
APPENDICES.

Appendix No. 1.—Old Manchester— its Supply of Water.

[Reprinted /rom theManchesterGuardianfor November, 1850.]

That prime necessity of life—Water—must always form an important and
essential element in the consideration of those who settle in any hitherto
uninhabited locality. It was the first thing regarded by our ancestors of old—
whether Britons or Romans, Saxons or Danes —in selecting a hamlet or vill,
a town or borh. We may therefore expect to find that old Manchester had such
a supply of this element as largely contributed to its settlement and population ;
and though local annals as to its most ancient periods of existence do not survive
to enable us to verify the fact, we think sufficient evidence may be adduced to
throw some little light on this obscure subject.
The usual natural sources of supply are streams and springs ; and to these,

even in a very early period of civilisation, must be added the artificial means of
supply derived from sinking wells. Ancient Manchester would have tolerably
pure water in the rivers Irwell, Irk, Medlock, and Tib ; and in Shooter's and
Corn Brooks—"once on a time" pure and pellucid, and famous for their fish.
In 1322, an " extent " or survey of the manor of Manchester was taken, which
enumerates the lord's "several" and other fisheries upon the Irk, Medelake,

(Medlock), the Irwell, and the Gorebrook. And even in 1440 the Irk was so
celebrated for the flavour of its eels that the warden of Manchester rented the
right of fishery, to supply the tables of the clergy during Lent. In these old
times the river Tib was an open stream ; now it is a covered and offensive sewer.
As to natural springs, there was a very fine and copious one near the top of
King-street, in what is now Fountain-street, which gave the name to that street ;
and the water from which, being conducted in pipes down Market-street, to a
site now covered by Mr. William Tebbutt's grocery shop, No. 4, Victoria-street,
was there collected and distributed to the inhabitants by means of what was
called " The Conduit," which had several supply pipes, and which in later times
was surrounded by iron palisades, and kept under lock and key. We shall have
to revert to this conduit, but at present our business is with still more ancient

works.

Perhaps the most ancient well in Manchester is one discovered in Castle
Field, in the year 1820, and which seems to have been covered and lost before

even the Romans made that locality the site of their station. In Aston's
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Metrical Records of Manchester, under the date of 1820, we find this discovery
thus celebrated: —

"The next month, October, this History tells,
Was discovered perhaps the most ancient of wells,

In cutting down land, with a view on't to build,

Near the banks of the Medlock, in famed Castle Field ;

Where the Romans have left such a proof they were here,

That strangers, antiquaries, always go there;

The well it was evident, formed of hewn plank,
Had been made by the Britons for water, a tank ;

Ere Caesar invaded, and long ere his towers
Rose, mocking the natives, and their sylvan bowers." *

Our next record must be of a similar discovery of a well in the same neigh
bourhood about 1763-4, but which was, in all probability, a Roman and not a

British work. Whitaker, in his "History of Manchester" (published in 1771),

* In the ManchesterExchangeHerald, of October 17th, 1820,the following notice of the work of antiquity,
above alluded to, was published by the author of this trifling production :—" Last week, in cutting and

carrying away a part of Castle Field, to make the ground level near a newwarehouse,lately erectedon the

banks of the canal, a very ancient well was discovered,about four yards below the level of the field which
has been cut down for the above purpose. The well was square, and was formed of four upright posts,
driven at the four anglesinto the bed of clay, and closed in by other logs of wood- placed one upon another,

in the simplestmanner,on the outside, so as to form a kind of chest,which was floored with the samerude

materials. The logs were rudely hewn ; they had evidently never been sawn either on the sides or ends ;

they wereabout five or six inches square,and, together,formed a hollow cube of four feet. The upper logs

were level with the top surfaceof a bed of clay by which thewell was surrounded, and into which the timber

had been inserted. The wood, when first discovered, had little more consistency than paste, but on its

exposure to the air became much harder, and more wood-like ; it was perfectly black, and so much of a

coal-like appearanceas to favour the theory of such naturalists as suppose that pit coal was originally a

vegetablesubstance. At the bottom of the well, a quantity of large stones, such as in this neighbourhood
are called bowlers [boulders] were found ; they were black and dirty, as though they had been taken from

a sewer. The clay which adhered to the timber had also changedits colour by its proximity, from the rusty

iron tinge of the native clay, to the appearanceof the inferior potter's clay found in Dorsetshire. Over the
well, unbroken, were various strataof sandand gravel,which, as the bank was broken down, gaveproof that,

exceptfor about a yard and a half below the surface of the field, it had neverbeenexposedto daylight since

the strata was laid by the disposal of a flood. The part which the section discoveredto have beenacted

upon by human industry was very visible to the depth of about a yard, and a few yards to the west of the

part beneathwhich the well was discovered, the remainsof a part of the foundation of the ancient fortifica
tion built by the Romans, afforded evidence,by contrast of colours, that the materials immediately above
the well werealready there,and that the well was lost—buried by the wreck of somegreat flood—before the
Romans began to dig the foundations which are to this day so greatan object of curiosity to antiquaries.
In all human probability the well was the work of the ancient Britons (beforethey knew how to cut stone),
so as to serve for the purpose of a well, and before saws were in their possession; and as the spring from
which that well had been supplied turned out in another place in the samebank after the floods, the old
well was soon forgotten. In all human probability the work now discoveredis upwards of 2,000years old,

for it is 1,741years since the Romans settled here; and the section of the foundation which intersects the
line of strata above the well is a proof that they werenot awareof its existence." <
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treating of its Roman period, when the military station covered Castle Field, and

any town that might exist would be on the site of Aldport, says :—

" One or more wells would be sunk about the town for the necessary supply of water to the

inhabitants, and one has been discovered, placed immediately on the outside of it
,

and sunk for

several yards in the rock. It was found about eight or nine years ago, upon the erection of a little
alehousewhich standsopposite to the gateof Castle Field. On opening the ground a hole appearedin

the rock about six feet square,and entirely filled up with rubbish. This was made so soft and sludgy

by the spring below that a staff was easily thrust into it to the depth of four or five yards, and gavea

temporaryvent to the waters. And three coins of brass were found in it, and a piece of thick short

gold wire. The latter had not the good fortune to meetwith any man of taste, and was sold to an

unknown person for 13s. And of the former, two appeared to be lost when an inquiry was first made

concerning them, and the third was in great measureruined by the rust. No inscription could be

perceivedupon it
,

and evenno tracesof onediscerned,exceptsuch as fancy will perpetually suggestto

the judgment on the examination of faded remains. Wells so squaredas this was in the opening,and

lined with hewn stonesat the sides, as this with the native rock, have beendiscoveredat Durnomagus

or Caster, near Peterborough ; at Procolitia, or Carrabrugh, in Cumberland ; and Derventio, or Little
Chester, near Derby. And the water of this and the other wells was probably raised either by the
assistanceof a pole playing upon a transversebeam, and loaded with a weight at the handle, by a

commonwheel or a little windmill. All these machines appear to have been early in use among the
Romans, and they seemto have beensimple and obvious in their construction."

In later times we find incidental notices of wells in the Court Leet records of
the manor, one of which will suffice. In the entries of the Court Leet of April,
1628 :—
"The jury having duly considered that there was in former time stairs down to the water at the
wheatmill in the Milnegate, and that therewere twofair wellsfor the use and benefit of the town, but

now defacedand quite overthrown, by reason of leading or driving of horses or other cattle [down
and up the said stairs], we order that no personsshall hereafter neither lead nor drive that way, under

a penalty of 3s.4d."

Then, in course of time, wells and springs would be enclosed within the curtilage
of dwellings, and pumps would be put down. From the same Court Leet records
we learn that in 1629 there was a pump in the Hanging Ditch, which in 1672 was
declared to be on the lord's waste, and all right thereto was formally renounced
by Henry Jackson, cloth worker, "over against" whose lands it stood. Passing
over more than a century and a half, we find in Laurent's Plan tof Manchester of
1793 delineations of the cross, the pillory, and the pump in the Market Place,
opposite the Bull's Head Yard. Aston, in his Manchester Guide, published in
1804, says :—
" The water for culinary purposes is chiefly obtained from wells furnished with pumps. There is

but one draw-well in the whole town, and that, very properly, is enclosed in a building which is always
locked except the well is in actual use. Two springs in Castle Field [Were thesethe two old wells ?]

which issue from the side of the brow have the reputation of betterwater than any other wells, and are

much resorted to for the tea table. The next in reputation is a pump in the College Yard. Whether
either of the springs have been analysed or not does not come within the knowledge of the editor
of this work. Almost every house of moderate size is furnished with a lead cistern, which servesas a

reservoir for the rain which falls upon the building. By somethis water is usednot only for cleaning,
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but for brewing and evenculinary purposes. Many of the old streetsare supplied with soft water from

the Infirmary pool, and the pits at Shudehill by the meansof pipes brought from them. The reservoirs

are kept full by meansof an engine near Holt Town, which throws up water from the river Medlock

above the level of Shudehill pits, into which it runs ; and from thence in pipes under the pavement in

Oldham-street into the Infirmary pool, from whenceit descendsinto the lower parts of the town."

After all, the chief source of a water supply to the town was the spring in
Fountain -street, the water from which was conveyed by pipes to the conduit in
what was then part of the Market Place ; but its site is now covered by the

premises of Mr. William Tebbutt, grocer, Victoria-street. A brief historical
notice of the conduit will be fitting here. In Baines's History of Manchester,
vol. ii., p. 241, is a notice of it

,

to the effect that, in 1506, a species of waterworks
was established, called —

"The public conduit (on the site of which in more modern times stood the Old Exchange) for the
supply of the town with water from the spring at the top of King-street. The patronessof this valuable

public work was Isabel Beck, widow and sole heir of Richard Bexwicke."

In searching for Baines's authorities, we find a passage in Hollingworth
which shows that Isabel Beck was the daughter, and not the widow, of Richard
Bexwicke. Of course her husband's name was Beck. The Bexwickes were
amongst the oldest and most liberal benefactors of the town and its collegiate
and parish church. Richard, the son of Roger Bexwicke, built the Jesus (now
the Byrom) chapel on the south side of that church. It was given by Richard's
daughter Isabel, the wife of one Becke (who, surviving both husband and
father, was sole heir of the latter) to her daughter Cicely, who was married to
Francis Pendleton ; and his successor, Henry Pendleton, in August, 1658, gave
this chapel to the town of Manchester. Hollingworth adds—" The said Isabel
"Becke did also build the conduit in Manchester." And it appears that this
benefactress of the community, not satisfied with erecting the conduit, left

property for its repairs and maintenance for ever. Aston, in his Manchester
Guide of 1804, says—
" It is a circumstance which ought not to be forgotten, that certain housesin Saint Mary's Gate were
left by Isabella Beck (widow of the builder of the south side of the choir in the Old Church), who

died in the reign of, Elizabeth, to trusteesfor the perpetualupholding of the conduit. If the town has
not receivedfor the last thirty years the benefit from the legacywhich the donor intended,perhaps in

justice the boroughreeveand constablesought to have the rents arising from the land to apply to some

other public purpose."

What has become of these rents ? This is another subject fitting for the inquiry of
the Charitable Trusts Committee of the Manchester Council. But our immediate

purpose is to trace the existence of this conduit from its construction, about 1506,
to its ceasing to give a supply of water in 1776, —a period of 270 years. The
first notice of it we have discovered is in the Manchester Court Leet records of
April, 1567, in which is an order to repair or fill up a hollow place in the

ground near the "cundithe," of which two-thirds of the work or cost devolves
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on " Mistress Becke, or the heir of Robert Becke." In the same year it is
referred to as " the conduit in the Market Place." The jury fix the 20th October
as the day on which to repair it

,

and John Gee and George Pendelton are to
declare "whom they think hath any money or lands for the same." So that
in sixty years after the grant it had become doubtful who held the property
charged with the maintenance of this conduit. In October, 1570, the jury
appointed six gentlemen (and Mr. William Radclyffe, gentleman, consented to
be their overseer) to "gather the charity of well-disposed persons, the which
" they shall bestow for the mending and upholding of the conduit ; " so that the
houses in St. Mary's Gate had by that time been wholly lost as a source of
maintenance. In September, 1573, the leet jury make the following order :—

"That whereas the conduit of Manchester, a special ornament of the town, doth divers times lack
water, the which, by the good furtheranceof well-disposedpersons,may bebrought to such perfection
that at all times hereafter there may be sufficient water to serve the town withal ;—in consideration

whereof the personswhosenamesfollow are appointedby the said jury to gather and collect the charity
of well-disposedpersonsfor the amendingthe same,the which must be by bringing of other springs to
the same,and not without great cost and charge :—William Radclyffe, Francis Penleton [the first time

this name is spelledwith an e], GeorgePendleton, Humphrey Haughton, Nicholas Becke."

This order is repeated in April, 1575, with the addition that no person is to wash

any clothes or to scour any vessel at the conduit. In September, 1577, an order
gives authority to the two constables to see to the amendment of the conduit, and
that the keys should be kept by their appointment, —states that it is "now in decay
" and ruin," and names four burgesses to help the constables in collecting money
for its repairs. In October, 1578, the supply becoming inadequate, the leet jury
order that no person shall take water from the conduit in any vessel " of greater
"value [capacity] than one woman is able to bear full of water, and but one
" of every house at one time, and to have their cale [call or turn] as hath been
" accustomed." Officers were appointed to see this order enforced. In September,
1581, the conduit, an ornament to the town, is greatly decayed, "to the great
" discommodity of the town," and the jury appoint eight gentlemen (including
Nicholas and Thomas Becke) to be overseers of the conduit ; and they are

empowered, either by the voluntary "benevolence of well-disposed inhabitants"
or by a mise, ley, or rate on the community to raise sufficient money to amend

the conduit. This order also appoints the hours when the conduit shall be
accessible, viz., from six a.m. to nine p.m. In April, 1586, a man is appointed
to keep the keys, unlock the conduit at six a.m. and lock it at nine p.m. between
Michaelmas Day and Lady Day, and the other part of the year to be open from
six a.m. to nine a.m. and from three to six p.m., " according to an ancient order
" made in 1586." In October, 1588, the key being withheld by some one, a new
key is ordered to be made at the cost of the town, a keeper appointed, and no one
to get water except when he is there. In October, 1590, the old locks are to
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maintenance. In September, 1578, the leet jury make the following order:-

" That whereas the conduit of Manchester, a special ornament of the town, doth divers times lack 
water, the which, by the good furtherance of well-disposed persons, may be brought to such perfection 
that at all times hereafter there may be sufficient water to serve the town withal ;-in consideration 
whereof the persons whose names follow are appointed by the said jury to gather and collect the charity 
of well-disposed persons for the amending the same, the which must be by bringing of other springs to 
the same, and not without great cost and charge :-William Radclyffe, Francis Penleton [the first time 
this name is spelled with an e], George Pendleton, Humphrey Haughton, Nicholas Becke." 

