor Lummis

This was an enormous sum for a working fisherman to acquire, par-
teularly in the context of East Anglia, where agricultural wages were
13/~ ta 16/- weekly, the third hand of a sailing trawler had a flat wage
of 20/~ weekly (no poundage), and a skilled shipwright 32/~ to 56/~ a
week. By any economic criteria, the owners of these vessels were un-
deniably middie class, As small businessmen, they were also consider-
able employers of labour. Each drifter had a ten-man crew, and it also
needed two to four women working full-time to keep its nets repaired.
In a small community, ownership of one or two drifters represents a
considerable amount of patronage and a level of wealth far above that
of his employees, ’

THE GONCEPT OF OCGCUPATIONAL COMMUNITY

As might be expected neither the physical reality nor the perceptions
of the driftermen is neatly encompassed by the sociological concept of
occupational community. Indeed this concept itsclf has changed its
form so much that it might be useful to briefly mention, what are for
me, its salient points.

The concept of occupational community has developed from its use
by 8. M. Lipset in his study Union Democracy (1956). This study is
specifically concerned with ‘the ane permanently deviant case among
American Unions”, Tt s ‘deviant’ because of the high level of democratic
procedures maintained in the union organization: ‘“the large and im-
portant role played by the printers’ “occupational community™”’ is
suggested as the main determinant which has maintained this high
leve! of democracy. He claims that the existence of ‘occupational com-
munity’ leads te the individual being more involved in his work than
the worker who lacks ‘occupational community’, and, as a result of
this, higher level of involvement, he participates more actively in the
affairs of his trade union. As this involvement is held to check oligarchic
and communistic control, Lipset is in favour of ‘cccupational comn-
munity” and the concept is normative as well as explanatory, The fac-
tors which actually compose an occupational community are—by
comparison—only briefly described. The two major factors are the
high status of the printers’ eccupation compared with other manual
work, and the irregular hours of their employment, Because of their
status the printers prefer to associate with other printers or higher
status occupations, and their irregular hours mean that they are at
work and at leisure at different times from the wider society and are
therefore more likely to share their social life with their workmates
who share the same structure of employment.

It is, perhaps, the lack of a more detailed specification of occupa-
tional community that makes Lipset’s use of the concept so unsatis-
factory. Indeed, he undermines the explanatory value of the concept
per se for maintaining democratic procedures in a union. In a brief
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footnote {p. 132) on other industries which are occupational communi-
ties Lipset cites the longshoremen, “The East Coast union is one of the
worst dictatorships in American unionism, whereas the West Coast
union, though Communist-controlled on the international level, is
very democratic’. Now the crueial difference in creating this extremely
sharp distinction between the two unions is not ‘occupational com-
munity’, but the structure of the indusiry. On the West Coast all the
men are employed on a rota system and no favouritism by either the
employer or the union officials is possible, whereas on the East Coast,
‘the hiring boss, who is often the union official’, selects the men ac-
cording to his own inclination. Under such conditions the East Coast
men are obliged to support the existing ‘oligarchy’ in order to secure
employment, Lipset states that ‘it sccms clear that irregular work,
while contributing to the existence of an occupational community is
most often a source of strength for the incumbent union administra-
tion’. Given that these extremes of unton democracy can flourish in
an occupational community, it is difficult to accept that ‘occupational
community’ can be used to explain the existence of only one of those
cases. In any case, however appropriate it may be for structuring the
expericnce of the printers, the concept as he describes it cannot be

usefully employed without modifieation to examine the experience of |

the driftermen. They did have irregular hours, but status striving
through association with superior social sirata is not an appropriate
dimension through which to consider their social reality.

Robert Blauner® developed the concept of occupational community
with a greater emphasis on ‘work satisfaction’ than on the actual status
of any eccupation as defized by the wider society. ‘Satisfaction’ and
“solation’ being the main factors in his usc of the term. According to
Blauner oecupational community develops where those employed in an
occupation are isolated from the wider community, cither by their
time of working or by the physical focation of their place of employ-
ment. These factors isolate them from people in other occupations, and
result in them assaciating in their leisure time with their workmates—
fishermen and miuers being typical examples. Another factor is their
high Jevel of involvement with their job; they ‘talk shop’ a lot. This is
very much as Lipset put it. The most significant change that Blauner
introduces is that these occupational groups become ‘little worlds in
themselves’. Their status is not measurced in terms of the social structure
of society as a whole: ‘For its members the occupation itsclf is the
reference group; its standards of behaviour, its system of status and
rank, guide conduct’ (p. 351). His observation, that ‘in such worlds
one’s skill and expertisc in doing the actual work becomes an important
basis of individual status and prestige’, seems to isolate one of the major
factors in the lack of conflict imagery in the social perceptions of the
East Anglian fishermen. The fishermen, more than most, formed a

‘world of their own’ at this time, because the majority of the owners and -
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employers had started their working lives as fishermen. That they were
materially successful was due to their industrial expertise, so there was
very little difference in the background of ‘employers’ and ‘employees’.
This has definite implications for ideas of social distance which will be
considered below.

