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Foreword

by Mytilus Edulis

Hi there, my name is Mytilus Edulis although I’'m better known as an Atlantic Blue Mussel. As
my name suggests I live in the inter-tidal coastal waters of the North Atlantic ocean where I can be
found, down to a depth of 15 metres, attached to rocks and other hard substrates by strong thread -like
structures called byssal threads. I also attach myself to my neighbouring mussels and, likewise, they
attach themselves to their neighbours thereby creating clumps of mussels. When these clumps are
small our habitat is usually called a mussel field but if the conditions are favourable large mussel beds
can form. If uncovered at low tide these mussel beds become a seabird buffet particularly for the
noisy oystercatcher. We are also an important food source for many marine creatures including star-
fish, flatfish, crabs and dog whelks. Dog whelks are our main enemy. They drill holes into our shells
and suck out our body meat although if a byssal thread can be attached before the dreadful sucking
begins, the dog whelk will be trapped and eventually die of hunger.

For such small creatures we produce astonishing numbers of eggs: 5 million for a 7 cm mussel,
up to 40 million for a large mussel - per year! Male mussels work even harder - they produce
10,000 spermatozoa per egg. The eggs are released as plankton, measuring a few hundredths of a
millimetre, and inevitably 95 per cent or more rapidly die or are consumed by other sea creatures
including adult mussels. After a few weeks, surviving mussel larvae, known as ‘spat’, settle on sea-
weed, the sea floor or on man-made objects: sea walls, sunken ships and capture devices such as
ropes. Here we start to develop as tiny shellfish and by the time we are a couple of millimetres in
length our byssal threads have anchored us to a permanent ‘home’. A developing mussel will now

grow by up to a centimetre a month in good conditions.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Byssal_thread

In the shellfish world I’'m known as a bivalve mollusc, that is, I have a hinged shell similar to
oysters, clams and scallops. I feed by filtering microscopic organisms from about 40 litres of sea
water a day. In addition to sifting out plankton and other nutrients, on which I live, I provide a vital
role by sifting out bacteria and toxins from the water. I then coat these undesirable substances with a
tenacious and practically insoluble mucus and discharge them as faeces in the form of fine threads or

small pellets.

It is as a result of this ability to remove the bacteria from my body that the Mussel Purification

Tanks were built at Lytham and subsequently why this book has been written.

I hope you find the book interesting, educational and most of all enjoyable.

Mytilas Edutis




Introduction

Mussels had been for many centuries a cheap and reliable source of protein for Lancashire’s coastal
dwellers. Then, as the railway system developed throughout the latter part of the 19" century, they
also became a lucrative source of winter income for the local fishermen as inland markets became
more accessible. On the 26™ January 1895, the ‘Lytham Times’ newspaper reported: “He (Mr. Fair,

facsimile | fe had noticed a great quantity || Squire Clifton’s Land Manager) had noticed a
of shell fish leaving Lytham station and from
particulars he had obtained he found that during || great quantity of shell fish leaving Lytham station
the months of September, October, November and
December, 365 tons of shell fish-by that he means and from particulars he had obtained he found that
e during the months of September, October, November
and December, 365 tons of shell fish—by that he means cockles and mussels—had left Lytham station.”

But with every positive there is usually a negative and in the case of the Ribble mussel there were
two negatives 1) the growth of the Lancashire cotton industry and 2) the improved accessibility of
the Lancashire coastal towns as places to live or visit. The outcome of these two factors was an in-
crease in residential and visitor populations and a corresponding increase in the amount of sewage
created. Accordingly, this had to be disposed of somehow and the primary solution was to dump it
into local watercourses, into nearby rivers or directly into the sea. An unintended consequence of this
method of sewage disposal was the subsequent transmission of the typhoid bacilli to the local mussel
beds and from there to unsuspecting diner.

Throughout the 19 century and into the early years of the 20™ century, typhoid cases had begun
to rise nationally and, whilst most of these cases were not attributed to the consumption of mussels,
the number was sufficient for a ban on mussel collecting to be introduced in locations where sewage
disposal was carried out in close proximity to mussel beds. This was certainly the case with regards
to the location of the sewage outlets and mussel beds of the River Ribble and in 1923 a 12-year
moratorium on mussel collecting from its mussel beds was implemented.

With the opening of the Lytham Mussel Purification Station in 1935 it was hoped that this would
lead to a reawakening of the local mussel fishing industry and the restoration of a winter livelihood
for the fishermen of the Ribble estuary.

For the next twenty years ‘Lytham Purified Mussels’ were enjoyed in many English towns and
cities but a walk along Lytham promenade today tells us that this is no longer the case. Evidence of

the buildings and the water tanks of the purification station are still visible but Lytham’s mussel

fishing industry is a thing of the past.
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My interest in the rise and fall of Lytham’s mussel fishing industry was kindled when, whilst re-
searching my family’s history, I discovered that the monthly reports my grand father had written as
part of his job as the Superintendent at the Mussel Purification Station were held at Lancashire Ar-
chives in Preston. After a visit to the archive and reading these reports and various other letters also
held there, I decided that it would be interesting to collate these into a history of ‘The Lytham Mus-

sel Purification Station’ or as it was known colloquially: ‘The Mussel Tanks’.

Lytham Mussel Purification Station
The Opening Ceremony — Tuesday, 3" September 1935

The material held by Lancashire Archives relating to the Mussel Tanks primarily covers the in-
volvement of Lancashire County Council, initially as a source of funding for its construction and
then, latterly, as owners of the business. It wasn’t long after starting to write this book that I realised
that the history of mussel purification at Lytham was a much bigger subject than just the period of
the County Council’s involvement. To this end I expanded my research sources; using first of all, the
‘British Newspaper On-line Archive’ and ‘Findmypast.co.uk’ and then the rich local knowledge held
both in hardcopy and personal recollection by the very knowledgeable folk at Lytham Heritage Ar-
chive.

The results of this research are contained in the following chapters of this book in which I outline
the topography of the River Ribble estuary and the development of its river channel during the 19t
and early 20™ centuries; the mussel fishing industry local to the estuary prior to the 1923 ban; the
cause and effect of mussel poisoning; the development of the sewer systems of Preston, Lytham and
St. Annes throughout this period (the primary cause of the mussel collecting ban); the work of Dr. R.
W. Dodgson, the scientist who developed the mussel purification process; the building of the Lytham

vii



purification station; its day-to-day operation; and finally the station’s demise and subsequent re-birth

as the headquarters of the Ribble Cruising Club, the home of the R.N.L.I. Inshore lifeboat and Shop,

and a open space for public use.

Note: throughout the pages of this book, images of extracts from letters, documents and newspaper
articles have been included to provide authentication to the facts and figures used. In a few cases,
where I found the quality of the image to be very poor, I have created a facsimile but the reader can
be assured that the content of this image remains true to the original item. These images have the

word ‘facsimile’ printed on them. For example, using the newspaper cutting on page iv above:

An aerial photograph of The Mussel Tanks’

___ (Taken during the Summer months when the seawater
storage (uppermost) tank was used as a public paddling
pool)
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The Mussel Purification Process
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Chapter 1 The Estuary of the River Ribble

The River Ribble, the only major river rising in Yorkshire that flows westward, journeys
through Settle, Clitheroe, Ribchester and Preston before emptying into the Irish Sea between
Lytham St. Annes and Southport, a journey of 75 miles (121 km). At its seaward end, an estuary
mouth has formed in the shape of a funnel 25.7km (16 miles) long, from Preston Docks to the end
ofthe previously maintained channel (the Bar) and 25.7km (16 miles) wide, stretching from Black-
pool to Formby Point. As a result of this long, wide, funnel-shape, the estuary has tides that run at
7 km/h (4 knots, 5 mph) and a tidal range (height change) at the Bar during spring tides of 8m (26
feet); the third-largest tidal range in England.

This photographis licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 Unported license:
Attribution: Marek Slusarczyk

This present day aerial photograph of the estuary shows that it is formed by significant areas
of marine estuarine alluvium, typically a mix of silt, clay and blown sand. An extensive area of
tide-deposited sand has formed along the coastal zone from Blackpool through St. Annes to
Lytham and this sand sits on top of a thick mantle of glacial till (a mix of clay, silt, and sand
together with pebbles, cobbles, and boulders). The glacial till covers a large part of the Fylde and
its adjoining areas, having been deposited there towards the end of the last ice age, about 15000

years ago.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Silt
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clay
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Blackpool
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lytham_St_Annes
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Silt
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sand
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/en:Creative_Commons
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/deed.en
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/User:Tupungato

The photograph (above) clearly shows the river flowing along a trained and dredged channel
through a vast area of sandbanks. Drawn prior to the creation of this ‘trained’ channel, Calver’s

mid-19%" century map of the estuary shows the extent of the sandbanks in the same portion of
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estuary and the intricate path of the river channels created as the water made its way past the hamlet
of Warton, on the north bank, through Hesketh Sands to the sea. Similar sandbanks and channels
extended a further 10.5 km (6.3 miles) upstream from Hesketh Sands to Preston and beyond. Alt-
hough these sandbanks were a major hazard for boats sailing to and from Preston they provided
an ideal substrate in which shellfish, such as cockles and mussel, flourished and, as the sandbanks
became exposed at low tide, these provided rich-pickings for the fishermen from Lytham, Warton,
Banks, Meols and Southport and from further up the estuary; Freckleton, Ashton, Penwortham and
the port of Preston.

Calver’s map also shows the earlier meandering course of the river channel at times of low
water as it weaved its way close to the northern shore before bifurcating around Salters Bank. The
northerly branch of the river channel, the aptly named North Channel, made its way past Lytham
and the future location of St. Annes on the Sea before emptying into the sea between Salters Bank
and the Crusader Bank. The North Channel, scoured by the out-flowing ebb tides twice a day,
provided a safe, deep-water (Sm, 16ft) anchorage for ships entering and leaving the River Ribble
even at the time of low water. This feature was utilised by the developers of the new ‘watering-
hole’ of St. Annes on the Sea when they built the pier there in 1883 enabling pleasure steamers to

bring visitors from Preston and Blackpool to the town.



Chapter 2
The Development of the River Channel

The remains of a Bronze Age canoe* and other artifacts excavated during the construction of
Preston dock in the 1880’s are evidence that the River Ribble has long been a means of trade and
transport. [*Now on display in Preston’s Harris Museum]. By the late 18™ century, the ‘port” of
Preston had developed into a collection of small wharves built along the northern riverbank in the
vicinity of the southern end of the road known today as ‘Channel Way’. [The steep bank defining
the old course of the river is clearly evident on the left as one approaches the modern retail park
along Riversway from the west.] With the advent of the Industrial Revolution and the rapid devel-
opment of Lancashire’s manufacturing industries, larger ocean-going vessels began using the river

as a trading route and these vessels met with a drawback. As we saw in the previous chapter, the

rfSHAT APPLICATION is intended (o
A be made, duting the next Sesion of Py
| lament, for an ACT, and to the HOUSE of CQyy.
MONS for leave o bring in a BILL, to be m
intoan Act, for IMPROVING the NAVIGATIN
of the RIVER RIBBLE, witiin the Port of PRFS.
TON, in the county palatine of Lancaster: .
ginning at a certain bridge, on md"uta'liding:cm
the naid river, in the townships of Preston afa
Penwortham, in the said county, called PEYWOR.
THAM BRIDGE, and running and contiguing from
thence Westward, between the several townships of
Penwontham, Howick, Hulton, Longton, Grext
and Little Hoole, Hesketh with Becconsal, and
North Menls, in the several parishes of Penwontham,
Hoole, Croston, and North Meols, in the county
" aforesaid, od the South side the said river ; and the
several townships of Preston, Ashton upon Ribble,
Lea, Clifton, Newton, - Freckleton,  Warton, and
Lytham, in the several parishes of Preston and Kjsk.
| ham, in the same cvunty, on the North side the
same river; -unto and into the sea, by placing
booys, perches, beacons, land and other marks,
works, and conveniencies, in and upon the sid
River and Sea, the banks aof the river, the sea shore,
and the lands adjoining the same, respectively.
: JOHN PILKINGTON.
Paeston, Serr. 4, 1805,

river estuary consisted of a meandering
course of channels and sandbanks and
their constant changing nature was the
cause of significant navigational prob-
lems for these larger vessels,

To negate these problems, the ‘Pres-
ton Consortium’ was founded by the
Town Council and representatives of the
newly developing industries. The pur-
pose of the consortium was to propose
ways in which the river could be better
used to facilitate trade and on the 7 Sep-
tember 1805 a notice was published in
local newspapers announcing: “THAT
APPLICATION IS INTENDED TO BE
MADE, DURING THE NEXT Session of
Parliament, for an ACT, for IMPROV-
ING the NAVIGATION of the RIVER
RIBBLE...".

The Act received its Royal Assent on the 12 July 1806 which led to the creation of the first

Ribble Navigation Company that same year.



The primary purpose of this Company was to achieve the aims of the Act, i.e. to improve the
navigation of the River Ribble, by constraining and straightening the course of the river within
‘training’ walls together with a programme of land reclamation.

Construction of a new wharf commenced a few years later further upstream along the section
of the river where, today, Marsh Lane joins Strand Road. The new wharves, known as the New
Quays, were opened in 1825.

On the 4t May 1833, ‘The Preston Chronical’ reported that “The various efforts which have

been made to improve the navigation of the

T
Ribble having hitherto failed to effect all that Suir Canar BeTweeN LyTioaM anp Pres-
ToN.—The various efforts which have been made to
is desirable to accomplish, the idea of forming improve the navigation of the Ribble, having hither-
to failed to effeet all that it is desirable to ac-
a canal, by which vessels of large burthen may complish, the idea of forming a canal, by which
vessels of” large burthen may proceed trom Lytham
proceed from Lytham to Preston, has begun to to Preston, has begun to engage the serious atten-
tion of merchants and others interested in the trade

engage the serious attention of merchants and of the town.

)’

others interested in the trade of the town.’

The proposed line of the canal was to “pass Freckleton and Lea marshes, and so terminate at
or near Preston marsh where there is ample room for a dock or basin... The distance to be cut is
not perhaps above nine miles, and nearly the whole is fine level land, offering every facility to the
excavator.”

Thomas Clifton, the Squire of Lytham together with Sir Henry Hoghton (7" Baronet of
Hoghton) and Sir Thomas Dalrymple Hesketh (3rd Baronet of Rufford) tried to raise fundsto build
the canal from Preston to Lodge Pool at Lytham at a cost of £105,000 but the scheme failed to
progress past this stage.

Atthe same time the Ribble Navigation Company was pursuing a different approach to connect
Preston merchants to the seagoing vessels. With an increasing number of ships now using Lodge
Pool at Lytham for shelter and lightering, the Company persuaded Squire Clifton to build a more
substantial dock system there.

The dock was completed by 1834 covering an area of 5 acres and 3 roods (2.33 hectares) and
the Ribble Navigation Company took on a 21-year lease.

Throughout the time that the dock was being built and a ship canal was being considered, the
shallowness ofthe river towards Preston continued to be a major problem forthe company as ever-
larger cargo ships were being built. In 1837, to try to resolve this problem, the famous Scottish
engineer Robert Stevenson was commissioned by Preston Corporation to develop a plan to merge
the river's multiple channels together into a single course and to make it deep enough to be safely

navigable by larger vessels.


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Robert_Stevenson_(civil_engineer)

On Saturday, 8™ April 1837, the Preston Courier carried a detailed article describing Steven-
son’s plan to achieve the objects set by the Preston Corporation. In summary, Stevenson’s plan

provided three ‘departments’:

1. to deepen the Channel by Dredging between the Naze Point (Freckleton) and the band
of Sandstone Rock which appears at the Quarry. (Penwortham)

2. excavation of Sandstone Rock in the bed of the River, and the formation of a Floating
Dock near the Town

3. the formation of a Dock, at or near Lytham, as has been proposed, and a Ship Canal or

Railway from thence to Preston

To progress Stevenson’s plan, a second Ribble Navigation Company was created in 1838 and
on the 315t May that year, the Company held its first general meeting of shareholders. At the meet-
ing, the Company’s directors were appointed and it was recorded that ‘the directors intend to pro-
ceed with all possible dispatch’ with Stevenson’s proposals. By 1840, the construction of training
walls had commenced in order to straighten the main river channel thereby utilising the faster

flowing water to maintain a deeper channel. It can be seen on this plan showing the dates of con-

) . @: Mile 11 from Preston Dock Entrance FRESTON "
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N

PLAN OF RIBBLE AND ESTUARY SHOWING DATES
: OF CONSTRUCTION OF TRAINING WALLS

struction of the training walls that by 1847 four and a half miles of training wall had been built on

the north side of the channel and two and a half miles on the south side.

The Third Ribble Navigation Company (1853-1883) continued the improvement of the river
channel to keep pace with the development in the size of ships. The company realised the require-
ment for heavy investment as early as 1861 with the proposal for a Dock basin. By 1880 some
1100 acres of land had been reclaimed and also during this period the new quays, later called the
Victoria Quays, were established at the bottom of Marsh Lane, and the extent of the Port of Preston

was legally defined by Her Majesty’s Customs and Excise.



Following further lengthy negotiations, the Ribble Navigation and Preston Dock Act of 1883
transferred the undertaking to Preston Corporation and authorised the construction of the present
Dock. The Act also authorised the diversion of the river in a westerly direction towards Pen-
wortham Marsh, in order to create an area for the Dock Basin astride the former river channel in
the vicinity of Water Lane. Construction work began in 1884, with the foundation stone of the
Dock Basin laid in July 1885.

Also, at the same time that construction work began on the docks, Thomas Snape of Freckleton
was employed to extend Stevenson’s dredged channel from The Naze to Lytham. The training
wall construction continued over the next 25 years to further extend the deep channel to the 14-

mile post and an additional 2 miles of wall was added between 1932 and 1937.

Building the Training Walls (¢ 1900)



Chapter 3
Mussel Collecting from the Ribble Estuary

Archaeological evidence suggests mussels have been used as a food source for over 20,000
years and, no doubt, mussel collecting will have been carried out on the Ribble estuary since the
earliest of settlers arrived on the Fylde coast and its hinterlands. From Bronze-age canoeists, Ro-
man soldiers at Ribchester and Kirkham, Viking marauders through to the residents of Preston and
Lytham at the time of the Doomsday Book, all would have supplemented their land-based diets
with these tasty fruits from the local mussel beds.

But where were the Ribble estuary mussel beds to be found? A specific answer can’t be given
to this question as, by nature, the beds are transitory, dependent upon several conditions: water
currents, water salinity, but primarily, the whereabouts of suitable objects to which mussels can
anchor themselves. As briefly described in the above Foreword, mussels can attach themselves to
nearby objects: rocks, driftwood, shipwrecks, or even nearby mussels using byssal threads or, as
they are more commonly referred to, their beards. The byssal thread is produced by the mussel
ejecting a fine jet of chitinous liquid onto a nearby object. After a few minutes of contact with
seawater, the liquid sets creating a fine but tough thread anchoring the mussel to the chosen object.
Typically, a mussel will produce between fifty to one hundred of these threads when forming its
beard.

Prior to late 19 century, the main sources of anchorage to which the Ribble estuary mussels
attached themselves were sunken ships and exposed beds of pebbles. Taking a walk around the
streets of Lytham, and especially along the
roads that form the boundary of Lytham Hall,
one will often see a commodity that has been
lying around on the foreshore since the last ice-
age, if not longer — the sea-smoothed pebble.
Enormous banks of these pebbles, known lo-
cally as ‘stanners’, have formed and have been
reformed along the coastline by the ever-pre-
sent ebb and flow of the tides backed-up by
gale-force north-westerly and south-westerly
winds over the millennia. It is amongst these

banks of pebbles, along and within the Fylde

coast’s inter-tidal zone, that mussels found a

perfect home.



An enlightening article about the creation and movement of the Fylde coast stanners was written

by Mr. Henry T. Crofton and printed in ‘The Manchester City News’, dated 6™ April 1901.

THE MANCHESTER CITY NEWS, SATURDAY, APRIL 6, 1901 In the opening paragraph

SEA WORK ON THE LANCASHIRE of his article, he writes:
: " Henry Thomas Crofton (1848-1928) was ’
COAST.
Manchester solicitor and historian. H “The word ‘Stanner’ in the
THE DOUBLE STANNER. AT ST. ANNES-ON- a Manchester solicitor and historian. tHe
THE-SEA. ) ) )
e L e took an interest in natural history and had vernacular Of the Fylde Of
The word “ Stanner” in the vernacular of the . . . .
Fylde of Lancashiro means a long mound, ridge, several articles published in Lancashire .
or beach of stones or shingle, and the “Double . , Lancashire means a long
Stanner” was the name given, about a hundred newspapers relat]ng to the Lancashire
years ago, to two parallel ridges which wcrni .
Hhigt Weginsinig to bafocmad eptprly: fem & Coast including this one on Stanners and mound, ridge, or beach of

point mear the present pier at sz.rAn_ue).!

the Double Stanner at Fairhaven. stones or Shingle, and the

‘Double Stanner’ was the name given, about a hundred years ago, to two parallel ridges which
were then beginning to be formed eastwardly from a point near the present pier at St. Annes.”

Mr. Crofton’s interest in the ‘double stanner’ at Fairhaven was, no doubt, owing to the fact that
he had a large bungalow built on the sand dunes at St. Annes, in the vicinity of these two stanners.

He went on to write: “The relics of the original or inner Stanner where it is not buried beneath
the sandhills can still be seen to the west of the Grand Hotel in a large hollow, and could until
lately be also seen at intervals to the east of the hotel as far as the house called The Bungalow,
which is east of the wooden lighthouse that was pulled down last year.”

Referring to how the stanners were created and their subsequent movement along the coastline
he wrote: “The shingle which formed these Stanners was washed out of the cliffs at the north end
of Blackpool. These cliffs are formed of clay and stones, which were deposited there in bygone
ages by the glaciers which came down from the English Lake mountains. ... About forty years ago
Blackpool had a shingly beach, instead of the present sandy one ... The northerly and north-west-
erly gales have drifted the shingle southwardly along the coast until it reached the shelter of the
estuary, from there the westerly and south-westerly gales have driven the accumulation eastwards
towards Lytham.”

A report in the ‘Manchester Evening News’, 7t June 1902, under the heading “STRANGE
ANTICS OF THE SEA” provides us with an indication of the speed of movement of these banks

of shingle and pebbles:

—— “The coast-line of Lancashire is
STRANGE ANTICS OF THE SEA.

constantly changing, and the antics
The coast-line of Lancashire is constantly changing,

anrl the antics played by the sea are curious and played by the sea are curious and quick.
remarkably quick. During the past winter the sea ) .
ot St Annes has bailt & ‘stinner. During the past winter the sea at St.

Annes has built a stanner.”
The article continued: “- a wall of shingle and pebbles — for a distance of nearly a quarter of a

mile southward and varying in height from two feet to as high as six feet in places, and extending



to the borders of the suburb of Fairhaven. As a result of this change the bathing vans have been
driven away from the front of the town to a point some distance beyond the Grand Hotel and not
far from the site of the old lighthouse. The stanner is added to every tide, and at the present rate

of progress it will reach the borders of Lytham in two or three years.”

Clearly, this process has been on-going ever since the glaciers of the last ice-age began their
retreat from these shores (20,000 ~ c¢11,700 years ago) and evidence of other stanners have been
found further inland than the present-day shoreline. A further paragraph in Mr. Crofton’s article
describes how “when the ground was trenched for laying the sewer along the road which runs
from the railway station to the Pier at St. Annes, no fewer than three or four stanners were cut

through.”

In Lytham, a mussel bed, and therefore, by inference, a pebble bank was discovered under the
Ship Inn on the east side of Clifton Street. On Saturday, 24™ December 1892, the ‘Preston Herald’

recorded: “During the present week, the

_Tux Smir Rorst, Lyraas.—Cosioos Discoveay.— -
uriug the preseot week, the workmen have been workmen have been excavating on the
:::;;:i&g oa the ﬁ'm %ll :gohold Ship aot;l. Lytham,
ter portion of w now own. Tbe ] )
::?;‘“ o for thic st P“ll:go ot site of the old Ship Hotel, Lytham, the
Bye “;‘: % ?:lmf 'l’:: feet ludmn reached, 8|  oycqrer portion of which is now pulled
a cockls bed and a mussel bed of considerable thickness, ;
and of soe distance in extent.  There were thousands | 0V The excavations are for the cellars

of the shells, the cockle shel i
a3 though only just taken A’;:‘Z‘g‘.‘:‘.‘f&" wﬁw beneath the new hotel, and when a depth
shelis crumtled at the touch. The Bbip Hotel stands

nme bundreds of yards from the present shore, but
discovery goes to show undoubtedly that this part on
probably ages ago, formad part of the bed of the est
of the Kibbwe.  Mr, Windebank, proprietor uf the
Hotel.. who is rebuilding the pro
m;toofmm ubelu.’ and woukl, no
any one ins them who
interest ia such watters, [y .

g

of some five feet had been reached, a
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5

layer of peat, very friable, was reached,
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and below that a cockle bed and a mussel

bed of considerable thickness, and of

some distance in extent. There were thou-

I

sands of shells, the cockle shells being quite firm and hard as though only just taken out of the sea,
but the mussel shells crumbled at the touch. The Ship Hotel stands some hundreds of yards from
the present shore, but this discovery goes to show undoubtably that this part once, probably ages
ago, formed part of the bed of the estuary of the Ribble.”