This order is repeated in April, 1575, with the addition that no person is to wash 
any clothes or to scour any vessel at the conduit. In September, 1577, an order 
gives authority to the two constables to see to the amendment of the conduit, and 
that the keys should be kept by their appointment,-states that it is "now in decay 
"and ruin," and names four burgesses to help the constables in collecting money 
for its repairs. In October, 1578, the supply becoming inadequate, the leet jury 
order that no person shall take water from the conduit in any vessel "of greater 
"value [ capacity J than one woman is able to bear full of water, and but one 
"of every house at one time, and to have their cale [ call or turn J as bath been 
"accustomed." Officers were appointed to see this order enforced. In September, 
1581, the conduit, an ornament to the town, is greatly decayed, "to the great 
" discommodity of the town," and the jury appoint eight gentlemen (including 
Nicholas and Thom'as Becke) to be overseers of the conduit; and they are 
empowered, either by the voluntary "benevolence of well-disposed inhabitants " 
or by a mise, ley, or rate on the community to raise sufficient money to amend 
the conduit. This order also appoints the hours when the conduit shall be 
accessible, viz., from six a.m. to nine p.m. In April, 1586, a man is appointed 
to keep the keys, unlock the conduit at six a.m. and lock it at nine p.m. between 
Michaelmas Day and Lady Day, and the other part of the year to be open from 
six a.m. to nine a.m. and from three to six p.m., "according to an ancient order 
" made in 1586." In October, 1588, the key being withheld by some one, a new 
key is ordered to be made at the cost of the town, a keeper appointed, and no one 
to get water except when he is there. In October, 1590, the old locks are to 
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be replaced by new ones, and the conduit overseers are empowered to make a
collection or levy for repairs. In October, 1591, the boroughreeve is to keep
both the keys of the head [or spring] and the conduit ; he is to deliver these keys
to the overseers, and when the repairs are completed the overseers are to return

the keys to the boroughreeve. In April, 1612, the jury appoint five persons to
gather a ley of the inhabitants, to be apportioned according to the use they
conceive that every one hath or may have to fetch water from thence. In
October, 1626, the jury prohibit the washing or cleansing of any calves' heads or
meats, linen or woollen clothes, or any other noisome things at the conduit under

a penalty of 12d. In October, 1629, John Hartley, draper, having claimed to be
served with water at the common conduit of this town before any other, save Mr.
William Radcliffe [the chief overseer thereof], the jury call on him to prove his

right, and in the meantime that his claim should surcease. They order the
overseers to pay him (out of £12. 15s. Id., the balance of the ley in hand), what
he may have disbursed for the use of the conduit or conduit heads. In October,

1680, is another order against washing noisome things at the conduit. In October,
1631, the following order was passed by the leet jury :—

" Whereas the common conduit, conduit heads,and pipes thereuntobelonging,within this town, are

in great want of repair, and whereasgeneralsummons hath been given unto all or most of the inhabi

tants to meet in the booths, and to advise together concerning the repairs of the said conduit and

appurtenances,all which inhabitants, or most of them, did, in the place aforesaid, meettogether,and

accordingly did consider of the premises; and all or the greatestnumber of those that werepresentdid

freely and willingly consentand agreeto havea general tax or ley, to be assessedtowards the repairing

of the said conduit and premises,upon the inhabitants who are housekeepers:—We thereforedo order

that the constablesof our said town shall, within threeweeksnext ensuing,deliver unto the miselayers

a paper book, ready made, and do further order that the miselayersshall, within one week after the

receipt thereof,by and with the consent and advice of two honest and discreet personsof every street,

tax the sum of £20 on the householdersin general; and in particular shall reasonably tax and assessall

and every of the housekeepersin such several sums of money as unto the said miselayers shall seem

fitting for the repairing of the conduit ; and shall make true and undelayedpayment of all and every

sum of moneyby themcollected and gathered for the usesabovesaid unto the overseersof the conduit

for the time being. This order to be performed in every particular; subpoena,20s.on every offender."

In October, 1634, only 36s. having been collected of the £20, the remainder
is ordered to be collected within a month. Part of this ley of £18. 4s. being
uncollected, the misegatherers in October, 1635, are strictly ordered to collect the
remainder ; defaulters in payment to be fined 10s. The jury also order the claim
of John Hartley of second turn at the conduit,

" as of right appertaining to the
"house where his mother dwelleth," to be granted him as his due. In an
enumeration of documents in the boroughreeve's chest in 1688, is "a deed of
"feoffment for the ensuring of 40s. per annum for ever towards repairing the

"conduit, conduit head, and pipes." By a subsequent entry we learn that the

grantor of this rent was John Hartley. In October, 1688, the jury, after examining
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be replaced by new ones, and the conduit overseers are empowered to make a 
collection or levy for repairs. In October, 1591, the boroughreeve is to keep 
both the keys of the head [ or spring] and the conduit ; he is to deliver these keys 
to the overseers, and when the repairs are completed the overseers are to return 
the keys to the boroughreeve. In April, 1612, the jury appoint five persons to 
gather a ley of the inhabitants, to be apportioned according to the use they 
conceive that every one hath or may have to fetch water from thence. In 
October, 1626, the jury prohibit the washing or cleansing of any calves' heads or 
meats, linen or woollen clothes, or any other noisome things at the conduit under 
a penalty of 12d. In October, 1629, John Hartley, draper, having claimed to be 
served with water at the common conduit of this town before any other, save Mr. 
William Radcliffe [the chief overseer thereof], the jury call on him to prove his 
right, and in the meantime that his claim should surcease. They order the 
overseers to pay him (out of £12. 15s. Id., the balance of the ley in hand), what 
he may have disbursed for the use of the conduit or conduit heads. In October, 
1680, is another order against washing noisome things at the conduit. In October, 
1681, the following order was passed by the leet jury:-

.. Whereas the common conduit, conduit heads, and pipes thereunto belonging, within this town, are 
in great want of repair, and whereas general summons bath been given unto all or most of the inhabi
tants to meet in the booths, and to advise together concerning the repairs of the said conduit and 
appurtenances, all which inhabitants, or most of them, did, in the place aforesaid, meet together, and 
accordingly did consider of the premises; and all or the greatest number of those that were present did 
freely and willingly consent and agree to have a general tax or ley, to he assessed towards the repairing 
of the said conduit and premises, upon the inhabitants who are housekeepers:-We therefore do order 
that the constables of our said town shall, within three weeks next ensuing, deliver unto the miselayers 
a paper book, ready made, and do further order that the miselayers shall, within one week after the 
receipt thereof, by and with the consent and advice of two honest and discreet persons of every street1 

tax the sum of £20 on the householders in general; and in particular shall reasonably tax and assess all 
and every of the housekeepers in such several sums of money as unto the said miselayers shall seem 
fitting for the repairing of the conduit; and shall make true and undelayed payment of all and every 
sum of money by them collected and gathered for the uses above said unto the overseers of the conduit 
for the time being. This order to he performed in every particular; suhprena, 20s. on every offender." 

In October, 1684, only 86s. having been collected of the £20, the remainder 
is ordered to be collected within a month. Part of this ley of £18. 4s. being 
uncollected, the misegatherers in October, 1685, are strictly ordered to collect the 
remainder; defaulters in payment to be fined 10s. The jury also order the claim 
of John Hartley of second tum at the conduit, "as of right appertaining to the 
"house where his mother dwelleth," to be granted him as his due. In an 
enumeration of documents in the boroughreeve's chest in 1688, is "a deed of 
" feo:ffment for the ensuring of 40s. per annum for ever towards repairing the 
"conduit, conduit head, and pipes." By a subsequent entry we learn that the 
grantor of this rent was John Hartley. In October, 1688, the jury, after examining 
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his accounts of disbursements for the conduit, order that he shall retain till
needed a balance of 87s. in his hands. In October, 1648, the jury order that, in
consideration of this 40s. per annum, Mr. John Hartley shall have the privilege

of having water next to Major Radcliffe at all times, but only for the house then

inhabited by Mr. William Byrom. In October, 1653, the jury being informed

that John Hartley, of Strangeways, Esq., "hath revoked and kept in" the gift of
40s. a-year, order the conduit overseers to see it kept in repair at the public

charge. In October, 1655, a keeper is appointed at a salary of 3s. 4d. a quarter.
In October, 1656, a keeper is ordered " to take special notice of the abuses about
" it, either by fighting of men's servants that come to fetch water or of those that
" break off the lock. Every one to have his course [or turn] as they come, without
"the disturbance one of another." In April, 1674, the jury order that—

"Whereas several personswater their horses at the cock of the conduit, and thereby takeaway the

water that should serve the necessaryuse of the town, and there being a great scarcity of water some

parts of the year, and likewise therebeing many personsthat lie their horsesand give themmeatat the
conduit, whereby dung and filth are left there,all personsare ordered to forbear, Sec.,under penalty of

2d. for every horse."

In April, 1679, we have Hartley's gift of 40s. a year renewed :—

"Whereas the deed of grant of 40s. yearly to be paid and chargeable upon the house of Caleb
Somister, situate in the Market-street lane, formerly grantedby John Hartley, late of Strangeways,Esq.,
deceased,for therepair of theconduit, is to be renewedandput into thehandsand trust of newfeoffees,we

order that theconstablesshall pay for thedrawing of the said re-feoffmentand place it in their accounts."

We have from this point a large gap in the Court Leet records,—one volume
containing the records of 45 years (1687-1782) being missing before they came
into the possession of the Corporation ; but at Michaelmas, 1737, we have the

following order: —

"Whereas, for time immemorial, the inhabitants of this town (especially about both market places)

have been supplied with water out of a large lead cistern, and by a common conduit pipe heretofore

erected where the Exchange now stands ; and forasmuch as the said cistern and common pipe were

destroyedwhen the sameExchange was built, to the great complaints of the inhabitants of the town ;

and forasmuch as Sir Oswald Mosley, Bart- (lord of this manor), acknowledgesto have'in his hands
£1G. 3s. 4Jd., which he received for the said lead cistern, and several other sums are in arrear and
owing by persons who usually contributed towards the said common pipe ;—now, for remedying the

said complaints, we (thejury) order the four officers for taking care of the conduit to collect the said
sum of £16. 3s. 4Jd., and such other sums as are in arrear and owing, and to apply the same towards
erectingand making another commonwater-pipe, to issueout of the samepart of the said Exchange as
shall be agreeableto the said lord of the manor and inhabitants of the town."

We suppose something was done to restore the cistern, &c, for we find no other
record till Michaelmas, 1751, when the accounts of Edward Byrom, trustee for
the conduit, were examined and approved.

This is the last record we can find in the archives respecting the conduit.
We must just refer to the circumstance, that at the rejoicings for the coronation
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his accounts of disbursements for the conduit, order that he shall retain till 
needed a balance of 87s. in his hands. In October, 1648, the jury order that, in 
consideration of this 40s. per annum, Mr. John Hartley shall have the privilege 
of having water next to Major Radcliffe at all times, but only for the house then 
inhabited by Mr. William Byrom. In October, 1653, the jury being informed 
that John Hartley, of Strangeways, Esq., "hath revoked and kept in" the gift of 
40s. a-year, order the conduit overseers to see it kept in repair at the public 
charge. In October, 1655, a keeper is appointed at a salary of 8s. 4d. a quarter. 
In October, 1656, a keeper is ordered "to take special notice of the abuses about 
"it, either by fighting of men's servants that come to fetch water or of those that 
"break off the lock. Every one to have his course [ or turn J as they come, without 
"the disturbance one of another." In April, 167 4, the jury order that-,-

" Whereas several persons water their horses at the cock of the conduit, and tliereby take away the 
water that should serve the necessary use of the town, and there being a great scarcity of water some 
parts of the year, and likewise there being many persons that lie their horses and give them meat at the 
conduit, whereby dung and filth are left there, all persons are ordered ·to forbear, &c., under penalty of 
2d. for every horse." 

In April, 1679, we have Hart~ey's gift of 40s. a year renewed:-

" Whereas the deed of grant of 40s. yearly to be paid and chargeable upon the house of Caleb 
Somister, situate in the Market-street lane, formerly granted by John Hartley, late of Strangeways, Esq., 
deceased, for the repair of the conduit, is to be renewed and put into the hands and trust of new ieoffees, we 
order that the constables shall pay for the drawing of the said re-feoffment and place it in their accounts." 

We have from this point a large gap in the Court Leet records,-one volume 
containing the records of 45 years (1687-1732) being missing before they came 
into the possession of the Corporation; but at Michaelmas, 1737, we have the 
following order :-

" Whereas, for time immemorial, the inhabitants of this town (especially about both market places) 
have been supplied with water out of a large lead cistern, and by a common conduit pipe heretofore 
erected where the Exch.ange now stands; and forasmuch as the said cistern and common pipe were 
destroyed when the same Exchange was built , to the great complaints of the inhabitants of the town ; 
and forasmuch as Sir Oswald Mosley, Bart. (lord of this manor) , acknowledges to have•in his hands 
.£16. 3s. 4½<1 ., which he received for the said lead cistern, _ and several other sums are in arrear and 
owing by persons who usually contributed towards the said common pipe ;-now, for remedying the 
said complaints, we (the jury) order the four officers for taking care of the conduit to collect the said 
sum of £16. 3s. 4!d., and such other sums as are in arrear and owing, and to apply the same towards 
erecting and making another common water-pipe, to issue out of the same part of the said Exchange as 
shall be agreeable to the said lord of the manor and inhabitants of the town." 

We suppose something was done to restore the cistern, &c., for we find no other 
record till Michaelmas, 1751, when the accounts of Edward Byrom, trustee for 
the conduit, were examined and approved. 

This is the last record we can find in the archives respecting the conduit. 
We must just refer to the circumstance, that at the rejoicings for the coronation 
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of Charles II., on the 28rd April, 1661, the conduit, instead of water, ran with
" more generous liquor." In an old MS. letter from William Heawood, then
steward of the Court Leet, copied into Aston's Guide, is an account of the
Manchester festivities, from which we learn that after the authorities, inhabitants,

troops, &c, had attended divine service at the Collegiate Church, where a sermon
was preached by Warden Heyricke, from 2 Kings, xi., 12 :—

" After sermon,from the church marched in order the boroughreeve,constables,and the rest of the

burgessesof the town not then in arms, accompaniedwith Sir Ralph Assheton,knight and baronet,and

divers neighbouring gentlemenof quality, togetherwith the said warden and fellows of the said college

and divers othef ministers, with the town musick playing before them upon loud instruments, through

the streetsto the cross, and so forward to the conduit, officersand soldiers in their order, the gentlemen

and officers drank his Majesty's health in claret, running forth at three streams at once of the said
conduit, which was answered from the soldiers by a great volley of shot, and many great shouts,

saying ' God save the King !' which being ended, the gentry and ministers went to dinner, attended

with the officersand musick of the town, the auxiliaries dining at the same place. During the time of
dinner, and until after sunset,the said conduit did run with pure claret, which was freely drunk by all

that could, for the crowd came so near the same."