Attention has been drawn to further properties associated with the
concept of occupational community by David Lockweod. Occupational
corrununities, Lockwoad argues, have been characteristic of ‘the most
highly developed forms of proletarian traditionalism’.® Though Leck-
wood has subsequently emphasized that the typology which includes

proletarian traditionalism should be thought of as constituting ‘extreme

or limiting cases of working-class miliews’,” the driftermen fulfil many
of the criteria which identify the ‘traditional proletarian® worker, To
an even greater degree than the more frequently cited miners, their
work situation dominated their lives. For up to five months at a time,
they were away from their home port, working from Newlyn in
Cornwall to Stornaway in the Hebrides, as well as from Irish ports.
During these spells, the boat was their only home and the crew their
basic social unit; their lives were job-orientated and male-dominated
to an exceptional degree. They took pride in ‘doing “men’s work™*
and they had ‘a high degree of job involvement and strong attach-
ments to primary work groups that possess a considerable autonomy
from technical and supervisory conpstraints’; equally, their ‘shared
occupational experiences’ go to create a ‘distinctive occupational
culture’.® Crew members were frequently neighbours and sometimes
kin. While they were away fromn home most leisure activity seems to
have been shared with other crew members and these associations were
continued at home. The majority of the driftermen would be vnem-
ployed from the end of December untii sometime in May. These
alternate periods of complete absence from their home area and long
periods of ‘leisure’ when other members of sociely were working,
impeded any sustained leisure involvement with non-fishermen.
Whether er not this leisure can be described as ‘gregarious’ and ‘present-
orientated’,¥ without qualification, is less certain. Much of it was, but
this long period of enforced idleness may have been responsible for
generating a sense of prudence in money matters. Heavy social drink-
ing seems to have been confined to the first day or two after settling-up
for the season. After this the men seem to have been quite home-
orientated.1® They might ‘mooch about’ with their mates during the
day looking for casual work or simply yarning over a quiet midday
drink, but most of them spent their evenings at home. Only in some of
the coastal villages was there a focal point for the men where the life-
boat sheds were used as club-houses.

There were ways in which the occupational mjlieux of the driftermen
differ from the proletarian ideal. Lockwood does not actually specify
the nature of the workplace of the proletarian, but as this type stands
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in contra-distinction to the ‘deferential tradiionalist” who is typically
found in ‘small-scale “family enterprises”’, one might assume that they
were typically to be found in the employ of large-scale companies. At
this period drifters were mainly owned by individuals, or by small
private companirs whose owner was known to the fishermen, and who
was frequently a fisherman himself. The implications of this will be
explored below. Although the driftermen can mainly be typified by
the criteria used to describe the two types of traditionalist worker, they
also contained a range of responses which suggest that there is a large
measure of motivation at the workplace which is held to be typical of
the ‘privatised worker’,

The pecuniary motivation appears to have been an important
element in the recruitment of boys into the industry. Here is a res-
pondent (3011) who lived at Catford, an inland village near Yarmouth,
and was attracted into fishing at the age of fifteen:

Did you like farm work?

Well—1 didn’t mind, But 1912 and 1913 was extraordinary good
herring fishing. Germany and Russia was buying all the herring that
we caught forced the price up. There was plenty in the sea, and the

fishing chaps—we had about twenty-nine in our little village, of a -

population only about two hundred and ninety—and they came
home at Christmas with a little bag of golden sovereigns. And the
average farming labourer’s wage at that time of the day was only
about eighteen shillings a2 week. So of course that made them quite
rich. And a young fellow like me, I could see that there was more
money to be earned at sea than there was on the land.

In spite of the fact that their work situation was predominantly one
of small ‘family’ concerns, this pecuniary motivation seems to have
limited the growth of any longstanding particularistic relationships
betwcen masters and men. The drjftermen were there for the micney,
and they would change employers at the end of the season if they felt
that they could securc employment on a more successful beat. In actual
practise this entailed staying with, or leaving, a particular skipper, as
the crucial factor was not who owned the boat but who actually worked
it. It might be a mistzke, however, to overstress the pecuniary motive.
The close social world of the fishermen rapidly inculcated the new
recruit into the common values and intrinsically felt satisfactions and
rewards of the occupation. The link between job satisfaction and finan-
cial reward is a complex one, for the driftermen were all on a share
system, and there is a rudimentary link between successful (i.e. ‘good’,
‘expert’) fishermen and high earnings. Hence money could be used as
a ready yardstick with which to measurc the level of work and expertise
of another crew, This extract from a Yarmouth fisherman (3013}, who
was born in 1893 and went to sea in 107, is an apt illustration of this
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mativation, referring, as he does, sometimes to ‘money’ and sometimes | the proletarian traditionalist in their view of the social structure, their
to ‘herring’: : l work experience is not ‘homological’ with the local social structure

Well among the crew, see they all scemed to be competitive, if vou
understand what T mean, they wanted to be up the top, in regards
to catching and earning the money. Everybody was all out for that

before the First World War. We have been running ten nights on the .

run, right straight off without a rest, ten nights—and landing a

hundred cran, eighty cran, all the weights every day. Away again. .