Although not visible nowadays large areas of pebbles still remain under the oozing mud that
covers the current shoreline and, prior to the end of the 19™ century, it would have been from these
pebble banks that the fishermen collected their mussels. In later years, the recently built training
walls, in effect man-made pebble banks, provided an alternative source from which the fishermen
could gather Ribble mussels.

But who owns the mussels, or more specifically the mussel beds, found on the foreshores of the

Ribble estuary? Can anybody go down to the seashore and rake up a bucketful of shells from the



mussel beds? These questions were raised during a prosecution of fishermen at the Kirkham Petty
Session held on Wednesday, 2" October 1895.

An extract from ‘The Manchester Courier’, Sat-

P ——————————

FISHEEMEN AND THEILL RIGIUTS.
IMPORTART PROSECUTION AT LIRKTLAA.

At the Kirklam Puliomoourt, on Waliealay ssverl
fedvzzooen [run Preslon wsd neshls e \;d.n- Al
nwmed {op jujury o Ga Tstional] Deeds of Alr, J, Talbot
Clifton by reaoving muasels.—Mre 1. Edoldan wua
for the proescution, sod M. Sauith defendid tho pun.

-

—'Tho care heard waa ooe seminagt Willine Wil

urday, 5™ October 1895, proclaimed:

“FISHERMEN AND THEIR RIGHTS.
IMPORTANT PROSECUTION AT KIRKHAM.”

At the court session thirteen men “were sum-
moned for doing damage to mussel beds, the property of Mr. J. Talbot Clifion, at Lytham, by
removing mussels therefrom.” reported ‘The Preston Herald’ (on the same day as the ‘Courier’
article, above, had appeared). Mr. Smith, for the defence: “raised the question of title to the place
the mussels were taken from.” He was further reported as saying: “Mr. Clifion had no title to that
part of the shore. According to the ordinary rule that part belonged to the Crown, and those men
or any of the public had a perfect right to go over it.”

Mr. Edelston, for the prosecution, then referred back toa case tried in 1824 “between the Clifion
family and other persons as to whom belonged what was called the foreshore at Lytham —whether
it was the property of the Crown ... or whether it belonged to the Cliftons as Lords of the Manor
of Lytham.”

Aftera very long legal debate it was agreed “that Mr. Clifion has rights over a close [a plot of
land] situated between high and low water mark on the River Ribble”.

The prosecution of the thirteen men then continued with Mr. J. A. S. Fair, assistant at the
Lytham estate office, stating that Mr. Clifton “had been in the habit of issuing licences every year
to fishermen to obtain mussels at the various beds in the manor of Lytham. The charge of the
licences was 1s, and the cost of printing and issuing them was more than was received for them.
Mpr. Clifton desired to protect these beds, so that the bona-fide fishermen might have a means of
livelihood through the winter months, when other fishing could not be pursued.”

Another prosecution witness “then gave evidence to seeing mussels taken on the 15" Septem-
ber, from St, Cuthbert’s Church Scar, Lytham. The mussels were worth from 2s 6d to 4s a bag.”

“Mpr. Fair then resumed his evidence, and stated that defendant Wilson applied for a licence,

which was refused, he being told that the beds A Rt s Yesumed Iits svid L

that defendant Wilson applied for a licence,
which was refused, he being told that the beds
must be protected. When the beds were opened

must be protected. When the beds were opened

shoals of Preston men came down and cleared

2

them of all marketable mussels.

shoals of Preston men came down and cleared them
of all marketable mussels.

facsimile

“Mr. Smith then made an appeal to the Bench on behalf of the men, they had been fishermen

all their lives, and to a great extent their living depended upon what they took.”

The Bench found the men guilty and fines of 1s and costs were imposed.
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Mr. Clifton’s effort to protect the beds was seen to be paying off as the Superintendent of the
Lancashire Sea Fisheries wrote in his report for the quarter ending 30™ September 1897: “The
mussels on the bed of the channel near Church Scar, Lytham, have grown fast, and the men are
getting about three bags per boat, per tide of very good fish.”

An article in 20" February 1892 edition of the ‘Preston Herald’ gives us an insight into the
relationship between the Clifton Estate and the mussel fishermen. Under the heading ‘Mussel Cul-
tivation at Lytham’ the newspaper reported: “The possibility of the successful formation and cul-
tivation of mussel beds along the west coast of Lancashire.”

It further reported: “At an earlier meeting of the Lancashire Council Sea Fisheries Committee
the Superintendent referred to the great destruction which takes place on existing mussel beds
owing to the continued use of the hand rake, and the difficulty of carrying out the present bye-
laws.”

During this meeting, the Superintendent stated: “that in many places, fishermen were desirous
to try mussel farming, but at the present time there was no encouragement to do so, as no law
existed in Lancashire to prevent anyone gathering the mussels that another person may have laid
down. Before the meeting separated Mr. Thos. Fair stated that he should like to say that the whole
of the foreshore of the parish of Lytham belonged to Mr. Clifion, who would be glad to let it for a
mere acknowledgment to enterprising fishermen if they would go in for the formation of mussel
beds.”

On the French Atlantic coast, Bouchot mussels are grown on wooden poles in the sea, out of
reach of predators. Bouchot mussels are easily identifiable: the shell is small; the fish inside is

fleshy and yellow or orange and as the mussels are not grown within a layer of silt there is neither

sand nor parasite inside. It is said that their taste is unlike that of any other mussel.

There is no evidence that mussel farming, that is the cultivation of mussels using artificial beds,
as carried out in France and other European countries for over 800 years, was ever undertaken on
Mr. Clifton’s foreshore but as we will see in Chapter 13, sixty-three years later the idea was re-

considered.
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Chapter 4
The Cause and Effect of Mussel Poisoning

Mussel collecting was such a common day-to-day activity carried out by coastal dwellers through-
out history that very little information was recorded about this pursuit and any related issues. [Per-
haps with the exception of ‘Molly Malone’.] Then from the beginning of the 19™ Century, news-
papers around the country started to contain articles about severe illness and deaths linked to the
consumption of shellfish, particularly oysters and mussels.

During July 1827, one particular harrowing story was reported in newspapers throughout the

nation.

e —— This story linked the deaths and
DEATH FROM PO!CONBD MUSSELS.
On Thursday evening. the town of Leith was thrown into con- illnesses suffered by several fami-
sternation, in consequence of a report that several families were
suffering dreadfully from the effects of eating mussels strongly im- lies in Leith (Edinburgh) to “mus-
pregnated with copper.  The western Wet Dock at present is nn-
dergoing considerable repairs, for the accomplishment of which the
water \;/as llt:lclly p;xm lid out, u{hrnflhe lldcslof the basin were dis-
covered 1o be lined with mussels of a very large kind ; some de » :
eayed timberalso was taken out of the l)ock.’lo wlfﬂch a n:uuln:r were copper”. In this case, the mussels
attached. For some days past, these have been gathered by children
and poor people. A poor woman brought some of them home to had been collected from the de-
her house in North Leith, on the above day, about one o’clock.
which were immediately boiled, and eaten by her husband, herself, cayed timber taken from the sides
nn_(:'lw_n lchildrcn; in ? shlorl time, they were simultaneously seized
with yiglent spasims in the stomach. Numbers in different parts : :
of the tawn w{‘re seized in the same way ; indeed, all who par[:ook of Leith Dock which was undergo-
of the muasels have suffered considerably. The woman lingered . . .
in gyeat agany till about five o'clock, when she expired, notwith- ing considerable repairs at the
standing the, prompt attendance of the medical gentlemen of the

towa,, (A man belonging to the glass-houses, after partaking of the time. In subsequent years other
mussels, was similarly seized, aLd died on the same day.

—

sels strongly impregnated with

cases of copper poisoning were
blamed on mussels taken from the hulls of ships which were in dry dock for cleaning. [Since the
1750’s ships had been ‘copper bottomed’ in order to protect the wooden hulls from continuous
attack by shipworm, barnacles and other marine growth. ]

But was copper the real cause of the illnesses and deaths? An article published in ‘The True
Sun’, a London newspaper, on the 29™ September 1837, provides an insight into the medical

knowledge of the day on the subject of shellfish poisoning and its treatment:

POISONING WITH FISH.

. @b@ 7 @m@ f%l]\[no | “Gentlemen :— Among the

No. 369—New Series.]

LONDON, FRIDAY EVENING, SEPTEMBER 29, 1837.

Price 5p.

B Ml s s e e e animals which prove poi-

NEW POOR LAW, =

sonous to the human species are found many fishes and some reptiles, but too little is known
respecting some of them to permit any satisfactory comments to be made upon them in a course

of this kind : | shall, therefore, confine my account of them to those which either belong ‘to our
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own climate, or the poisonous nature of which has been well ascertained. Both oysters and mus-
sels have frequently proved poisonous. ... The symptoms which usually result, when mussels or
oysters prove poisonous, commence with a general uneasy feeling, such as characterises gastric
and enteric irritation, followed by a sensation of weight in the stomach, nausea, vomiting, severe
pain at the epigastrium, sometimes convulsive and stertorous, breathing, great precordial anxi-
ety, and itching of the skin, followed by an eruption of wheals resembling urticaria, occasionally
of pustules. The face is frequently the chief seat of this eruption; it previously swells, and the eye-
lids in particular are affected with the most tormenting itching; the swelling is occasionally con-
fined to the eyelids. Sometimes there is a sensation of heat and constriction of the throat, accom-
panied with coldness of the extremities, twitchings of the tendons, the pulse becomes nearly im-
perceptible, and, when this occurs, syncope supervenes, and the case terminates fatally. The
symptoms occur usually two or three hours after eating the poisonous shellfish, and very soon
acquire their maximum of intensity; nevertheless, the duration of the attack varies greatly,
whether it proves fatal or recovers. When death is the result, it has occurred, in some instances,
in a few hours; in other cases it has not taken place until the third or fourth day. ... The report
continues ... Many physicians, as well as naturalists, have sought to explain the causes of this
occasional poisonous property in mussels. Some of the naturalists have referred the poisonous
properties of oysters to copper, and others to particular minute molluscous animals and minute
sea starfish, gaining admittance to the interior of the mussels and oysters at certain seasons of
the year. M. Brevmic has affirmed that, in some cases of poisoning by mussels, he has seen all the
symptoms suddenly cease on the patient vomiting matters containing minute starfish, which,

when examined by a good lens, could be perfectly made out.”

Salmonella enterica serological variant Typhi
(shown under a microscope); the cause of Typhoid

Fever.

Was this what M.Brevmic described as ‘minute sea
starfish’?

The newspaper article continued:
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“He gave some of these starfish to a dog; in a short time the animal displayed symptoms of a
description similar to those which characterise the influence of the poison on man, and it soon
died. M. Davenpeau repeated the experiments of M. Brevmic and obtained similar results. This
opinion, also, was taken up by M. Lamovroux, and by others, but it still wants confirmation. Upon
the whole, the causes of poisoning by mussels and oysters seem to depend upon some change in
the fish, approximating to disease ; but there is no obvious change, either in their appearance or
in their taste ; and whether this depends on the introduction of other animals into them, or upon
disease, still remains, in my opinion, undecided. In treating cases of this kind of poisoning, the
stomach should be first cleared by emetics, leeches should then be applied to the epigastrium, to
combat the pains there, and mucilaginous and demulcent fluids should be freely administered,
and vinegar and water with ether, which should be frequently repeated, to allay the nervous
symptoms. In the case which | saw, opium seemed to produce much relief to the patients when
cramps of the stomach and the legs supervened; it was, however, chiefly combated by saline pur-
gatives and demulcents.”

The full article, initially published in Vol II, Issue 734 of “The Lancet’ dated 23rd September
1837, clearly shows that medical science relating to bacterial infection and its treatment was, at
this time, very much in its infancy.

Seventeen years later, the ‘starfish’ theory was still being promulgated as shown in this article

from the ‘Preston Times’ newspaper, dated 224 April 1854:

iig, that a minute star-fish enters the. shel in summer, bat
is never found in'the winter. This star-fish has decidedly
a poisonous property. -Mussels should, therefore, never

||' The reason why mussels are injurious ‘in‘some seasons: H l
be eaten in the sommer months.

[The typhoid fever bacterium wasn’t discovered until 1880 by Karl Joseph Eberth.]

A search of the on-line British Newspaper Archive for the occurrence of the words ‘mussel
poisoning’ during the period 1850 — 1899 provides some evidence of the escalation of the problem:

1850 — 1859 1 article 1860 — 1869 10 articles 1870 — 1879 34 articles

1880 — 1889 113 articles 1890 — 1899 251 articles

Whilst the rise in reporting mussel-poisoning shows an obvious trend, the significant increase
during the 1890 decade is skewed by one single incident: the deaths of Mrs. O’Connor and four of
her five children. This one incident was responsible for over sixty newspaper articles during the
month of July 1890 alone and it became known as ‘The Seapoint Calamity’. On the 5™ July 1890,

the ‘Newcastle Courant’ reported it thus:
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“SHOCKING OCCURRENCE NEAR

DUBLIN
A FAMILY POISONED - -
. . : SHOCKING OCCURRENCE NEAR
“The seaside resort of Seapoint, a few miles DUBLIN.
from Dublin, has been in a state of painful excite- A FAMILY POISONED.

The seaside resort of Seapoint, a few miles from Dubiin,
has been in a state of painful excitement, owivg to o terrible
oceurrence there on Monday, involving the deaths of the wife
and four young children, the family of Mr James O’Connor,

ment, owing to a terrible occurrence there on

Monday, involving the deaths of the wife and four
young children, the family of Mr. James O Connor, ...”"

During the inquest it was stated by the Medical Officer for Dublin that during his tests for
poisons “copper was looked for but with a negative result”.

Sixty years after “The Lancet Vol I1, Issue 734 article (above) was published, an article in Issue
3841 of ‘The Lancet’, dated 10! April 1897, suggested another cause: “For many years it has
been matter of common knowledge and experience that certain persons and families possess a
peculiar susceptibility with regard to mussels, and numerous instances are on record in which the
consumption of this mollusc in an uncooked condition has been followed by serious and often fatal
manifestations of ptomaine poisoning. ... Ptomaine poisoning as the result of eating mussels dates
back, however, considerably earlier than 1883, and it is recorded that in 1827 some thirty persons
were attacked with serious symptoms, which in two cases ended fatally, afier eating mussels col-
lected from the dock gates at Leith.”

The same article also included a view that was becoming more prevalent in the medical world:
“Within recent years, however, evidence has been accumulating which tends to incriminate mus-

sels as being at times responsible for conveying enteric fever*. and the mussel is at times gathered

from localities dangerously near to sewer outfalls.”
* Enteric Fever, also known as Typhoid fever or typhoid, is a disease caused by Salmonella serotype

Typhi bacteria.

The article continued: “We note that Dr. Ripley Bailey, medical officer of health of Bilston,
records an interesting instance in which four persons, visitors to Blackpool, were seized with
symptoms of ptomaine poisoning shortly after consuming raw mussels procured from the vicinity
of a sewer outfall, and two of these four persons subsequently developed enteric fever at such a
date after the ingestion of the mussels as to render it highly probable that the shell-fish were the

’

means of conveying the disease.’

In his Annual Report for 1896, the Medical Officer for Blackpool, Dr. Alfred Jasper Anderson,

included a paragraph regarding the Blackpool poisoning mentioned in the above Lancet article and
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the ‘Blackpool Herald and Fylde Advertiser’, published on Friday, 9™ July 1897, carried an article

about the Medical Officer’s report which provided additional details about the poisoning: “The

The Medioal Officer adds that the Medical
Officer of Bilston notified to him & case of
enteria fever on October 6th, 1896. The lady
had been visiting with others in Blackpool,
and whilst hers had partaken of mussels. She
recovered, but infected ber mother, who died.
A companion of the patient, who came from
Birkenhead, and had also partaken of musaels,
contracted the disease, likewise infected her
mother, and also two other porswons. The
mother died.

Medical Officer adds that the Medical Of-
ficer of Bilston notified to him a case of en-
teric fever on October 6™, 1896. The lady
had been visiting with others in Blackpool,
and whilst here had partaken of mussels. She

recovered, but infected her mother, who

died. A companion of the patient, who came
from Birkenhead, and had also partaken of mussels, contracted the disease, likewise infected her
mother, and also two other persons. The mother died.”
This report varies from the one in the Lancet as here we see that the two mothers who died
were, in fact, infected not by the mussels but by their own offspring.
In his report the Medical Officer for Blackpool also wrote: “... what has been a puzzling fact
to me for some years, viz, that although we have been paying attention to the drainage of houses
and the town generally, yet no influence has been exerted upon the prevalence of typhoid fever,

whilst the death-rate from it has been about

what has beon » puzzling fact to me
for some yeare, viz, that alithough we bave boon
ying particalar attention to the draloage of
ronm and the town gonenl!y;d:t no inflnance
has been exerted uson the provalence of typhold
fover, whilst tho death.rate from i3 has been
about donble that of tha 33 gréat townn in resent
sive growth of mussels. The sewer out-fall, Ee:n. I mxst promiso that un tha jotties of the
ntral and North Piors thore fa an extensive
growth of mussels. The sower out-fall, which
oxtends to exirema low-water mark, lica aboat &
quarter mils south of, and slightly more seawnrds
than, the end of the jotty of the Central Pler,
whilst the North Pior tien abont 950 yards farther
north. An incoming tide, expecially with a wind
from the south-west, which is ono of tho pre-
vailing winde, is bound to carry the sowsge,
mixed withsca-wateor, over theso masncla.

double that of the 33 great towns in recent
vears. I must premise that on the jetties of

Central and North Piers there is an exten-

which extends to extreme low-water mark,
lies about a quarter mile south of, and
slightly more seawards than the end of Cen-

tral Pier, whilst the North Pier lies about

950 yards further north. An incoming tide,

especially with a wind from the south-west, which is one of the prevailing winds, is bound to carry

the sewage mixed with sea-water, over these mussels.”

Thus, by 1897, a link between mussels, typhoid fever and sewage had been identified within
the medical profession with the Fylde coast, and Blackpool in particular, at the forefront of this
scientific breakthrough. In the next chapter we shall see what brought about the contamination of

this part of the coastline during the 19" and early 20t century
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Chapter 5
The Pollution of the River Ribble Estuary

ECKLETON
R St eekiaton Church

SURVYEY
OF THE

RIBBLE sow ESTUARY,

FROM PRESTON DOCK TO THE SEA.
1925 —
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e ev
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The estuary of the River Ribble, an area of approximately 30,000 acres, is defined as extending
from Blackpool to Formby Point and up the River Ribble and its tributaries to the farthest point to
which the tide flows. Situated on its shores are the towns of Preston (designated a city in 2002),
Lytham, St. Annes, Blackpool, Southport, Penwortham and a cluster of villages e.g. Warton,
Freckleton, Crossens and Longton. In the hinterland, beyond the river’s tidal reaches, there were
further towns and villages which also utilised their local ditches, streams and rivers as a primary
sewage system, contributing to the overall pollution of the Ribble estuary.

Preston, the largest town situated on the estuary was, throughout the 19 century, the river’s
major pollution contributor.

Prior to the Public Health Act of 1848 there had been no planned sewerage system for the town
of Preston as can be deduced froma discussion that took place at a monthly meeting of the ‘Preston
Improvement Commissioners’ and reported on Monday, 5™ April 1847 in the ‘Preston Chronicle

“«“

and Lancashire Advertiser’: “By passing the motion of Mr. Ascroft they would obtain a sum of

from £1,000 to £1,500, to lay out in the

‘ . By passing the motion of Mr. improvement of the sewerage; and he
‘ Ascroft, they would obtain a sum of from £1,000 to
£1,500, to lay out in the improvement of the sewerage; thought that they ought to have a similar
and he thought that they ought to have a similar sum to
lay out every year for the same purpose, on the main sum to lay out every year for the same

| streets of the town. In some of the other streets it might
be questionable whether the cost ought not to fall upon
the owners of property; but with regard to the main
streets, he did not conceive that there could be a doubt that
| they ought to be done by the inhabitants at large.

purpose, on the main streets of the town.

In some of the other streets it might be
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questionable whether the cost ought not fall upon the owners of property; but with regard to the
main streets, he did not conceive that there could be a doubt that they ought to be done by the
inhabitants at large.”

Even though the population of Preston had been expanding rapidly as the town’s industries and
commerce flourished over the previous fifty years, up until this time only a rudimentary sewerage
system utilising streams and culverts had carried commercial and human waste down to the river.
At the start of the 19™ century, the population was recorded at 12,174 rising to 50,073 by the time
of the first national census in 1841, then to 68,356 (1851) and 82,941 (1861).

In December 1861, two

Dxe. 14, 1861.] THE BUILDER. consecutive  editions of

@ It& %uil a Bl[ ‘The Builder’, an ‘Illustrated Weekly
+

Magazine for the Architect, Engineer, Archaeologist, Con-

VOL. XIX.—No. 984. structor, & Artist’, contained articles relating to the architec-

Condition of our Towns : the Black Parts of  ture of Preston’s buildings and their surroundings. In the sec-
Preston.

ond article, entitled “Condition of our Towns : the Black Parts
of Preston”, the reporter toured the streets and alleyways of Preston de-
scribing its architecture and general environment.

Whilst this book isn’t a social history of Preston, I think it is worthwhile
adding a paragraph or two from this article to outline the scale of the sew-
erage problem that the town’s Improvement Commissioners faced as a re-
sult of the rapid population growth.

“Leyland Street and Dawson Street, close to Mr. Hugh Dawson’s fac-
tories, are back-to-back with cruelly small yards, all of which have privies
and pits, and there are two holes made in the wall at the end of the row,

for the overflowings to be carried to the rest of the sewage streamlets,
with which this neighbourhood is defiled.”

“St. Peter’s School for Girls - a tasteless, neglected brick building ...

where the girls’ privies are so disgusting that the children are reduced to
the necessity of using the paved yard, which is accordingly defiled with pools of urine; further, a
channel has been actually made to convey these away past the entrance-door. The state of the
windows and of the whole of the establishment, too, would be a disgrace to a community of sav-
ages.”
“The next row of houses is called Maudland Bank: their contracted yards and crowded ash- pits
overhang the steep bank of a canal. The view from the canal bridge is ghastly. There are a few

wretched, decayed trees on the banks, and the overhanging privies and dung middens have
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discharged their surplus filth over their boundary walls on to these banks below where sewers
empty themselves into the canal; and the water has the appearance of a stagnant sheet of fluid
with a thick oleaginous brown crust on it.”

Twelve years before these articles appeared in “The Builder’, a government inspector had vis-
ited the town and found very similar sanitary conditions. In summarising the town’s sewer system,
he reported that “one fourth of the town was drained and had main sewers in the streets” but his
main recommendation was to convert Moor Brook into a sewer and connect this to the 30 or 40
acres of reclaimed land at Lea Marsh where the land “would derive considerable benefit from
sewage manure”.