The period when the conduit ceased altogether to supply water appears to
have been about 1775-6. We take the following from Aston's Manchester Guide:—
" At the west end of the Exchange, which was taken down in 1792,was formerly a conduit which

supplied that part of the town with good water. It was conveyed by pipes from the spring at the top
of King-street, which ceasedto flow when the sinking of wells in the neighbourhood had drained it.

This was about 1775. Previous to the building of Norfolk-street, when known by the name of

Marriott's Field, a kind of reservoir was kept up in the midst of it (filled by pipes from the samespring
which supplied the conduit), from whence people fetched water, as well as from the conduit in the

Market Place."

Some years ago, when Smithy Door was widened and part of it converted
into Victoria-street, the writer of this article saw a portion of the foundations and
some of the old piping of the ancient conduit, which were discovered in digging
the foundations for the premises of Messrs. Southam and Son, grocers, now
occupied by Mr. William Tebbutt.
We have already shown that a portion of the town was supplied with soft

water, even in the earlier years of the present century, from the Medlock, the

Infirmary Pond, and the Shudehill Pits by means of pipes. The pumping-engine
for raising water from the Medlock for storage in Shudehill Pits was put down
by Sir Oswald Mosley, lord of the manor. These and the wells and pumps
continued to furnish the only supplies of water to Manchester for some time. It
is difficult at this period to obtain any precise evidence as to the quality of that
water. But we take the following remarks from an essay of Dr. Percival's, dated
November, 1771, entitled " Experiments and Observations on Water, particularly
on the Hard Pump Water of Manchester" (vol. iii. of his works, edition of 1807,

page 178). After showing the injurious effect of impure and hard water in
various complaints and disorders, Dr. Percival details chemical experiments
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of Charles II., on the 23rd April, 1661, the conduit, instead of water, ran with 
"more generous liquor." In an old MS. letter from William Heawood, then 
steward of the Court Leet, copied into Aston's Guide, is an account of the 
Manchester festivities, from which we learn that after the authorities, inhabitants, 
troops, &c., had attended divine service at the Collegiate Church, where a sermon 
was preached by Warden Heyricke, from 2 Kings, xi., 12 :-

" After sermon, from the church marched in order the boroughreeve, constables, and the rest of the 
burgesses of the town not then in arms, accompanied with Sir Ralph Assheton, knight and baronet, and 
divers neighbouring gentlemen of quality, together with the said warden and fellows of the said college 
and divers other ministers, with the town musick playing before them upon loud instruments, through 
the streets to the cross, and so forward to the conduit , officers and soldiers in their order, the gentlemen 
and officers drank his Majesty's health in claret, runnin& forth at three streams at once of the said 
conduit, which was answered from the soldiers by a great volley of shot, and many great shouts, 
saying • God save the King !' which being e~ded, the gentry and ministers went to dinner, attended 

with the officers and musick of the town, the auxiliaries dining at the same place. · Duri.ng the time of 
dinner, and until after sunset, the said conduit did run with pure claret, which was freely drunk by all 
that could, for the crowd came so near the same." 

The period when· the conduit ceased altogether to supply water appears to 
have been about 1775-6. We take the following from Aston'.s Manc~ester Guide:-

" At the west end of the Ex.change, which was taken down in 1792, was formerly a conduit which 
supplied that part of the town with good water. It was conveyed by pipes from the spring at the top 
of King-street, which ceased to flow when the sinking of wells in the neighbourhood had drained it . 
This was about 1775. Previous to the building of Norfolk-street, when known by the name of 
Marriott's Field, a kind of reservoir was kept up in the midst of it (filled by pipes from the same spring 
which supplied the conduit), from whence people fetched water, as well as from the conduit in the 
Market Place." 

Some years ago, when Smithy Door was widened and part of it converted 
into Victoria-street, the writer of this article saw a porti8n of the foundations and 
some of the old piping of the ancient conduit, which were discovered in digging 
the foundations for the premises of Messrs. Southam and Son, grocers, now 
occupied by Mr. William Tebbutt. 

We have already shown that a portion of the town was supplied with soft 
water, even in the earlier years of the present century, from the Medlock, the 
Infirmary Pond, and the Shudehill Pits by means of pipes. The pumping-engine 
for raising water from the Medlock for storage in Shudehill Pits was put down 
by Sir Oswald Mosley, lord of the manor. These and the wells and pumps 
continued to furnish the only supplies of water to Manchester for some time. It 
is difficult at this period to obtain any precise evidence as to the quality of that 
water. But we take the following remarks from an essay of Dr. Percival's, dated 
November, 1771, entitled" Experiments and Observations on Water, particularly 
on the Hard Pump Water of Manchester" (vol. iii. of his works, edition of 1807, 
page 178). After showing the injurious effect of impure and hard water in 
various complaints and disorders, Dr. Percival details chemical experiments 



235

on the nature and properties of the pump-water of Manchester, collected from

nearly thirty pump-waters from pumps common to a whole neighbourhood, and
then states that—
" From the foregoingexperimentsit is obvious that the pump-waterof Manchester is, in general,very
impure. It is impregnatedwith a large quantity of selenite—an earthy, astringent salt, composedof the
vitriolic, nitrous, or marine acid, and calcareousearth ; and at thesametime contains no inconsiderable

portion of alum, as may be reasonably inferred from the green colour which it strikes with syrup of

violets. • * But what puts this conclusion beyond dispute is, that the earth of alum is

frequently found in the wells of this town. I have now in my possessionsomeof this earth, which, by
the addition of oil of vitriol, has been converted into true alum. From the secondexperiment, it is

evident that a quart of water contains upwards of 60 grains of adventitiousmatter; and supposing this

quantity to be daily consumedin oneway or other by every individual, which is a moderate compu
tation, about 46 ounces, troy weight, of crude, earthy, indigestible,and by no meansinactive salts, will

in the courseof twelvemonths be receivedinto the body. * * One observation I cannot omit,—
that the inhabitants of this place are peculiarly subject to glandular obstructions and scrophulous

swellings; and that water loaded with stringent, earthy salts, hath a direct tendency to produce such

complaints, has beenalready, I hope, evinced."

The following are such of Dr. Percival's conclusions as relate to the quality of
the Manchester pump-water :—

"I. The Manchester pump-water is in generalvery bad and impure; it is impregnatedwith a large
quantity of selenite, and contains also no inconsiderable proportion of alum.— II. The hardestwater
will becomesoft and miscible with soap, by the addition of salt of tartar ; but such a quantity of the
vegetablealkali is required to produce this effect on the Manchester pump-wateras renders it offensive
to the palate and unfit for commonuse. * * V. Mr. Boyle assertsthat somepump-waters,by

exposureto the sun and air for a few days, will becomesoft enough to bemiscible with soap; but this
is not thecasewith thehard-water of Manchester.—VI. Neither malt nor teaproduceany softeningeffect
on the hard-water in which they are infused; nor doesfermentation improve or alter its nature; so that

the wholesomenessof malt liquors must greatly depend upon the purity of the water which is employed
in their preparation.—VII. Bricks harden the softestwater, and give it an alumninous impregnation.
The practice of lining wells with them,which is common in many places, is therefore very improper.

Freestonecommunicatesno pernicious qualities to water."

Under such circumstances, of an inadequate supply of water, and that of

generally bad quality, it is not to be wondered at that some efforts should be

made by the inhabitants to obtain a larger and purer supply. Two rival schemes

being announced as seeking the sanction of Parliament, a public meeting of the

inhabitants was held on the subject, at the Bull's Head, Market-place, on the

10th November, 1808, and again by adjournment on the 22nd December; Mr.

Richard Rushforth, the boroughreeve, in the chair ; when resolutions were passed
to the following effect :—

"That it appears to this meeting that two schemesare intended to be brought beforeParliament in

the ensuing session for supplying the town of Manchester with water, to be taken chiefly from the

Medlock and the Irk, or the springs and feederswhich fall into them.

"That a committee be appointed at this meetingfor taking these schemesinto consideration; and

that it be an instruction to such committee to inquire whether the object of supplying the town with

water may not be effectedin a way more eligible for the inhabitants at large, and less injurious to the

235 

on the nature and properties of the pump-water of Manchester, collected from 
nearly thirty pump-waters from pumps common to a whole neighbourhood, and 
then states that-

.. From the foregoing experiments it is obvious that the pump-water of Manchester is, in general, very 
impure. It is impregnated with a large quantity of selenite-an earthy, astringent salt, composed of the 
vitriolic, nitrous, or marine acid , and calcareous earth; and at the same time contains no inconsiderable 
portion of alum, as may .be reasonably inferred from the green colour which it strikes with syrup of 
violets. But what puts this conclusion beyond dispute is, that the earth of alum is 
frequently found in the wells of this town. I have now in my possession some of this earth, which, by 
the addition of oil of vitriol, has been converted into true alum. From the ~cond experiment, it is 
evident that a quart of water contains upwards of 60 grains of adventitious matter ; and supposing this 
quantity to be daily consumed in one way or other by every individual, which is a moderate compu
tation, about 46 ounces, troy weight, of crude, earthy, indigestible, and by no means inactive salts, will 
in the course of twelve months be received into the body. One observation I cannot omit.
that the inhabitants of this place are peculiarly sutject to glandular obstructions and scrophulous 
swellings ; and that water loaded with stringent, earthy salts, hath a direct tendency to produce such 
complaints, has been already, I hope, evinced." 

The following are such of Dr. Percival's conclusions as relate to the quality of 
the Manchester pump-water :-

" I. The Manchester pump-water is in general very bad and impure ; it is impregnated with a large 
quantity of selenite, and contains also no inconsiderable proportion of alum.-11. The hardest water 
will become soft and miscible with soap, by the addition of salt of tartar; but such a quantity of the 
vegetable alkali is required to produce this eifect on the Manchester pump-water as renders it offensive 
to the palate and unfit for common use. V. Mr. Boyle asserts that some pump-waters, by 
exposure to the sun and air for a few days, will become soft enough to be miscible with soap ; but this 
is not the case with the hard-water of Manchester .-VI. Neither malt nor tea produce any softening effect 
on the hard-water in which they are infused ; nor does fermentation improve or alter its nature ; so that 
the wholesomeness of malt liquors must greatly depend upon the purity of the water which is employed 
in their preparation.-VII. Bricks harden the softest water, and give it an alumninous impregnation. 
The practice of lining wells with them, which is common in many places, is therefote very improper. 
Freestone communicates no pernicious qualities to water." 

Under such circumstances, of an inadequate supply of water, and that of 
generally bad quality, it is not to be wondered at that some efforts sho_uld be 
made by the inhabitants to obtain a larger and purer supply. Two rival schemes 
being announced as seeking the sanction of Parliament, a public meeting of the 
inhabitants was held on the supject, at the Bull's Head, Market-place, on the 
10th November, 1808, and again by adjournment on the 22nd December;· Mr. 
Richard Rushforth, the bor~ughreeve, in the chair; when resolutions were passed 
to the following effect :- · 

"That it appears to this meeting that two schemes are intended to be brought before Parliament in 
the ensuing session for supplying the town of Manchester with water, to be taken chiefly from the 
Medlock and the Irk, or the springs and feeders which fall into them. 

"That a committee be appointed at this meeting for taking these schemes into consideration; and 
that it be an instruction to such committee to inquire whether the object of supplying the town with 
water may not be effected in a way more eligible for the inhabitants at large, and less injurious to the 
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private property of individuals, by drawing such supply from the river Irwell or other sources,and also

to inquire whether it is worth while for the inhabitants of Manchester to take the managementof such

a concern into their own hands, and apply the profit arising from it to the improvementof the town or

other public purposes; and, if so, by what meansthis can be best effected.
" That the committeefor thesepurposesconsist of the following gentlemen:—The boroughreeveand

constables, Mr. G. Duckworth, Mr. Bateman, Mr. Thomas Entwisle, Mr. Robert Peel, jun., Mr. J. L.
Philips, Mr. John Kennedy, Mr. R. Farrand, and Mr. C. M'Niven.
" That any five of such committee shall have power to act ; and that■theybe requestedto make an

early report on the severalmattersherereferredto them, and on such other mattersconnectedtherewith

as they may think necessaryfor the information of the town.

"RICHARD RUSHFORTH, Chairman."

On the requisition of the committee above-named (of which Mr. James Bateman
was chairman), the boroughreeve and constables (Messrs. Richard Rushforth,

John Touchet, and John Lomax) convened a public meeting at the Bull's Head,
to be held on the 2nd February, 1809, to receive and consider the report, and to

pass resolutions thereon. This meeting is described as having been numerously
and respectably attended. The chair was taken by the senior constable, John
Touchet, Esq., and the committee's report was laid before the meeting and

received. It was as follows :—

" Your committeehave taken into consideration the two schemesproposedby individual adventurers

to be brought into Parliament in the present session for supplying the town of Manchester with water ;

and they are of opinion that the sourcesfrom which such supply is intended to be takenare insufficient

for that purpose,and that even if such sourceswere adequate,the application thereofwould be highly
injurious to private property, inasmuchas the samewould cut off many of thesprings and feederswhich

now supply large and extensive printing, bleaching,and dye works with water, and afford to numerous

cotton factoriesand other works condensingwater for their steamengines.
" Your committeeare also of opinion that the supply of the town of Manchester with water ought to

be under the direction of its own inhabitants, and that it would be contrary to sound policy to entrust

the furnishing and control of this important article of food and cleanliness, on which the health and

comfort of the inhabitants depend, to persons whose sole object will be the promotion of their own

private interest,and who are induced to the undertaking from no other motive.

"Your committeeare further of opinion that an ample supply of water for the useof the inhabitants

of Manchestermay be afforded from other sourcesthan thosementionedby theseundertakers,and in a

mannerwhich will not in the least degree'injure or affectprivate property. One of thesesourcesmay

be derived from the river Irwell, the water of which, below the town of Manchester, is more than

sufficient to supply the mills and locks of the navigation on that river. The water may be advan

tageouslytaken in severalplacesadjoining the town, andmay be filteredthrough beds of gravel and sand,

either natural or artificial, at a very small expense.
" The water may be raised to a proper height to supply every part of the town by meanseither of a

steam-engineor a fall of the river Irwell not now occupied ; and this may be effectedeither separately
or in conjunction with a proposed plan to continue St. Mary's Gate by a regular descent to Chapel-
street, in Salford, and from thence to Bolton, Bury, and other places north of Manchester; and to

render the Irwell navigable to Hunt's Bank, and by meansof warehousesand wharfs on each side of

the new intended bridge, to place the termination of the navigable communication from Liverpool to

Manchester in the centreof the latter town. The weir which would be required in that case to extend

the navigation would produce a fall of the river more than sufficient in power to raise the requisite

supply of water for the useof the town.
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" Another source from which the town of Manchester may be adequatelysupplied with pure water,

and which we think best, is through the Ashton canal. The water may be taken from the river Tame
at the Dukinfield weir in times of flood only, and may be preservedin reservoirs to be made in lands of

very little value near that weir.
" From these reservoirs it may be conveyed through the Ashton canal by regulated gauges to a

reservoir near the town of Manchester, where it may be filtered and rendered pure for the use of the

inhabitants. In its course it will supply the Ashton Canal Company with lockagewater for the use of

their navigation, and will be particularly valuable to them in dry seasons. The millowners will also be

benefited by a diminution of the inconvenience they at present sustain from back-water in times of

flood. The filtering reservoir may be made near Holt Town, where the water will be supplied at the

height of twelve feet above the level of the street at New Cross, and may be made to flow into the

highest apartmentsof every house in the town of Manchester.