Shooting.
So it was real hard work?

Yes. It was. But—it seemed if—you know, we were all working
together ahoard the boat, we all wanted the same thing. And that
was the money.

This emphasis on pecuniary motivation at the workplace does not
predominate in his assessment of class, His main critcrion seems to be
‘rough/respectable’, as he frequently comments that the difference was
not income but expenditure, alluding particularly to the amount spent
on beer. This mixture of pecuniary industrial motivation with a hier-
archical or interactional model of social class is common to the drifter~
men and their case supports Lockwood’s assertion that: “The pecuniary
model is an outcome of the social rather than economic situation of
the privatised worker; and he is only able to held such a theory of
society in so far as this social environment supports such an inter-
pretation’. 1

For the pecuniary meotivation which drew them into the industry
did not necessarily uproot them from their community even where that
original community was one of the smaller villages, The scasonal nature
of the work, and the fact that the workplace was also the place of
residence while at work, meant that men returned to their original
social setting while still pursuing the largest financial gain, Nevertheless,
the industrial experience of the fishermen could lead them into conflict
with the local social structure, particularly where they were resident
in small villages, This respondent (3005) was born at Happisburgh,
Norfolk, in 1889. Sen of an agricultural worker, he was an apprentice
to a bricklayer until the attraction of high earnings made him a
fisherman. He is talking about the level of deference that he had to
show in the village:

You had to call everybody sir, you know, Expected you to call ’em
that.

Was it any different when you went to the fishing?
Yes. That stopped all that. There were no ‘sirs’ then. No.
So, although the driftermen are much closer to the deferential than to

ashore. The fishermen’s hierarchy at work was based on individual
achicvement, the hierarchy ashore on inheritance and custom. Being
a fisherman made him independent of the cconomic power that under-
lies the social hierarchy ashore, and he simply ceased to acknowledge
it. But as his work experience leads him to sec the influential individuals
in that spherc as having deserved their success, he does not develop
the ‘more extensive class loyalties’ or the ‘dichotomous class image’ of
the proletarian traditionalist.

PERCEPTION OF SOCIAL CLASS

A few extracts from the interviews will provide some impression of the
driftermen’s view of social class. This is by a Winterton woman (go25)

,who started work in a net-chamber in 1907. She was one of eleven
siblings, her father was an cx-drifterman who was an inshore fisherman
who also hawked fish around the villages. The extract is taken where
I am trying to establish the social style of the employers:

Did the boat owners in Winterlon employ servants?
No, their income wasn't enough. .
Ok, I thought that they would be quite something as boat owners.

No, no, sce—now, hear me out—the little boats on the beach they
didn’t have enough coming in to keep themselves, but the drifters
what went out at Yarmouth—I don’t believe there was one but that
got on. My meaning is, he began with nothing and he kept going by
going up the ladder as T might say.

Did the man you worked for have a big house?

No, their wife kept a little shop next door to us, and he had a daughter
lived at home, and mother and daughter done what there was to do,
she would have somebody come in to do the washing weekly because
there was the shop, and to keep washing and wiping your hands
wasn’t too nice a job . ..

So apart from having this weekly washenwoman in they would live much the
same as the fishermen?

Yes, yes. Very little diffcrence. You see well, they had got to g;:t out
of debt. And that took a time, if they didn't earn a lot of money . . .

According to the documentary evidence of published lists of fishing

vessels, this owner had one vessel in 1go4 and by 1912 owned two and

was part-owner of another two.? Clearly he was prospering very

rapidly. But it is obvious that it made very little difference to his
. |
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outward circumstances. There was little or nothing to distinguish him
and his family from their neighbours. The respondent’s family also
kept one daughter at home to help with the housework, It is significant
that this is not an ‘opinion’ remembered from the past, but a simple
account of who lived next door and an observation as to their way of
life. Notice, too, how the respondent carcfully scparates my loose
question on ‘ownership’ into ownership of inshore ‘boats on the beach’
and of drifters.

The next extract is from a Lowcstoft man (goz21), born 1886, son
of a fisherman, who was a fisherman himself—but at the time he was
still working ashore as a labourer for a fish-curer. In this part of the
interview we were talking about how he spent his leisure time, and he
has just told me that he and some friends bought an old boat.

unconsciously disassociating boat-owners from business people. It is
clear that he also sees the “white-collar’ as a distinet and superior group.
His fack of class perception in the fishing industry is clearly not due to
his failure to perceive class divisions. However, later in the interview,
it becomes apparent that he felt that the divisions he mentioned were
not of great social importance. His opinion in response to a direct
question on class is congruent with his earlier experience of social
mixing:

What about boat-owners, what sort of class were they?

Well, they would at least talk to the cook as the skipper. Except when

that began to get companies. And then they were these here white

collar blokes, they got a little more up there, they sort of wheedled

How old were you when you bought this boat with your friends?