It would appear that this recommendation wasn’t acted upon at the time as the same subject
was raised at the half-yearly general meeting of “The Ribble Navigation Company” on the 23™
February 1865. In their report to the Company, the engineering company responsible for the
maintenance of the river channel (Garlick and Park) put forward a similar proposal, but this time
as a solution to the river’s pollution problem. The ‘Preston Herald’ printed the following:

“The sewage of the town

TEECCT SRR U Y SR O Y R LMD CURMTaeS o wor
_‘ well. The sewage of the town of Preston flows into the ri\-e';

at Ashiton quay, and so pollutes the stream and is wasted. The of Preston flows into the
Cowmpany’s in Newton and Freckleton, but particular) .
that in Newton, is situated most advantageously for the appli- | | 7iver at Ashion quay, and

cation of sewage, being at a comsiderable distancs from any
dwellings, and lying contizuous to the river into which any so pollutes the stream and
waste water could be tumed at the ebbing tide. The land is
also ly adapted for the purpose of irrigation, being of is wasted. The Company’s
an al l:'h.l and“porotlu n?!an‘uo 3 tﬂumr?ver 2:3 codl]lpnny possess

a continnous slip of land nlong the river e, all the way to land in Newton and Freck-
Preston, through which pipes mizht be laid withont an Agt of
Parliament, or intefering with other persons’ property. Anar-
rangement with the Corporation of g.ton or the diversion
and application of the scwage is very desirable, whereby the
| polluton of the river would be prevented to a great excent, amd

wage —W bodient servants, GARLICK
i ?n?lsf’mf;. "'fn"’d e Lt RV, CAnsoK advantageously for the ap-

leton, but particularly that

in Newton, is situated most

plication of sewage, being
at a considerable distance from any dwellings, and lying contiguous to the river into which any
wastewater could be turned at the ebbing tide. The land is also peculiarly adapted for the purpose
of irrigation, being of an alluvial and porous nature; moreover, the Company possess a continuous
slip of land along the river side, all the way to Preston, through which pipes might be laid without
an Act of Parliament, or interfering with other persons’ property. An arrangement with the Cor-
poration of Preston for the diversion and application of the sewage is very desirable, whereby the
pollution of the river would be prevented to a great extent, and the sewage utilized. — We are your
obedient servants, GARLICK and PARK.”
A further indication of the scale of the sewage problem that the River Ribble was experiencing
as the population of towns in its catchment area expanded can be seen in the following newspaper

article published in ‘The Manchester Courier’ on Saturday, 16% July 1892. Here we read that the
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‘Ribble Joint Committee’ were going “fo take proceedings against a number of local authorities

who polluted the Ribble and its tributaries.”:

- “At Clitheroe the liquid sewage ran into the

POLLUTION OF THE RIBBLE.
PROSECUTIONS DECIDED UPOX.

Tho monthly moeting of the Ribble Joint Commitics .
wax hald inth’et:ouvsir-';gau. Prec'mon. on Monday undor Clayton-le-Moors, Accrington, the sewage flowed
Ll;o !reuidunoy of Mr. J, T. ﬁllinbert. .tﬂwd C‘luc;r:

] s w . . .
at Ttha n?:;a‘:lqm.olﬂ'u?a H:u:?:&m ‘on the straight into the river ... at Great Harwood, near
9Ll|diol Inst N:y Ht w-; dm;tdnldomtr hﬁ:‘ )&l‘:
ceo arninat A& nnmber o anthoritiv .
ho el Al R el s i X Ciaturten. Blackburn, they had not done anything [to stop

iy oy P e g iy b
exnl that day ot one of the ion on 1 / -
esieprterst iy o e B iy ey sewage pollution] further than call in three engi
Moarloy Brook,end thonoe into the Ribble 3 at Olayton. .
le-Moors, Acqcrington, the mewagn flawed straight neers ... at Padiham ... sewage was allowed to
l;n::_ the river, Im'f.v thmdh(n{ul b:g]nmme dt,dk of Il;:lmn:«
ishing » aswnye faem ;- reat Harwood, near Black: . .
iil:nm.—tluyh’ nok done surthing futjrth;;‘tli:gn oall in flow into the river ... the Croston Local Board,
Q0 nnginscra : at i @ iham an
Hapton Local Board sewnse wnz mllowed to How .
intp the  river, nwtwithstanding that the Looal near Ormskirk, had taken no steps whatsoever ...
E:“:l ‘tn lift?hb took 3% mcres B:n Innd foro suttling
ok ey o ey et the Clitheroe Rural Sanitary Authority at Chat-
ﬁ-niﬁuy A:;hﬂmitiu nt' }:,h?itll'l:\;-n ::hr:'wwad the :mlk“cf
10 WaTe ow intp the Ribble without treatment ; H
aud nt Ribohpator tho Peestan Ikarnl Sanitary Anthority burn allowed the bulk Of the sewage fo ﬂOW into
?:Pn"ad ﬁhon:;::e[o{ 1,300 people b? o:ber thmbbl:-é
@ recomman that suinmonsor be taken bt ngnin 1 1 1
i Pecominnlecl Sheh siiniinae bedakeh bak penin k the Ribble without treatment ... at Ribchester the
the uitirancen,—1Llis conrye was adopted.

> Preston Rural Sanitary Authority allowed the sew-

B

Mearly Brook, and thence into the Ribble ... at

age for 1,300 people to enter the Ribble ...”

The seaside towns of Lytham and St. Annes, situated on the northern shore of the estuary, also
contributed to the river’s pollution and, probably, more directly to the contamination of the local
mussel population than the aforementioned towns and villages.

Lytham, an area estimated to be two carucates™® of arable land in the Domesday book had, by
1801, developed into a hamlet with a population amounting to 920 persons. By this time, in addi-
tion to traditional mud and thatched cottages and farmsteads scattered around the area, brick build-
ings with slated roofs had been erected, roads developed and a seaside resort was burgeoning; two
inns (the Wheat Sheaf and the Clifton Arms) had been built, in addition to several shops and a
gaol. Visitors arriving from the nearby Lancashire towns by steamboat or horse-drawn carriage
were able to walk along the low sandhills that marked the landward margin of the beach or to use
bathing machines to take an invigorating bath in the sea.

* A carucate is a medieval unit of land area that approximates the amount of land a plough team
of eight oxen could till in a single annual season.

As aplace not only to visit but for the wealthy local entrepreneurs to reside, Lytham was rapidly
developing. The most pretentious dwellings were built upon the northern portion of the tract
known as the Marsh, and one near the tract’s western extremity was a substantial house with gar-
dens and plantation, inhabited by the clergyman of the parish, the Rev. Robert Lister. In close

proximity was a marine villa with a Chinese porch, belonging to William Hornby Esq., of
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Kirkham; and a row of white cottages, called Lizmahago after a racehorse owned by the Lord of
the Manor, John Clifton Esq., which were erected for the accommodation of visitors. All this new
development needed a supporting infrastructure of artisans, shopkeepers, household staff and
tradespersons of all descriptions.

In his book ‘The History of the Fylde of Lancashire’, written in 1876, John Porter wrote that
by 1828 “Oftrades and professions in the village [Lytham] there were three milliners, six drapers,
three boot and shoe makers, five joiners and cabinet makers, one druggist, two blacksmiths, one
ship carpenter, one custom-house officer, one tide-waiter, one corn miller, three butchers, five
grocers, two coal dealers, one confectioner, one surgeon, one attorney, and one clergyman.”

The 1821 Census recorded Lytham’s population as 1292 and rising by a further 755 during the
next 20 years to 2047 in 1841.The opening of the railway from Preston in 1846 and the almost
simultaneous extension of ground leases from forty to sixty years (and later to ninety-nine and
nine hundred and ninety-nine years) provided a further incentive for wealthy residents and visitors
to invest in the future of the town. Mr. Corry, in his book ‘The History of Lancashire’, published
around this time, says, “A considerable part of the visitors and settlers within the last twenty years
have been opulent individuals, who were induced by the beauty of the spot and the benefit derived

from bathing in the sea water, to resort to this pleasing village."

The outcome of this rapidly expanding population meant that the old feudal system of govern-

ment, as employed by the Lord of the Manor was becoming unsustainable. The responsibility for

providing the essential services for the expand-
ing town needed to be provided and managed by
a local authority and to achieve this required an

Act of Parliament.

The ‘Lytham Improvement Act’ received its

ANNO DECIMO & UNDECIMO Royal Ascent on the 227 July 1847 enabling the

VICTORIA REGINA.

SEERRSRNRAFERRAASFFFI NSRS FARS R SRR L SR FAGRILIRIN S hghtlng’ Watching, drajning, cleansing, regulat_

Lytham Improvement Commissioners to bor-

row, on mortgage, up to £10,000 for “paving,

. ing, and otherwise improving the Town of
Cap. ccli. )

An Act for paving, lighting, watching, draining, | Lytham in the County Palatine of Lancaster; for
cleansing, regulating, and otherwise improving ) ] .
the Town of Lytham in the County Palatine of | supplying the Inhabitants therefore with Water,
Lancaster ; for supplying the Inhabitants thpr_eof
with Water ; and for establishing and regulating and for establishing and regulating a Market
a Market and Market Places therein.

22d July 1847.) | and Market Places therein. ... And in order to

raise Money for the Purpose of this Act” it was
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enacted “That it shall be lawful for the Commissioners, once in every Year, or oftener if they shall

think it necessary, to make One or more Rate or Rates, Assessment or Assessments, upon the Oc-

cupiers of all Messuages, Buildings, Lands, Tenements, and Hereditaments whatsoever within the

Limits of this Act”.

With the Act in place, the Commissioners began fulfilling their obligations. Building a Market

Hall (opened on 24" June 1848). Lighting came to the Lytham streets in October 1850 using gas

TO IRONFOUNDERS AND CONTRACTORS.

LYTHAM GAS WORKS.

HE Commissioners acting under and by virtue of

“The Lytham Improvement Act, 1847," ure willing

to receive TENDERS for the Sopply and Erection of the

Buildiugs, Pipes, and Apparatus, and for laying the Pipes
requisite for lightiug the town of Lytham with Gas.

The Commissioners will not bind themselves necessarily
to accept the lowest Tender, and the parties contracting |
will be required to execute a contract under scal, and to
provide gond and sutficient security for the due execution of
the work to the satisfuction of the Commissioners or their
Engineer for the tiwe being.

Plans and Specifications may be seen on and after
Thursday, the 7th March instant, on application to Mr.
Rorg, at the office of the Preston Gas Company.

Tenders must be sent in sealed, and marked “ Tender
for Lytham Gas Works," addressed to “ The Improvement
Comuwissioners, Lytham, L hire,” on or before Mox-
DAY, the 18th March instant.

J. W. R, WILSON,
Clerk to the said Commissioners,
Lytham, 1s¢t March, 1850.

from its own newly-built gas works (only eight months
earlier, 2" March 1850, ‘The Preston Chronicle’ had car-
ried an advertisement for a contractor to build a gas
works). By 1864, water flowed through pipes to Lytham
residences, provided by the recently incorporated ‘Fylde
Waterworks Company Limited’,

Another aspect of the town that required the attention
of the Improvement Commissioners was the draining and
cleansing of the streets and associated properties. Less

than a year after the Improvement Act had been passed, a

notice was placed in the Saturday, 20t May 1848, edition of ‘The Preston Chronical’ by the Com-

missioners asking for tenders for the construction of a sewer extending 1300 yards from “Bannis-

ter’s Pool, near the Railway Station, to the
southern end of Station Road, and thence
running by the side of Beach Road to a point
opposite to the house now in the course of
erection by Mr. John Stevenson [now 11
West Beach] (the total length thereof being
about 1,300 yards)”.

|
|
|

]

LYTHAM IMPROVEMENT ACT.
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN,

fIAT Persons desirous of undertaking the construc-
T tion of the SEWER about to be formed at Lytham,
from “ Banuister’s Pool,” near the Railway Station, to the
southern end of Station Road, and thence running by the
side of Beach Road to a point opposite to the honse now
in the course of crection by Mr. John Stevenson (the |
total length thereof heil»xg» alu{‘ul 1,300 )‘ard{), I

PR ADE R ALF Al A
(Y i "
Al

o

Ly tharn Tl?m{mil’f *< ™

The sewer was constructed using bricks

] YT H— A M ] supplied by the town’s kiln at the rate of 21s.
x " e ceesa per thousand. To achieve a gradient down
3T which sewage could flow, it took the rather

\ ‘ hle-OE/n e . :
i T e L counter-intuitive  route of flowing along

Beach Road and then north along Station
Road before being deposited into Liggard

Brook and thence into the Ribble estuary.
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1786 Y ates’ map showmg the course of nggard Brook

I T s e e e T

The 1848 sewer enabled the ‘new’ properties being built along Beach Road [the present-day

West Beach, Central Beach and East Beach] to have proper drains and water-closets unlike the

older, traditional cottages of Clifton Street, Westby Street, Henry Street, etc., which used back-

yard privies and cesspits for both human and animal waste.

During the 20 years following the passing of the Act, the population of Lytham expanded rap-

idly, (increasing to 7902 by 1871) and as a consequence additional sewers were installed through-

out this period, each one terminating at its own outfall pipe along Liggard Brook. In the town,

property owners were required to connect their houses to nearby sewers at their own cost.

The Commissioners Office sent
a letter, dated 26™ October 1864 to
James Fair Esq., the Clifton Estates
Land Agent, describing a particular
problem: “With respect to Drain-
age, between Westby Street Clifton
Street; I believe the main sewers
are all in good condition and it is
only when the tenant has suffered
the communicating drains to be-
come choked up, that any nuisance

exists —
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The following Drains want making —
Back Westby Street from Mr Butcher’s Smithy to the Congregational Chapel. No drain at pre-

sent.

Mr Gregson proposes to put in a main sewer at once, and drain the Houses in Westby Street
into it. (This will be at Col. Clifton’s expense)

The Houses of Robr Butcher, Mrs Charnock, Geo. Gillet in North Clifion at present undrained,
will also be drained into this sewer.”

As described in the Commissioners’ letter above, a major problem with the town’s drainage
system was the chocking up of the sewers due to an ever-increasing volume of sewage entering
the system. This was exacerbated by the shallow gradient down which it had to flow towards
Liggard Brook. The sewage flow was further compromised at times of high tide when the level of
water in the brook was raised above the height of the drainage outlets. This not only stopped the
flow of the contents in the pipes but forced them back into the houses.

The Commissioners had to deal with many complaints by Lytham residents with regards to
obnoxious smelling gasses filtering back along the pipes into residential properties and instituted
a number of remedies. Additional manholes were added to allow for regular flushing of the main
pipes; additional street air vents (charcoal filled grids) were added to stop the build of gasses; and
to combat the ‘flow back’ into homes they specified that new properties had to be built two foot
six inches above the sewer.

Atthe Lytham Improvement Commissioners’ meeting held on the 18" July 1871, it was agreed

“That the new culvert be made from outlet No. I to the outlet of the graving dock.”

**That the Ill." tn]
”mtbensdnfm outlet No. 1 to the outlet of the

and “a motion was carried to instruct the law clerk to draw the necessary document as to the

grant of land by Col. Clifton for these drainage purposes.”

a motion mmﬁﬂl to
hntrnﬂthnhwdurlhduwth:m:z document as to
the grant of land by Col. Clifton for pu’m

On the 315t October 1872, an indenture was signed between John Talbot Clifton together with
his son, Thomas Henry Clifton and the Lytham Commissioners, acting under and by virtue of the
Lytham Improvement Act 1847, giving the Commissioners “The full and free right and liberty to
enter upon the hereditaments and premises under which a certain intended Culvert or Sewer is

prepared to be laid by the said Commissioners as shown by the plan”.
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Principally, the problem concerning the sewerage of Lytham via Liggard Brook was only asso-
ciated with the ‘new-build’ properties erected since the passing of the ‘Lytham Improvement Act’
and the introduction of piped water in 1864 and the subsequent disposal of ‘running’ water from
these properties. A completely different problem concerned the Improvement Commissioners in
relation to the traditional thatched cottages that still occupied the streets of Lytham.

Many of these cottage dwellers reared a pig or two in their back-yard for their own meat supply
and also to supplement their meagre income by selling pigs to the butchers and manure to the
farmers. The tradition of ‘back-yard’ pig keeping and the storing of manure was a major concern
for the Improvement Commissioners in their quest to develop Lytham into a salubrious ‘watering
hole’. This unsavoury tradition was frequently brought to the attention of the Commissioners by
the Inspector of Nuisances and many ‘nuisances’ were recorded in the Commissioners’ meeting
minute books throughout the 1860’s and into the 1870’s. The minutes of a meeting held on 20®
November 1873 recorded the following:

“The following report from the In-
spector of Nuisances was read Viz. I beg
to bring to your notice the large yard in

LERN Ok &Pt “.'(v;_. R i, —

[ /};(r-‘d- /'/{_ f.‘»;//.;ﬁ. 7 /_.-:"L-A.;x.r:...;

e forlocspong stk

o ¥y > S 2 y

/ ey & i
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S » F

[le Lage Gard o Hesrsy duvet ok fircscond Brcisfie
# 2 bt el Leiicredy S, v

g 2
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Henry Street at present occupied by
James Brown were [sic] about twenty
pigs, and about thirty tons of manure is

i e s e gl ; o e S kept, complaints have been made of the
A Gl Loifnert so flons ot dbsed Hocind stench from time to time from this yard.

o o Fernts s uillonk avene alond Lovo i liiuts fizis of Hivwsin Also the yard in Pleasant Street occu-

Sl & Sasge parill o sl b, £ P pied by James Candlish were about ten

e /f Burt. S omty, oot AREA T Rossca Ko Ao oy or twenty tons of manure and a large
Ciokoct 1o o2

quantity of stagnant water, there is no
: drain in this yard. And I may add that
A Aan Ol T Fochana e dafies: SRs, Laasel the house has no privy attached to it

by T Heweraears Frofiscle Notices were ordered to be served
upon the parties complained of by the
Nuisances Inspector.”

St. Anne’s-on-the-Sea’s was relatively late on the scene as a contributor to the pollution of the
Ribble estuary. Prior to the creation of the town, ¢ 1875, the area shown on the 1786 Yates’ map
(page 23) as ‘Lytham Common’ was sparsely populated and consisted solely of individual farm
cottages and associated buildings. The need for a sewerage system was neither practical or neces-
sary as the use of cesspits and field ditches provided a cheap and time-honoured method of
wastewater disposal. Whilst the contents of these ditches did eventually find their way into the
Ribble via Liggard Brook, the impact of it on the overall pollution of the river, at that time, would
have been negligible.

This situation changed considerably after Squire Clifton leased a portion of ‘Lytham Common’

to the St. Anne on the Sea Land and Building Company. Reporting on the occasion of the “Laying
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the Foundation Stone” for the new town of St. Annes on the Sea, the “Blackpool Herald”, dated
2"d April 1875, noted that the building estate had been laid out with great judgement by Messrs.

Maxwell and Tuke, of Bury, who have

The treatment of the | . o :
| sewage question is unique, It is intended that no spared no pains tobring it up to the highest
soiled water shall enter the sewers. No soil from oL
the closets will be allowed to pass into the sewers known standard of modern sanitation. The
' 1 (\ - S 1 .

at all, but will be removed in a dry state, charged . . .
with carbon, by a staff to be organized and directed newspaper article continued: “The treat-
by the company. A new closet, which will L . .
entirely obviate the objeetions bitherto urged|| ment of the sewage question is unique. It is
against the system has been designed by the archi- |
tects, and is to be adopted by the company. | intended that no soiled water shall enter

the sewers. No soil from the closets will be al-
lowed to pass into the sewers at all, but will be removed in a dry state, charged with carbon, by
staff to be organised and directed by the company. A new closet, which will entirely obviate the
objections hitherto urged against the system has been designed by the architects, and is to be
adopted by the company.”

Well into the 19 century in cities and towns throughout the country the primary method of
sewage disposal was the ‘dry system’. This system took the form of either a privy or an ashpit
usually situated away from the living quarters and positioned with access from a rear lane or al-
leyway to enable the local night-soil man, or ‘scavenger’, to remove the contents every few weeks
or s0.

Even when water-closets were becoming the fashion, there was still a belief by some people
that the ‘Dry System’, i.e. the privy or ashpit, was superior to the ‘Water Closet System’. In a
pamphlet titled “SEWAGE DISPOSAL — PRIVIES & ASHPITS”, written in 1873 by Mr. G.

Henry Roberts, CE., an Associate of the Institution of

Civil Engineers, he presented his ideas for the proper

SEW AGE DISP OS AL construction of privies and ashpits as, in his words “The
advocates of the Dry System have, beyond all question,
AND achieved the victory over the advocates of the Water

Closet System”.

s e nnatan A S
Tur advocates of the Dry System have, beyond all question,

achieved the victory over the advocates of the Water Closet

. ‘ System, and now the leading question is—What shall be the
proper construction of Privies and Ashpits?

G. HENRY ROBERTS, CE,
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In the pamphlet Mr. Roberts’ address was shown as:

Old Market Chambers, Rochdale, ‘Old Market Chambers, Rochdale”

October, 1873. ) o ]
Perhaps it was no coincidence that ‘the architects’

and Land Agents to the St. Anne on the Sea Land and
building Company, Messrs. Maxwell and Tuke of Bury, were responsible for designing a new ‘dry

system’ closet as their office in Bury was situated only 10km (6 miles) from Mr. Roberts’ office
in Rochdale*.

[*In 1869 Rochdale’s town council had, itself, pioneered Mr. Roberts’ ‘dry system’. Instead of
people using the traditional cesspits, the council provided small outhouses or ‘pail privies. The
pail privy housed a portable bucket placed under a seat and the local authority collected and re-

placed the bucket (pail) with clean ones on a regular basis. ]

Thus, by 1875, the situation at Lytham and St. Annes with respect to the disposal of sewage

was two-fold:

1) in Lytham the old cottages used cesspits or privies whilst newer properties were linked

to the recently installed pipe running alongside Liggard Brook before emptying into the
seaward end of the brook at the Graving Dock.

i) the new premises of St. Annes were to use the dry system with the contents of the privies

being passed to farmers for use on their fields.

By 1877 the vision of Messrs. Maxwell and Tuke that “no soiled water shall enter the sewers”
had started to fade. In his annual report for that year on the sanitary condition of the Fylde Rural
District, the Medical Officer of Health to the Fylde Rural and Kirkham Urban Sanitary Authorities

made the following observation:

P e ety The new watering place, St. Annes-

‘The nﬁw watering-place, - St. - Aunes-on-the 'Sea,
hag been under the supervision’ of - the Rural Saxi-
.i:g;?;_tgzgg db_ue Ennn Eontfétfﬁ ;:&qmaef“ﬁ::ﬁ { pervision of the Rural Sanitary Author-

Yely, Ly
]P?rngl:ttem OE E?:lg,ﬁ?ﬁa ;3:;%%{,“: upt?ol:ggigg. ity during the year 1877. Recently, how-
without, further delny, somé scheme of sewerage.
The outlet of the present’ sewer, (at first only
intended for surface water), which now receives the
contenta of several water-closets, is, in my opinion,
not situated sufficiently distant from .the town. '1

on-the Sea [sic], has been under the su-

ever, it has been constituted into a Local

Board District. I would most strongly

urge upon the promoters of this town
the necessity of providing, without further delay, some scheme of sewerage. The outlet of the pre-
sent sewer, (at first only intended for surface water), which now receives the contents of several

water-closets, is, in my opinion not situated sufficiently distant from the town.”
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It would appear from this report that not all of the new properties were being built with the ‘dry
system’ but with water-closets plumbed into a surface-water drain. Surface-water drains had been
installed during the laying down of some of the new main roads by the Clifton estate prior to
leasing any land for the development of St. Annes. This is evident by the fact that only 6 months
after the first lease was issued ‘The Blackpool Herald’, dated 18™ June 1875, carried an advertise-

ment offering “Land to be Let...” declaring amongst other aspects that “A church is already built,
APPILY Ol Ule Prenises,

several miles of road laid

out, formed and sew- T. ANNE'S-ON-THE-SEA LAND & BUILD-

. Y ING COMPANY (Livirep).—¥T. ANNE'S-
ered. ON-THE-SEA, situated between Blackpool and

Lytham, possesses every advantage for Seaside Resi-

The church was built in dences—good sea, fine sandy subsoil, dry climate, hav- |

1872-73 and the ‘sewers’ ing a south-west aspect.  Land to be Let for Villas,
Shops, Schools, and Cottages, on lease for 999 years;

would have been surface- on most reasonable texms, A church is already built,
_ . several miles of roads laid out, formed, and sewered.

water drains as prior to Upwards of one hundred villas and houses are now in

course of erection; also schools; hotel, and shops.

covering more than an area of 30 acres.—For plans,

quirement fora waste-wa- | | parbicuiars, and conditions apply to MAXWELL and
Ture, Architects to the Company, Bury.

1875 there was no re-

ter sewer as there was, at

this time, no fresh water piped into the area.

The surface-water sewer mentioned in the medical officer’s report followed St. Annes Road
from the railway station to an outfall pipe situated along the north side of the site designated for
the future pier. [The St Annes-on-the-Sea Pier and Improvements Company was formed in 1877.]

A significant problem associated with satisfying the medical officer’s “urge” for “the promot-
ers of this town the necessity of providing, without further delay, some scheme of sewerage” was
one of cost. Who should pay for the emerging new town’s common infrastructure: main roads,
shared sewers, etc. The medical officer’s report also referred to the “Rural Sanitary Authority” as
having been recently “constituted into a Local Board District” and it was the Local Board who
were responsible for the district’s sewerage matters as a result of the recently passed Public Health
Acts of 1871 and 1875. This meant that there were three players in the arena: the Clifton estate,
the Land and Building Company and the Local Board.