"As the latter scheme will not require a steam-engineor any other expensive apparatus in its
commencementor extension, it may be begun on a limited scale and extended in proportion to the

funds which may be raised for its establishment. It may be commencedwithout even the expenseof
the proposed reservoir at Dukinfield weir, becausethe wastewater which flows from the Ashton canal

on the level of the Stockport branch, and at present is of no use, would be sufficient to supply a

considerablepart of the town of Manchester. If in the executionof the plan an intermediatereservoir
should be deemed necessary, an advantageous situation may be had in the lands of Mr. Green, in

Clayton, from whencethe water may be brought to the town of Manchester through either the Ashton

canal or a separatetunnel.
" The means of raising money for carrying into effect this important plan, as well as the mode by

which it may be effectedmore beneficially for the inhabitants of the town, have necessarilyoccupied the

attention of your committee. The supply of the rich with good water will form but a small part of the

object which the inhabitants of the town have in view. They will be anxious to communicate this

gratuitous blessingof Providence to the poorest individuals. In this pursuit their interests and their

inclinations will unite. They will, by preserving the health of the poor, preventan increaseof the rates

for their relief, and by adding to their comforts and happiness procure for themselves the gratifying

sensationsof benevolence. This consideration ncessarilyconnectsthe schemewith the legal institution

for the relief of the poor, and places the distribution of the profits in the hands of the churchwardens

and overseers. When the funds are so applied, and the rates (which at present are so severelyfelt by

the public) will be relieved by this new source of income, there can not be wanting a motive with

any inhabitant of the town to prefer this supply of water to any other, which may be equally or

more expensiveand lesseligible with respectto its purity.
" But although the distribution of theprofits ought to restwith the churchwardensand overseers,there

is another consideration which may render it more eligible to place the managementof the waterworks

in other hands. To effecttheseworks it will be necessaryto carry pipes under all the principal streets,

and occasionally to interrupt the passageof carriages. That this interruption may be as small as

possible—that the damagesdone to the streetsmay be effectually repaired,—that no disputesmay arise

respecting the amount of damages or the mode of repairs, and that the public may in this respect

suffer the least inconvenience,it is advisable that the managementof the works should be placed under

the surveyors of the highways, and particularly so when the offices relating to the highways and the

police are united.
"With respectto themeansfor raising moneyto carry theschemeinto effect,your committeeapprehend

that a fund may be raised without any burthen upon either the landowners or the inhabitants. The
churchwardens, in their corporate capacity, may be authorised by the new Police Act to issue transfer

able notes bearing interest payable yearly. These notes may either be made a perpetual loan or be

payableat a stated period. In either case they will serve as a circulating medium, and will have this

advantageover cash and bank notes that they will bear interest. The Legislature has already granted

the privilege of issuing notes like these to many canal companies,and it cannot be supposed that the
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privilege would be refused to the first manufacturing and commercial town in the kingdom if the
extentof that circulation were limited to a sum which is necessaryto be raised for the preservationof

the health and comfort of its inhabitants. The interest as well as the principal would necessarily in

such a casebe madea charge upon the poor rates raised in the town of Manchester. If this mode of
raising money should be deemed ineligible by the inhabitants of the town other easymeansmay be

readily suggested.
" It may be expectedthat your committeeshould state the probable profits or loss from the execution
of this scheme. To do this accurately would require much more time than has been taken by your
committee,and a considerabledegreeof information arising from practical knowledge. Your committee,

however,have not beeninattentive to this part of the subject. It is notorious that the profits of the
New River Company in London have exceeded those of any other scheme ever instituted in this

country. The two companies of proprietors of waterworks in Liverpool have had the goodnessto

communicate statementsof their expenditures and incomes to your committee,from which it appears
that although these are rival schemesand veryexpensiveones, they are likely to be productive of great

advantageto the proprietors, and they afford indisputable evidencethat if only one well-conductedplan
should be adopted in Manchester, supported by the inhabitants at large and operating to the benefitof

every individual, it must be crowned with ultimate and probably with immediate success.

"JAMES BATEMAN, Chairman of the Committee." Manchester, February 2nd, 1809."

The meeting then passed the following resolutions :—

"That it is the opinion of this meeting that the two schemesproposedby individuals to be brought
into Parliament in the present session for supplying the towns of Manchester and Salford with water

are ineligible ; that the sourcesfrom which thesuppliesof water are intended to be takenare insufficient

for that purpose; and that even if such sources were adequate,the application thereofwould be highly
injurious to private property, inasmuchas thesamewould cut off many of the springs and feederswhich
now supply large and extensiveprinting, bleaching, and dye-works with water, and afford to numerous
cotton factories and other works condensingwater for the steamengines.
" That it is the opinion of this meeting that the supply of the towns of Manchester and Salford with
water ought to be under the direction of their own inhabitants ; and that it would be contrary to sound

policy to entrust the furnishing and control of this important article of food and cleanliness,on which
the health and comfort of the inhabitants depend,to personswhosesole object will be the promotion of

their own private interest,and who are induced to undertaketheir schemesfrom no other motive ; and

that the profits of such an undertaking ought in justice to be receivedby the inhabitants, to go in aid of

the poor-rateor other public ratesof the town.

"That a committeebe appointed to opposethe above two schemesin Parliament, and that it consist

of the following gentlemen,viz., the boroughreeveand constables,Messrs. J. L. Philips, George Duck
worth, John Kennedy, Thomas Entwisle, James Bateman, Jonathan Beever, John Drinkwater, Thomas
Belcher, William Myers, Otho Hulme, John Railton, Roger Farrand, Peter Ewart, Thomas Hoyle, jun.,

Charles M'Niven ; and that any five of the committeebe competentto act.

"That this meeting approves of the plan suggestedby the committee for supplying the towns of

Manchester and Salford with water, taken in times of flood only from the river Tame into large reser
voirs, to be brought from thencethrough theAshton canal to a proper situation near Manchester, where

it may be filtered previous to its being conducted through pipes to the houses of the inhabitants ; and

that the committeebe directed to communicatewith the Ashton canal company for that purpose.

"That it be referred to the committee before appointed to employ proper engineersto digesta plan

and form an estimate of the expensesattending the above undertaking,and of the probable profits to

arise therefrom, and that the same be laid before a future town's meeting in time to enable them,

in case they should approve thereof,to obtain powers in the intendedpolice act for carrying the same

into effect.
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"That the expensesof the above opposition be paid from the police rates, and that a clause be

insertedin the new police bill to authorise the payment thereof.
" That letterswith copiesof theseresolutions and thereport of the committeebe sent to the following

membersof both Houses of Parliament [10 peers, and 16membersof the House of Commons] and to

such other membersas the committeemay think necessary,requesting their attendance in Parliament

to opposethe above schemes,and to support such plan as may be adoptedby the inhabitants of Man

chesterand Salford for supplying themselveswith water.

"That the thanks of this meeting be given to the committeefor their zeal and attention in forming

their able report."

Thanks being given to Mr. Touchet for his conduct in the chair, the proceed
ings then terminated.

The committee appointed at a meeting of February 2nd, 1809, subsequently
made a long and formal report as to their proceedings in opposing the two water
schemes—the one by Mr. Rennie, on behalf of the stone-pipe company ; and the
other by Mr. Dodd, the engineer, for supplying the towns of Manchester and
Salford with water.

" On the 27th of January, 1809, the committee [appointed December 22nd, 1808] requested the

boroughreeveand constables of Manchester to appoint a public meetingof the inhabitants to receive

their report. In pursuanceof this request,the boroughreeveand constables,by advertisementsinserted

in all the Manchester newspapers,appointed a public meetingof the inhabitants of the town of Man

chester,to be held on the 2nd day of February then next, to receive the above report and to take the

same into consideration,and to enter into such resolutions thereon as might appear expedient for the

interestsof the town. A public meeting of the inhabitants of Manchester was accordingly held on the

2nd of February following, when it was resolved,that the two schemesproposedby individuals to be

brought into Parliament for supplying the towns of Manchester and Salford with water were ineligible ;

that the sources from which the supplies of water were intended to be taken were insufficient for the

purpose; and that even if such sourceswere adequate,the application thereofwould be highly injurious
to private property. And it was further resolved, that the supply of the towns of Manchester and

Salford with water ought to be under the direction of their own inhabitants, and that it would be

contrary to sound policy to entrust the furnishing and control of that important article of food and
cleanliness,on which the health and comfort of the inhabitants depended,to personswhosesoleobject
would be the promotion of their own private interest,and who are induced to undertaketheir schemes
from no other motive; and that the profits of such an undertaking ought, in justice, to be receivedby
the inhabitants, to go in aid of the poor-rate or other public rates of the town. At this meetingyour
committeewas appointed to opposethe above two schemesin Parliament, consisting of the following
members, viz., the boroughreeveand constables, Mr. J. L. Philips, Mr. G. Duckworth, Mr. John
Kennedy, Mr. Thomas Entwisle, Mr. James Bateman, Mr. Jonathan Beever, Mr. John Drinkwater,

Mr. Thomas Belcher, Mr. William Myers, Mr. Otho Hulme, Mr. John Railton, Mr. Roger Farrand,

Mr. Peter Ewart, Mr. Thomas Hoyle, jun., and Mr. Charles M'Niven.

"It wasfurther resolved,that thesaidmeetingapprovedof theplan suggestedby thecommitteeappointed
on the 22ndDecember,1808,for supplying the towns of Manchester and Salford with water, taken in

times of flood only from the river Tame into large reservoirs, to be brought from thencethrough the

Ashton canal to a proper situation near Manchester,where it would be filtered previous to its being

conducted through pipes to the housesof the inhabitants ; and the same committee were directed to

communicatewith the Ashton canal company for that purpose. It was further resolved, that it should
be referred to the committee appointed on the 22nd Decmeber, 1808,to employ proper engineers to

digest a plan and form an estimate of the expensesattending the above undertaking, and of the
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contrary to sound policy to entrust the furnishing and control of that important article of food and 
cleanliness, on which the health and comfort of the inhabitants depended, to persons whose sole object 
would be the promotion of their own private interest, and who are induced to undertake their schemes 
from no other motive; and that the profits of such an undertaking ought, in justice, to be received by 
the inhabitants, to go in aid of the poor-rate or other public rates of the town. At this meeting your 
committee was appointed to oppose the above two schemes in Parliament, consisting of the following 
members, viz., the boroughreeve and constables, Mr. J . L. Philips, Mr. G. Duckworth, Mr. John 
Kennedy, Mr. Thomas Entwisle, Mr. James Bateman, Mr. Jonathan Beever, Mr. John Drinkwater, 
Mr. Thomas Belcher, Mr. William Myers, Mr. Otho Hulme, Mr. John Railtan, Mr. Roger Farrand, 
Mr. Peter Ewart, M~. Thomas Hoyle, jun., and Mr. Charles M•Niven. 

"It was further resolved, that the said meeting approved of the plan suggested by the committee appointed 
on the 22nd December, 1808, for supplying _the towns of Manchester and Salford with water, taken in 
times of flood only from the river Tame into large reservoirs, to be brought from thence through the 
Ashton canal to a proper situation near Manchester, where it would be filtered previous to its being 
conducted through pipes to the houses of the inhabitants; and the same committee were directed to 
communicate with the Ashton canal company for that purpose. It was further resolved, that it should 
be referred to the committee appointed on the 22nd Decmeber, 1808, to employ proper engineers to 
digest a plan and form an estimate of the expenses attending the above undertaking, and of the 
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probable profits to arise therefrom; and that the same should be laid beforea future town's meeting,

in time to enable them, in case they should approve thereof, to obtain powers in the intended Police

Act for carrying the sameinto effect. It was likewise resolvedthat the expensesof the aboveopposition
should be paid from the police rates, and that a clause should be inserted in the new Police Bill to
authorise the payment thereof.
" To theseproceedingsno opposition wasevensuggested; and an individual, since an active opponent

to the payment of the expensesincurred, took upon him the advertisementof the resolutions in the

London papers,and was among the first who receivedanymoney from the police funds on this account.

The commissionersof police, who had thus far succeededin communicating to the inhabitants at large

the attemptsof strangersto assumeto themselvesthe right of supplying the town with water, and who

found the inhabitants unanimous in resistingsounprecedentedan interference,to which the undertakers

had not beensolicited by an individual inhabitant, or urged by any declared scarcity or want of water,

deemedit their duty to comply with the resolutions of the inhabitants, unanimously expressedat their

public meeting; and in conformity thereto,on the 15thFebruary, 1809,madean order for the application

of £300 towards opposing the Bills in Parliament for supplying the town with water. In consequence

of the resolutions unanimously passedat the abovemeetingsof the inhabitants and of the commissioners

of police, active measuresof opposition to the two schemesthen before Parliament were immediately

adopted. A solicitor and delegate,with witnesses, were sent to London; several hundred circular
letters, with copies of the precedingresolutions of the inhabitants of the town, and the report of the
committee,weredistributed amongstthemembersof both Housesof Parliament. Personal applications
were also daily madeto such membersas were thought most likely to give their support to the causeof

the town ; and on a representationof the facts, manywereinduced to engagezealously in the opposition
of both the schemes. Amongst these,the town owes particular obligation to Sir Robert Peel, Colonel
Patten, Mr. Coke (of Norfolk), Mr. Hibbert, Mr. Curwen, Mr. Horrocks, Mr. George Johnson, Mr.
William Maxwell, Mr. William Clive, and Mr. Peel; Colonel Stanley was at this time confined by

indisposition, and unable to attend the House, but he used every exertion in his power to promote the

interestsof the town; and Mr. Blackburne (though he had brought in the Stone-pipe Company's Bill)
afterwards joined strenuously in the opposition to it. By the exertions that were used, objections were

raised to Mr. Dodd's scheme,which afterwards ended in its defeat. The Stone-pipe Company's Bill,
however, was supported by a variety of interests,and among others by personswho wereunder great

obligations to the town of Manchester, from whom a differentmode of conduct might reasonably have

beenexpected. These different interests raised a force in support of this Bill, which carried it through
the second reading in the House of Commons, by a considerable majority, notwithstanding, nearly
60membersattendedas friends to the town, severalof whom spokewith great force and ability against
the principle of the Bill.
" Immediately after the secdnd reading, the solicitor returned into the country and madea report to

your committee of the circumstances that had taken place, and particularly that it had beenasserted

upon such secondreading that a considerablepart of the town was favourable to the Bill, and that such
assertion had had great weight in preventing the Bill from being thrown out. Your committee then
thought it their duty to obtain another public meetingof the inhabitants, to ascertain whethertherewas

any truth or not in the assertion,and to submit all the circumstancesto their consideration,and to take
their further directions in the business. A meeting of the inhabitants of Manchester was accordingly,
at the requestof your Committee, called by the boroughreeveand constables,by public advertisement,

and held on the 3rd day of April, 1809. At this meeting a report was made of the proceedings in
Parliament relative to the above two Bills, and the representationwhich had beenmade in the House
of Commons that a considerable part of the town was favourable to the Stone-pipe Company's Bill,
and of the effectwhich such representationhad had in preventing the Bill being thrown out ; and the
meetingresolved that it appearedhighly important to the interestsof the town of Manchester, that the
Bill brought into Parliament by theStone-pipeCompany, for supplying the inhabitants with water,should
not pass into a law ; and that it should be an instruction to your committeeto continue their opposition
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probable profits to arise therefrom: and that the same should be laid before a future town's meeting, 
in time to enable them, in case they should approve thereof, to obtain powers in the intended Police 
Act for carrying the same into effect. It was likewise resolved that the expenses 0£ the above opposition 
should he paid from the police rates, and that a clause should be inserted in the new Police Bill to 
authorise the payment thereof. 