Er, let mesee, I suppose I’d be about sixteen, and one of my pals, his
father was a boat-owner. So he was in the know with the boat-
owners at Oulton Broad, for that’s a big yachting centre you know,
and there was this old boat for sale and he bought it for us, he only
paid five pounds for it. Of course we had to pay out because we were
all three working, the other—the boat-owner's son was working for
his father, used to see after the nets in the chamber when they were
ashore. And the other boy was an apprentice cooper, he was a
Scotsman. And he bought this boat for us, and he paid to have a new
mast and, heing in with the boat owners and that, he got the sails
all patched up for us so we had 4 nice boat,

What other sports were you interested in, or activities did you get up to?

1 dom’t think that there was any, the white collar lads, you know
what served in shops and clerks in offices and banks, perhaps they’d
have a tennis club, you see, or a cricket club, sce some had a sailing
club if they were z little up higher and they could afford it, you
know what I mean ... .

But they were a bit toos posk for the Wkes of you?

Oh yes, yes, That’s just the same now arn’t it, I mean I couldn’t go
along and mix, or we’ll say, boys with their fathers working, ordinary
workers go and mix with the business men, shopkecpers’ sons and
daughters and bank clerks and that sort of thing, there was that
difference even then,

It is worth making several points about this extract. First, he is re-
counting a concrete event to do with leisure; he is not expressing mere
opinion about the class divisions, and he obvicusly finds nothing worthy
of comment in his friendship with a boat-owner’s son. At the same time
he states that his class couldn’t mix with business people, so he is

themselves into companies and big offices ashore, . ..

On another meeting, a fortnight later, I put the same question to
him after I had been pressing him on the fact that economic difference
must have made some differences:

Well I suppose that they were really middle-class. The original
boat-owners . . . '

But you feel that they were very working class . . .?

In their habits, yes. There was onc, two or three of them that had

their own horse and carts and they used to have a man-—in fact

Old Charlie Day—he used to come down in his own horse and cart

and take the nets up that you'd rent and bring you new ones down.

And just the same at Kessingland, there was a lot of Kessingland

owners you know, They used to have their own horse and carts and

bring their nets down and take them back to be mended and tanned.

Oh yes, they would come and talk just the way me and you are

talking, There was no ‘uppity’ about them.

His attitude remained consistent. He did rather reluctantly place the
owners into the middle-class, bug this did not alter his view that they
were just the same as himself. His impression of the Kessingland
owners is confirmed by the account of a Kessingland fisherman (3014)
born in the village and a lifelong resident. He is quite clear as to their
wealth but does not see this in class terms in spite of my prompting.

1 teas trying to get a picture of the community, were there any rich ?

Well the boat-owners were the oncs. They were the rich people.
What sort of class would you calf them. Upper-class or middie-class?

Oh no. They were all right, they weren’t uppish or ought like that,
they were just—they were just people. If you were going to Lowestolt
and they used to go to Lowestoft in a horse and cart, or horse and
trap, and if you were a-going they would pick you up and give you a
Lift home . . . They mixed with you. And if any on them what were in
really sericus trouble they would help them.
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He goes on to talk about the village and claims that the owners were not
a separate social group. One cannot help but notice both how ‘open’
these fishing villages scem to have been in their social relationships and
the degree of ‘individualistic egalitarianism’ when compared with the
amount of deference shown to traditional authority amongst nomn-
fishermen.

The interviews are consistent in their general impression of the class
structure. The fishermen, owners and crew, shared a sense of identity
that was largely ‘classless’ and yet they were aware of a hierarchy in
the wider society. There is also a contradiction inherent in the evidence
they present on the ‘classtessness’ of the fishermen and their perception
of some of the owners as rich even if they are reluctant to see this in
class terms.

These views cannot be dismissed as mere obtusencss, for in spite of
the apparent contradictions, they appear to be a consistent account of
the fishermen’s social reality. This being so one is obliged to conclude
that a single stratified model is not necessarily the appropriate onc of
modelling the perceived reality of the fishermen’s class structure.
Certainly one gets nearer to their view of society by using parallel but
self-contained scales.