Suffice to say the resolution to the town’s sewer requirements was a lengthy affair and work
didn’t begin for a further FOURTEEN years. So significant was this occasion that the 18" August
1892 was declared a General Holiday in St. Annes. “Af two o ’clock a procession left the St. Annes
Hotel in the following order to the site where Mr. Porritt cut the first sod of the new drainage
scheme — on waste land nearest the sea on the North Drive about midway between the Convales-
cent Home and Mr. Sidney Herman'’s house - Mounted police, St. Annes Brass Band, contractors

with lorries containing plant, workmen, etc., school children, golf caddies, St. Annes lifeboat and
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crew, reserve crew, invited guests, residents, fire brigade, directors of the Land Company, mem-

u‘u' i —|  bers of the Local Board, band and

———
== =

1
i b

workmen from Helmshore”, re-

ported the ‘Blackpool Herald’ the

10 __—' - 2| following day.
----------- ’ By 1906, only fourteen years
after this joyous occasion, we
shall see below the unintended
consequence of the new 24-inch

outfall pipe.

Situated at the northern end of the estuary, Blackpool, by the end of the 19" century, had al-
ready played a major role in the ‘mussel v typhoid’ story, as we saw in Chapter 4, but its story
continued into the 20" century. In 1903, ‘The Lancashire Daily Post’ carried an article referring

THE LANCASHIRE DAILY POST; to a letter sent to ‘The Times’ by Lord Gifford: “protesting

MONDAY, JANUARY 12 1803 0455 the enormous damage done to fisheries of all sorts all

: Lord Gifford's letter to . i .
ol M. ot o It round the coasts of this country through the practice which
mﬂdﬂ:‘b&m of all nﬂ; l‘llhn;!‘mg
‘:l.ic: many local auth it have of emptyi:

their sewage into the sea and into tidal|
estuarics and crecks will be applauded by those

interested in the sreat industry concerned in sea and into tidal estuaries and creeks”.

many local authorities have of emptying their sewage into the

Two weeks later a report in ‘The Blackpool Herald and Fylde Advertiser”, dated January 27%
1903, announced that the Joint Sewage Board for the townships of Thornton, Bispham and Car-

. leton had held an ‘interesting ceremony at Cleveleys’,

FYLDE SEABOARD AND SANITATION

where “the chairman of the Board drove the first pile

Tnauguration of a Joint Sewage Scheme - Profwsed
Expenditure of £36,000.

for the new £36,000 sewage scheme, on the beach at

L
INTERESTING CEREMONY AT CLEVELEYS|

Anchorsholme some little distance from the low water
mark, where the sewage would be discharged into the Sea”.

The newspaper article listed 38 dignitaries in attendance who, after several ‘back-patting’
speeches, left the sod-cutting ceremony, journeyed by special car to Blackpool, and re-assembled
at the Station Hotel for dinner where “complimentary speeches were given in the submitting and
accepting of toasts”. One of the dignitaries attending the ceremony was the Rev. G Leighton who
“having invoked the divine blessing on this work proceeded to say that there was undoubtably a
strong desire to makethis district attractive to those who wished to vary the monotony and toilsome

part of their daily life, by a pleasant visit to the seaside”.
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I wonder if the irony of Rev. Leighton’s words went unnoticed by those present. It certainly
wouldn’t have gone unnoticed by the superintendent of ‘Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries’.
His quarterly report for the period ending 315 December 1902, which was reviewed on the same
newspaper page as the above ceremony, recommended the Sea Fisheries Committee “to report to
the sanitary authorities the risks incurred by the discharge of sewage in proximity to shellfish beds,
and the necessity for medical officers of health giving this subject their prompt attention”.

By 1906 reports of typhoid outbreaks had become such a

) ) FREE INSURANCE POLICY.
common feature in newspaper articles around the country that Persons who regularly read the
" Manchester Courier'* are entitled
the newspaper proprietors of the ‘Manchester Courier’ saw an to a Free Insurance Policy of £20
against Disablement from Typhoid,
opportunity to ‘cash-in’ on the population’s fear by offering Typhus, Scarlet Fever, Small Pos,
Diphtheria, and £100 against Deaths

their readership “a Free Insurance Policy of £20 against Disa-  §___ For pasticulars see paged -

blement from Typhoid ... and £100 against Death”.

In that same year, the contamination of mussels with sewage was finally becoming a major
issue locally. On the 15t September 1906, a well-known St. Annes resident, Mr. John Bagot, of
94, St. Annes Road East, wrote a letter to the Editor of ‘The Blackpool Herald and Fylde Adver-
tiser’ on the subject of ‘Fylde Sewage’. Whilst the letter is too long to include within these pages,
I have reproduced some sentences below that show his measure of disapproval of the St. Annes

District Council and their handling of the situation:

Sir, The proceedings of the St. Annes District Council are chiefly remarkable for
the absence of anything important that the ratepayers should knhow.

Referring to recent newspaper articles about typhoid in St. Annes he wrote:

For instance, the other day an alarming statement ap-
peared in the Manchester dailies that there was typhoid
at St. Annes and that a policeman was stationed on the
nhorth shore to prevent anyone gathering shellfish ... but
not a word was said on the subject at the [Council]
meeting in question.

On the state of the sewer system of St. Annes he wrote .....

St. Annes has all summer been in danger of a serious
epidemic through the fatuous method of treating sew-
ade, disinfectants are applied plentifully to the street
grids, but most ineffectually so far as the road in
which | reside is concerned, at any rate, for the stink
is sometimes awful. After gathering all the offensive
matter into sewers that have practically no gradient
this horrible stuff is forced on to the shore to contami-
nate the food of man and destroy the industry of many
poor folk.

31



With regard to the deaths from typhoid of four soldiers at Fleetwood, the letter continues .......

Mungling [sic] and selfishness reignh supreme elsewhere
as well as here, at Blackpool, for instance | see the
quidnuncs are trying to account for the deaths of
those soldiers at Fleetwood in the usual wooden -
headed fashion. Why, if they got a mouthful of the
sea, whilst bathing, impregnated with Blackpool and
St. Annes sewagde, that would set up enough typhoid to
clear the whole barracks. People come here for “a sniff
of the briny” — what they smell really is sewagde in the
salt water.

On the subject of manure ........

It all arises from miserable money grubbing, penny wise
and pound foolish policy. We pay the Manchester Cor-
poration 5s a bag for sewdade manure for our gardens
and have it sent on rail, whilst our local authorities poi-
son us and the fishes with the same kind of stuff.

And finally ..............

This will go on until the people of this district waken
up, turn all those self-seekers out of office, and inau-
gurate a natural system, wherein there will be no such
blundering work as | have alluded to above.

Mr. Bagot’s comments regarding the presence of typhoid in St. Annes; a policeman preventing
anyone from collecting shellfish; and the horrible stuff destroying the industry of the poor folk,
were all references to the closing of a mussel bed along side North Channel and near to the Or-

merod Convalescent Home on Clifton Drive North, St. Annes.
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Whilst his letter referred to “Manchester dailies” the local ‘Blackpool Herald and Fylde Ad-

vertiser’ reported that the mussel bed closure was more an act of prevention rather than as a direct

result of “typhoid at St. Annes”. The newspaper report continued: “A notice has been posted at St.

—e0o—

A notice has been posted at 8t. Annes
warning persons against taking mussels from
the mussel beds on the pains of prosecution.
The paragraph which appeared in several
moming papers on Monday stating that the
mussels in the St. Annes beds had been
condemned by the county authorities, con-
veyed an entirely erroneous impression. The
mussel beds are situated near the Ormerod
Home, and the St. Annes authority, along
with other authorities throughout the
county, have come to the conclusion that
where mussel beds are in close proximity to
any sewer outfall it is better to prevent the
public from gathering them than remedy
any danger that may exist. No notification
has been received by the St. Annes authori.
ties that the mussels have been condemned.

—> —

Annes warning persons against taking mussels from
the mussel beds on the pains of prosecution. The par-
agraph which appeared in several morning papers on
Monday stating that the mussels in the St. Annes beds
had been condemned by the county authorities, con-
veyed an entirely erroneous impression ... the St.
Annes authority, along with other authorities through-
out the county, have come to the conclusion that where
mussel beds are in close proximity to any sewer outfall

it is better to prevent the public from gathering them

than remedy any danger that exists. No notification has been received by the St. Annes authorities

that the mussels have been condemned.”

t ST

;_7!7

" Whereas the Council ha.ving éntere«fi
1nto an Agreement with the Lord of the

MUSSEL BEDS wi hin the
'St. Annes-on-the-Sea Urban District,

"NOTICE IS HEREBY GIYEN that
any person or persons found taking
mussels from any of the aforesaid mussel
beds WILL BE PROSECUTED.

By Order of the Council,

i~ Public Offices,
R o -the Sea. THOMAS BRADLEY
1st September, 1906. CLERK.
SPRING BROS., PRINTERS, “EXPRESS" OFFIOE, ST. ANNES 810 aNSOF el

Obviously, to remedy the danger would require the authorities to stop releasing the contents

of water closets into the sea and to fund an alternative method of treating human waste.
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Chapter 6
The Decline of Mussel Collecting in the Ribble Estuary

1906, the year that Mr. Bagot wrote his letter, was the beginning of the end of a way of life that
had provided the fishermen of the Ribble estuary food and a source of income for centuries past.
Two days before he wrote his letter to the ‘The Blackpool Herald and Fylde Advertiser’ the ‘Man-
chester Courier’, dated 12" August 1906, had carried a report about “a meeting of the Joint Com-

mittee of the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries District held at Chester yesterday ™.

CONDEMNED MUSSELS.  facsimile At this meeting “the scientific sub-committee reported

FRESH POWERS WANTED AT ST. ANNES, . . . .
that a bacteriological examination had shown the bed of
At a meeting of the Joint Committee of the

Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries District, . »
held at Chester yesterday, the scientific subcom- |  /MUSSels at St. Annes was dangerously contaminated”. The
mittee reported that a bacteriological
Sxaminacion had shown that the bed of mussels &t | newspaper article continues: “The Urban Council were, in
. Annes was dangerously contaminated, The

Urban Council were, in consequence, making . X
Arsangmemnta o Madiicn tha Slabesy Flahit b consequence, making arrangements to acquire the fishery
the bed, and notices wou! ued pro ting
the taking and exposing for sale of mussels from . . . o e
that bed, At the pressnt time neither the Joint rights for the bed, and notices would be issued prohibiting
Committee nor any other local authority, unless
they had exceptional rights, had power to
prohibit the taking of mussels from polluted
beds, and the sub-committee had requested the
chairman of the Joint Committee to sign a bed.”’
petition to the president of the Board of
Agriculture and Fisheries, urging the necessity . .
of Parliamentary powers being conferred onlocal The fll’lal paragl‘aph Of the ncew Spapel' aITICIG ShOWS
authorities for this purpose.

the taking and exposing for sale of mussels from that

how serious the problem of sewage-polluted mussels had
become: “At the present time neither the Joint Committee nor any other local authority, unless
they had exceptional rights, had power to prohibit the taking of mussels from polluted beds, and
the sub-committee had requested the chairman of the Joint Committee to sign a petition to the
president of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, urging the necessity of Parliamentary powers
being conferred on local authorities for this purpose.”

So, eighty years after the Leith deaths and illnesses were widely reported, a mussel bed at St.
Annes became the forerunner in the quest for Parliamentary action. Whilst waiting for these Par-

liamentary powers to be conferred on them, the local authority could only apply the Lord of the

Manor’s licence, which was to protect the bed from damage. It was, therefore, on this basis that

“At Lytham P ons, this after-
{ Lytham ety Sessions, this after- | 1y | EGAL, GATHERING OF MUSSELS

noon, Robt. Fisher, who did not ap- AT ST. ANNES.

At he Lytham Petiy Sesions, thw aftcrnoon, Robt.
Fialrer, who did pot eppear, was summopod for wil.
aging mussel beds at St. Annes”, rather || fully damasing mussc] beds a: 8t Anues

R P A nost s TENSRNL | P |

pear, was summoned for wilfully dam-

than a matter of affecting the public health of Blackpool and the surrounding district. The damage
was assessed to be 10 shillings and a fine to this value was inflicted upon Mr. Fisher, as reported

by the ‘Lancashire Daily Post on the 9" February 1907.
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Two months after this court case, and perhaps because of potential repercussions if a death was

to occur as a result of eating contaminated mussels

Permission has been granted the St. from the St. Annes beds, Mr. Clifton granted St. Annes
Annes Urban Council to destroy the mussel
beds on the foreshore. About two monthe 1 1SS1
g R Mo g g Urban Council permission to destroy the mussel beds
these mussel beds through samples having
been taken and analysed. Public notices || ON the foreshore.
:mputodtnmmdtholon.

ut even then many people t fit to ¢ 1 ? -

o galier Ba -h.n-n?‘hm v The Blackpool Herald and Fylde Advertiser’ an
sult was a prosecution the C il, and . .. . .
the sugyestion from Abu’L Fish, the hair- || nounced this decision in the Tuesday, 24 April 1907,
man of the Bench, that an effort should be
made to remove the mussel beds. The iti i i
Lk e s edition of its newspaper and it went on to report that
,8,,,:::.' ke Mm‘m'm? i:::' m':?-it:‘;:. the difficulty which now presents itself to the St.
mission. The difficulty which now presents
itself to the Bt. Annes Council is how to ||  Annes Council is how to destroy the mussels, and until
destroy the mussels, and until an effective

lati the . . . .
gy :i'" @ um;b?m;mb:dp:;.m an effective solution of the problem is arrived at the
each season and taken to the refuse destruc . .
| 1oz works. mussels will in all probability be gathered each season

and taken to the refuse destructor works”.

One week later, on 9" April 1907, ‘The

SSHE \ QML IS
Lancashire Daily Post carried an article titled MULSLLS AND SEWAGE.

“MUSSELS AND SEWAGE” in relation to a ALARMING REPORT AS TO CONTAMI-
NATION AT ST. ANNES,

Lancashire Sea Fisheries Board report writ-

ten by one of its officials, Mr. Johnstone HOW FAR IS THESEA GENERALLY
POLLUTED?

B.Sc., on his bacteriological analysis of mus-
sels from Lancashire and Wales. The newspaper reporter wrote: “He states that the mussel bed
at St. Annes is situated near and, and [sic] indeed around, the sewage outfall, and some little dis-
tance to the south of the latter. It is a small bed, but the mussels on it are fairly abundant. The
shell-fish are of good quality, with fine, clean, and thin shells, apparently rapidly growing fish.
Those examined were apparently well nourished and healthy molluscs.

The bed has long had an evil reputation, and he was informed by the medical officer of St.
Annes that though he had no direct evidence of illness in St. Annes resulting from the consump-
tion of these mussels the medical officer of Blackpool had attributed several cases of enteric fe-
ver directly to the consumption of mussels from this bed.

Mpr. Johnstone thinks the direction of the tidal streams favours the contamination of these
mussels. Not only is there direct and continual pollution by the St. Annes sewer, but a considera-
ble quantity of greatly diluted sewage from Lytham and even from the Ribble estuary generally,
must find its way over these grounds at the earlier period of the ebb tide. The topography of the

coast, indeed, renders it impossible that these shellfish can escape direct contamination.
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A bacteriological analysis of mussels from the bed near the St. Annes sewage outfall left no
room for doubt that they “are most gravely polluted by micro-organisms of intestinal (or faecal)
origin.” ... “Most people” he observes, “will say that neither crude sewage nor a purified efflu-
ent should find its way anywhere near a shellfish bed. One must agree with this opinion but when
practical methods of sanitary engineering and sewage disposal are being considered, and when
one thinks of such a densely-populated littoral as that of Lancashire, it must be apparent that the
idea of removing sewage so that it cannot approach mussel beds is quite unattainable.”

In answering his own question “7o what extent does the sea contain sewage bacteria?” Mr.
Johnstone referred to his analysis of mussels collected from Roosebeck Inner Scar, near Piel,
Barrow-in-Furness. “Now, it is here”, he wrote, “that one might expect freedom from contami-
nation” however, his analysis had “indicated a certain degree of sewage pollution, so slight as
to be certainly insufficient to justify any degree of interference with the local industry ... I can
only suggest that the sea all along the coast of Lancashire is generally slightly polluted with
sewage matters. A thorough examination of the distribution of colon bacilli in the coastal waters
of Lancashire would undoubtedly be of practical value.”

A further eighteen months on and the topic of the pollution of the Lancashire coast was again
in the news. During an inquiry into an application for sanction to borrow £3,400 for the purpose
of extending and improving Lytham sewerage works, it was reported in newspapers throughout
Lancashire that the medical officer of health for the county, Dr. Sergeant, “expressed regret that
the whole coast of Lancashire should be polluted through the discharge of sewage into the sea.”

Another year went by and the need for Parliamentary action was still being sought by Lanca-
shire County Council for some authority to prohibit the taking of mussels for human consumption
from beds known to be contaminated
with sewage. The headline for a report " .“ USSELS AS WIIJD ANIMALS.“
on this topic in ‘The Lancashire Daily 'n
Post’ for Thursday, 3" February 1910
provided an explanation for the lack of

action by the Council; mussels were con-  (JPOWERS SOUGHT BY LANCASHIRE
COUNTY COUNCIL.

DIFFICULTY OF DEALING WITH
CONTAMINATED BEDS.

sidered to be ‘wild animals’ and as such

there was, in legal terms, “no property in them until they were captured”. That meant the mussel
beds couldn’t be destroyed or even made out-of-bounds to the general public. But the slow wheels
of government research had been turning during the five years since the Joint Committee of the
Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries District called for Parliamentary action to prohibit the taking

of mussels from polluted beds.
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On Tuesday, 18™ April 1911, ‘The Lancashire Daily Post’ carried an extensive article on the
outcome of a lengthy and exhaustive inquiry on the conditions under which mussels and cockles
are grown, collected, cleaned, and stored, and the relation of such treatment to the prevalence of
enteric fever (typhoid) and other illness. The inquiry was carried out by the Medical Officer of the
Local Government Board [the predecessor of the Ministry of Health], Dr. H. Timbrell Bulstrode
and covered every source of supply of the shellfish on the English and Welsh coastline. Comment-

- v+ 1ing on the work of Dr. Bulstrode, the

| Thoes ain b hittls doubt thst the rorard nikes

{out bn oxceliont caso for further !i-;;;«.f:.'.:g:: to ufford newspaper article stated: “There can
prootar powors of control o local authorities and :

Fishiers Boasds in ordar that dangerous sources of

{ it iy ke e eativale, clrand - be little doubt that the report makes
| "‘I_'.’A"-' 44 5.9 »,.‘ i '.“.4- .{. B ) -'_'A

out an excellent case for further legis-
lation to afford greater powers of control to local authorities and Fishery Boards in order that
dangerous sources of supply may be effectively closed.” [Dr. Bulstrode died twelve weeks after
the newspaper article was printed. ]

In addition to Dr. Bulstrode’s lengthy investigation, careful analysis of the cases of typhoid
occurring in Manchester over the period 1906 to 1912 had been carried out by the Medical Officer
of Health for the city, Dr. Niven, which provided a crushing condemnation of the mussel beds at
Conway (Wales). In June 1912, Professor Hardman, the Honorary Director of scientific work at
the Lancashire Sea Fisheries Laboratory at the University of Liverpool, and the Sea Fish Hatchery
at Piel issued his annual report in which he pointed out a situation likely to arise with many shell-
fish beds following the case where the Health Committee at Birmingham*, no doubt using Dr.
Niven’s results, refused to admit mussels from Conway without a certificate of purity.

[* the 1875 Public Health Act required all local authorities to appoint medical officers who,
being responsible for the health and wellbeing of their inhabitants, were authorised to examine

foodstuffs and deny entry into their district any contaminated produce.]

This resulted in the passing of the Conway Mussel Order (1912) with one of its provisions being
that no mussels should be taken from the fishery except for relaying in a suitable place within the
fishery for such time as should be necessary to achieve purification. This, Professor Hardman went
on to say, had resulted in the Conway fishermen applying to the Lancashire and Western Sea
Fisheries Committee for a certificate of purity for their mussels but before his Committee could
issue a certificate of purity some standard of bacteriological impurity must be adopted.

Obviously, a ‘standard of impurity’ wasn’t available at that time, neither was there any scien-
tific evidence that could be used by the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Committee to form
such a standard. This resulted in the Conway mussel industry having to be closed down. But as

detailed in Chapter 7 this wasn’t the end for the Conway mussel fishermen.
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Where did this leave the mussel fishermen of the Ribble estuary? In response to complaints
about contaminated shellfish in the Ribble estuary, members of the Lancashire Sea Fisheries La-
boratory carried out investigations during 1913 and a report of their findings was the subject of an

article in the 12% June 1914 copy of ‘The Lancashire Daily Post’.

In the report it described the shellfish beds as being

RIBBLE MUSSEL BEDS. “situated on the Horse Bank, which is south of the chan-

BESULTS OF INVESTIGATIONS| nel, and Salter’s Bank, which is mainly in the north.”
DURING LAST YEAR. “Mussels,” the report went on to say, “are not that im-

——————

ST. ANNES MOLLUSCS CON-
DEMNED. on the foreshore sloping down to what used to be the North

portant, and the only beds at present are those at St. Annes,

Channel; one or two small banks on the foreshore and in
the channel near Lytham, and a bed in the channel near Lytham, and a bed in the Ribble channel
close to the training wall and nearly opposite Ansdell.” [Here we can see the effect that the build-
ing of the training walls had on the main Ribble outlet to the sea. It was only twenty-five years
between the time when ships laden with visitors were able to disembark on to St. Annes pier using
the deep-water channel, to what was described in 1913 report as “what used to be the North Chan-
nel”.] The Lancashire Sea Fisheries Laboratory report continued with a detailed account of the
flow of diluted sewage within the estuary and its association with the bacterial impurity of the
various cockle and mussel beds and the investigation found that: “Lytham beds were not free from
risk of pollution by sewage but epidemiological evidence of their role in transmitting disease is
lacking. The case of the St. Annes bed is entirely different. Here we have mussels which are, some
of them, entirely bathed in sewage ... Needless to say, the St. Annes mussels should not be eaten at
any period of the year, and numerous cases of enteric fever have been ascribed to these molluscs
at Blackpool and elsewhere.”

Whilst the report did state that the Lytham beds were ‘at risk’ of pollution there wasn’t any
published medical evidence of the type used by the Birmingham Medical Officer therefore the
Lytham mussel industry was allowed to continue.

Eighteen months later another attempt was made to get these beds condemned but this time
using medical evidence.

It was stated at the monthly meeting of the Preston Town Council held on the 30" December
1915 and reported in ‘The Lancashire Evening Post’ the same day, “that the Fishmongers’ Com-
pany of London had caused shell-fish from [the mussel beds in the Ribble, near Lytham and St.

} that the ‘j."g;i;,,;[-,}' zova || Annes] to be analysed by their own bac-

(1‘.}15”11‘..;{I;”,mxi«lv l:::?.)j.:.‘-:imlEélﬁ[zl{f\:ﬁ;“l ':\?;: teriologist, who recorded that the shell-

bacteriologist, whio reported that ‘the shell-fish
wers unclean and unfit for humn consumption.
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’

fish were unclean and unfit for human consumption”.
The meeting was further informed that additional tests had been carried out by their own med-
ical officer and the result was identical with the analysis received from London. As a consequence

of these findings: “A meeting was called for February 2" at the Town Hall, at which any person
— A meeting was called
for February 2nd ab the Town Hull, ot which

interested could attend to show cause if

they could, why an order should not be .'my1 person intervsted could attend to show causs,
. if they conld, why an order should not be made
made to close these beds, and to prohibit to clpse those beds, and to prohibit tho sale of

shell-figsh taken from them.
the sale of shell-fish taken from them.”

The meeting was duly called at which there was a large attendance including Mr. John Forshaw,
representing Lytham Urban Council, Mr. Mansfield, representing Mr. J. Talbot Clifton and Mr.
Bradley, Clerk to St. Annes Council.