"To tbese proceedings no opposition was even suggested: and an individual, since an active opponent 
to the payment of the expenses incurred, took upon him the advertisement of the resolutions in the 
London papers, and was among the first who received any money from the police funds on this account. 
The commissioners 0£ police, who had thus far succeeded in communicating to the inhabitants at large 
the attempts of strangers to assume to themselves the right of supplying the town with water, and who 
foand the inhabitants unanimous in resisting so unprecedented an interference, to which the undertakers 
had not been solicited by an individual inhabitant, or urged by any declared scarcity or want of water, 
deemed it their duty to comply with the resolutions of the inhabitants, unanimously expressed at their 
public meeting: and in conformity thereto, on the 16th February, 1809, made an order for the application 
of £SOO towards opposing the Bills in Parliament for supplying the town with water. In consequence 
of the resolutions unanimously passed at the above meetings of the inhabitants and of the commissioners 
of police. active measures of opposition to the two schemes then before Parliament were immediately 
adopted. A solicitor and delegate, with witnesses, were sent to London; several hundred circular 
letters, with copies of the preceding resolutions of the inhabitants of the town, and the report of the 
committee, were distributed amongst the members 0£ both Houses of Parliament. Personal applications 
were also daily made to such members as were thought most likely to give their support to the cause of 
the town; and on a representation of the facts, many were induced to engage zealously in the opposition 
of both the schemes. Amongst these, the town owes particular obligation to Sir Robert Peel, Colonel 
Patten, Mr. Coke (of Norfolk), Mr. Hibbert, Mr. Curwen, Mr. Horrocks, Mr. George Johnson, Mr. 
William Maxwell, Mr. William Clive, and Mr. Peel; Colonel Stanley was at this time confined by 
indisposition, and unable to attend the House, but be used every exertion in his power to promote the 
interests of the town; and Mr. Blackbume (though he had brought in the Stone-pipe Company's Bill) 
afterwards joined strenuously in the opposition to it. By the exertions that were used, objections were 
raised to Mr. Dodd's scheme, which afterwards ended in its defeat. The Stone-pipe Company's Bill, 
however, was supported by a variety of interests, and among others by persons who were under great 

obligations to the town of Manchester, from wbom a different mode of conduct might reasonably have 
been expected. These different interests raised a force in support of this Bill, which carried it through 
the second reading in the House of Commons, by a considerable majority, notwithstanding, nearly 
60 members attended as frieni:ls to the town, several of whom spoke with great force and ability against 
the principle of the Bill. 

"Immediately after the secdnd reading, the solicitor returned into the country and made a report to 
your committee of the circumstances that had taken place, and particularly that it had been asserted 
upon snch second reading that a considerable part of the town was favourable to the Bill, and that such 
assertion had had great weight in preventing the Bill from being thrown out. Your committee then 
thought it their duty to obtain another public meeting of the inhabitants, to ascertain whether there was 
any truth or not in the assertion, and to submit all the circumstances to their consideration, and to take 
their further directions in the business. A meeting of the inhabitants of Manchester was accordingly, 
at the request of your Committee, called by the boroughreeve and constables, by public advertisement, 
and held on the Srd day of April, 1809. At this meeting a report was made of the proceedings in 
Parliament relative to the above two Bills, and the representation which had been made in the House 
of Commons that a considerable part 0£ the town was favourable to the Stone-pipe Company's Bill, 
and of the effect which such representation had had in preventing the Bill being thrown out; and the 
meeting resolved that it appeared highly important to the interests of the town of Manchester, that the 
Bill brought into Parliament by the Stone-pipe Company, for supplying the inhabitants with water, should 
not pass into a law: and that it should be an instruction to your committee to continue their opposition 
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to such Bill with all possible diligence and effect. That it also appearedhighly important to the
interests of the town that the Bill brought, or proposed to be brought, into Parliament, under the
direction of Mr. Dodd, for supplying the inhabitants with water, should not pass into a law, and that it
should be also an instruction to your committeeto continue their opposition to such last-mentioned
Bill with all possible diligence and effect. These resolutions were carried with only five dissentient
voices, and those of persons professedlyinterestedin supporting the schemeof Mr. Dodd. In conse

quenceof theselast resolutionsthe solicitor returned to London, where.the delegatesand witnesseshad
remained, waiting the further directions of the town's meeting. In this interval fresh opposition had
beenraisedagainst Dodd's schemeby the individuals whose private interests werelikely to be affected

by it
,

and this Bill was very soon afterwards abandonedby its promoters. The Stone-pipeCompany's
Bill, however,was supportedwith greatstrength ; and as theredid not seemmuch chanceof getting it

thrown out by the Commons, the course of the opposition (which had beforebeendirectedagainst the

principle of the Bill) wasnow changed,and it was thoughtprudent to get the clausesmadeas favourable

to the town as possible. For this purpose counsel were employed to attend the Committee of the

Commonson behalf of the town, when the Bill was during severaldays debated,clauseby clause,and

many alterations made in it for the advantageof the town. The millowners upon the Medlock, who

had carried on a separateopposition against the Stone-pipe Company's Bill at their own expense,had
now obtained such protecting clauses as induced them to withdraw their opposition. The members,
however,who had beenprevailed upon to espousetheir cause,continued to act steadily in support of
the interests of the town. It was obvious that the Stone-pipe Company had omitted to comply with
the Standing Orders of both Houses of Parliament, in the modeof giving their notices, lodging their
plans, and in severalother particulars ; but it was deemedmore prudent to reservetheseobjections till
the Bill got into the House of Lords, where it was thought the town would have a better chance of

success.
" On the 4th of May, 1809,the commissionersof police held a special meeting,convenedby public
advertisementinserted in all the Manchester papers of the 29th day of April preceding, for the sole

purposeof taking into consideration the propriety of petitioning the House of Lords against the Bill
promoted by the Stone-pipeCompany for supplying the town with water, which Bill, if carried into a

law, it was apprehendedby the commissionerswould be highly detrimental and injurious to the streets.
The meetingwas numerously attended,and it was resolved that the petition against the Bill then

producedby Mr. Sergeant,theclerk to the commissioners,should be signed on behalf of the meeting

and placedunder the direction of your committee. On the 10thof August, 1809,the commissioners,in

conformity with the resolutionsof the town's meetingof the 2nd of February preceding,and in support

of their own petition, made a further order for the application of £500 towards carrying on the

opposition to the Stone-pipe Company's Bill, which sum was paid accordingly. Ten other petitions

from different personswere also preparedand presentedto the House of Lords against the Stone-pipe

Company's Bill, and afterwards the oppositionwas carried on with the greatestpossible exertion, both

in the house and in the committee of lords, to whom the Bill was referred. Counsel, witnesses,and

partiesattendedday by day for severalweeks. During all this period the cause of the town received

the most zealous and unremitting attention from the Earl of Wilton, on whose representationof the

facts, someof the royal dukesand severalother lords madea point of regularlyattendingthe committees

and supporting the just rights of the town. Lord Derby was confinedby indisposition, but he paid all

the attention to the business in his power. Lord Grosvenor, Lord Ducie, Lord Auckland, Lord

Stanhope,Lord Radnor, Lord Bradford, and several other noble lords, took an interest in the causeof

the town. It will appearfrom the following report of the lords' committee,not only that the objections
raised by the petition werewell founded,but that the delegatesand solicitor of the town werejustified

in the hopesthey had entertainedof ultimately succeedingin their opposition.
" ' Your committeebeg leave to observe, that the first and second standing orders relative to canal

bills havenot been complied with, inasmuch as the parish of Manchester includes several townships,

relative to noneof which the noticeshave beengiven, Your committeebeg leaveto statethat the third
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to such Bill with all possible diligence and effect. That it also appeared highly important to the 
interests of the town that the Bill brought, or proposed to be brought, into Parliament, under the 
direction of Mr. Dodd, for supplying the inhabitants with water, should not pass into a law, and that it 
should be also an instruction to your committee to continue their opposition to such last-mentioned 
Bill with all possible diligence and effect. These resolutions were carried with only five dissentient 
voices, and those of persons professedly interested in supporting the scheme of Mr. Dodd. In conse
quence of these last resolutions the solicitor returned to London, where. the delegates and witnesses had 
remained, waiting the further directions of the town's meeting. In this interval fresh opposition had 
been raised against Dodd's scheme by the individuals whose private interests were likely to be affected 
by it, and this Bill was very soon afterwards abandoned by its promoters. The Stone-pipe Company's 
Bill, however, was supported with great strength ; and as there did not seem much chance of getting it 
thrown out by the Commons, the course of the opposition (which had before been directed against the 
principle of the Bill) was now changed, and it was thought prudent to get the clauses made as favourable 
to the town as possible. For this purpose counsel were employed to attend the Committee of the 
Commons on behalf of the town, when the Bill was during several days debated, clause by clause, and 
many alterations made in it for the advantage of the town. The millowners upon the Medlock, who 
had carried on a separate opposition against the Stone-pipe Company's Bill at their own expense, had 
now obtained such protecting clauses as induced them to withdraw their opposition. The members, 
however, who had been prevailed upon to espouse their cause, continued to act steadily in support of 
the interests of the town. It was obvious that the Stone-pipe Company had omitted to comply with 
the Standing Orders of both Houses of Parliament, in the mode of giving their notices, lodging their 
plans, and in several other particulars; but it was deemed more prudent to reserve these objections till 
the Bill got into the House of Lords, where it. was thought the town would have a better chance of 
success. 

"On the 4th of May, 1809, the commissioners of police held a special meeting, convened by public 
advertisement inserted in all the Manchester papers of the 29th day of April preceding, for the sole 
purpose of taking into consideration the propriety of petitioning the House of Lords against the Bill 
promoted by the Stone-pipe Company for supplying the town with water, which Bill, if carried into a 
law, it was apprehended by the commissioners would be highly detrimental and injurious to the streets, 
The meeting was nume~ously attended, and it was resolved that the petition against the Bill then 
produced by Mr. Sergeant, the clerk to the commissioners, ;;;hould be signed on behalf of the meeting 
and placed under the direction of your committee. On the 10th of August, 1809, the commissioners, in 
conformity with the resolutions of the town's meeting of the 2nd of February preceding, and in support 
of their own petition, made a further order for the application of £500 towards carrying on the 
opposition to the Stone-pipe Company's Bill, which sum was paid accordingly. Ten other petitions 
from different persons were also prepared and presented to the House of Lords against the Stone-pipe 
Company's Eill, and afterwards the opposition was carried on with the greatest possible exertion, both 
in the house and in the committee of lords, to whom the Bill was referred. Counsel, witnesses, and 
parties attended day by day for several weeks, During all this period the cause of the town received 
the most zealous and unremitting attention· from the Earl of Wilton, on whose representation of the 
facts, some of the royal dukes and several other lords made a point of regularly attending the committees 
and supporting the just rights of the town. Lord Derby was confined by indisposition, but be paid all 
the attention to the business in his power. Lord Grosvenor, Lord Ducie, Lord Auckland, Lord 
Stanhope, Lord Radnor, Lord Bradford, and several other noble lords, took an interest in the cause of 
the town. It will appear from the following report of the lords' committee, not only that the objections 
raised by the petition were well founded, but that the delegates and solicitor of the town were justified 
in the hopes they had entertained of ultimately succeeding in their opposition. 

" 'Your committee beg leave to observe, that the first and second standing orders relative to canal 
bills have not been complied with, inasmuch as the parish of Manchester includes several townships, 
relative to none of which the notices have been given, Your committee beg leave to state that the third 
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standing order has not beencomplied with, inasmuch as therehas been no book of referencedelivered

in, in pursuanceof the said order. Your committeealso beg leave to state that the fourth standing

order has not been complied with, inasmuch as it does not appear that previously to the Bill being

brought to this house from the Commons, such application was made to all the owners or reputed
owners, and also to all the occupiers of the lands through which [the aqueduct was intended to be or

may be carried, as by the said standing order is required. Your committee further beg leave to state

that the fifth standing order has not beencomplied with, inasmuch as though the Bill contains a clause

allowing a deviation from the line described in the map or plan deposited with the clerk of the Parlia

ments, no application appears to have been made to the owners or reputed owners and occupiers
of the lands through which such aqueductmight pass, nor has a list of such owners or reputed owners

and occupiers beendepositedwith the clerk of the Parliament.'
" Notwithstanding, however, thesenumerousbreachesof the standing orders of the house(any one of
which, it was understood from all former practice, would have been an absolute bar to the passingof

theBill) the house thought proper afterwards to decide that in the present instance the standing orders

should be dispensedwith. On this occasion, the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England,

Lord Redesdale, the late Chancellor of Ireland, and Lord Walsingham (chairman of the committee),all

spoke forcibly against the measure; but, unfortunately for the cause of the town, they were in the

minority, and the Bill was ultimately carried. Against this measurethe following peersrecorded their
protest on the journals of the house,viz., the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the

Earl of Oxford, Earl Grosvenor, Lord Aylesford, the Bishop of Salisbury, Lord Harewood, Lord
Redesdale, Lord Wilton, and Lord Walsingham."