Figure One is an attempt to schematize the fishermen’s view of
society, When questioned about class in the wider society, they tend
to produce a conventional social hierarchy. This is the right-hand
column of Figure One. It is difficult to reduce their individual termin-
ology to a unified description but most of them saw three classes, with
a definite division between ‘white-collar’ and ‘manual’ marking the
Iimits of the working class, and then another more variable diviston
between the middle class and variously expressed ‘high-ups’ marking
the beginning of the upper class. But this social system is not scen as
very important to them. Fishermen saw themselves as a group with a
separate identity from the rest of society, and class was not a salient
factor in their group-consciousness. Fishermen are indicated by the
circle on the left. The lines of occupational function are not horizontal
because most fishermen—owners, skippers, and crew—did not see
themselves in stratified terrns. Most of them place this unified group of
fishermen into the top of the manual working class when asked to
COMpare their situation with work ashore, A minority do nevertheless
admit when pressed that ‘a chance skipper or two might think he was
a bit better’ and most will put owners into the middie-class on the basis
of their wealth, while insisting that they ‘were no different’. This phrase
indicates a lack of social distance, A few of the crew are prepared to see
fishermen as being ‘poor” and at the bottom of the working class. This
placement seems to be made on the basis of personal experience;
skippers and owners are more prepared to see fishermen as middle class,
while the few fishermen who seem to have been very poor place the
fishermen at the bottom of the working class. The broken horizontal line
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indicates that these perceptions are in fact stratified according to
occupational role—although the respondents do not necessarily perceive
a ‘social’ distinction between themselves and other fishermen. And
wherever a fishermen places himself, or the bulk of fishermen in terms
of socicty ashore, there is still the unresolved conflict between their
concept of the fishermen as being virtvally classless and placing
them at any point in a hievarchical system which must do violence to the
class position of either the owner or the fishermen. This conflict could
be partly resolved by separating the concepts of ‘class’ and ‘status’.
Thus fishermen recognize, when pressed, that on class (ie. economic)
criteria, the owners were in a stratum above them; this criterion also is
a factor in their assessment of the wider society. It is not, however, a
salient factor in their asscssment. Within the occupational community,
which in this case includes cwners, interactional status is the most
important facter. An owner, however rich, whe still drove a cart to the
quay, or who still worked manually in his net chamber, was still seen
as a manual worker. He still wore his jersey and fishermen’s shirt, so
‘status’ lines were blurred. He would still be mixing and worldng with
men who knew him as 2 skipper, or even as a fisherman; his status
would depend as much on his personality as his class position.
Normally, the most visible distinction between classes are the result
of diflerences in social behaviour and cultural norms. But in this
prosperous and expanding community, the ‘middle-class influentials’
had shared the same work and social experience as the rest of the
comniunity. There had not been time for differences in material wealth
to emerge as cultural distinctions. This can be illustrated from the child-
hood of one of my respondents (3030) who was born in Lowestoft in
1898 and was the youngest of 11 siblings. Her mother had been a
domestic servant before marriage. Her father had been a fisherman,
skipper, part-owner and then independent owner. According to the
documentary evidence he owned two steam and twe sailing drifters in
1904. By 1912 he owned four steam drifters. Her parents had been
‘poor” when they first married, bat, from the time my respondent could
recall, they were quite wealthy, Her father was a patron of the local
church, a Tory counciller; her mother opened bazaars and ‘enter-

tained ladies most afternoons’. In spite of this, and of living in a sub-

stantial five-bedroomed house, they had not even one domestic servant,
This must be virtually unprecedented in any other business home of this
standing before 1914. The house had the net-chamber built in the yard
round the house and such domestic help as was used was taken from the
business employecs.

Did your mother have servants in the home?

We had Totty, but she used to work in the beating store and then she
used to come in and help. And then we had Annie sometimes come

»~
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and help when my mother’s spring cleaning. And my eldest sister
was at home. T

Was the washing done at home?

Oh yes, Well, my mother used to send some to the Lowestoft Steam
Laundry, send the sheets and—you know, big white table cloths and
serviettes, we had our own serviettes and they went to the laundry,

but the towels and things like that, there was the old-fashioned .

- wooden mangle and she used to have the man from the net-store
come and turn the mangle.

Throughout this interview one is aware of a strange mixture of
affluence and local impoertance with a werking class cultural pattern.
Her father continued to work daily in his own net-chamber dressed like
his workers. Given the large element of working class culture in an
employer’s home, it is not surprising that their material advantages did
not create the social gulf that it could have done, This owner sold up
his business in 1920. Having severed his links with the fishing industry,
he then retired to a ‘posh’ part of the town, and employed a living-in
housemaid. Evidence on this aspect can also be taken from another
respondent {3032), a fisherman’s wife, who used to do daily domestic
work. She had three boat-owners amongst her employers. I have traced
one of the owners she mentioned, and he is listed as joint-owner of three
boats in 1904 some four years before miy respondent worked for him,
She says that he employed no other servant apart from her and she
went to his kome only twoe mornings a week, which suggests that the
lack of domestic style reported in the previous extract was not unique
to that family.

It is clear from the interviews that there is another stratum of
businessmen above even the most successful of the self-made fishermen
owners. Among these are the fish salesmen who were mainly responsible
for providing the financial backing to those skippers who wanted to buy
their own boat. Apart from the normal interest gained from such a
Joan the salesman would then handle that skipper’s sales and business
ashore. They would send representatives to sell the catch in all the
various ports around the British Isles where the herring drifters worked,
and were keen to attract as many accounts as they possibly could.
Unfortunately, none of my respondents comes from this group, but
business profiles from 1912 and 1913 are indicative of the more successful
of these men.13

Jack Salmon was the son of a local fishing-vessel owner, who after
working for his father started on his own as a fish-salesman, He took
over his father’s business when his father retired;, and ke was also a
director of the Crown Stearmn Drifters Associated Ltd which had five
vessels in 1gta2, a director of the Great Yarmouth Steam Drifters Ltd
which had seven vessels, a director of Great Yarmouth Smithies Titd
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(ship smiths) and a director of the New Brittania Pier Company. Apart
from these direct business interests, he was involved in an cxecutive
capacity in a number of national and local associations connected with
the industry, such as the National Herring Fisheries Association, He
was alzo a Tory councillor. Another well-known local man and one
who is invarably named as a source of finance for the fishermen,
was Norford Suflling. According to his obituary he was a self-made
man.