During the meeting it was disclosed that the two contaminated mussel samples examined by
the Fishmongers’ Company were in fact from St. Annes and Glasson Dock (near Lancaster) and
there was no evidence of disease being traced to mussels from Lytham. Mr. Bradley said they were
convinced that the mussels taken from St. Annes were polluted, and they hoped an order would be
made for St. Annes. Mr. Forshaw had pointed out to the meeting that St. Annes had quite a different
situation to Lytham and, as reported in ‘The Lytham Times’, 4™ February 1916: “Mr. Mansfield

said Mr. Clifton was quite as desirous of protecting

Mr. Mansficld said Mr. Clifton was quite as : ;
desirous of protecting tho health of the publie the health Of the pubhc as the Health Committee

as tho Health Committee were, but he had
about 80 tenants cengaged in the mussel indus- were, but he had about 30 tenants engaged in the
try and it was his object to defend them “as far
as he possibly could. There was no hurry for
tho moment, and as there was nothing in the
report by which the Committee could give a
wholesale condemmation of those mussels, ho anaV as he possibly could. There was no hurryfor
suggested that the imquiry should be adjournced
and a thorough investigation made.

mussel industry and it was his object to defend them

the moment, and as there was nothing in the report

by which the Committee could give as wholesale condemnation of those mussels, he suggested that

1

the inquiry should be adjourned and a thorough investigation made.’
Three weeks later an article in the ‘Gossip’ column of the ‘Lytham Times’ asked the question:

What's happening in regard to the mussel “What’s happenlng n regard to the mussel agl'ta_
agitation? Sinee the inquiry nothing seems to
have been said or done.  Perhaps the Prdston

people found it was too hot to handle, and | tion?”

have dropped it. At all events, the Lytham,

men are getting them as ba‘ore, and il those : : . Qs . . .
who are partial to the shellfish will ‘purchasq The article continued: “Since the inquiry I’lOﬂ’lll’lg

them throngh fhe shops they may be surve of

their soundness.  Mussels that are picked up seems to have been said or done ... At all events, the
on the shore should not be eaten. r'J'hu Ly-
tham fishermen hnow where the “‘safe” mus- { ¢ . .
sels are to be found, and they wont look at Lytham men are gettlng them as before, and l]FthOS€
any other. . .

E N ¥ who are partial to the shellfish will purchase them

through the shops they may be sure of their soundness. Mussels that are picked up from the shore
should not be eaten. The Lytham fishermen know where the “safe” mussels are to be found, and

’

they wont [sic] look at any other.’
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Unbeknown to the writer of the newspaper article it would be many years before a resolution
to the problem of Ribble estuary contaminated mussels would come to fruition but it must be
remembered that, by this time, the Great War had been raging for over eighteen months and, no

doubt, other priorities got in the way.

An article in “The Liverpool Daily Post and Mercury”, dated LANCASHIRE FISHERS.
Monday, 14" May 1917, highlights the fact that eating mussels MUSSELS FOR FOOD.

Proposals are being made for permission to

was being encouraged as “Proposals are being made for permis- i kT e e e

of May, June, July, and August this year,

sion to remove mussels for food during the months of May, June, —||mmd s o " ous oedinasily be pre-

Jenkins, superintendent of the L shire and

July, and August this year, when their removal would ordinarily || }ise Se Fubecion Distic, in . repor

be prohibited by by-law”. For the next five years mussels contin-
ued to be collected from the Ribble beds by the local fishermen and sold to the traditional markets
across the country.

Was it the continued post-war hardship, both in terms of food shortage and unemployment,
which kept the ‘notorious’ Ribble mussel out of the mind of the medical committee? A special
report prepared by the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries District “on the mussels from the

Ribble training walls” contained the statement: “The

RISBLE TRAINING WALLS. most safely edible mussels are at a point on the north
MUSSELS AS A “ FINE NATURAL BINOING || fraining wall, 1312 miles from the dock gates at Pres-
MATERIAL."”

A special report on the mussels from the Ribble 1 } 1 A
Wl Lol g g o propared b by Lanca fon, opposite No. 2 Gas Buoy. The impression is that

shure and Western 8.a Fisheries Distriet. The most . .
safely odible mussols are at a point on the || the mussels are clean and well scoured, there is nei-
north m;:mng wall, 133 rll\lmz gomnl}u d'lq;:k
t t Proston, ite No, H uwoy. The . .
B rcssion s that the museels are clean and || ther smell nor mud, and they are evenly distributed on
well scoured, thon; ia‘neilhor smell ‘norhmucl!.
and they are evenly distributed on the shingle . .
And stonea forming the fop of the wall. he || the shingle and stones forming the top of the wall. The
comparative smuunity from pollution of the . . . .
musals Gpposite the No. 2 Gas Buoy is attribut- comparative immunity from pollution of the mussels
able to the d-sflnnm lronl:m;cwngo out(r“lln, %!!:d
the dilution of sowage before contac ° . . . .
Church Scar bed is most susceptible to pollu- opposite No. 2 Gas Buoy is attributable to the distance
tion.
PN Y [SOUSUREPY Y WpEOUveon S| T . ¥ & W PN

from sewer outfalls, and the dilution of sewage before
contact. The Church Scar bed is most susceptible to pollution.” This article was printed in ‘The
Lancashire Daily Post” on Thursday, 2" March 1922.

The following week the ‘Blackpool Times, Fleetwood Express and St. Annes Visitor’ carried a
damning article, based upon the observations by Professor J. Johnstone of Liverpool University,
regarding the Church Scar bed pollution:

“There is evidence of recent and immediate sewage pollution; there are privies actually dis-
charging on the Scar itself, and there are two large outfalls of crude sewage about a mile and a
quarter away from the centre of the mussel bed. The latter may smell offensively, and in addition
to all that, there is general pollution of the Ribble. Whatever value the fishery on Church Scar may

have cannot be much, but much or little, it seems reasonable to urge that mussels taken from this
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bed should certainly not be marketed for human consumption without it being re-laid or otherwise

pumped. If that is impossible, then the fishery had better be prohibited.”

Perhaps based on the observations of Professor Johnstone and only two months after reporting

that the training wall mussel bed was “clean and well scoured” the same newspaper reported:

“The Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Joint Committee |
have written to the Preston Corporation requesting the Port —

Sanitary Authority for the Ribble estuary to take the necessary | coporation requesting the Port Samitary
steps under the Public Health (Shellfish) Regulations, 1915%, 10 || G fis neulations, 1915 to close those
close those mussel beds in the estuary which are polluted to || potiuced to such an extent as to be a danger

such an extent as to be a danger to public health. The Town

THE RIBBLE MUSSEL BEDS

The Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries
Joint Committee have written to the Preston

Authority for the Ribble estuary to take the
necessary steps under the Public Health

mussel b eds in the estuary which are

to public health. The Town Clerk was

l communicating with the Ministry of Health
on the subject.

Clerk was communicating with the Ministry of Health on the subject.”

AP)

Treating and Disposing of Sewage . . .
; g i B i g ,.m,,g charge of sewage into tidal waters was brought specially to our no-

(IncLupiNe Axy Liqum

GENERAL SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS

FINAL REPORT

THE COMMISSIONERS

[*The final report of a Royal Commission on the subject of

‘Treating and Disposing of Sewage published on the 11" February

RODITED 70 SRGUIRE AXD/REPORT WHAT MOl OF 1915, stated: “The subject matter of our Fourth Report - the dis-

MAY PROPERLY BE ADOPTED.

tice by the Local Government Board, who had been moved to take

AND RECOMMENDATIONS. action in consequence of a number of serious outbreaks of enteric

Presented 10 botd Bouses of Part

ttament by Command of bis Majesty.

fever, ascribed to the eating of shell-fish obtained from sewage-
polluted water.” The report then recommended: “That the neces-

sary power of control over the pollution of tidal waters, and over

waters, foreshores, pits, ponds, beds, and layings where shell-fish

are grown, fattened or stored, should be vested in the Rivers Boards, subject to appeal to a central

authority.”

This recommendation then brought about the ‘Public Health (Shellfish) Regulations, 1915°,

which allowed the Preston Port Sanitary Authority the legal right to close polluted shellfish beds.]

Fifteen months later and another report appeared in the ‘“The Lancashire Daily Post’: “4 meeting

RIBBLE MUSSEL BEDS.

LYTHAM FISHERMEN PROTEST AGAINST
THREATENED CLOSING.

A mreeting of Lytham fishermen was held last
night to discuss thoe threatenced closing of the
Ribble mussel heds.  Several membors spoke of
the great hardshin the closing of the beds would
mean 10 between 40 and 50 men, and iy was
pointed onut that letters had been received from
all parta of the country tedtilsing to tho purity
of Lytham tusscls,

L o ¥

of Lytham fishermen was held last night [Friday,
20™ July 1923] to discuss the threatened closing
of the Ribble mussel beds. Several members
spoke of the great hardship the closing of the
beds would mean to between 40 and 50 men, and
it was pointed out that letters had been received
from all parts of the country testifying to the pu-
rity of Lytham mussels.”
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Then, on Tuesday, 7" August 1923, ‘The Lancashire Daily Post’ informed its readers: “A dep-
utation of fishermen interested in the mussel industry at Lytham have been interviewed by officials
of the Council with reference to the regulations
proposed to be made by the Ministry of Health pro- LYTHAM MUSSEL BEDS.
hibiting the sale of mussels from the Lytham beds COUNCIL'S EFFORT TO REMOVE ENMBARGO.

A deputation of fishrrmon interested in the

for human consumption without they are effec- mussel industry at. Lytham have been inter-
viowed by tho officials of the Council with refer.
tively cleansed once to the regulations proposed to bo mada by

the Ministry of Health prohibiting the sale of

. mussels from tho Lytham beds for human ocon-
The Health Committee have resolved that, rec- sumption without they are offectively cleansed.

. The Health Committeo have zesolved that
ognising that the closing of the beds would have || recogniring that the closing of the beds wonld

{:no :hlc c;;‘foct tf)f de;pnvu?gt ha consldeubllo ]nut{\-
.. . er o ANtham families o err means of liveli-
the effect of depriving a considerable number of || hood. the committeo considers the matter one of
et:lrc‘_r__na }:trgcn?y, ’;nd tg?t kGonnlcul;‘onMBébbv'
1. . . . an orshaw, the Town Clerk, and the Medica
Lytham families of their means of livelihood, the || Officer of Health should interview Dr. Jenkins,
superintendent of the Westorn Sea Fisheries,

. . with a view, if possible, of getting the proposed
committee considers the matter one of extreme ur- snbargo rethovalorkated B ita ,,,,,,,,t,‘:,’,'

gency, and that Councillors Bibby and Forshaw,
the Town Clerk, and the Medical Officer of Health should interview Dr. Jenkins, superintendent
of the Western Sea Fisheries, with a view, if possible, of getting the proposed embargo removed
or limited in its operation.”

The Council mentioned here is the Lytham St. Annes Borough Council, which had only come
into existence the previous year. Perhaps the might of the combined urban districts of Lytham and

St. Annes on Sea could get “the proposed embargo removed or limited in its operation”

Two months later, Wednesday, 10% October 1923, the fate of the mussel fishermen on the

Ribble estuary was announced in an ‘Extra Special’ edition of the ‘Lancashire Daily Post’:

Extra Speclal

The Lancast ire Daily Post.

P RESTON PORT SANITARY
AUTHORITY
THE IRESTON (3HELL FISH) REGULATIONS,

1923,

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN that the lllnlm cl
Health, in exerciee of powsrs conferted on by
un Public Health Act, 1875. tho Publle llunh Act,
s 96 and the Public Tealth: (Regulations as to ¥ood)

1907, has mlde REGULATIONS which vide
thul. a VD not SELL DISTRIBUTE, ot
OFFER R SALB lﬂr HUMAN  CONSUMPTION any
MUSSELS taken from withln ‘the DISTRICT of the
PRESTON PORT SANITARY AUTHORITY unlu?
and runtdl they have byen subjected fo a process o
cleansing which the Minister, on the resentation of
the Minister of Agriculture and Misheries, or of I|l
Tort Sanitary Autbority, has approved.

‘The DISTRICT of the I'RES Dh PORT S.AVITAH.\’
AUTHORITY embrares tho whole ESTUARY of ¥
RIVER RIBBLE from BLACKPOOL to FORMB \
POINT, and up thn River Ribble and Its Tributaries
to the ‘Tarthest roint to which (he tide flows,

Any pemon. wilfully neg'ecting or. rdmln‘ to_owey
or carry out, or obstructing ‘the execution of, the
Regulations s Mable to a pmall) ‘not excreding £100,
and fn the case of a cootinming offence to a futther
penalty not exceating £30 tor every duy during whick
the offenco contiunes.

ALFRED HOWARTIIL,
Town l‘::;k Aﬁm! 'unk An &m Preston
n it uthari
Town Hall, Treston, 10t Orlo?-r 1915.",
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PRESTON PORT SANITARY
AUTHORITY
THE PRESTON (SHELL FISH) REGULATIONS,
1923

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Minister of Health, in exercise of the
powers conferred on him by the Public Health Act, 1875, the Public Health Act,
1896, and the Public Health (Regulations as to Food) Act, 1907, has made REGU-
LATIONS which provide that a person shall not SELL, DISTRIBUTE, or OFFER
FOR SALE for HUMAN CONSUMPTION any MUSSELS taken from within the
DISTRICT of the PRESTON PORT SANITARY AUTHORITY unless and until
they have been subjected to a process of cleansing which the Minister, on the rep-
resentation of the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries, or of its Port Sanitary Au-
thority, has approved.

The DISTRICT of the PRESTON PORT SANITARY AUTHORITY embraces
the whole ESTUARY of the RIVER RIBBLE from BLACKPOOL to FORMBY
POINT, and up the River Ribble and its Tributaries to the farthest point to which
the tide flows.

Any person wilfully neglecting or refusing to obey or carry out, or obstructing
the execution of the Regulation is liable to a penalty not exceeding £100, and in the
case of a continuing offence to a further penalty not exceeding £50 for every day

during which the offence continues.
ALFRED HOWARTH
Town Clerk and Clerk to the Preston

Port Sanitary Authority
Town Hall, Preston, 10th October, 1923
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Chapter 7
The Conway (Wales) Experiment

We have seen that, during the concluding five or six years of the nineteenth and the first decade
of the twentieth century, much had been written about mussel-borne typhoid and, as we saw in
Chapter 5, the Conway mussel was the ‘star turn’ owing to its “well-merited evil repute”. Constant
attention had been directed towards Conway mussels as a result of complaints by many health
authorities and a careful analysis of the cases of typhoid occurring in Manchester over the period
1906-1912, by the Medical Officer of Health for that city, provided the crushing indictment which
resulted in the Conway Mussel Order of 1912 being passed by Parliament.

One of the provisions of the 1912 Conway Mussel Order was that no mussels should be taken
from the fishery except for relaying in a suitable place within the fishery for such time as should
be found necessary to achieve purification. This stipulation was made on advice based upon the
observation that shellfish became purified if re-laid in clean water.

In practice, no suitable, clean place could be found for re-laying Conway mussels; a difficulty
which would have presented itself at most, if not all, polluted fisheries around the coast of Britain.

But, unlike that for the Ribble estuary mussels, a practical solution to the contamination of the
Conway mussel was swift and it came in the form of Dr. R. W. Dodgson.

Robert William Dodgson, the brother of Charles Lutwidge
Dodgson (better known by his pen name Lewis Carroll), was
born in 1870 in Wigton, Cumberland, of Quaker parentage.
He attended Owens College, Manchester, and thence in 1890
entered St. Mary's Hospital, Paddington, as a senior scholar
in natural science. There he became assistant pathologist and
showed outstanding ability as a teacher as well as in his other

duties, his time at St. Mary's being rounded-off by a gold

medal award in 1898.

Dodgson's subsequent career fell into two periods, the first of which was mostly spent abroad.
In 1900 he went to South Africa to inquire into the results of anti-typhoid inoculation of British
troops serving there. This War Office appointment was followed by the directorship of the Gov-
ernment Research Laboratory at Cape Town under the Plague Administration, and in 1902 he
became director of the Pasteur Institute of Rhodesia at Bulawayo.

Two years later he returned to Britain and remained in private work until 1911. He then joined

Sir Almroth Wright in an investigation of epidemic pneumonia among employees in the gold
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mines of the Witwatersrand, but in 1913 he left South Africa after a somewhat severe illness.
Dodgson visited laboratories in France and Germany on his way home and reached England just
before the outbreak of the First World War.

The second period of his career began in 1915 with an appointment under the Ministry of Ag-
riculture and Fisheries to devise a method of freeing mussels from dangerous pollution. Dodgson's
approach to this problem was through a comprehensive study of the physiology of the mussel,
coupled with bacteriological investigation. His research enabled him to provide the scientific evi-
dence and a repeatable mussel cleansing process that satisfied the Conway Mussel Order and
within the space of four years the Conway mussel industry returned again to being a commercial

SUcCCEss.

Unloading mussels at Conway — 1950
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Chapter 8
The Lytham Mussel Purification Station Scheme

Although we saw in Chapter 6 that “The Preston (Shellfish) Regulations, 1923’ removed the
main livelihood of the Ribble estuary mussel fishermen, i.e. the selling of mussels for human con-
sumption, there wasn’t a complete ban on mussel collecting. The regulations did allow for the
collection of mussels to be used for bait by ‘rod and line’ fishermen and, as such, mussel collectors
could still be seen legally toiling away on the Ribble estuary mussel beds after the 10" October
1923. The regulations also allowed for the sale or distribution of mussels for human consumption
after they had been subjected to an approved process of cleansing such as that used at Conway but
as we can see in the following court case, such a process wasn’t available to the Ribble fishermen.

Less than six months after the introduction of the regulations a “case of considerable interest
to fishermen in Lytham and the surrounding districts
came before the Lytham Bench, today” reported the

MUSSELS FROM ESTUARY. . .
‘Lancashire Daily Post’ on the 24 March 1924.
LYTHAM FISHERMAN'S BREACH OF ) )
REGULATIONS. The case in question was a breach of the Preston Shell-

A case of considershie intorest to fishermen in . . . .
Lythsm and the suounding district s came || fish Regulations by Nicholas Parkinson of Lytham.
before the Lytham Bench, to-day, when

= ; ; . .
;J:?;f‘“fof‘:k’b};ﬁb of Lytham, was provocaed The case against Mr. Parkinson was that on the 9t

Regulations 1923,

February 1924, he was seen on the front at Lytham with
a handcart containing three bags of mussels. When questioned about them he said he had obtained
them from a spot about 200 yards below Lytham Pier. He also stated that the mussels were for
human consumption and not for fish bait.

The: Thspttor asked. the . dafendast, if. be Mr. Parkinson went on to say: “I know they have

knew that the taking of mussels from the

Ribble estuary for human consumption was || fried to condemn them, but Il intend to keep selling them
forbidden, and defendant said, “I know they
have tried to condemn them, but I intend to

keep selling them until it is proved that they until it is proved that they are not fit to eat.”
are not fit to eat.” o

The defiant defendant continued with a very salient

point: “The regulations provided for a cleansing process and we want it, but you won’t give it to

2

us.

In reply, the Deputy Town Clerk of Preston:

Mr. Nutter explained that the cleansing pro-
cess reslly meant the putting down of works
cnating thousands of pounds. and it was impos-
exlvlo to pu* such worke in the Ribble estuary.

“Mr. Nutter explained that the cleansing process
meant putting down of works costing thousands
of pounds, and it was impossible to put such works in the Ribble estuary.”

Here we see what the mussel fishermen were up against; a Deputy Town Clerk who didn’t want

to spend money and who considered himself capable of assessing the practicalities of building a
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mussel purification station in the Ribble estuary. Didn’t he know about the financial success of the
Conway mussel purification station?

It is perhaps necessary to point out that the Ribble mussel fishermen were not alone in their
fight to get the Lancashire mussel industry back to its former high regard throughout the industrial
towns of Lancashire and Y orkshire. At the same time that the Ribble regulations came into being
similar restrictions were imposed on the vast mussel beds at Morecambe and following the success

of the Conway experiment the fishermen there were also asking for a mussel purification facility.

MUSSELS FOR HUMAN|
CONSUMPTION.
Council Seek Powers for

Cleansing Plant. The Morecambe Guardian, 30" May 1930, carried a report of
FISHERMEN UNEMPLOYED.|,

Wish to Get Back to Their
Former Trade.

an inquiry at the Town Hall at which the Council were seeking

¢ powers to provide a mussel purification plant for their unem-

| Mmmip Resbeplug=f =4 ployed fishermen.
tr:de through the restriction of the sale of mussels for human|«

Hall yeslcrday (Thuucby).

s were made at the Ministry of Health's inquiry|™
;« the %m . =

Later that same year the Lancashire Daily Post, 19™ Oc- S==—————=
RIBBLE ESTUARY MUSSELS.

—_—

rious obstacle is there to the provision of suitable tanks for FISHERMEN AND PROVISION OF
PURIFICATION TANKS.

tober 1930, carried an article asking the question: “What se-

the purification of mussels fished in the Ribble Estuary?”

The report went on to say that local fishermen had ap- | WOULD MEAN" RESUSCITATION OF A LYTHAM

. C . INDUSTRY.
proached Mr. Rosbotham, M.P. for the Ormskirk Division What scrious obstacle” is there to the

‘provision of suitable tanks for the purifica-

and the Mayor of Lytham St. Annes (Councillor A.J. Price) 1 fon of musels fished in the Ribble e-fuary?

to interview the County Council on the subject. The cost of the tanks was quoted as being in the
vicinity of £4000 of which a grant* of £2000 would be available leaving £1000 to be raised on
each side of the river.

*Under the Road and Development Act 1909 the Development Commissioners had the power
to make grants for the improvement of fisheries.

The ‘serious obstacle’ in question was quickly revealed in a letter from the Clerk to the County
Council to the County Architect, dated 16" December 1930. In the letter it was disclosed that
following his meeting with the fishermen, Mr. Rosbotham had approached the Ministry of Health
in order to progress the issue of the County Council obtaining funding for the provision of mussel

purification station at Lytham, only to be told that they had no power to borrow money for that

purpose.
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Undaunted, Mr. Rosbotham took his case to the Lord Privy Seal to see if he would sanction a
grant (for £2000) as an Unemployment Scheme. [The 1930s was a period of national economic
downturn in the Britain, which had its origins in the global Great Depression. Unemployment
reached 70% in some areas at the start of the 1930s (with more than 3 million out of work nation-
ally) and many families depended entirely on payments from local government known as the dole. ]

In the meantime, a site for the purification tanks on the Lancashire coast was being sought and,
owing to the need for the sea water used in the purification process to be of a suitable salinity,
Lytham was identified as being the most favourable. A rough sketch plan, prepared by Dr. R. W.

Dodgson (the ‘father’ of the

mussel purification pro-

e e : 2 cess), identified the site of
i - 0.8 & :' e the old aircraft factory at the
[SNERm R e e east end of the promenade

as a possible location forthe

construction of the pro-

PIER

posed mussel purification

tank.

On the 215t January 1931, the Lytham St. Annes Town Clerk, Mr W. Heap, wrote to the Clerk
of the County Council stating that he had “enquired from Mr. Clifion regarding the ownership of
the suggested site marked A on the rough sketch plan ...”" and that his Agent “does not anticipate

there would be any difficulty in making arrange-
Yussel Purification Tanks. X '
1 duly received your letter of the 14th instant, and mentSfOV Sub-leaSlng SuCh an area .

in reply thereto I beg to inform you that I have enquireg
from ¥r. Clifton regarding the ownership of the suggeste N
site merked A on the rough sketoh plan sccompenying your Unfortunately, Mr. Rosbotham’s attempt to se-
letter, and am informed that the plot indicated was leased
several years ago for a long "c‘sm for buildixtx% ;ergosgi, . ,
but the Agent intimates that "he does not anticipate there _
would be any difficulty in making arrangements for sub- Cure a grant from the Lord Prl\/ y Seal S Unemploy
leasing such an area as might be necessary for the construction
of the proposed mussel purification tank, which presumably

Vould. not be & very lergs one." ment Scheme didn’t achieve its hoped-for outcome

and the plan to build the ‘mussel purification tank’

stalled. But not for long. Behind the scenes, Mr. Rosbotham was preparing a parliamentary bill

that would enable local authorities, including County Councils, to provide funds in support of
shellfish purification facilities.

Did Mr. Rosbotham have fond memories of Lytham that spurred him into action on behalf of

the Lytham fishermen? Although he was the Member of Parliament for the Ormskirk Division, he

may have visited Lytham as his father had

7 Ho /{/” ' Nitinss Jion 2 oo, /| owned properties in the town during the

/Z)( /p/%/é/wq/p/%‘/;lyﬁ/ﬁ, ) )
1870’s. An entry in the Minutes of the
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Lytham Commissioners Sanitary Committee Meeting dated 12" June 1873, made reference to

“Two cottages in Hastings Place, the property of Mr. Rosbottom [sic] of Southport”,

Whether or not this was the case, Mr. (later Sir) Samuel Thomas Rosbotham was instrumental

in driving through Parliament the ‘Public Health (Cleansing of Shell Fish) Act” which “enabled

local authorities to provide or contribute towards the provision of means for cleansing shell-fish".

The Bill was presented in Parliament by Mr. Rosbotham supported by: Major Lloyd George, Mr.

Cape, Mr. Charles Williams, Mr. Wilson Ramsay, Mr. Cook, Viscount Elmley, Mrs. Ward, Mr.

David Grenfell, and Dr. Worthington, and it received its Royal Ascent on the 16" June 1932.

AHT/MA.

29t
. Qur ref:G.1387. h September, 1932,

Sir,

Mussel Purification Tank,

_Sometime ago the County Gouncil had under
consideration the question of providing a Tank at
Lythem St Annes for the purification of mussels
obtained from the Ribble Estuary, but owing to
legal difficulties the matiter was dropped.