The commissioners of police having ordered the balance of the expenses in

opposing these Bills (£1,760) to be paid, part was paid, and the commissioners'
law clerk was then served with two notices of appeal—one on behalf of Sir O.
Mosley, who had contracted to sell his old waterworks to the Stone-pipe Company
if they should obtain their Act ; and the other on behalf of the Bridgewater Trust.
These appeals were dismissed for informality ; but new ones were entered by the

same parties, and two additional ones, each by an individual in the service of Sir
O. Mosley and of the Bridgewater Trust. The Court of Quarter Sessions, in May,
1810, again dismissed them, and then the Court of King's Bench granted
mandamuses requiring the magistrates to hear them, and they were accordingly
heard at the Salford Quarter Sessions of October, 1810, when a majority of the
magistrates on the bench thinking that the police commissioners had no power to
apply the police fund in a parliamentary defence of the rights of the inhabitants,
though such defence be directed and carried on by the inhabitants at large, the
orders of the commissioners for the payment were set aside. The committee
mention incidentally that some of the Stone-pipe Company had sold their shares
at a premium of 200 or 300 per cent. ; and after detailing at great length the
cicumstances attending the appeals, they conclude by thus pointing out the
consequences of the decision of the quarter sessions :—

" The inhabitants of Manchester have no public rate or income expressly appropriated to the
defraying the expensesof any application to Parliament, either to obtain or amend a Police Act or
otherAct for the improvementof the town : and it is tobe regrettedthat theyareequally destituteof any
pecuniary fund for their protection in Parliament against any individual, or any set of individuals, who
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-standir,g order has not been complied with, inasmuch as there has been no book of reference delivered 
in, in pursuance of the said order. Your committee also beg leave to state that the fourth standing 
order has not been complied with, inasmuch as it does not appear that previously to the Bill being 
brought to this house from the Commons, such application was made to all the owners or reputed 
owners, and also to all the occupiers of the lands through which ;the aqueduct was intended to be or 
may be carried, as by the said standing order is required. Your committee further beg leave to state 
that the fifth standing order has not been complied with, inasmuch as though the Bill contains a clause 
allowing a deviation from the line described in the map or plan deposited with the clerk of the Parlia
ments, no application appears to have been made to the owners or reputed owners and occupiers 
of the lands through which such aqueduct might pass, nor bas a list of such owners or reputed owners 
and occupiers been deposited with the clerk of the ParHament.' 

"Notwithstanding, however, these numerous breaches of the standing orders of the house {any one of 
which, it was understood from all former practice, would have been an absolute bar to the passing of 
the Bill) the house thought proper afterwards to decide that in the present instance the standing orders 
should be dispensed with. On this occasion, the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, 
Lord Redesdale, the late Chancellor of Ireland, and Lord Walsingham (chairman of the committee), all 
spoke forcibly against the measure ; but, unfortunately for the cause of the town, they were in the 
minority, and the Bill was ultimately carried. Against this measure the following peers recorded their 
protest on the journals of the house, viz., the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the 
Earl of Oxford, Earl Grosvenor, Lord Aylesford, the Bishop of Salisbury, Lord Harewood, Lord 
Redesdale, Lord Wilton, and Lord Walsingham." 

The commissioners of police having ordered the balance of the expenses in 
-opposing these Bills (£1,760f to be paid, part was paid, and the commissioners' 
law clerk was then served with two notices of · appeal-one on behalf of Sir 0. 
Mosley, who had contracted to sell his old waterworks to the Stone-pipe Company 
if they should obtain their Act; and the other on behalf of the Bridgewater Trust . 
. These appeals were dismissed for informality; but new ones were entered by the 
.same parties, and two additional ones, each by an individual in the service of Sir 
0. Mosley and of the Bridgewater Trust. The Court of Quarter Sessions, in May, 
1810, again dismissed them, and then the Court of King's Bench granted 
mandamuses requiring the magistrates to hear them, and they were accordingly 
heard at the Salford Quarter Sessions of October, 1810, when a majority of the 
magistrates on the bench thinking that the police commissioners had no power to 
apply the police fund in a parliamentary defence of the rights
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of the inhabitants, 
though such defence be directed and carried on by the inhabitants at large, the 
-orders of the commissioners for the payment were set aside. The committee 
mention incidentally that some of the Stone-pipe Company had sold their shares 
a~ a premium of 200 or 800 per cent. ; and after detailing at great length the 
cicumstances attending the appeals, they conclude by thus pointing out the 
consequences of the decision of the quarter sessions :-

" The inhabitants of Manchester have no public rate or income expressly appropriated to tb~ 
defraying the expenses of any application to Parliament, either to obtain or amend a Police Act or 
other Act for the improvement of the town: and it is to be regretted that they are equally destitute of any 
pecuniary fund for their protection in Parliament against any individual, or any set of individuals, who 
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may apply for powersexceedinglyinjurious to its interests. For instance,a power to makewaterworks

and break up the streets (not either limiting the price or stipulating the quality of the water) has been

alreadyobtained, contrary to the wishesof the inhabitants. In someother towns (for want of opposition
from the inhabitants) Acts have been obtained compelling the inhabitants to purchase the water. If
the present waterworks in Manchester should prove unprofitable, or if the proprietors should not be
satisfiedwith a profit of two or three hundred per cent., an application may be made for an Act to

compel the inhabitants of Manchester to pay the proprietors such sums as may be satisfactory to the
latter, and if the inhabitants are (by appealslike the present)deprived of the meansof being heard in
Parliament against such an application, Parliament may presumea tacit consent; and although noneof

the future proprietors of the waterworksmay happen to be inhabitants of Manchester, it is possible that
someoneof themmay have a tenant or servant, in whosenamehe can prosecutean appeal. Your com
mittee,therefore,beg leaveto submit to your considerationthehigh importanceof immediatelyproviding
someadequatemeansfor the support of your rights, your property, and your independence.—On behalf

of the committee,

"J. LEIGH PHILIPS, Chairman."

We have now brought down our narrative of the water-supply for Manchester,
to the time when a company was formed for the purpose of obtaining and supply
ing the inhabitants with a larger supply. In the "Picture of Manchester " it is
stated that—

" About the year 1814 [1809] a public company, incorporated by Act of Parliament, purchased the

water from the lord of the manor, and formed a reservoir about two miles from the town, into which

water was conveyedby means of stone pipes, which so frequently burst that they were often a great
nuisance,and sweptoff the profits on which theproprietors had calculated. Another Act of Parliament

was afterwardsobtained by the samecompany, and a very large reservoir was formedat Gorton, about

four miles from the town ; and iron pipes having been substituted for the stoneones,the inconvenience

beforecomplained of has beenobviated, and the inhabitants are supplied with purer water."

We learn from another local record that the length of iron mains laid

down in Manchester and Salford was, some years later, 70 miles, and the daily

consumption about 1,400,000 gallons. Four reservoirs were made, viz., at

Bradford, Beswick, Gorton, and Audenshaw. Under the date of 1822 (though
the substitution of iron for stone pipes was some years earlier), we find the

following doggrel lines in Aston's " Metrical Records of Manchester :
"—

" The first month of the year it was settledby law,*

That as th' Waterworks Company profit do draw

From Manchester buildings, they also should pay
The ratesof police and highways, and poor-ley, -.

The town had a triumph, for with love it dispenses

For folks who makeprofit by untrue pretences;

For th' obtrusive Act said, we perishedof drought,

Nor for love water had, nor could it be bought ;

That Manchester faceswere coveredwith dirt,

And unknown was the luxury of a clean shirt.

* At the quarter sessions,where it was proved that theWaterworks Company held property in the town ;

and an order was, with greatjustice, madeout for their paying rates commensuratewith their interest.

243 

may apply for powers exceedingly injurious to its interests. For instance, a power to make waterworks. 
and break up the streets (not either limiting the price or stipulating the quality of the water) has been 
already obtained, contrary to the wishes of the inhabitants. In some other towns (for want of opposition 
from the inhabitants) Acts have been obtained compelling the inhabitants to purchase the water. If 
the present waterworks in Manchester should prove unprofitable, or if the proprietors should not be 
satisfied with a profit of two or three hundred per cent., an application may be made for an Act to 
compel the inhabitants of Manchester to pay the proprietors such sums as may be satisfactory to the 
latter, and if the inhabitants are (by appeals like the present) deprived of the means of being heard in 
Parliament against such an application, Parliament may presume a tacit consent; and although none of 
the future proprietors of the waterworks may happen to be inhabitants of Manchester, it is possible that 
some one of them may have a tenant or servant, in whose name he can prosecute an appeal. Your com

mittee, therefore, beg leave to submit to your consideration the high importance of immediately providing 
some adequate means for the support of your rights, your property, and your independence.-On behalf 
of the committee, 

" J. LEIGH PHILIPS, Chairman." 

We have now brought down our narrative of the water-supply for Manchester, 
to the time when a company was formed for the purpose of obtaining and supply
ing the inhabitants with a larger supply. In the "Picture of Manchester" it is 
stated that-

"About the year 1814' [1809) a public company, incorporated by Act of Parliament, purchased the 
water from the lord of the manor, and formed a reservoir about two miles from the town, into which 
water was conveyed by means of stone pipes, which so frequently burst that they were often a great 
nuisance, and swept off the profits on which the proprietors had calculated. Another Act of Parliament 
was afterwards obtained by the same company, and a very large reservoir was formed at Gorton, about 
four miles from the town; and iron pipes having been substituted for the stone ones, the inconvenience 
before complained of has been obviated, and the inhabitants are supplied with purer water." 

We learn from another local record that the length of iron mains laid 
down in Manchester and Salford was, some years later, 70 miles, and the daily 
con.sumption about 1,400,000 gallons. Four reservoirs were made, viz., at 
Bradford, Beswick, Gorton, and Audenshaw. Under the date of 1822 (though 
the substitution of iron for stone pipes was some years earlier), we find the 
following doggrel lines in Aston's " Metrical Records of Manchester : " -

" The first month of the year it was settled by law,• 
That as th' Waterworks Company profit do draw 
From Manchester buildings, they also should pay 
The rates of police and highways, and poor-ley, 
The town had a triumph, for with love it dispenses 
For folks who make profit by untrue pretences; 
Forth' obtrusive Act said, we perished of drought, 
Nor for love water had, nor could it be bought; 
That Manchester faces were covered with dirt, 
And unknown was the luxury of a clean shirt. 

• At the quarter sessions, where it was proved that the Waterworks Company held property in the town; 
and an order was, with great justice, made out for their paying rates commensurate with their interest. 
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That anxious this stain from its 'scutcheonto wipe,
Some folks had inventeda curious stonepipe ;
Which, engrafted,would bring from the reservoirdown,
Water, sharplings, and tadpoles,through each street in town.
But—mark the result !—it will not command praise !
After breaking the pavementthrough streetsand highways,
And blocking up roads, when at work on their schemes,

They found their stonepipes wereno more than day-dreams;

And as Midas, the miser, so famousof old,

All he touched—'twas his punishment—turned into gold :
So, as the stonepipeswould not water inviron,

Necessity touched them, and they becameiron." '

The further history of the Water-Supply of Manchester, first by the Stone-

pipe Company, and afterwards by the Manchester and Salford Waterworks

Company (which two companies must not be confounded, for they were quite

distinct and rival companies, and many years embroiled in chancery), all this
we must leave to be noticed in a future article.

Water for Manchester—under the Stone-pipe Company and the Waterworks
Company.

Having in a former article brought down our imperfect historical account of
the Water-Supply of Manchester from the earliest times to the period when joint-
stock companies were formed for furnishing a larger quantity than had hitherto
been possessed, and when it became necessary to apply to Parliament for the

requisite powers, —we now resume the subject with the year 1808, and may just
premise, that for the facts about to be narrated we are mainly indebted to a

printed document, but little known, entitled " A Narrative of the various Trans
actions and Dealings and Matters in Controversy between the Company of
" Proprietors of the Manchester and Salford Waterworks and Mr. Samuel Hill
"and others, commonly called 'The Stone-pipe Company'": —
" In the year 1808, Sir George Wright, baronet, Messrs. William Mainwaring,

"Samuel Hill, Henry Wright, and Richard Hill, carried on trade together as
"co-partners in the business of stone-pipe manufacturers, —and with a view
" of extending the sale of their pipes, they determined to form a waterworks
" company, and to obtain an Act of Parliament for the purpose of supplying the
" town of Manchester with water ; and as a groundwork for the said intended
" company to start upon, and to prevent competition, they applied to Sir Oswald
" Mosley, baronet, the lord of the manor of Manchester, to purchase from him
" his right, privilege, and property of supplying the said town with water."

* The stonepipes which the company at first laid down in the streetswere found not to answer, and iron

pipes were thereforesubstituted. The injury done to the pavementof the streets,and the inconvenienceto
the inhabitants, was beyond all calculation.
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By articles of agreement dated July 4th, 1808, between these parties, Sir O.
Mosley conveyed to the company all his estate, right, title, and interest, as lord
of the manor, in the then existing waterworks, aqueducts, reservoirs, and all
machinery, main pipes, &c, subject to the payment of a chief rent to Sir Oswald,
in consideration of which, or of a sum of purchase money (to be determined by
arbitration), he conveyed to the company a piece of land at Ancoats (8a. 2e. 19p.

statute measure) with liberties to lay pipes, &c As we have shown in a former
article, after a protracted and severe parliamentary contest, the Stone-pipe Company

got their Bill, —and we now give a brief sketch of its chief provisions.
The Act of 49th Geo. III., cap. 192 (passed 20th June, 1809), entitled " An

" Act for more effectually supplying with water the inhabitants of the towns of
" Manchester and Salford," &c, has a long preamble, setting forth that Sir O.
Mosley, as lord of the manor, was possessed of waterworks and reservoirs,
anciently constructed to supply Manchester with water from the Medlock at
Holt Town in Ancoats ; that Manchester and Salford had of late years become

very populous, and the number of their buildings greatly increased, so that the
waterworks were incapable of affording a sufficient supply, without considerable
addition and alteration ; and that the works would have been better constructed

and carried on by a company of proprietors. It then enacts that various parties
named shall be a body politic and corporate, by the name of " The Company of
" Proprietors of the Manchester and Salford Waterworks." The original pro
prietors included Sir George Wright and four other gentlemen, named Wright,
Samuel Hill, the Rev. Rowland Hill, and Richard Hill, Sir Henry Mainwaring
Mainwaring, baronet, the Rev. Sir John Head, baronet, &c The Act, after
giving the company power to raise £60,000 by the creation of shares, and an
additional sum of £50,000 in like manner, gives power to raise the latter sum on

mortgage. Passing over the clauses for the internal government of the company
by a board of directors, we come to the 32nd clause, which gives the company
power to complete the waterworks for supplying water from the Medlock at Holt
Town not higher up the river than where the Ashton canal crosses it near Holt
Town. The clause gives power to erect machines, engines, and buildings, to dig
up the soil of the streets, &c, and to lay pipes, &c By the 29th clause, every
engine they erect is to consume its own smoke. By the 41st, the company were
not to enter the private streets of Henry Atherton, Esq., Ann, his wife, and
Eleonora Byrom, without consent, viz., Camp, Charles, St. John, Byrom, Great

and Little John, and Atherton streets ; nor (42) to break up the soil of the wastes
in the manors of Salford or Penhulton without consent. The 43rd recites, that

for some time past Sir O. Mosley had taken from the Medlock 120,000 ale
gallons per day, for the use of the waterworks ; that to take a greater quantity

might be to the loss of the Bridgewater Trust, and to the injury of the public, by
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might be to the loss of the Bridgewater Trust, and to the injury of the public, by 
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stopping the canal navigation, — therefore the company is not to take more than