Starting in a very humble way, Mr Suffling, who has now been
engaged in the fishing industry for many years, buiit up an immense
business, and as a herring exporier and salt merchant he was
excecdingly well known.

He also was a councillor and an aldcrman and a J.P. and was very
active in civil affairs and local charities. In contrast to these local men,

there was R. C. Westmacott who came from Hull in 1goo as manager

for Smith’s Dock Trust Company when they statted drifting operations
in Yarmouth. In 1903 he left them and started his own company with
six drifters, which grew to 14 by 1913; he was also chairman of Norford
Suflling (Fish Salesmen) Ltd and a director of the North Sea Goaling
Company. He was also involved in the various asscciations connected
with the industry as well as local civic and charitable organizations.
It is noticeable that this businessman from ‘outside’ was the one most
actively involved in extra-business acfivities and when he was elected
Mayor of Yarmouth in 1912 he was the first ‘for over a hundred years
. . . directly intercsted in the great indusiry’.

These profiles suggest that there was more business integration than
the interviews would lead one o expect, for these men are usually
mentioned in a familiar way by the fishermen. This respondent (3008)
has just told me he worked for one of the best firms in Yarmouth;

Yes, yes. Westmacott, yes, he was a nice man,
I thought it was a company with sharefolders?
No, they weren’t, no, he was one of his own.

Naturally one does not necessarily accept the truth of his testimony
on the lack of shareliolders, but the fact that he views his employment
in a company in such personal terms is the important issue. Most other
companies too are mentioned by other respondents in terms of an
individual owner. The respondent above also mentions the salesmen
as a source of finance: '

Suffling, he was a fish salesman. He'd Iend you so much money to
take a boat over, and then you had got to pay him back.

Was there anpone else (woho would lend mones)?
Not hardly, he was about the biggest, you couldn’t go to Harbin or
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one of the others, they wouldn’t do it. He used to be a big fish sales-
man. Lovely man he was, Nice man, yes. Very good. ‘

Once again it is immaterial for our purpose whether there were in fact
other sources of finance (and there were), 4 but the fact is that the source
which inevitably receives mention in all the relevant interviews is
recalled as a ‘nice man’, although from the career of Mr Westmacott
given above ‘Suffling” was not simply a family firm but a company
whose chairman had considerable links with other large sections of the
fishing and ancilliary industries. "

Another interview (3004) provides an opinion on the Salmon family
~—‘Fred’ was the father of the man in the business profile.

Fred Salmon, they were fairly wealthy, they were a self-made family
but they'd got a nice lot of money and they soon accumulated more
and they took a few other people in with them. Fred Salmon he was
a big fish salesman, he’d made up the fleet himself and helped other
people. As did Norford Suflling you see.

It is clear that this higher stratum of businessmen is recalled in a
favourable light. This in itself is significant for they loaned money to
the fishermen, and it is not often that moncy lenders are- popularly
remembered as ‘helping other people’ as are these men. One can only
speculate as to why the respondents did not distinguish these large-scale
businessmen from the smaller owners. It might be that the number of
fishermen who did become owners ‘legitimized’ the position of men like
Westmacott who came in at the top and were not ‘fishermer’. His
business position was also very close to that of the second-gencration
Salmon who progressed from boat-owner’s son to large-scale business-
man, And even the position of salesmran kept these men ‘visible'—
Salmon still auctioned fish on the quayside when he held all his
directorships—and the ‘boss’ was not concealed behind a large hier-
archy of office workers. So whatever the degree of business integration,
or the level of profit extracted by the businessmen in their role of
middlemen, they remained known individuals and the gulf between
them and the men was filled by numerous small-owners. The amount
of business integration!® requires further research but there are indica-
tions which suggest that control of the industry by a few men or com-
paxies never progressed very far and that it was always less prevalent
in Lowestoft than in Yarmouth, In 1912 52 per cent of the Lowestoft
fleet was in the hands of owners of one or two vessels, in Yarmouth it
was only 32 per cent, Bven so, 54 per cent of the Yarmouth fleet was
owned by private (as opposed to company) owners so, in both ports,
private ownership remained predominant.®