Now that the Public Health (Cleansing of
Shell Fish) Act 1932 is law, it may be that the
matter will again have consideration.

I understood at the time that if such & Tank
were provided on the lines of that now in operation
at Conway, and subject %o the approval and control
of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, the
Develooment Commissioners would be prepared to make a
grant of possibly one-half the cost of construction.

Would it be possible for you to let me know
by return of post whether the Comnigsioners would
now be likely to make such a grant if a satisfactory
application were submitted to them?

I% will, of course, be quite understood that
in replying to this letter the Development
Commi ssioners will not be committing themselves
in eny way. All I went to know is whether suci
grants are now being made. g

I am, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

Glerk of the Counbty Council,

The County Council, now with an
Act of Parliament on their side, went
in search the necessary funds again.
A letter was sent to the Development
Commissioners on the 29" Septem-
ber 1932, asking whether “the De-
velopment Commissioners would be
prepared to make a grant of possibly

one-half of the cost of construction ”.

The following day a meeting between Sir George Etherton, Mr S.T. Rosbotham, the Mayor of

Lytham St. Annes and Mr. H Paynter (District Inspector of Fisheries North-West Area) was held

“with a view to enlisting the financial support of the County

Council in the erection of a mussel cleaning plant at Lytham for

the benefit of the Lytham and Banks fishermen”.

he Lythem and Banks fiser, T For e botatys of
It was now full steam ahead to secure the plot of land previ- “ S———

The depu on at .

he deputation attended wity & view to en)yg

i Listing g

rinencial support of the County Counes) i 1ng the
1 dn the

: erecty
of @ mussel cleaning plent at Lyy -

ously identified as suitable for the ‘mussel cleaning plant’ i.e. the site of the old aircraft factory at

the east end of Lytham promenade.
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On the 9™ November 1932, the County Council contacted the Clifton Estate office, by tele-

phone, requesting a copy of a plan of the site. The Estate Offices promptly sent “a cloth tracing

ESTATE OFFICES,

LYTHAM.

We WHINNERAK, FS1ELAS,

LAND AGENT

11th November, 1932.

Tevesnone N 91 Lyrnam

Dear Sir,
Mussel Purification.

Referring to your call on the 9th inst., I have pleasure
in enclosing e cloth trecing of the plan engrossed uvon the
Counterpart Lease of premises at the east end of Lytham dated
29th Jenuary 1924 mede between the late Mr. Joan Talbot Clifton
and the English Electric Compeny Limited for a term of 996years
from the lst November 1923 et the yearly rent of Eighty four
pounds subject to an immediate cash payment of One thousand
pounds (£1,000).

Yours faithfully,

/7 / _ S
Ly Hoioid

Herold W.Cleaver Esq.,

Deputy Olerk of the County Council,
Counecil Offices,

PRESTON.

of the plan engrossed upon the Counter-part Lease of premises at the east end of Lytham dated
29" January 1924 made between the late Mr. John Talbot Clifion and the English Electric Com-

pany Limited for a term of 996years from the 1* November 1923 at a yearly rent of Eighty four

pounds subject to an immediate cash payment of One thousand pounds (£1,000) .

The plan also showed a plot of land “belonging to J.Talbot Clifion Esq leased or agreed to be

leased to the Parkstone Film Co Ltd.” with ‘Right of Way’ access on to the land on offer to the

County Council.

In a letter written by the County Architect, dated 18™ January 1933, it contained the estimated

cost for building the proposed scheme: £4,524 with the caveat that “the cost of the site will be

additional to the above estimate”. In the same
letter he refers to the location of the site as “on
the foreshore of the River Ribble adjoining the
old Hydroplane * Shed (which has more re-

Proposed Site at Lytham.

The site at Lytham which has been sux £
proposed ifussel Purification Station is situg‘zgei:‘xe%11togof'22hore
of the River Ribble adjoining the o0ld Hydroplena Shed“(::hich has
more recently been used as a Film Studio). IIecfotiatiO.ns are in
progress for the acquisition of this site, the Zetual erea of the
Z&"nd required being about 3136 squere yards (or rather more than
5/8ths of an acre), with a right of way from Preston Road. N

cently been used as a Film Studio). Negotiations are in progress for the acquisition of this site”.

* Seaplane

50



Qoanatint Jot, oiss

Gl e e apeiy
Pols ptl Cand py 1,

The ‘Film Studio’ referred to belonged to Parkstone
Film Company and it was this company that the Clerk
of the County Council had written to on the 20" January
1933, regarding the lease of part of their property on

T Pioest Purgiakin Jnur, Ty 1 which to build the mussel purification tanks. On the 15t
f\,%“‘ﬂ a ‘7""’“’"}”“ -!r.‘ua; A . .
Koo s Ari digy Elrmmn February 1933, in his reply to the Clerk, Mr. D.P. Stone

7l

»m ve = . . .
A 1y sestls, é%%“; gy . wrote that his company were “very desirous of selling

@— & W@‘c a .
e L. walisis g Lo 2, the property as a whole, and we are afraid that to sub-

might be detrimental to a sale”.

Two weeks later Mr. Stone wrote to the Clerk again, but TWM rdlen. 0tpirince byonn §
this time offering a sub-lease on the land for a payment of

£150 and a ground rent of £20 per annum. Meract Lopufoasd . Plasts &t Aoy Zpine

£4.524 PLANT PROPOSED.

Ribble Mussel B'eds_, to
Re.Open? =

A plant, costing £4,524, is likely to
be installed for purifying the Ribble
estuary mussel ‘beds, which have been’
closed since 1923.. The maintenance is
set at £950, meaning 13,000 bags annu-
ally at 1s. 6d. a bhag, to, be 'self-
supporting. The new plant would pre-
vent pollution and would ;mean’ the
finding of work for 50 to 60 fishermen
for the six winter and autumn months.

On 25% March 1933, David P. Stone wrote to the Chief Assis-
tant Solicitor of the County Council asking, “if your Committee

has come to any decision yet on the above matter” .

What Mr. Stone wasn’t aware of was that the County Architect |, gy SRy T
had contacted Dr. Dodgson at Conway on the 14" March 1933 and Pl b bsie g Ao 175 - J
Claetse Ao ok it tfe e G
the news was less encouraging. In a letter to the Clerk of the N AP TN T

County Council, dated 10t April 1933, the County Architect | #=-
wrote: “Since the results of the tests of the samples taken in Feb-

ruary at points in the Estuary opposite the Lytham Ship Building

lease a portion of the land for the purpose you name

/s i Fetrs. 1933 -
fear Jir

G 2 wiot | ) Raye Crmmimistid it
Wm/&w&»w/{.jf
JIatfi we Gt pacpanid A Conditn praniig
A et liare o Mo Card Neguiined fr- o

P e Follpraig LRt
/. e Py st e f/.‘:‘s, Irsn
[ouném// Qi Yatls Arvansls -
« 7/
2 e brwa LA ulyret 4‘4_;»,».«‘{.
Nant~ ) £ 20 pern asnnsin.,

In the meantime, the ‘Blackpool Times’ provided some
more detail. On the 3™ February 1933, it reported: “4 plant,
costing £4,524, is likely to be installed for purifying the Rib-
ble estuary mussel beds, which have been closed since 1923.
The maintenance is set at £950, meaning 13,000 bags annu-
ally at Is. 6d. a bag, to be self-supporting. The new plant
would prevent pollution and would mean the finding of work
for 50 to 60 fishermen for the six winter and autumn

months.”

/M I wme /./X-
Py sl
“hiaed 367 133

Yomn 244 L1370

Dot e —

P
Y “’-'"‘1*,

5 b
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Co’s Yard and Messrs.

Since the results of the tests of the samples taken
in February at points in the Estuary opposite the Lytham Ship

Building Co's. Yard and Messrs. Cookson's Bakery respectively, Cooksons Bakery respec-

and in March off Lytham Pier, I have felt doubtful as to whether

any of these positions would give water of sufficient salinity tively and in March Oﬁp
s

except on high tides.
Lytham Pier, I have felt doubtful as to whether any of these positions

’

would give water of sufficient salinity except on high tides.’

The Architect’s letter continued:

| I have therefore had a series of samples I have therefore

taken at a pSint about 1500 yards West of Lytham P:'i.er, near )
the Preston Corporation Barge anchorage and approximately had a series ofsamples
opposite to Fairlawn Road.

taken at a point about 1500 yards West of Lytham
Pier, near the Preston Corporation Barge anchorage and approximately opposite to Fairlawn

Road.”

Preston Corporation’s
Barge (the river-pilots’
houseboat) anchored off
Fairlawn R with other
craft in attendance.

Church Scar mussel bed
can be seen in the fore-
ground.

The salinity at this point was found to be favourable and he suggested: “...for your considera-

tion that the Lytham-St. ) ) . -
consideration that the Lytham-St.Annes Corporation should be
Annes [sic] Corporation approached with a view to a definite decision being given as

to whether they will be prepared to approve the erection of the

proposed Station on a site near the South end of Fairlawn Road,
should be appl’OGChed as but not on the foreshore, as I fear that the additional cost

of the scheme at any point on the foreshore would be prohibitive.
to whether they will be
prepared to approve the erection of the proposed Station on a site near the South end of Fair-
lawn Road, but not on the foreshore, as I fear that the additional cost of the scheme at any point
on the foreshore would be prohibitive.”

It would appear that this location quickly fell out of favour and another possible site had been

identified near to the sewage pumping station at Fairhaven but this new location was, again,

quickly dismissed. In a let- [Tois site W Tessed Lo the

Corpsra%ioh for 999 years subject to certain covenants, two

ter to the County Council of which at least will in my opinion enable the Fairhaven
Estate Company to prevent the Corporation from using this part
dated loth May 1933, the of the foreshore for the purpose named. |

Town Clerk of Lytham St. Annes (Mr. W. Heap) stated that he was of the opinion the Fairhaven
Estate Company will very strongly oppose it on the basis that: “This site was leased to the Corpo-

ration for 999 years subject to certain covenants, two of which at least will in my opinion enable
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the Fairhaven Estate Company to prevent the Corporation from using this part of the foreshore
for the purpose named.”

But good news was not long in coming. Ten days later the District Inspector of Fisheries (North
Western Area) wrote to the County Council “to bring to your notice a rather important discovery
in connection with the Lytham Pier site”.

This discovery was that the main intake supplying water to Lytham Baths runs alongside the
Lytham Pier site on the foreshore and as this intake was only used occasionally it was thought that
there would to be no difficulty over obtaining permission from Lytham St. Annes Corporation to
obtain sufficient water to run the Mussel Purification Tanks. It was further noted that the Lytham
Baths intake ran out to the end of Lytham Pier, a distance of 300 yards and at this point it ought to
be possible to obtain the necessary salinity, even during very low neap tides. The District Inspector
went on to say, “this scheme is worthy of careful consideration as it may be possible to erect the
tanks on the foreshore at a price considerably below the estimate of £4,500”.

Then on the 17t July rather pessimistic about
1933, the Chief Assistant this scheme ever coming to fruitition; as the County
Solicitor to Lancashire Architecet thinks that it is almost impossible to

County Council, Mr. Jo- provide the plant on the suggested site at such a cost

liffe, wrote to the Ministry 1as will enable the scheme to be self supporting.
of Agriculture and Fisheries stating that he was “rather pessimistic about this scheme ever coming
to fruition, as the County Architect thinks that it is almost impossible to provide the plant on the

suggested site at such a cost as will enable the scheme to be self supporting”.
Eleven days later, Mr. Joliffe’s pessimism proved justified when the County Architect wrote to

the Clerk of the County Council informing him of the revised cost estimate for the proposed mussel

purification tanks at
\ 1";7‘, "J E C N % . 6¢ . .
PROPOSED MUSSEL PURIFICAPION TANKS AT LYTHAM Lytham_ [ estimate that this
I have now gone closely into the question of cost of . . .
erecting reinforced concrete Tanks for the above purpose om the work, including the suction
foreshore site et Lytham, ebout 120 yards East of the Pier, in
accordance with the enclosed drawings. pipe, pumps, etc., will cost
I estimate that this work, including the suction pipe, ‘ }
pumps, etc., will cost 2pproximately £6,000- approximately £6,000.

At a meeting held on the
25 September 1933, the Lytham St. Annes Town Council had before them a recommendation
from the Parks and Pleasure Grounds Committee to approve a scheme for foreshore improvement
round the open-air bathsat St. Annes, embodying a boating pool withnecessary sea defence works,
on the north side, and a miniature golf course, on the south side, at a cost of £15,000. At the same
meeting the Council were recommended to approve plans for the proposed mussel purification

tanks on the foreshore east of Lytham pier at a cost of £6,000.
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Four days later Sir George Etherton, the
Clerk of the County Council, received at let-
ter from the Town Hall, Lytham St. Annes,
notifying him that the plans and estimates for

the tanks had been approved by them.

B ovongl of Eﬂ‘gthetm St. Arnes.

OLERK of the PEME So— -
| Dnr.;“fnwmu@;w,ﬁ//w /K//

29 SEP 070 %W s

Final approval of the plans and estimates
for the mussel purification tanks was needed
from the owners and paymasters of the

scheme, Lancashire County Council, and as

RECEIVED }
28th September, 1933.

Mussel Purification Tanks.

Adverting to your letter of the 12th August last, I
beg to inform you that the plans and estimates of the
proposed mussel purification tanks on the foreshore at
Lythem have now been submitted to and approved by the
Council.

we have seen the cost of the scheme had risen from its original estimate of £4,524 to the recently

announced (28" July 1933) figure of £6,000.

LYTHAM MUSSEL TANK
SCHEME

Further Grant Proposed

A FURTHER grant of £1,476 will be mado

by the Lancashire County Council _towsg'ds
tho cost of establishing a wmusse]l purification
plant at Lytham, if a recommendetion of the
County Agricultural Committee approved st tho
County Council meeting next Thz‘x_radly.l

amaa

On the 26™ October 1933, the Lancashire Daily Post re-
ported: “A further grant of £1,476 will be made by the Lan-
cashire County Council towards the cost of establishing a
mussel purification plant at Lytham, if a recommendation
of the County Agricultural Committee is approved at the
County Council meeting next Thursday.”

The newspaper then provided the reason for the in-

creased cost: “The original scheme included a storage tank of 90,000 gallons and two cleansing

tanks each of 40,000 gallons capacity: but having regard to the suggestion of the Corporation that

the tanks might be enlarged so as to provide boating and paddling pools for the use of children

during the summer months, when they will not be used for mussel purification purposes, a revised

scheme has been prepared [which] provides for a storage tank of 147,000 gallons and two cleans-

ing tanks of 41,000 gallons.”

The County Agricultural committee report continued: “As previously reported, judging from

the weight of mussels landed at Lytham prior to the making of the Preston Shell-fish Regulations,

1923, there should be an average annual
output of at least 10,000 to 12,000 bags, so
that with a cleansing fee of 1s 6d per bag to
be paid by the fishermen, on the basis of
10,000 bags the revenue should reach £750
per annum; 8000 bags would bring in £600.

The committee approved the revised

plans and estimates, and they now recom-

The cummittee’s eepurt goes on: “ As
previously reported, judging from the weight
of mussels landed at Lyvtham prior to the
mweking of the Preston Shell-ish Regulations,
1023, there should be an average annual output
of ot Jeast 10,000 to 12,000 bags, eo that with a
cleansing feo of 1ls. 6d. per bag to be paid by
tho fishermen, on the basis of 10,000 bags the
revenue should reach £750 per annum; 8w
bags would bring in £600.

The committce approved the revised plans
and estimates, and they now recommend the
County Council to approve of the increa
expenditure, meking & total cost of £6,000.

mend the County Council to approve of the increased expenditure, making a total cost of £6,000.”
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Chapter 9

Mussel Purification Station Construction

Thus, by the end of 1933, the go-ahead to build the purification tanks was nearing fruition and
advertisements for tenders “for the construction of reinforced CONCRETE TANKS on a site situ-

ate on the foreshore about 200 yards east of Lytham Pier, including the laying of cast-iron suction

L A_N’ CASHIRE .AG RICULTUR AL pipes and drains below the foreshore

-1 RN CO\I\IIT’I’LL P for a distance of 300 yards into tidal

';"",T. ! TO OOWTRACTDRS“ Lol waters” were displayed in the news-
R POSED MUSSFI' I‘URIF!(‘A'IIO\T A'I.'IO“T : .

P_, ql‘ ‘LY'I‘ HAM, - ST F papers throughout Lancashire. This

I

,,,fnﬁ];‘,?c,‘i“gu{'{ﬁ ﬁ-’}}ﬁ&"f\{‘\: Jﬂ”, ‘;?{‘;",‘ff&ﬁ: ;’J particular advertisement was placed in
tha foreshore about 200 yards east of Lythnm Pier. .
including the Inying of cast-iron guction uipes and -1 the ‘Liverpool Post and Mercury’,
drniins ihceh:m- It!llu foreshore fur: a distnnce of 300

yprds *into-tidal waters. - oo b oo dated Friday, 12t January 1934.

A plan of the proposed site showing the relative positions, lengths and diameters of the intake
and drainage pipes formed part of “the plans and bill of quantities” that were available to Con-

tractors on payment of a £2 deposit “which will be returned upon receipt of a bona fide tender” .

{
\

e

2
3
‘8

¥3id gIenE 3
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In addition to ad vertisements for construction tenders being posted, the Ministry of Agriculture

and Fisheries sent a letter to the Lancashire County Council detailing the “particulars” that were

o R /‘(M;{ Agriculture and Fisheries.

45, Parliament Street, $.7&. 1.

5th December,1933.

‘pear Mr.Jolliffe,

3 I enclose & copy of a letter from Mr.Butcher, of
the Ministry of Health, to whom I referred the pciz]:t ;hetgerks
his Depertment would like to see the plans of the Lytham :.n
before tenders are obtalned. As you will see, his answer is
in the affirmetive. g

I have before me the papers relating to' the last
eppointment of a Tenk Superintendent. _I see that the
particulars we gave to the Joint Substitution Board were as
follows :=

Selary. Cormencing salsry £190 per annum,
1nc1usiveg, rising by £9.,10s. per
ennum t0 & maximum of £237.10s.
per annum inclusive, if appointment
continues.

Specisl gqualifications. Retired Warrant Officer

or Petty Officer type with -

(1) Good knowledge of electrical and
s pumping machinery.
(2) Good knowledge of tides.
(3) Absolute trustworthiness.
(4) Experience in the handling of men,
and an appreciation of the
importance of discipline, order end
organisation.
(5) Good health end physique.

To look after the machinery which
* supplies the Massel Purification
sJolliffe,Esq.,
Lancashire County Council, which deposits the mussels in the
Council Offices, estuary, and supervision of the

used for the position of the Tank Super-
intendent at the Conway tanks.
Meanwhile, on the 27" January 1934

permission was finally granted by

1M PIER & AMUSEMENTS Ltd.

PELTED. a70

“mnme | THE PIER
| w: | LYTHAM.

CRETARY & MANAGEM S ~
F. 8 Holmes (& A

January 27th 193¢ 193

Dear Sir,

Mussel Purification Plant.

My Directors have considered your letter of the 10th
October 1933, and I am now instructed to inform you, that the
rtain rights in the Foreshore, and aleo to say that
putting the Intake pipe

Company claim ce
they have no objection to the County Council

in the position shown on the plan accompanying your letter, on

damage,
condition that the County Council agree to make goofl any

resent or future, to the pier and its foundations, ae a result of
present, )

such pipe being placed in that position.

Yours faithfu 1y,

e

L
) A

sir George Etherton, : -L\l\\‘—f"h‘ »ﬂ/:

ek ihire Courty Council

County Offices, Preston.

tanks at Conway, end the motor boab

Preston, fishermen who bring mussels to the |
Lancashire. tanks.
Vs
R =T
e il
% T e o R

‘Lytham Pier & Amusements Ltd.’ toa
request by the County Council, dated
10t October 1933 for an intake pipe

[suction pipe] to be put in the position

shown on the plan “on condition that the County Council agree to make good any damage, present

or future, to the Pier and its foundations, as a result of such a pipe being placed in that position” .

Although it would appear from the above that all was now well with the scheme and construc-

tion was about tobegin, if not already started, the final signing off by all the necessary government

departments hadn’t yet taken place.

On the 26" April 1934, the Lancashire Daily Post re-

LYTHAM ST. ANNES SCHEME
Following alieratione to the <chirme required
be the Minietey of Jlealth and  thay wecr 1he
views of the local Corparation it is now estinaied
thar the Ltz 810 Anpes mntssel purification
tank <cqene ds o o eost €5.000 fnstead of
ll|l-' Lh.000 ur{'_‘m.'!l lv expoeted,

ported: “Following alterations to the scheme required by

the Ministry of Health ... it is now estimated that the

Lytham St. Annes mussel purification tank scheme is go-

ing to cost £8000 instead of the £6000 originally expected.”

The £2000 increase in cost was brought about following concerns raised by the Ministry of

Health (Mr. Butcher) with regard to the strength of the sea defence wall and the need to install a

15 suction pipe extending from the site of the tanks to the seaward end of the pier after the earlier
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proposal to use the Lytham Baths intake pipe to provide the water wasn’t accepted by the Lytham
St. Annes Corporation.

Finally, at the Lancashire County Council meeting held on the 379 May 1934 the £8000 cost
was approved and an application was to be made to the Ministry of Health for sanction to the
raising of a loan for that amount. The money would be borrowed at 3!/> per cent. for a period of
30 years and it was hoped that the scheme would prove to be self-supporting.

Less than four weeks later, the 29t May 1934 edition of ‘The

MUSSEL TANKS
Lancashire Daily Post’ announced “that the Lancashire County —_—
County Council Let Contract
Council had let the contract for the construction of mussel purifi- for Lytham Scheme
_ The Lythem St. Anncs Corporation have been
cation tanks at Lytham, and that it is expected the work will com- 3“'0.,.""‘:":%:‘:.'.'0‘(?:.“;(.0:“:.;
:ll:\‘:tﬁ'-u expected the work will conunence very

mence very shortly”.
The task of building the tanks was given to Messrs. Ormerod and Shields, of Preston and work
was commenced on the 18" June 1934. It was hoped that the plant would be functioning by the

end of that year.

e purpare.of the fuaks is to rleanse wad poui f mananls
Steridivation and chlorination will proesnt
o

i

A photograph taken at an early stage of the mussel tanks construction had a very optimistic
caption: “the work is expected to be completed in September.”

The structure of the mussel tanks was formed in steel reinforced concrete for which 90% of the
ballast and screened sand was obtained, free of charge, from the excavations covering the site.

On 5" November 1934, the ‘Lancashire Daily Post’ reported that the concrete work was nearly
completed, but the machinery had yet to be installed and great difficulty was being encountered in
laying the feed-pipe that conveys sea-water to the tanks, out to deep water. Only one short length
of pipe a day could be laid owing to the work being confined to very low tides, and the problem

of excavating soft, running sand. The report concluded by saying that the work would be finished,
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and the mussel-gathering, which is a winter occupation, would be in full swing early in the new
year.

In the meantime “A fank superintendent had been engaged, who was receiving special training

at the Conway experzmental station , and the project A tank spperintendent had been engaged, whoe
was  reeeiving spewial traming ar the Conway
would be the most up-to-date in the country when [ vrermental station, aml the project would bo
the most upto-date in the vountry when cone

]I‘l'h'!]

complete” reported the Lancashire Daily Post, dated

18™ October 1934, and on the 12t December 1934, a letter was sent from the Clerk of the County
Council to the County Architect notifying him that: “Mr. George Gomery, the Tank Superinten-
dent, will finish his period of training at Conway on the 22"% instant [December], and I have in-

structed him to report at the Tanks at Lytham on Thursday the 27" instant. Will you please make

Mussel Purification Station,Lytham, arrangements for him to take up some

Mr Goorge Gomery,the Tank Superintendent, will finish suitable work in connection with the
hie period of training at Conway on the 22nd instant, and k
I have instructed himuto report at the Tanke at Lytham on tani.
Thursdey morning the 27th instant. Will you please make Mr. Gomefy 's address aﬁer the 22nd

arrangementa for him to teke up some suitable work in . ;
instant will be No 1 Norfolk Road,
connection with the Tanks,

Ur Gomery's addresa after the 22nd instant will be No 1 Lytham' N
Norfolk Road,Lytham.

The following day, 13t December 1934, Mr. G. Gomery sent a letter to the Clerk of the County
" :

A e L e [FCcascan

Council replying to a letter he had received: “I shall
' ) prrl«;») ot e T ards ot /'7"‘<a-- at D .
have much pleasure in reporting at the Tanks at | ot 95% tccote 90rs & lite op oo,

koo
Lytham at 9 A.M. on the 27" December 1934 to take

\Y'Law/(b,.;i o L # Thers  Quranm gt

up my Duties.”