120,000 ale gallons daily, unless the water in the Bridgewater canal is running

over the waste weirs. The 46th provides that gauges were to be so constructed

as not to permit more than one-fourth of the whole current of the river to flow to
the waterworks, so that in dry seasons the company might not take more than

one-fourth. The 47th entitles the company to take the flood-water out of the

Medlock. Engineers were to protect the mills and factories on the Medlock from
the consequences of too much water being taken by the company. The 50th

imposes a penalty on the company of .£50 in various cases of violation of the Act.
The 51st gives the option of special damages ; and the 52nd empowers the mill-

owners to prevent the company from diverting more than 120,000 gallons daily
from the Medlock. By the 55th, the owners and inhabitants of houses may lay
service pipes to the company's mains. There are penalties for fouling the water,—

not to apply to water taken from and returned to the river for the purposes of

trade ; a penalty of £10 for supplying water to anyone not paying for it
,

except

in cases of fire, repair of the pipes, &c The 61st gives the company's servants
power to enter premises to see that there is no waste of water. The 62nd requires

every person taking water to provide a proper cistern, of "lead, stone, brick,
" wood, or other materials," to receive the supply requisite for consumption, with
a ball and stop-cock, to prevent waste. The remainder of the clauses relate to
the recovery of water rent or rate, appeals, &c
The narrative states that, pending the treaty of the parties with Sir O. Mosley,

it was frequently mentioned that an Act was to be applied for, and a company
incorporated to supply the two towns with water ; and Sir O. Mosley always
understood the parties were treating with him on behalf of such company. "The
"first general assembly under the Act, was held on Wednesday the 12th July,
" 1809, at the Royal Oak in Manchester, at which the whole of the members of
"the Stone-pipe Company contrived to get appointed officers for executing the
"Act, and with a view, as the Waterworks Company contend, of taking unfair
" advantages of the other proprietors of the Waterworks Company, and applying
"the funds of that company to their own use. At this meeting, Sir George
"Wright, Samuel Hill, and Richard Hill, and also George Bolton Mainwaring,
"were appointed directors, and William Mainwaring was appointed treasurer,
" and Henry Wright solicitor of the company, and the other directors were the
" relatives and friends of the Stone-pipe Company. At this meeting it was also
" resolved, that £60,000 should be raised by shares of £100 each ; and that the
" directors, or any three of them, should be empowered to draw on the treasurer,
" at any time for such sums as they might find necessary ; and the treasurer was
" authorised to pay the same. The assembly was adjourned to the 4th January,
" 1810, not to be then held in Manchester, but in London, where all the members
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" of the Stone-pipe Company then resided. The said Sir George Wright died in
"the month of December, 1809." A report as to an award was read at this
meeting, and also that Sir George Wright, chairman of the directors, was dead.
Four directors were required by the Act to go out of office at this meeting, and
this death causing another vacancy, " the Stone-pipe Company contrived, by the
"assistance of their relatives and friends, to have the same four directors re-
" appointed (one of whom was the brother of the said Samuel Hill, and another
" of them the son of the said William Mainwaring), and a friend appointed to fill
" the vacancy caused by the death of Sir George, in order to give a preponderating
"influence to the Stone-pipe Company over the funds of the Manchester and
" Salford Waterworks Company. At this meeting, Mr. Henry Wright (one of the
" Stone-pipe Company, and who had at the last meeting been appointed solicitor
"to the Waterworks Company), was appointed chief clerk of the undertaking;
"and at the same meeting, by the means aforesaid, the Stone-pipe Company
" contrived to get a resolution passed," committing the care and custody of the
common seal to the chief clerk. "The Stone-pipe Company having, by the
" means aforesaid, got one of their members (Mr. William Mainwaring) appointed
"treasurer of the funds of the Waterworks Company, —another of them (Mr.
"Henry Wright), appointed solicitor and chief clerk, with the custody of the
"common seal, and the remainder of the partners in the Stone-pipe Company
" appointed directors, they were enabled to dispose of and apply the funds and
" property of the Waterworks Company in any manner they thought proper ; and,
"as a pretext for doing so, they caused, by their influence, the following most
" extraordinary minute and resolution to be entered at this meeting :—
' And it appearing to this assembly that it would be highly desirable to prevent any other persons

from carrying on any other waterworks for supplying the towns of Manchester and Salford with water ;

and it also appearing that the Stone-pipeCompany are now the owners of thewaterworks and reservoirs

anciently constructed for supplying the inhabitants of the town of Manchester and the neighbourhood

thereof with water ; and that the Stone-pipe Company have the power of erecting and making such
additions, alterations, and improvements,and other works to the said ancient waterworks, aqueducts,

and reservoirs, the better to enable them to supply the inhabitants of the town of Manchester aforesaid
with water,— It wasmoved,seconded,and resolvedunanimously,—That it beand it is hereby referred to
the Court of Directors to purchase of and from the said company of proprietors of the stone-pipe

manufactory the whole of their right, title, and interest of, in, and to the said waterworks, aqueducts,

and reservoirsnow belonging to them in the said town of Manchester, at the most reasonable price at

which the samecan be had and obtained.'

" It may be proper here to remark, that at every general assembly of the company,
" and at every court of directors, we find the members of the Stone-pipe Company
" always acting in the treble capacity of proprietors and directors of the Water-
" works Company and as partners in the Stone-pipe Company, and always
" contriving to have their friends and relatives attending to vote and to act
"upon every occasion when any arrangement was to be made between the
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" Waterworks Company and the Stone-pipe Company. This will account for the
" above resolution, and what passes afterwards upon the subject. This meeting
" was adjourned to the 5th July, 1810. It appears by the Waterworks Company's
" books, that previously to the above-mentioned general assembly, held on the
" 4th January, 1810, Mr. Mainwaring, the treasurer, had actually paid to the
" Stone-pipe Company (his partners) out of the funds of the Waterworks Company
"
[various sums, in all £4,500] on account of his and his said partners' alleged
" interest in the agreement made with Sir Oswald Mosley." " On the 5th July,
" 1810, a general assembly of the proprietors was held, at which fourteen pro-
" prietors only were present, two of whom were the said Henry Wright and
" Richard Hill, members of the Stone-pipe Company, and five others were
" directors interested in the Stone-pipe Company (one of whom was appointed
" chairman of this meeting), when a report, purporting to be a report of the
" directors, signed by the said Henry Wright as chief clerk, was presented, from
" which the following is an extract :—

' Your directors have to state to you that, in pursuanceof the instructions given to themat the last

generalassembly, they have purchased from the Stone-pipeCompany the whole of their right, title and
interest in and to the ancient waterworksat Manchester ; for thesethey have given the sum of £14,000,

which has beenpaid by instalmentsto the said company.'

" No part of this sum of £14,000 was ever paid or mentioned to Sir Oswald
" Mosley. The agreement of the 4th July, 1808, was made for a nominal
" consideration. Sir Oswald Mosley would at that time have made an absolute
" conveyance of the whole of the property comprised in the agreement, free from
" any rent whatever, for a much less sum than £14,000 ; indeed, the rent reserved
" was a full consideration for the property. The Stone-pipe Company never paid
" to Sir Oswald Mosley the rent mentioned in the agreement ; the Waterworks
" Company have paid the rent to Sir Oswald Mosley from the commencement.
" It appears that long before the said report was presented by Mr. Henry Wright
" to the last-mentioned meeting, Mr. Mainwaring, the treasurer, had paid the
" whole £14,000 to his partners, as appears from extracts from the company's
" books." Then the conveyance of the land, &c, of Sir Oswald Mosley is set
forth, reserving thereout a clear yearly rent to Alexander Radcliffe Sidebottom,
in trust for Sir Oswald Mosley, his heirs, &c, of £624. 10s. Id.,— the conveyance
being " to the use of the said company of proprietors of the Manchester and
" Salford Waterworks, their successors and assigns, for ever." " No notice what-
" ever is taken in the above recited conveyance of the £14,000 which had been
" paid by Mainwaring, the treasurer of the Waterworks Company, to the Stone-
" pipe Company, as a consideration for the purchase of their alleged interest in
" the agreement made with Sir Oswald Mosley, or of any interest they had or
" claimed to have had under that agreement. The agreement is recited, and it is
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"books." Then the conveyance of the land, &c., of Sir Oswald Mosley is set 
forth, reserving thereout a clear yearly rent to Alexander Radcliffe Sidebottom, 
in trust for Sir Oswald Mosley, his heirs, &c., of £624. 10s. ld.,-the conveyance 
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" very natural to suppose that if the parties who made that agreement with Sir
" Oswald Mosley had had any interest separate from the Waterworks Company
" in the premises, Mr. Sidebottom, who prepared the conveyance, would have
" made them to join in the conveyance as conveying parties ; and the reason he
" did not do so was his ignorance of any such claim. It is evident he considered
" them as mere agents of the Waterworks Company, and prepared the conveyance
" accordingly. No part of the £14,000 was, of course, paid to Sir Oswald Mosley.
" On his being made acquainted with the circumstances (which were communicated
" to him a short time ago) he was much astonished, as he, from the commencement
" of the treaty for the sale of the ancient waterworks, understood that an Act was
" to be applied for to incorporate a water company, and he promised to the parties
" contracting with him to assist them, and did assist them with all his interest in
" obtaining the Act. Had the Act not been obtained, the agreement would have
" been cancelled ; and, indeed, a great part of it was materially altered by substi-
" tuting other lands, &c, in lieu of the premises contracted for, and changing the
" quantum of rent, as appears by the conveyance above recited. The directors'
" report shows that the £14,000 was paid to Messrs. Samuel Hill, Henry Wright,
" and Richard Hill, in their characters as partners in the Stone-pipe Company."
At the general assembly of the 5th July, 1810, the directors reported that it

appeared from admeasurement of the streets and squares in Manchester that 15
miles of main and 45 miles of service pipes would be requisite for the full supply
of the town, and that they had contracted with the Stone-pipe Company for the

necessary pipes, which were in course of delivery. By the agreement with this

company, an engineer of the Waterworks Company was, prior to any delivery of
stone pipes from the manufactory, to prove them at Gloucester or Tewkesbury ;

the Waterworks Company to pay for the pipes within two months after delivery.
By the schedule to this agreement, 36,200 yards of stone pipe were to be provided ;
those of 18-inch bore, at 45s. per yard ; 15-inch, 35s. ; 12-inch, 30s. 9d. ; 9-inch,
18s. 8d. ; 8-inch, 16s. ; 7-inch, 13s. 9d. ; 6-inch, lis. 6d. ; 4-inch, 7s. 8d. ; and
3-inch bore, at 4s. lid. per yard. "At the time of making this agreement, the
"Stone-pipe Company were well aware of the elevation of the reservoirs con-
" structed for supplying Manchester and Salford with water, and the pressure the
" stone pipes would have to sustain, and could not but have known (had they tried
" the pipes before delivery, agreeable to the terms of the contract) that the pipes
" delivered would not bear the requisite pressure ; and that, instead of their

"proving to be good, proper, and serviceable stone pipes, they were not proper

"pipes, and would not be serviceable to the Waterworks Company: in fact,
" they all turned out to be useless, as will be made to appear below. What
" became of the above agreement (which we suppose was the one laid before Mr.
"
Preston) we know not ; it is not to be found, and, possibly, it was never executed;
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"we suppose the Stone-pipe Company destroyed it for some reason or other,
" and aftewards submitted another in its stead." [This agreement omits the

power to the company's engineer to prove the pipes ; it is signed by the four
survivors of the Stone-pipe Company, and the counterpart has the seal of the
Waterworks Company appended.] Pipes to the amount of £23,049 were delivered
at Gloucester or Tewkesbury, for the Waterworks Company, between March, 1811,
and December, 1812, "but none of them were ever proved before they were so
" delivered." " There are many circumstances which convince us that the Stone-
"pipe Company, at the time they executed the agreement with the Waterworks
" Company, were aware that the stone pipes (which were bored out of blocks
" of soft rotten stone) would not bear any pressure of water, and would prove
"unserviceable; and, for the purpose of preventing the discovery of these circum-
" stances, Mr. Samuel Hill, being a director in the Manchester and Salford
"Waterworks Company, proposed to superintend the laying down the pipes in
" the Manchester streets himself, and his proposal was, as a matter of course,
" accepted by his brother directors ; and in May, 1810, he proceeded with full
"power to Manchester for that purpose." "The stone pipes were laid in the
" streets of Manchester as soon as delivered there, under the immediate superin-
" tendence of the said Samuel Hill, and his brother, Richard Hill (another of the
" directors of the Waterworks Company) ; and they so contrived to lay the pipes
" in the different streets, and placed apart from each other, that no trial of them
" could be made with the water in the reservoir until long after the Stone-pipe
" Company had obtained payment of the following sums from the Waterworks
" Company, viz." [in all, £86,984.] Various doubts arising as to the sufficiency of
the stone pipes to carry the water, a motion was made that no more pipes be

paid for till it could be ascertained whether they would bear the pressure of the
water, but it was negatived. It was the 10th or 11th July, 1812, that the sub-
engineer, Mr. Freemantle, turned some water into a part of the 18-inch stone-pipe
main, laid down near the reservoir, "and the main burst, although a little pressure
"had been laid on it. The breakage had been repaired, and another trial made;"
but Freemantle was " much concerned to state that the main pipes had failed in
" no less than six places." He had also " tried some 9-inch pipes with the
" forcing pump, part of which would not sustain the pressure put upon them by
"the pump." Another attempt to bring the matter under the notice of the
proprietors was overborne by such directors as were members of the Stone-pipe
Company ; and instructions were sent to Freemantle to " make the trial of every
"pipe, from the Ashton canal only before you cover them." A further trial of
the pipes previously laid showed them to be very defective. At a special general
assembly in September, 1812, a report was read from Mr. Rennie, to the effect
that the stone pipes should be used only in the parts of Manchester where the
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pressure does not exceed 30 or 40 feet, and that in the lower parts of the town
iron pipes should be substituted; for unless a stone of a superior strength and
quality were found, it would not answer. He recommended that all the stone
pipes laid should be joined to the main and thoroughly tried before any more
pipes were sent to Manchester. This advice seems to have been neglected, and
various things done by the stone-pipe members of the Waterworks Company's
board ; till, at a special general assembly on the 15th September, 1812, it was
resolved that no more pipes be sent to Manchester without the orders of a general
meeting. Mr. Freemantle was directed to furnish an account of all the stone
pipes burst or deficient after being laid, but this was obviously impossible.
" Nearly the whole of the pipes had been laid underground, and had never been
" proved, and were then out of sight. The fact was, the whole were defective,
" unsound, improper pipes, and not suitable or serviceable. The water had never
" been put into any of them, excepting a length of main of about 400 yards, which
" burst as often as the water was laid on. The first thing the Stone-pipe Company
" now did was to make Mr. Freemantle their friend, which they effectually did ;
"and as they had the complete control of the directory, they determined on
"placing out of sight the remainder of the stone pipes included in the above
"invoices, preparatory to the junctions so frequently above alluded to. We
" therefore find all the strength now employed by Mr. Freemantle in laying down
" stone pipes in the streets without joining them, and in a short time he had put
"the whole of them out of sight. There were a great many pipes, however,
" which were so very bad, that the Stone-pipe Company (a short time previously
"to the next general meeting of the Waterworks Company) had a large pit
"excavated in Beswick, and these bad pipes (all of which were included in
" the above-mentioned invoices) thrown into it and covered up, to prevent their