Apart from the opportunities for social mobility, there are two further
aspects of the industry which were relevant to the fisherman’s social
imagery and sense of community. These were the system of remunera-~
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tion, and the absence of conflict points at work. We will consider the
Iatter first. One of the main areas of friction between employers and
employees was over control of the work in all its aspects: intensity of
work, conditions at the work place, wages, preservation of skills and
demarcation lines. Most of these factors were either in the hands of the
crew, dictated by the logic of the techniques, or in any case changing
to the benefit of both parties. Fishermen took a share of the product,
not a wage. They did not, therefore, object to the introduction of
modern vessels and longer nets, the ‘traditional’ share ensured that they
bencfited from their introduction. The modernization from sail to
steam meant a move from a hard and uncomfortable life on a sailing
lugger to the increased comfort and rewards of the steam drifters. The
more capital the owner put in, the more a fisherman could earn. The
owner, unless he was sajling as skipper himself, left the recruitment of
the crew in the hands of the skipper. Crews functioned as a single
earning unit and group pressure excluded the lazy or inefficient. They
were away from home and the main attraction was money. As they
were paid entirely by results, there was no room for individual ‘shirkers’
or collective ‘go-slow’ or for any similar ‘anti-employer’ moves to
develop. The occupational values of the fishermen could not even be
simply industrial or economic. Living for months at a time in cramped
quarters placed a premium on social integration. This was particularly
so given the potential tensions in a drifier, where week after week of
fishing may have carned the men no money whatsoever, and a successful
season may have been achieved in a few days incredibly hard and sus-
tained fabour, This called for a temperament which accepted weeks of
effort without reward, had a certain fatalistic acceptance of the ‘luck
of the game’ and placed a premium on the social valucs of good humour,
and so on—in fact all the aspects of personality which can stand dis-
appointment and avoid conflict, In this sense the driftermen may have
been a self-selecting group which excluded the industrially discon-
tented—that is the potential industrial activists—because, socially, they
were ‘moaners’ and disruptive of the crew as a social entity.

The main potential point of conflict did net arrive until the end of
the season. This was over the details of the accounts for expenditure on
food, harbour dues, etc., which were deducted before the gross take
was shared. There is less unanimity in the testimony as to the conflict
generated at this point. Some claim that the cwners inflated the ex-
penses and that they dared not complain out of fear of being black-
listed; others say that the owners were honest. Whatever the situation,
and it may well have been very particularistic, the relief and excite-
ment of paying-off after a long season was not conducive to sustained
animosity or organised protest. This can be contrasted quite sharply
with the industrial condition of other work groups, for example the
miners. Here there were constant points of conflict over payment for
places of' special difficulty, the amount of waste in the coal, etc., issues
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which placed the miners in daily opposition with the owners; ‘they’
were always trying to cut back what they paid.

It is extremely difficult to make general statements about the average
level of reward for crew or owners. The detailed economic research has
not been done, But Twould re-emphasize the point that the crew received
no wages, nor a modified form of wagec-earning involving profit-
sharing or bonus payments. All crew membcers were ‘co-venturers’. The
net produce was shared on an agreed and ‘traditional’ basis of nine
shares to the boat and nets and six shares to the crew. The share
system did vary slightly at different periods but at this time the skipper
would typically get one and three-quarter shares, a crew man scven-
eights of a share, and the cook boy a half-share. This is a simplification:
there were five rates amongst the crew of ten, a system hardly designed
to promote ‘class’ solidarity, although it might be observed here that
there is no sign of the tension within the crew, particularly between the
deckmen and engineers, founid by Duncan!? and by Tunstalll® to exist
aboard a modern trawler, On the drifters there were only two of the
crew of ten-in the engine-room, the ‘driver’ and the fireman. Unlike
those in the trawler industry, these men did not have engineering
expericnce. Of the three respondents who were ‘drivers’ (the senior
man in the engine-room), two had worked as deckhands first, one for
a considerable number of years. One skipper (g049) went from deck
to stoker back to deck again and said that this was not unusual,

There was, too, 2 much smaller differential on the drifters than there
was in the trawler industry. A skipper earned about twice as much as
his crew, whereas on the modern trawler the average appears to be five
times as much and up to ten times as much in individual cases. This
sort of gap was not possible on the drifters. The more the vessel carned
the more every member of the crew earned because there was a fixed
ratio for every crew member,

A respondent (3028) who was on one of the early stcam drifters for the
Home season of 101 was paid off with £go as a three-quarter shareman,

" At about £g a week it is an absclutely incredible wage, but earnings of

this level can be substantiated by reference to the earnings of vessels in

- the Fishing Journals: these sources also substantiate the oral evidence
- that men sometimes worked all season——in some cases all year—and
- ‘settled-up’ with literally nothing, the vessel not having covered work-

ing expenses. So wild fluctuation in fortuncs were the expectation of ali.
In a situation such as this there is no clearly perceivable stratification

" system of earnings. The top earners would receive up te fr1oo per
- ‘share’. Thus the cook boy of such a boat would earn more than the

skipper of the less successful vessels, and the sharemen would equal the
earnings of the middle range of skippers, This confusion of reward across
class and prestige positions was bound to emphasize the importance of
the individual. Fishermen were all the same in that they might have
a good voyage or a bad one. It was better to be a crewman of a lucky
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vessel than the skipper or owner of an unlucky vessel. Those who had
become owners were almost by definition good or lueky fishermen,
Skippers and owners were not seen as ihem as opposed to us but as
individuals, good er bad according to their traits. Also the value system

of the ordinary fishermen legitimized the aim of ownership in a way

which is rare in manual trades. Usually the manual worker who be-
comes an employer is under pressure to abandon his earlier commit-
ment to the ‘craft” values, as in the situation described by Tresselll®
where the master builder was forever urging, indeed compelling, his
workmen to produce inferior work in order that a job might be com-
pleted more quickly and profitably. In drifting, this conflict was missing
as owners and the crew shared the common aim of maximizing their
gutput.