= e

high unemployment, finished the letter “Thanking you Sir for these Arrangements, Yours faith-
fully, G. Gomery”.
A letter sent on the 1! January 1935 to the County Council’s Assistant Chief Solicitor, Dr.

No doubt very pleased to have a job at a time of

/i £ ‘ S

Dodgson expressed his concern about starting mussel purification early in the New Year: “If they
started in February and encountered poor prices and slack demand, as they undoubtedly will, they
will attribute the failure to the process itself. It would be a pity if, as a result of their disappoint-
ment, the whole thing got a bad name. In any case, the tanks could only be used for a few weeks
before the close of the mussel season, and the impression which the general public might receive

would be that the project had been a failure.”
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A more optimistic view was reported in the Ormskirk
Observer on the 14t February 1935, where it was stated that
the Lancashire County Council’s Agricultural Committee:
“... has decided, subject to the members of the Lytham St.
Annes and the Banks Fisherman’s Societies wishing to use
the tanks this season, to have a formal opening about the
end of February and to give the tanks a trial run until the

end of the present season, in order that there may be no

LYTHAM MUSSEL PLANT.

A statement that the new mussel
purification plant at Lytham is almost
completed appears in the Lancashire
County Council’'s Agricultural Committee's
report. The committee has decided,
subject to the members of the Lytham
St. Annes and the Banks Fishermen's
Societies wishing to use the tanks this
season, to have a formal opening about
the end of February and to give the
tanks a trial run until the end of the
present season, in order that there may
be no hitch when work commences at the

ﬁiﬂning of the golf season.

hitch when work commences at the beginning of the golf [sic] season.”

The envisaged “formal opening about the end of February” didn’t happen as can be perceived

MUSSEL TANKS

Pumping Tests Made on
Lytham Beach

Pumping tests were mada for the first time
io-day at the mussel purification tanks on the
Lytham beach, which are heing constructed by
the Lancasiira County Council aj & cost of
£10,000, for the henefit of the Ribbla fisherman,

The starage tank bolding about 116,000 galloms,
was quickly flled at high tide this morning by
the clectrio pumpe. )

It is expeoted that the wotk ol construction
wili be completed in wbout a month’s time, but
the tanke will not he used by the fshermen
until September, as the presant mussal seascn
is drawing_to n close,

on Lytham Beach”.

men.

by the report printed in the Lancashire Daily Post on the
4™ March 1935, which announced: “Pumping Tests Made

“Pumping tests were made for the first time to-day at
the mussel purification tanks on the Lytham beach, which
are being constructed by Lancashire County Council at a

cost of £10,000 [sic] for the benefit of the Ribble fisher-

The storage tank holding about 116,000 gallons, was quickly filled at high tide this morning by

the electric pumps.

1t is expected that the work of construction will be completed in about a month’s time, but the

tanks will not be used by the fishermen until September, as the present mussel season is drawing

’

to a close.’

On the 17™ July 1935,
Dr. Dodgson, at the Fisher-
ies Experimental Station in
Conway, sent a letter, to

Mr. Jolliffe, the Lancashire

8T Mr. Jolliffe,
County Council’s Assistant

Chief Solicitor, announcing

the completion of the

n

FISHERIES EXPERIMENT STATION
CASTLE BAN K, ‘
CONWAY,

(©)
17 g PARVONSHIRE

I ha'e ust received &
J i letbel from the County Alchiteot

stating th
g at the above station is now completed and that tn
e
Premises are ready for inspection,

Lytham Mussel Purifica-

tion Station.
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Chapter 10
Open for Business (1935)

The building work having been completed and the inspection passed, the official opening date
of the mussel purification station at Lytham was finally announced. The 25" July 1935 edition of

the Lancashire Daily Post simply reported:

" The formal —6-pci;ing of the mussel purification
station st Lytham has been fixed for Tuesday,
September Jrd,

Two further pieces of official business were now required to be completed. Firstly, the ban on
mussel collecting from the Ribble estuary had to be removed. To achieve this, the Clerk to the
County Council “applied to the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries for an Order under the Sea
Fisheries Act, 1868, for the establishment and maintenance of a several mussel fishery in certain

parts of the estuary of the River Ribble, in the County of Lancaster”. A draft of the proposed Order

e together with a plan of the proposed fishery

PUBLIC NOTICES was made available to view via a PUBLIC

SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868
RIBBLE MUSSEL FISHERY ORDER, 1835,
NOTICE 13 HEREBY GIVEN that the Lancashire

County (Council have applied to the Miuister ol

Agricultuts and Fisheriea for an Onler under the Sea
Fisheties Act, 1868, for the estabtlishment and main-

NOTICE placed in local newspapers stating

that “objections or representations with re-

gard to the proposed Order” could be made

tenance of n severnl minssel fishery in certain parts of
the estuary of the River RIbble, in the County ol
Lancastor: that a copy of the draft of the pmposed
Onler, tozcther with & plan of the proposed fishery,

may bhe scen at all rensonable tjmes not later than’

the 3td day of September, 1935, at the County
OMces, reston, in the County of Lancaster, or at the
Offices of the Fishery Department of the Minbstry of
Agricullure and  Fisheries at 43, I'arlinment-strect,
Londnn, 8.W.1; and that & copy of such dmft may
be ohtaired by any prrson applying for the same at
m of the above-mentioned places on or before such
e

Any person desiring to make objections or representa-
tlons with rreard to the proposed Order. or any of the
proviziona thereof, may, on or before the date ahovee
mentioned, send such objections or representutions in
writing to the Finherles Recretarvy, Ministry of Agri-
culture ond Fisheries, 43, Parllament-strect, S.W.1,
and zhould at the same time sesd a copy thereol to

the undcrsigoned,
GEORGE. ETHERTON,
Clerk to the Couuty Counell.
Lencashire Countvy Council,
County Offices, Preston.

“not later than the 3rd day of September,
1935

[The Orderto remove the ban on mussel col-
lecting from the Ribble estuary required the
County Council to make the mussel beds a
“several* mussel fishery” thereby enabling
them to control who could gather the shell-
fish from them.]
* a several: an area of private land
Secondly, in order to fulfil the require-

ment of ‘The Preston (Shell-Fish) Regula-

tions, 1923°, which only allowed mussels to be sold, distributed or offered for sale for human

consumption if they had been subjected to a process of cleansing which the Minister of Health, on
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the representation of the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries, or its Port Sanitary Authority, had

approved, the Ministry of Health issued the necessary approval notice:-.

The outcome of the requested Ribble Mussel Fisheries Order and the signed Approval Notice

meant that mussels in the Ribble estuary could only be collected by approved fishermen and had

to be cleansed at the County Council’s mussel purification station at Lytham.

Everything was now in place for the official opening of the mussel purification station and the

RIBBLE INDUSTRY MAY
BE REGAINED

Lytham Mussel Cleansing
Tanks Opened

12 YEARS’ BAN ENDS

LANCASHIRE County Council's £8,000

scheme for mussel purification in
the Ribble Channel was completed
yesterday, when Sir Thomas Ros-
botham, M.P. for Ormskirk, officially
opened the new mussel tanks on the
i.ytham foreshore.

grand occasion took place on Tuesday, 3™ Septem-
ber 1935, a day of celebration for the fishermen of
the River Ribble estuary. As reported in The Lan-
cashire Daily Post, Wednesday, 4" September
1935: “RIBBLE INDUSTRY MAY BE REGAINED
Lytham Mussel Cleansing Tanks Opened 12 YEARS
BAN ENDS Lancashire County Council’s £8,000
scheme for mussel purification in the Ribble Chan-
nel was completed yesterday, when Sir Thomas
Rosbotham, M.P. for Ormskirk, officially opened

b

the new mussel tanks on Lytham foreshore.’
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The newspaper report continued: “Large crowds witnessed yesterday’s opening ceremony,

which was attended by members and officials of Lancashire County Council, including Sir James

Travis-Clegg (chairman), Sir George Etherton (clerk), and Mr. J. Smith (Chairman of the Finance

Committee. Also present were Dr. R. W. Johnstone (director of the Conway Fisheries experimental

station), Mr. H. P. Paynter, of the Inspectorate of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, the

Squire of Lytham (Mr. H. T. de Vere Clifion), the Mayor of Lytham St. Annes (Alderman W. Hope),
and the Town Clerk of Lytham St. Annes (Mr. W. Heap).”

e e A A

LYTHAM’'S NEW PLANT FOR MUSSEL INDUSTRY

iy o

——

On the 6" September 1935, the Clerk of the County Council wrote a letter to ‘The Secretary,

Ministry of Health, Whitehall, London, S.W.1’ on a very important topic relating to the opening
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6th, September, 1935,
WCB/EMB.

Ref. G. 1337,

-Lencashire County Counvil,
‘Igfgoﬁneotion with ‘the formal opening off the
3rd. September ofithe Mussel Purification Station at Lytham

erected, by the: County Couneil; County Alderman Sir Thomas

Rosbotham, M.P, was invited to perform the opening ceremony,

and to commemorate the event he wéas presented with a Silver
salver which cost £5-10-0s I should be/glad to have the
formal sanction of the Minister of Health to this .
expenditure under the proviso to Section 228 (1) of the
Local Government Act, 1983 ¢

I may add that subject to the formal approval
of the L@inia_t_er to the ‘payment, & vougher willibe submitted
to the Goverament-Auditors

I am, Sir
Yaur o\';edient Servant,

The Secretary, Glerk of the County Council.

£ Health
mn"‘.sv;ﬁmgALL, London. S..l.

ceremony that had taken place only three days
earlier. As can be seen in his letter, the Clerk
had to have “formal sanction” from the Min-
ister of Health under the proviso to Section
228 (1) of the Local Government Act, 1933
having spent £5-10-0 on the purchase of the
Silver Salver presented to Sir Thomas Rosbo-
tham to commemorate the opening of the

Mussel Purification Station at Lytham.

But all was notwell. As we saw above, ‘The
Public Notice’ applying for an Order “for the
establishment and maintenance of a several

mussel fishery in certain parts of the estuary of



the River Ribble”, had also called for objections to the Order to be sent to the Fisheries Secretary
at the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries.

Objections to the Order were submitted from: Preston Corporation, Lytham St. Annes Corpo-
ration, Southport Corporation, Preston Fishermen’s and Boatmen’s Association, and other Preston
fishermen.

In response, a public inquiry was held at the County Offices in Preston by the Ministry of Ag-
riculture and Fisheries on the 9™ October 1935, and reported in the ‘Lancashire Daily Post’ that
same day. In the main, these objections fell into four categories:

1. The boundary of the mussel fishery.

2. The marking of the boundary by buoys.

3. Possible damage to the training walls.

4. The public fishery would become a ‘several’ (i.e. private) fishery.

The inquiry discussed each category in turn:

1. Several local Corporations objected to the general position of the proposed fishery which

contained: “... an area of about 17,500 acres enclosed within a line along the high water mark,

ordinary tides, from Lytham Pier to St. Annes Pier,
an

area of about 17,500 acres enclosed ; ; ;

wlthén tuune aloda the high \rater straight to the Bar Buoy in the Ribble Estuary,

&agt: mzrypigg eg%:;?;?lg‘ yt:‘,h:;,g %‘:; straight to Southport Pier, along the high water

Buoy in the Ribble Estuary, straight . . .

to Southport Pler, along the high water | mark, ordinary tides, to the drainage outfall at

mark, ordinary tides, to the dralnage

outfall at Crossens, and straight from ] j
Pat ottt LothaAm Do 4 Crossens, and straight from that point to Lytham

Pier.”

At the inquiry the case for the
County Council was put by Mr. A.
H. Jolliffe, assistant solicitor to the
Council, who stated that as certain

alterations of the boundaries had

been made the objections from
Southport Corporation, Hesketh
Bank and Scarisbrick had been with-
drawn.

Objection 1: nullified.
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The modified mussel fishery boundaries
map shows the southern tip no longer ex-
tending to Southport Pier and eastern tip
was moved to the 7-mile Buoy rather than

the Crossens drainage outfall.

2. Preston Corporation, as the harbour authority, objected to the use of buoys to mark the mussel

fishery as they could be confused with their navigation buoys used by vessels carrying 1,000,000

Mr. Jolliffe explained an agreement haa tons of cargo to Preston annu-

' in he markings . , .
:Sgn u?gr lgggysa_t r%:rrg vgould 230 be ga ally. “Mr. Jolliffe explained an
general clause to the effect that nothing
would prejudice the rights of the harbour
authority.

agreement had been arrived at
e o " ) oa regarding the markings and the

buoys. There would also be a general clause to the effect that nothing would prejudice the rights
of the harbour authority.” Objection 2: nullified.

3. Mr. Nutter, Town Clerk for Preston Corporation, objected on the basis that extracting mussels

off the river channel training

M&ssel:mwfnt onl ll:lr. l:uttt;‘ar. collectel(é

on (] nin wWa ., an €5 musse walls would weaken th t -

bound the walls together. In that way s would weaken the struc

thez rovided a great saving in the cost of | tyre and add significantly to the
enance, and were a very valuable

asset to the Preston Corporation. If the || cost of their upkeep. On the

order was granted great damage would be

done to the walls lg mussels being taken grounds that there was no evi-

from them and the Corporation would have o

to pay a fairly large sum ieach year to keep dence supporting it:

th-eA w!‘llglyan PTOEELNEAEIAL_L-_JI.—- ALl o Objection 3: nullified.

4. Preston fishermen objected to the Order on the basis that it would restrict the collecting of

FISHERMEN OBJECT Ribble estuary mussels to
The Chairman of the Preston Fisher- | members of the Lythamand
men's and Boatmen's Association (Mr. W.
Preston) said the Preston fishermen did not
want to lose the rights they had always | .. . The fishermen were
enioyed. They had been gathering mussels
before the training walls were built, and informed that they could
they strongly objected to any order which [ o
would restrict their rights. join the Association.

Objection 4: nullified.

Banks Fisherman’s Associ-
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In the meantime, the important business of mussel collecting and purifying had begun only two

days afterthe opening ceremony. The Daily Lancashire Post, 5" September 1935, reported: “Fish-

ermen of Lytham and the village of Banks on the opposite side of the Ribble channel, were to-day

MUSSEL TANKS
First Consignment by Lytham

and Banks Tishermen

Fishermen of Lytham and the village of
Banks on the oposite side of the Ribble
channel, were to-day engaged eathering the
first consiznment of mussels for purification
at the new Lancashire County Council
taz]'nks‘. at Lytham. o

t is expected that no fewer than 50 hags
of the shell-fish will have been breneht %0
the mussel tanks this evening.  These in
accordatice with present arrangements will
be marketed on Soturdav.

innocuous comment: “A ‘Lancashire Daily Post’

reporter who visited the new mussel purification todday was informed that

engaged gathering the first consignment of mussels for purifica-
tion at the new Lancashire County Council tanks at Lytham.

It is expected that no fewer than 50 bags of the shellfish will
have been brought to the mussel tanks this evening [Thursday].
These in accordance with present arrangements will be marketed
on Saturday.”

The newspaper article concluded with what appears to be an
visiied The now ISR Ptifich e ot

. 1 the fishermen
would not be wnrking solelv on the gather-

station to-day was informed that the fishermen inc of mussels for another few weeks.

*The_shrimn seasnn i= not ver eover” spi-d

would not be working solely on the gathering of | an official. *and the men ave consequently

mussels for another few weeks. “The shrimp season

Al presont e pngaged on that branch. of
their industyy”

is not yet over,” said an official, “and the men are consequently at present engaged on that branch

of their industry.”

[As we shall see in later chapters, the fishermen’s conflict of interest between shrimps and

mussels would reverberate throughout the whole of the period that the mussel tanks were in

operation. |

The expected “50 bags of shellfish” didn’t appear on that first day but, as reported in the

‘Lytham Times and St. Annes on the Sea Gazette’ a week later: “Up to last Saturday, 29* bags or

Up to last
Saturday, 29 bags or 29} ewts. of
mussels had been brought to the
tanks for cleansing and by to-
morrow over 100 bags will have
passed through the tanks, while
the supplies to leave the tanks by
Tuesday next will have been in-
creased to 200 bags. The quality
of the fish is excellent. ‘‘They are
big in size and full of food,”’ says
Mr. O’Callaghan. Most of the
mussels, so far, have been gathered
by Lytham fishermen, but many
bags are expected next week from
the mussel-men from Banks.

—_—e——— .

2914 ewts. of mussels had been brought to the tanks for
cleansing and by tomorrow over 100 bags will have passed
through the tanks, while the supplies to leave the tanks by
Tuesday will have been increased to 200 bags.”

* This article was part of a column called ‘My Weekly
Survey’ and written by ‘Scrutator’ who didn’t quite live up
to his name as the number of bags shown was incorrect. The

correct quantity was 23. ‘Scrutator’ had been interviewing

Mr. Michael O’Callaghan, the secretary of the Lytham &

Banks Fishermen’s Societies (an amalgamation of the Lytham St. Annes Fishermen’s Society Ltd.

and the Banks Fishermen’s Society Ltd). who went on to tell him: “They [the mussels] are a good

size and full of food ... Most of the mussels, so far, have been gathered by Lytham Fishermen, but

many bags are expected next week from the mussel-men from Banks.’

’
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Mr. O’Callaghan was the proprietor of ‘The
Abattoirs’ in Lytham from where he adminis-
tered his wholesale poultry, salmon, game and S R
rabbit business, and from where he managed the ) ) L\ / 0), 6/
wholesale of all the Lytham Purified Mussels on ,/6/720. / s //" Cé} | ﬂ/ély//(]//,
behalf of the Lytham & Banks Fishermen’s Soci-

eties.

THE ABATTOIRS,
Iylbam. 14th Ootober 19 3,

Pavan Aot
KIwu™ wemy smmy, Lo

Wholesale Poultry, Satmon, Game and
PETRIE'S SALMON, Rabbit mzrcbant.

CT FROM THE FARMS

)

On a positive note, the newspaper article described how the retailers, with whom Mr. O’Calla-

The retailers, we learn from Mr. M.
O’Callaghan, the secretary of the Fisher-
men’s Co-operative Society, and sales
manager, are verv pleased with the
high-class quality of the mussels.

There is strong competition with
cheaper imported shellfish, but the con-
sumers realise that the specially puve-
pared and guaranteed Lytham product
is' worth a better orice

ghan was dealing, “are very pleased with the high-class
quality of the mussels” but also reported: “There is strong
competition with cheaper imported shellfish [from Hol-
land and Ireland] but the consumers realise that the spe-
cially prepared and guaranteed Lytham product is worth

’

a better price.’

Less than two months later, 28" October 1935, a letter was sent from the City of Leicester

Health Department to the Medical officer of Health at Lytham St. Annes: “Dear Sir, I have to

inform you that as a result of samples taken for the purpose of analysis, 22 hundredweights of

mussels have been surrendered and destroyed by
the health department of this city. Four samples

were examined for the presence of bacillus coli,

Em{vn. 28th October 165.
and I am sending you the following information as e
) ) . . I have to inform you that as a result
[ thought it might be of service to you. I have noti- Buntrotnotghts: of mussois Mo, beon semrbadotas

fied the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries ac- el Saresl ik s stptine Tou i Sollorine

cordingly.”

In a postscript to the letter he added “The 22 s

hundredweights relate to mussels from your area

’

and three other areas.’

The letter identified one of the four sources of i toal Offlcer of Healtn,

CITY OF LEICESTER.
Health Department i

Grey Friars,

Lelcester.

and destroged by the Health Department of this City.
Four samples were examined for the presence of

you. I have also notified the Minisiry of Agriculture
and Fisheries accordingly.
Yours faithfully,
(Sgd.) E.K.MACLONALD,

The 22 hundredweights relate to mussels from
your area and three other areas.

)
w

Result of Analysis. Source of Supply-

Lytham Banks Fish society, Lt

40 per cent. clean. 1Y tham, Lancs.

Dr.J.P. Litt
Lytham St.Annes, Lancs.

supply as ‘Lytham Banks Fish Society, Ltd’.

Whilst there didn’t seem to be any definitive evidence that the contaminated mussels came from

the Lytham Mussel Purification Tanks, this would not have been the publicity that Mr. O’Calla-

ghan and all those involved in the new venture would have welcomed at this early stage. Asit was
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usual for mussels to be delivered in bags weighing 1% hundredweight, approximately eighteen

bags of mussels would have been destroyed at Leicester.

In his first monthly report, October 1935, the Tank Superintendent itemised the output of “Mus-
sels to Market in Bags” which shows that 704 bags, 22 half bags, 4 three-quarter bags and 1 quarter
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bag were delivered that month. The
income generated for the owners,
Lancashire County Council, was

£54-3s-6d.

The report also reveals that the cost

to the mussel gatherers was:
1/6d per bag

1/3d per ¥ bag

1/0d per 'z bag

6d per i bag.

Scribbled in red ink at the foot of
the report it can be seen that in the
previous month, September, there
had been 419 full bags and 5 half
bags delivered to market.

The report was signed by the Tank Superintendent: G. Gomery.

The Tanks Superintendent’s Report highlights a significant problem for Mr. O’Callaghan, the

Wholesaler, viz., the large variation in the availability of mussels for market on a day-to-day basis

— 86 bags October 1%, 13 bags October 3™, 118 bags October 5%, 41 bags October 8, etc.

On the 25™ October, the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ printed an article written by one of its

reporters, T.H.T., in conversation with Mr. O’Callaghan, which I have reproduced here in full as

it provides an excellent ‘on-the-spot’ account of the nascent Lytham mussel industry and this prob-

lem in particular:
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HE mussel industry is a tick-
lish affair. So much depends
on the weather. The storm of last
Friday and Saturday hit the fisher-
men a severe blow. They could
not go out to the gathering
grounds and consequently the
greater partofthis week has been
lost to them.

At the moment 22 men are en-
gaged in the industry. Divided, a
little more than half of these be-
long to Lytham, the others to the
village of Banks, which lies
across the channel on the South-
port side.

The Banks men find the work
too hard altogether if they have to
come and go daily from one side
of the river to the other, and now
they dwell in Lytham during the
greater part of the week, making
homewards on Saturdays.

CONTINUITY OF SUP-
PLIES.

When the tanks were brought
into operation it was stated that
work would be found for quite 45
men, so therefore it may be taken
for granted that there is probable
emp loyment for twice the number
according to that estimate. It has,
of course, been a matter of feeling
the way. The markets have to be
found. As these materialise, the
absorption of men into the indus-
try goes on gradually.

The questions arise at this stage:
“Is there the market which would
justify
a larger body of mussel gatherers?”
“Arethe mussels in sufficient quan-
tity to keep the markets in continu-
ous supply?”

I have this week had a chat with
Mr. Michael O’ Callaghan, who has
undertaken the onerous task of
sales manager and secretary to the
Lytham and Banks Fishermen’s So-
ciety.

He is the “live wire” in the new ad-
venture. He sits in his office with a
telephone at his elbow — of course
he has other large commercial inter-
ests — and as I discussed matters
with him the phone rang and I could
not deafen my ears to the fact that
merchants were “talking mussels.”

Mr. O’Callaghan informed me that
one of the greatest difficulties he
had to contend with is the continuity
of supplies. “For instance,” he said
“one week we had orders for 150
bags of mussels, and there were only
40 in the tank. The weather makes
things very awkward, as last week-
end, when the storm interfered with
the operations for this week. The
highest number of bags dispatched
in one week was 215; the lowest has
been 32.”

DEMAND FOR PURIFIED AR-
TICLE
This energetic sales-manager is en-




thusiastic about the future of the
Lytham mussel industry. When I asked
him about markets, Mr. O’Callaghan|
said the best were perhaps Hudders-
field, Halifax and Leeds, but he was
sending the mussels to many places in
Lancashire — Preston, Wigan, Black-
burn, Nelson; besides other towns in
Yorkshire. They were even going to
Birmingham, Chesterfield, Walsall
and Leicester, to pick out but a few of
the places where “Lytham purified
mussels” are now on sale.

“The fact that they are purified is
making the sale.” said Mr. O’Callag-
han. “The reason Yorkshire markets
are among the best is because there is
a growing demand for the purified ar-
ticle.”

But if one wants to plumb the depths
of the worries of a sales-manager they
need only go through the files of cor-
respondence and note the disappoint-
ment, aye the temper, caused by the
breakdown of supplies. Since the in-
dustry was restarted the markets have
beenregained with surprisingcelerity.
Lytham mussels, it has to be remem-
bered, have not been a commercial
commodity since 1923.

Naturally, the merchants must be as-
sured of a regular consignment, and
this is the great point emphasised and
doubly underlined in their communi-
cation.

“We must be able to depend on our
orders coming to hand,” is what they
say in effect.