"being seen by the proprietors, who were about to assemble at Manchester.
"This could not have been done without the knowledge of Freemantle. The
" fact was communicated to the Manchester proprietors many years after it had
"taken place, and the pipes were found in the pit before mentioned."
We might fill columns with the further history of this extraordinary manage

ment, by means of which the Stone-pipe Company ordered pipes to a great
extent, notwithstanding prohibitions, and had them laid, and got paid for them,—

knowing all the time that they could not resist the pressure of the water. But in
order to postpone the evil day, the pipes were laid disjointedly, and were not
attached to the mains, so that the water could not be turned through them when

laid. They made a proposal to substitute iron for stone pipes, in certain cases,
which was accepted. Some most extraordinary payments were made to the

Sone-pipe Company, —the clerk being authorised to accept drafts, and to use the
common seal of the company for various purposes. At length, at a special
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meeting in London, on the 26th November, 1818 (held, as several previous ones,

without regular requisition or notice), the directors reported that the company

were in great pecuniary difficulties, and a committee of inquiry was appointed
of seven proprietors, who, on the 17th December, presented their report. This

report states that, " it was fully understood the pipes were to be equal to a
" pressure of 150 feet, as stated in the estimate of iron pipes, the reservoir being
"nearly 100 feet higher than parts of the service of the streets, which was con
sidered the great desideratum of the company. Under this engagement, the
" Stone-pipe Company have supplied a large quantity of pipes, including all the
" large mains that will be required above 9-inch bore, which have been, in part,
" laid to the length of 16,782 yards ; and there are now remaining in your wharf,
" unlaid, 4,027 yards of service pipes. When the junction of the pipes was com-
" pleted to the reservoir, the proprietors learned, by statements from all quarters,
" as well as from the reports of your resident engineer, the inadequacy of the
" pipes to bear the necessary force of water from the reservoir that had been built
" professedly and intentionally with the specific purpose of supplying the highest
" parts of Manchester." " Your committee regret to state, that notwithstanding
"the pressure is reduced under 25 feet, yet the pipes prove defective, and, if
" suffered to remain, the great object which the works have been erected to effect
"will be defeated, and a constant additional charge, in raising the water from
" the lower reservoir to the upper, entailed on the proprietors, which is rendered
" useless by the several cisterns placed for to lower the pressure to the level of
" each cistern, although it was first raised as stated, and still continued at a heavy
" expense. This circumstance your committee feel it their duty to point out to
" the proprietors, as their plans and intentions are entirely frustrated by the stone
"pipes not having been good, sound, and proper, or tried by the Stone-pipe
" Company before their being sent from their works, according to their engage-
" ment; for which failure your committee are of opinion this company are entitled
" to redress from the Stone-pipe Company." The job becomes more and more
manifest. Another passage in the report shows that in January, 1810, stone

pipes, instead of being cheaper than iron (which would have borne the heaviest

pressure), cost 80 per cent more than iron pipes ; and subsequently their price

became "full 70 per cent. more than iron, exclusive of defective or damaged
" pipes." The committee add that " the pipes can never be rendered equal to
"the pressure they were intended to receive, nor can they be depended upon
"even at their present reduced force." And, in conclusion, they state "their

"complete and unanimous conviction that, unless the stone-pipe■ system be aban-
" doned, the inevitable ruin of the concern must be the consequence. Yet, in the
" face of this report, and of the reappointment of the reporting committee on the one
" hand, and of the constant breaking and leaking of the stone pipes on the other,
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"the directors continued to urge the laying of stone pipes with all expedition."
On the 7th February Mr. Freemantle died, without having made any return of
defective pipes ; a relative of one of the stone-pipe directors then acted as

engineer, and extended the laying of the stone pipes. "For the last twelve
" months the Waterworks Company had been labouring under great pecuniary
" difficulties, and the acting directors being composed of the Stone-pipe Com-
" pany, were carrying on the concern by means of accommodation paper, and by
" misapplying the common seal of the Waterworks Company. They had run the
"company into debt at this time, by these means, upwards of £40,000, and the
" concern was on the eve of bankruptcy." Yet, on the 15th September, 1814, at
a meeting in Manchester, only eleven proprietors present (the majority being

connected with the Stone-pipe Company), the directors speak of an "amicable
"arrangement;" and after referring to "the incontestible proofs which your
"directors have of the efficacy of stone pipes," they order as many stone pipes
of different bores " as can be laid with expedition." At length, the Stone-pipe
Company having obtained all the money they could from the Waterworks
Company, at a special Meeting in London, on the 13th December, 1814 (thirteen
proprietors present), it was resolved that the Stone-pipe Company agree that
their contract with the Waterworks Company should cease to all intents and
purposes from this day, 13th December, and that mutual releases be given.

No releases were ever given or prepared, nor was the contract with the Stone-

pipe Company ever given up or cancelled; and the Stone-pipe Company soon

after became embarrassed. This Stone-pipe Company is stated to have consisted
of four persons only, —Samuel and Richard Hill, Henry Wright, and G. B.
Mainwaring.
We purposely pass over a number of bonds and bill transactions which

resulted from the fatal influence of members of the Stone-pipe Company in the
councils of the Waterworks Company. These bonds gave rise to long litigation
in the law courts. As early as 1813 the latter company had to go to Parliament
for further powers to raise more money ; and the Act 57 Geo. III. cap. 20 (passed
1st April, 1813), empowered the company of proprietors to raise amongst them
selves any sum not exceeding £100,000. Power was given to borrow the money
on mortgage, or by granting annuities, or by bonds or promissory notes; and
this last power was much abused by certain individuals in the management.
A trust-deed, stated to have been agreed to at an illegal meeting, dated the
17th April, 1815, did not much improve the company's position ; and at length
" the affairs of the Waterworks Company had, by the improper management of
" the directors, set forth in this narrative, been brought into a lamentable state.
"No person would sell the company anything upon credit. The trustees men
tioned in the deed of 17th April, 1815, were in the receipt of the water rates.
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" Sir Oswald Mosley had made a distress for his rent. The taxes were much in
" arrear, and there was not one penny even to pay labourers' wages. The Stone-
"pipe Company were represented to be insolvent. Under these circumstances,
"there appeared no means of extricating the company from its difficulties;

"however, the proprietors, being aware of the situation of the company, deter-
" mined to change the management of the company's affairs, and to appoint
" directors residing at Manchester, where, in future, they should hold their courts,
" and where the entire management of their affairs should be carried on. This

"gave some confidence to the people of Manchester, and several gentlemen
" residing in Manchester consented to become directors. The directors at Man-
" Chester held their first court in Manchester in the month of August, 1816, but

"it was found impossible to investigate the former accounts, or to obtain any
" satisfactory information as to the company's affairs, until they were in possession
"of the books, documents, and papers then in the possession of the London
"directors and Stone-pipe Company, some of which (with much reluctance, and
" after many repeated applications for them), were sent to Manchester in the

"month of March, 1817. Although the directors at Manchester were unaware
" of the illegal transactions of the Stone-pipe Company before referred to, yet
" the unsound state of the stone pipes, and the claims of the Stone-pipe Company
"to a sum of £2,511. 2s. 2d. drew the attention of the directors to them, and they
" were determined to resist the payment, and informed the trustees named in the
"deed of trust of such their determination. In the month of May, 1817, Mr.
" Ruddock being then engineer to the Waterworks Company, gave it as his
" decisive opinion that the stone pipes could not longer be used with effect ; and
" he was instructed to make an estimate of what it would cost to replace them

"with iron pipes. He made an estimate accordingly, and presented it to a
" general assembly of proprietors held on the 14th May, 1817, at Manchester."
" Mr. Ruddock's estimate amounts to £21,920. 6s. 2d. for substituting iron pipes
" for stone pipes. The Manchester directors being of opinion that the company
" could not flourish until the numerous debts due to their bond fide creditors were
" satisfied, suggested that money should be raised for that purpose by the creation
" of an additional number of shares, which suggestion was carried into effect, and
" by the proceeds thereof, with a sum of £20,000 borrowed from the commissioners
" for the issue of exchange bills, the bond fide creditors of the company were paid;
" and in August, 1819, the directors were in the receipt of the water rates, and
" the trustees named in the deed of the 17th April, 1815, never afterwards inter-
" fered." " In 1828, it had cost the Waterworks Company upwards of £16,000 in
" replacing defective stone pipes with iron."—Here ends this " strange, eventful
" narrative," which has scarcely ever been surpassed as a history of the way in
which the company for some seven years could be continually fleeced by the
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vendors of a useless article, just because these vendors had the address to keep
the reins of the company's government in their own hands. The proprietors at

large were very great pecuniary sufferers ; but all this time the inhabitants of

Manchester and Salford were also suffering from the greatly inadequate supply

of water, which was not remarkably good or pure at the best.
In 1816, it became necessary to take further powers to raise money, and

accordingly the Act of the 56th Geo. III. cap. 12 (11th April, 1816), was obtained ;
the preamble of which recites, amongst other things, that under the Act of 1818,

the company had borrowed £29,280 on bonds, and that yet the money was inade

quate to complete and carry on the works. The Act then empowers them to
raise money by borrowing on mortgage, or by grant of annuities. It also makes
various provisions to protect the company against a repetition of the evils under
which they had so long suffered. The 11th clause requires the company to make

fire-plugs in every street, &c, supplied with water from their mains, the keys of
the plugs to be deposited where the fire engines are kept. The company was
also to deliver keys of the plugs to the fire insurance offices.
The next legislation was in 1821,— the statute of 1st and 2nd Geo. IV. cap.

47, being passed on the 7th May that year. Its preamble recites the three
previous Acts ; that the inhabitants of Manchester and Salford, and also of
Hulme, Chorlton Row, Ardwick, Newton, Cheetham, Broughton, and Pendleton,

had of late increased, and were still increasing, and that it was necessary the

company should adequately supply all these with water. Power is then given to

raise £50,000 by new shares, and the usual powers are given to borrow on mort

gage, &c No waste or surplus water to be taken from the Rochdale or Ashton
canals. Clause 14 limits the rates to be paid for water,— the maximum rate on

any inhabitant not to exceed £10, and the company not to supply any inhabitant

for less than 12s. yearly unless they think fit. Persons requiring an extra quantity
for baths, closets, washing carriages or horses, or for trade purposes, to contract
with the company. The scale of rates was, under £20 rental, not more than £7. 10s.

per cent. ; under £40, 7 per cent. ; under £60, 6£ per cent. ; under £80, 6 per cent. ;

under £100 rental, 5£ per cent. ; above £100, 5 per cent. on such rental.

Next came the Act of 4th George rV. cap. 115 (27th June, 1828), which, after

reciting the former statutes, and the increase of population and buildings in the
various townships, now including Beswick, Bradford, Droylsden, Openshaw,
Gorton, and Denton, sets forth that the water of the river Medlock (whence the
inhabitants of all these places were then supplied) was found to be insufficient

adequately to supply them ; and that it is expedient that the company should be
enabled to supply water thereto from some more adequate source. Power is then

given to purchase lands, and to lay out rental in extending the works ; to raise
£20,000 on bonds, if necessary, to complete the works, by making one or more
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reservoirs in that part of the valley in Gorton north-east of the Ashton and Oldham
Canal, where it crosses the valley, and to make watercourses, Sec, to convey the
water thence to the existing reservoirs in Beswick ; such conveyance to be made
through a culvert or trunk formerly made by the Ashton Canal Company.
Engineers to be appointed to fix gauges, to prevent the company from taking
more than the flood water, but the company to take the flood water. Inhabitants

may lay service pipes to the company's mains, on giving notice. The same water
rates as in the Act of 1821, and the same regulations as to fouling the water,
cisterns with ball and stopcock, &c, as in former acts. There are various clauses

protecting the lands of individuals at Gorton, and others for securing the water-

power supply to the millowners, by means of gauges, &c Still the company
were prohibited taking more than 120,000 gallons daily from the Medlock, except
in floods, and then only one-fourth the flood current.
The Act of the 4th Vict. cap. 8 (6th April, 1841), was to enable the company

to raise a further sum of money. Power is given to create new shares ; to raise
£100,000 by mortgage ; the power given by the 58rd Geo. III. to borrow on
promissory notes is repealed ; an annual account to be made up, and a copy

sent to the clerk of the peace ; a penalty of £200 (and a further continuing
penalty of £20 daily) is imposed on gas makers corrupting the water within the
limits of the Act ; the gas mains to be four feet distant from the water mains ;
and where they must cross, the gas pipe to be laid above the water pipe at the

greatest practicable distance, to be at least nine feet long, and laid so that no

gas-pipe joint should be within four feet of the water pipe. Penalty as to gas
pipes laid otherwise, £5 ; and a power is given to examine the gas pipes when
ever any contamination of the water arises from gas ; penalties for contamination,
£20, and £10 daily during its continuance after notice. There is also power to
indict gas makers for nuisance.

The last of the series of Acts of the company was that of the 9th Vict. cap. 10

(14th May, 1846), "to raise a further sum of money." Power is given to raise
£200,000 by the creation of shares, or by mortgage, to re-borrow money, and to

raise money by subscription, to pay off mortgages.

The Old Works.

The existing works of the Manchester and Salford Waterworks Company,
which become the property of the Corporation on the 1st of January next, are the

following: —Three reservoirs at Beswick, about one mile and a halt from Man
chester, estimated to contain 5,404,811 cubic feet of water, and two reservoirs at

Gorton, about four miles distant, estimated to contain 85,678,241 cubic feet. "Two
"of the reservoirs at Beswick are upon a level with the river Medlock, which,
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