In the foregoing, I have argued that the fishermen’s lack of class
conscionsness was related to their industrial conditions. It is not my
intention to speculate in any detail beyond the period specified, but
it is worth noting that there are comments in the interviews which
suggest that the marked prosperity of the pre-1914 period was followed
by a change of social perceptions.

You dor’t think that there was much difference befween the fishermen and the
owners of Lowestoft then?

Well, no. Not the old ones. But as the sons come along they seemed
to have a more—more poshy way ahbout them, if you know what I
mean. But the fathers, now you take the Mrs she knew Old Coventry
Capps, she knew all the other Capps, she knew practically all the
owners and they vsed to say good morning to her or that, when she
went in the office to get the pay—but you get the sons, they get a
bit posh, that’s my opinion of it. But the old men, they were proper
old tops, but rough, rough, rough. But they brought their children up,
andalotof them only brought up in 2 Little old cottage on the Beach.

So they didn't live in big fouses?

Oh, no, no. I can remember Capps living in a house called Wilde
House, that was the bottom of Wildc Score, on the Beach. And then
they shifted up to Worthing Read, a bigger house, called ‘Vigilant
House', and that’s where he died. But T knew ‘em when they ali
started and they were all brought up on Old North Beach. (int. s 14}

The ‘Beach’ was the oldest part of Lowestoft where many of the fisher-
men fived. Many respondents report that there was some residential
separation along status lines occurring just prior to 1914.

This was the area where most of the fishermen lived was it?

Yes. Well then of course they built houses right up Worthing Road
and—that was when the herring industry was a little more pros-
. perous—and all the known skippers went to there, ’cos they called
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that the Skippers’ Row. Yes. Worthing Road they ealled Skippers'
Row. (int. 3006)

Clearly after the initial period of capital accumulation within a
family, there was an opportunity for this wealth to start the process of
separating members of the fishing community inte economically
defined locations. Comments from some of the younger respondents who
spent most of their fishing experience in the post-war period also suggest
that further research into the inter-war years would show that there

" was some sharpening of class perceptions in the 1g2os and 19305.20

This was a period of decline for the industry and the combined drifter
fleet of the two ports diminished from 570 in 1912 to 386 in 1931 (it
had expanded from 28g in 1898 as well as changing from sail to steam).
This post-war decline must have made it more difficult for ambitious
fishermen to progress to ownership. [t would be wrong, however, to
over-emphasize the extent to which the later period is distinct from

the first. The basic structure of the industry remained unchanged and

with it the social and industrial imagery of an occupational community.
In other words, although research into the later historical period
might reveal a difference of emphasis, the fundamental sense of commen
identity remain.

CONCLUSION

The occupational community of the driftermen fits most easily into the
descriptive framework of Blauner, His development of the notion of the
occupational group being its own reference group with its work skills
providing the major basis of status and prestige gives a valuable insipht
into the soclal perceptions of the driftermen, It can account for their
perception of the wider social structure as a hierarchy while not apply-
ing this structure to their own occupation. 'The moral density of the
fishermen’s world was such that the hierarchical structure of the rest of
the society meant little to them. As onc fisherman said, in response
to a question on white collar workers, ‘they looked down on us—but
we looked down on them’. {int. 3014). It can be too readily assumed
that citizens of a common political unity live in one society which needs
consensus in order to survive and that the existence of a class or status
hierarchy should lead to conflict. Class consciousness as a radical social
force will not manifest itself unless “they’ are perceived as being in some
way responsible for, and capable of changing, unpleasant aspects in the
condition of ‘us’. The fshermen’s images of social class showed that
they had little or no perception of an oppositional “them’. Their work
milieux made them independent of the power of rural and small town
‘traditional’ social hierarchy without placing them inte conflict with
their employers. Moore?! notes that:

Market interest is usually equated with class interest, but I am

{
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suggesting that the worker may be conscious of his interests in an
economic situation which he believes includes not only his fellow
workers but his employers and supervisors also.

As ‘co-venturers’ with the owner, this belief would be particularly
appropriate to the driftermen. Their faiure to fit neatly into Lock-
wood’s typificaion is explicable in terms of their atypical industrial
conditions. Indced, it might be argued that as ‘co-venturers’ they were
net proletariat in terms of Lockwood’s distinction—or by any other.
But the fact that this particular historical community has proved to
contain aspects of both types of ‘traditional worker’ as well as a fairly
strong pecuniary motivation should not be taken as implying any
rejection of the use of ideal types: these are invaluable unifying concepts
for the study of diverse groups. What is needed is more investigation
into the images and experience of diverse ‘traditional’ workers in order
to provide more information from which can be developed more

" precise models of working-class communities.

Trevor Lummis M.A.
Untversity of Fssex

* 1 should like to thank Dr Paul Thompson for his coraments and advice, also the
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