ENCOURAGING

Nothing could be more encouraging
to those engaged in the industry than
such a persistent demand. It is amaz-
ing what wonderful effect has come

from the act of cleansing the

mussels. It demonstrates that this par-
ticular shellfish is a popular food with a
big class of people, who are going
strongly for what has become a delic-
acy of the table.

Mr. O’Callaghan mentioned that the
fishermen are trying to overcome the
breakdown in operations through bad
weather by creating stocks nearer to
home. It is intended to create a sort of]
larder within easily-reached deep water|
by relaying the mussels during spare
time, so that these storings can be made
use of when it is impossible to go to the
usual hunting grounds.

Speaking of the competition in the
market, Mr. O’Callaghan was very en-
lightening. “There is a very fierce com-
petition. We are up against the unpuri-
fied British, Irish and Dutch supplies,
which can be put on the market at about
4/- per bag, which is considerably less
than our charges. We have to ask about
3/- more so as to cover overhead
charges. But the pleasing thing is that
the demand for Lytham mussels is
steadily increasing every week. The lo-
cal requirements and those at Preston
and Fleetwood are exceedingly good.
People are eating more simply because
they are guaranteed. The demand at
times is larger than we can meet, but we
hope to get over that difficulty.

FROM THE DEEP WATERS

Those who have stood on the prom-
enade and watched the process of]
cleansing will have observed that many
of the mussels are liberally bespattered
with barnacles.

“The secret of that,” said Mr. O’Cal-
laghan — and the fishermen themselves
also supplied first-hand evidence — “is
that they are recovered from the deep
water. Therefore, they are the very best

69



type of mussels.”

In the getting away of the
goods to the markets one of the
most important essential is a
good transport system. No doubt
many people have seen the fan-
tastic story of “mussel Specials™
—and it is a pure fantasy.

True, the L.M.S. are giving all
the assistance they can in this re-
spect. When the mussels are
bagged, ordinarily on Tuesday,
Thursday and Saturday morn-
ings, the railway people send
one of their four-ton lorries with
trailer. It loads up and takes the
mussels direct from Lytham to
Preston, whence they are dis-
tributed to all parts as early as
possible.

ENORMOUS STOCKS

On the question of quantities of
mussels in the estuary there is
abundant evidence that supplies
are enormous. When the ban
was put on the removal

12 years ago, attempts were
made to destroy the beds, but it
was as futile as trying to stop the
incoming sea. Undisturbed for
so many years the mussels have
increased and multiplied.

Summing everything up it is
clear that the Lytham mussel in-
dustry has a bright future before
it. The tanks are delivering the
goods. As will be seen they are
not working to anything like full
capacity.

The demand from the mer-
chants and the consumers is in-
sistent and all that is wanted are
favourable weather conditions
so that they who go down to the
beds shall not be interrupted in
their labours— labours which are
very arduous and from which
many people less hardy than our
fishermen would shrink.

T.H.T.

LYTHAM ST. ANNES FISHERMEN'S SOCIETY LTD.
BANKS FISHERMEN'S SOCIETY LTD.

SECRETARY snd MANAGIR ;
M. OCALLAGHAN, THE ABATTOIRS,
chaes LYTHAM,

Lytham 450,

Ur Jollifte.
County Officesa.
Preston.

Dear Ur Jolliffe.

AM & BANKS FISHERMEN'S SOCIETIES

Qctober 19th

4%t our meseting on the (8th ingt 1% was resolved that
I be instructed to write you ang ask permission Lo uae the storage tanxk
for the stcrage of museels when the tides are not favourabls to ge%
them in surficient guantities %o fill a tank s=y at ons or tweo tidez.

The reference in the above arti-
cle to the fishermen creating stocks
nearer to home was perhaps related
_______ o to a letter Mr. O’Callaghan had
written to the Chief Assistant Solic-
itor at the County Offices in Preston

only six days earlier, 19" October

1935. In his letter he refers to ask-

ing for “permission to use the storage tanks [at the purification station] for the storage of mussels

when the tides are not favourable to get them in sufficient quantities to fill a tank say at one or two

tides”.
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In reply to Mr. O’Callaghan’s letter, the Clerk of the County Council, in a letter dated only

three days later, 23" October, declined the request on the basis that “if is against the Regulations

of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries to place mussels either in bags or loose, in the Storage

23rd Octuber, 1935,

Dear ¥r, o 'cnllar:hﬂn.

Muese) Purification Station .

Tank”. Asif it wasn’t enough to quote ‘Regulations’ as the
reason for the refusal, the Clerk continued: “Quite apart

from this it is not a very practicable suggestion as it would

Staton for'storine mussels tiring vhe'porins o 110 mean letting off the water to enable the men to get the mus-

fraid it will not be possible to a
b 11
zlilii, as it is against tho Regulations of tho Nin;’:try
grioulture and Fisheries to place mussels either
in bags or loose, in the Storage Tank. 4

Quite apart from this 1t is not a ve
practicable suggestion as it would meen 1ett1n§yoff
the water to enable the men to get the mussels (or

sels (or no storage water) and the loose mussels would get

20" storage maser) and. the Loces suseoye vomis et into the sump and into the pumping plant.”

into the sump and into the pumping plant.

The small output of the tank is disappointing
and making the rumning very expensive. I quite realise
that it will take time to work up markets, but ere
you sure that as many bage as can be sold are being
got?

Finishing with a rather passive-aggressive paragraph:

Yours fattarully, “The small output of the tank is disappointing and making

Clerk of the County Council.

Mr. M. O'Calleghan,

the running very expensive, I quite realise that it will take

e A time to work up markets, but are you sure that as many bags

as can be sold are being got?”

The prompt reply from the Clerk was possible as he had been briefed about the forthcoming

request in a hand-written letter from the Tank Superintendent dated 20™ October. In his letter Mr.

U e anmtranestls In e easiy iBue Ot

aa oy A B i
BN o sk da bt o G dpak st A0ty IR
AU :
ok Ak deok dun Y‘)_Ma-h- Comee ke Au Aeseats. (3 w—-t\
Toloh Aa o ¢ WA

e Ha Xk peed
I Al s BUPTIRE T T R
Il o e e

r Gomery wrote: “There is a movement afoot of using the
ot s Storage Tank for the storage of mussels during neap tides.
o e M ot e ese b This js yndesirable for when neap tides are about I shall

| have to watch the worker. 2" It will mean letting off the

e han e i s 0 fapke g0 that the fishermen can get the mussels. (3) When
naets da Ormaidm kg o g ket M‘“ Slapigarey e Aepb Iy | Coair

PUOYINVY 20

o o By et e ST T T e | pumping water it will mean that the mussels will be on the

move in the tank and more than likely get placed in the sump that means getting the mussels into

the drain up to the valve therefore stopping the drain. They cannot be placed in the storage tanks

’

in the bags against regulations.’

A reply was swift in coming. On the same day that the newspaper article was published, Mr.

O’Callaghan wrote back to the County Offices further explaining his problem: “Let me give you

Let me give you an example of this weeks routine.
The ga ou know prevented the men rrom getting mussels
on Friday and Saturday with result we had no railing on T Y.

londay & Tuesday some of them were recovering and repairing
their boats and from lionday to llednesday we only had approximatly 60 bags
of mussels in the tanks Tor Saturday's sales (150 bage ordered).

Thursdeys tide was very favourable and the men could got
50 bags which if it was possible to pul into the tanks would have been &
Zood help towarsd 160 ordered.

I had achat with i, Gomery about put

_50 and bring them out at 3-30 on Saturdey,

,,';“é‘;‘: 3&2 zaquired I.E. 4& hours, but according %o the r
spite of the fac

% he was willing to help us he could not breax

an example of this weeks [sic] routine. The gale as
you know prevented the men from getting mussels
on Friday and Saturday with the result we had no
railing on Tuesday.

Monday and Tuesday some of them were recov-

ering and repairing their boats and from Monday to Wednesday we only had approximately 60

bags of mussels in the tanks for Saturday (160 bags ordered)
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Thursdays [sic] tide was very favourable and the men could get 50 bags which if it was possible
fo put into the tanks would have been a good help towards 160 ordered.

I had a chat with Mr. Gomery about putting them into the tanks at 5-30 and bring [sic] them
out at 3-30 on Saturday, just two hours short of the time required I.E. 46 hours, but according to

the regulations in spite of the fact he was willing to help us he could not break the rules.”

Again, the ‘regulations’ were getting in the way of ‘business’ but it must be remembered that

the position of Tank Superintendent required Special qualifications:

Retired Warrant Officer
or Petty Officer type with -

Special qualifications. Retired Warrant Officer :
e fPisor 306 With - (1) Good 'knowled‘ge of electrical and
(1) Good knowledge of electrical and pumping machmery.

pumping machinery. X
(2) Good knowledge of tides. (2) Good knowledge of tides.
(3) Absolute trustworthiness. .
(4) Experience in the handling of men, (3) Absolute trustworthiness
end an appreciation of the . . .
import.:ang_e of discipline, order and (4) EXpCI‘lCl’lCG m the handhng.of men,
organlsatlion.
(5] Goch neatbe ol TEyaTans, and an appreciation of the importance

of discipline, order and organisation.
(5) Good health and physique.

Mr. Gomery was a retired Chief Petty Officer with 2372 years service in the Royal Navy having
signed-up in 1909, aged 152 and he fitted the role perfectly.

In his letter to Mr. O’Callaghan, the County Council Clerk had asked the question: “The small
output of the tank is disappointing and making the running very expensive, I quite realise that it
will take time to work up markets, but are you sure that as many bags as can be sold are being
got?” Following a meeting of the Lytham and Banks Fishermen’s Societies, Mr. O’Callaghan sent

I thank you for your letter which I had resd at our a reply the County CounCil: “] thank

meeting on 3lst and I think everyone agrees that 1t 1s not practicable
to put mussels in the storing tank. .
you for your letter which I had read

I have wrote to 10 Preston Fishermen inviting them to
bacome members of the soviety also that man Turner you recommended 1s

$o commence fishing on Honday. at our meeting on 31st and I think

Our orders this weekend 180 had 63 bags,we cannot go

on iike this its a fearful worry, everyone ranging on the phone and eve}zyone agrees that lt iS notpracti-

writing complaints about bad gervice, 1f thetPreston men come in we
may overcome the difficulty.

cable to put mussels in the storing
tank.

I have wrote [sic] to 10 Preston Fishermen inviting them to become members of the society also
that man Turner you recommended is to commence fishing on Monday.

Our orders this weekend 160 had 63 bags, we cannot go on like this it’s a fearful worry, every-
one ringing on the phone and writing complaints about bad service, if the Preston men come in

we may overcome the difficulty.”
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As the first three months of eventful, if not satisfactory, business for the Lytham Mussel Purifi-
cation Station neared its end, the Lancashire County Council turned its attention to planning the
financial needs of the next mussel gathering season. A letter, dated 13™ November 1935, showed

the total for the ‘Estimated Working Expenses &c. 1936/37° to be £967. 0. 0.; at £550.0s.0d the

13th November, 1936.

e AL AL 2 LA

MUSSEL PURIFICATION _ PLANT.

Retimated Working Bxpenses &c. 1936/37.

Per Annum
£, 8. 4

Insurance.

mory, Superintendent - October £16. 6. 2. Net 210. 0.

U
ourer - 48/- weekly (8 months) 0. 0. 0.
surance (National Health & Unemployment) say 8, 0. 0.
308, 0. O.
11ling Expenses 6. 0s Oy

4 X - April to September
tionery and Postaeges psa. 2 5.p o Al

triec = 1lth June to llth September, 1935,
e’ 665 Units @ 1d = £2. 14. 0. Net 20. 0. O,
; For 1936/37 say 6,000 Units.

Water @ 2/3d per 1,000 galls. (water consumption
¢ bgaed at 2,000 galls. a week) say

5/= a weak. 7. O« 0o
Rates @ 10/~ in £. (Nominal) 13. 0. 0.
Chemicals 100. 0. 0.
Lead Seals. 5. 0. O.
Upkeep of buildings and plant. 24, 0. O.
Fire insurance. 2. 0. 0.
Loan Charges - (See attached) _550. 0. 0.

1,087. 0s Q.
Credit from Lytham St,Annes for Paddl ing 70. 0. 0.
Pool, say =

£ 96%. O 0.

—

largest expense was to be the loan repayment, followed by J (sic). Gomery’s wages of £210.0s.0d.
Chemicals at £100.0s.0d, the wages of a labourer at 48/- per week for 8 months and £87.0s.0d for
sundry items made up an estimated total expenditure of £1,037.0s.0d.

Offset from this was a credit of £70.0s.0d for use of the facility as a Paddling Pool during the

following summer months.
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Chapter 11
Lytham Mussel Purification Station: 1936 -1938

Gales battered the north-west of England again at the start of the new year and the Purifica-
tion Station sustained significant damage, reported the Ormskirk Advertiser on the 13" February

1936: “During the gale on January 10" the anti-
MUSSEL PURIFICATION.

splash screen recently erected on the sea wall at the Durmng the gale on January 10th, the

anti-splash screen recently erected on the

; ; R ; ; sea wall at the station by the Lytham
station by the Lytham Shipbuilding and Engineering Shipbuilding and Eaginecung  Co n)!pany

was reported to have been badly damaged

Company was reported to have been badly dam- and ' repairs had beer carried out. gca
' ) water entered the tanks and ecansed a

aged and repairs have been carried out. Sea water temporary stoppage in ‘the process of

cleansing the mussels.
entered the tanks and caused a temporary stoppage

in the process of cleansing the mussels.”
Public interest in the purification of mussels must have been awakened during the months fol-
lowing its opening as requests to visit the plant started to appear as early as the 17% January 1936,

when the Secretary of The Collegiate School for

. THE COLLEGIATE SCHOOL rom GIRLS. Girls Scientific Society, Nora Lumb, wrote to Mr.
BEECH AVENUE, O’Callaghan:
BLACKPOOL.
“Dear Sir,

I shall esteem it a favour if you will kindly in-

Juon Lon

o form me whether or not the Lytham Mussel Clean-
Ll L 4 »I{'W“‘""" DY VIO

b ol o T [ . .. .
i Y ok e auan an ael s ing Works are open to visitors, and if so, what are
ﬁy“\f% tscl- oriny Worke oue sfops 5
i T R Y T, the points of [interest?]”.

This letter was shortly followed (28% January 1936) by a similar request from the Zoology
Section of the British Association for the Advancement of Science. The Association was holding

its annual meeting in Blackpool during September of that year and hoped that about fifty members

“could make a visit of inspection to the Mussel Purification Station”.

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER i8th, 1936.

The subsequent visit was reported by the ‘Lytham St. Annes —

Standard’ in their newspaper published on Friday, 18™ September |SCIENTIST WATCH
MUSSELS PURIFIED.

1936 under the heading: Visit to
Lytham’s Tanks.
“SCIENTIST WATCH MUSSELS PURIFIED”:

L'yl.ham:js mussel purification station
‘« 5 . . . .. was visited by members of tne Zoology
Lytham’s mussel purification station was visited by members of  |section o the Britich Associution on

Tuesday night, and an interesting hour
was spenf in inspecting the plant and

the Zoology section of the British Association on Tuesday night, and | sing the process of purification.

)y

an interesting hour was spent in inspecting the plant and seeing the process of purification.’
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On a more serious note, the Clerk to the County Council received a letter sent by H.M. Inspector

FACTORY DEPARTMENT~HOME OFFICE

[/Dur Sir,

/ With reference to your caij

 visited the Mussel Beds at Lytham
B

at this office, 1 have

and am of the opinion that
the
sal i

€, brings the Premises under the fjuri
and Workshop Acts. ;

£i11_5n

the process car

ried on there, being adaptation of

musselis for
sdiction of the Factory
I shall accordingly be Obliged if wouw —s.-

of Factories on the 19" February 1936 informing
him he had “visited at the Mussel Beds at Lytham,
and am of the opinion that the process carried on
there, being the adaptation of mussels for sale,
brings the premises under the jurisdiction of the

Factory and Workshops Acts.”

The letter goes on to explain that a ‘Health and Safety’ notice was required to be affixed on the

premises and: “In order to comply with the
provisions of the Acts, steps should be taken to
have the couplings of the centrifugal pumps se-
curely fenced: a copy of the Electricity Regu-
lations (Form 954) should be affixed: The Gen-
eral Register (Form 37a) and Accidents Book

In order to comply with the provisions of the Acts,
steps should be taken to have the couplings of the centrifugal
pumps securely fenced: a copy of the Electricitv Regulations
(Form 954) should be affixed: The General Register (Form 37a)
and Accidents Book (Form 85) should be kept, and a first aid
box provided.

Yours faithsullv,
2, 4, i

A\ G i i
H.M. District Inspeﬁzﬁ of Factories.

(Form 85) should be kept, and a first aid box provided.”

Lytham Mussels.

LYTHAM’S = mussel-purification

tanks have been responsible
for an increased demand for
Lytham's mussels throughout the
country and are becoming essen-
tial to every fashionable menu. I
can see in this the beginning of a
very valuable publicity asset and
it will be greatly to Lytham'’s ad-
vantage to supply mussels only of
the highest quality. They are cer-
tainly one of the most delicious of
foods and it is no secret that Ly-
tham’s decontamination plant has
greatly interested Morecambe,
where mussel beds abound.

At the end of the season, the ‘Lytham Times’ published a
very upbeat article in praise of the Lytham mussel and its poten-
tial to advertise the name of Lytham countrywide: “Lytham’s
mussel purification tanks have been responsible for an in-
creased demand for Lytham’s mussels throughout the country
and are becoming essential to every fashionable menu. I can see
in this the beginning of a very valuable publicity asset and it will
be greatly to Lytham’s advantage to supply mussels only of the
highest quality. They are certainly one of the most delicious of

foods and it is no secret that Lytham’s decontamination plant

has greatly interested Morecambe, where mussel beds abound.”

[The reference to Morecambe’s interest in the last sentence was significantly more farsighted

than the newspaper reporter could have imagined. The attempt to finance and build a mussel puri-

fication station at Morecambe failed to come to fruition (see Chapter 8) and as a result the Lytham

station, over its working lifetime, purified more Morecambe mussels than were collected from the

Ribble estuary.]

In the month following the H.M. Inspector of Factories letter, the Superintendent of the Lanca-

shire and Western Sea Fisheries District, Dr. J. Travis Jenkins, published his quarterly report in
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which, when referring to the Ribble mussel fisheries says:
RIBBLE MUSSEL FISHERIES

e pravis "ﬁh"ﬁﬂ""ﬂfﬂ":gf o nell  ‘The Lytham mussel cleansing tanks have been success-

Lytham mussel cleansing tanks have been
successfully operated by the Lancashire|! ]}y operated by the Lancashire County Council during

But in order that the work may be .

g?dcd with 1: g necessary uuh A ﬁ.:h% the past season. But in order that the work may be pro-
transplantation of musse

?ib,g‘lnt: rﬁmﬂ&h‘fﬂ?ﬂ?ﬁm ceeded with it is necessary that a scheme of transplanta-

or the Improvement of local shellifish

beds by the Bea Egshﬂﬂﬂ Committees is||  fion of mussels in the Ribble estuary should be under-

SR S e taken. Provision for the development of the scheme for the
improvement of local shellfish beds by the Sea Fisheries Committee is made in the Sea Fisheries
(Shellfish) Regulations Act of 1894.°

Dr. Travis Jenkins’ report went on to say that the Lancashire County Council had already ap-
proached the Sea Fisheries Committee for financial assistance for the development of their mussel
fisheries and the sum requested was well within the amount authorised by the Ministry of Agri-
culture and Fisheries. As such, he therefore advised the committee that this scheme should com-
mence immediately.

What Dr. Travis Jenkins was proposing was the setting up of mussel nursery beds where trans-
planted mussels would be re-laid in the most favourable positions for spawning and the resultant
fall of ‘spat’ would in due course replenish the beds in the estuary.

The County Council lost no time in putting in place a plan for a mussel transplantation scheme
as the mussel spawning season, June to early July, was fast approaching. The plan was for the
Tanks Superintendent to get in touch with two fishermen from Lytham and two from Banks, who
would, for an agreed fee,

collect 10 bags of mussels

per tide from the lower
reaches of the river for
transplanting  on  the
Church Scar and Pier Scar
mussel beds until the trans-

planting operations were

completed. These two

mussel beds would then be closed for the whole of the forthcoming mussel gathering season.
The plan failed to materialise in this form, presumably owing to the fishermen not wanting to
give up their more lucrative summer fishing jobs just to relay mussels. Instead, as explained by
the County Council clerk to Dr. Jenkins, in his letter dated 17t June 1936, an alternative solution

was implemented.
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17th June, 1936,

y‘r Dr. Jenkins,
Re-laying of museel beds.

Thank you for your letter of the 15th instant
proving of the altered arrangements which I have made

for re-laying the mussel bede owing to the absence of
available labour among the fishermen.

I have now arranged to obtain a boat for £2
a week and to pay two men 10/- a tide, and the Tank
Superintendent who is in charge of this work estimates
that he will be a‘b;e to deal with LO bags a tide,
although I gather that your Chief Bailiff considers this
a somewhat optimistic estimate. The work is to commence
tomorrow if the weather permits.

Yours faithfully,

Clerk of the County Council,

Drs J, Travis Jenrine
16, Walton's Parade,
PRESTON,

“Thank you for your letter of the 15" instant ap-
proving of the altered arrangements which I have
made for re-laying the mussel beds owing to the ab-
sence of available labour among the fishermen.

I have now arranged to obtain a boat for £2 a
week and to pay two men 10/- a tide, and the Tank
Superintendent who is in charge of this work esti-
mates that he will be able to deal with 40 bags a
tide, although I gather that your Chief Bailiff con-
siders this a somewhat optimistic estimate. The
work is to commence tomorrow if the weather per-

mits.”

Prior to arranging the re-laying of the mussel beds the Tank Superintendent had been engaged

on another task. Following a Lytham St. Annes Corporation Sub-Committee meeting held at the

beginning of May, preparations were made to utilise
“the Mussel Purification Station at Lytham for the pur-
pose of a paddling pool during the summer months. The
Town Clerk was authorised to continue the negotiations

with the County Council on the lines indicated by the

Sub-Committee.”

Mussel Purifieation Station.

The  Sub-Committee considered the
question of utilising the Mussel Purifica-
tion Station at Lytham for the purpose
of a paddling pool during the summer
months. The Town Clerk was authorised
to continue the negotiations with the
County Council on the lines indicated by
the Sub-Committee.

The negotiations were swiftly completed and G. Gomery informed the Clerk of the County

Larsk M‘QA‘V o foarcal o’&,of,wm

Ladaten, Zan

! Ao WMCI q/@d}‘-&/V/"ﬂ’/(L(%,?Q

Pt Ghio GfCoramemn |

Council on a hand-written letter that the “Tank was pre-

pared this forenoon and this afternoon. Two ladders

Mv?‘d A ot /w/‘z_»«,dw.‘%//w
AQA_’ 34" 19 z(-.

have been supplied & cover for sump in place to com-

mence using Storage Tank for paddling pool May 30™
1936.”

The Paddling Pool at
Lytham Mussel Purification

Station
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The ‘Sea Fisheries (Ribble) Order Confirmation Act, 1936°, the final piece forthe establishment

and maintenance of a several mussel fishery in the estuary of the river Ribble was confirmed by

an Act of Parliament on the 315 July 1936:

{26 Gro. 5. &
1 Epw. 8.]

Sea Fisheries (Ribble)
Order Confirmation Act, 1936.

[Ch. IxxxVi.]

CHAPTER Ixxxvi.
An Act to confirm a Provisional Order made by A.D. 1936.

the Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries under

the Sea Fisheries Act 1868 for the establishment
and maintenance of a several mussel fishery in
the estuary of the river Ribble in the county

of Lancaster.

[31st July 1936.]

With the start of the 1936/1937 mussel gathering season on the horizon, there was unrest

amongst the fishermen of the Lytham and Banks Fishermen’s Societies. At a General Meeting of

the Societies held on the 9" September 1936, attended by Mr. Jolliffe (Chair-man), Mr Gomery,

Dr. Litt, Mr. Gregson, Commander Collard, Mr. Wareing and 15 members, the Secretary of the

Societies, Mr. O’Callaghan,
read a letter from the Lanca-
shire County Council express-
ing their concern that the tanks
weren’t being worked effi-
ciently and asked for assurance
from the meeting that the mem-

bers were prepared to give the

business their full support.

" Gollard.Mr Wareing & 15 Members.

HAM & BANKS FISHERMEN'S SOCIETIES

LYTHAM ST. ANNES FISHERMEN'S SOCIETY LTD.
BANKS FISHERMEN'S SOCIETY LTD.

BCRETARY 2nd MANAGER:
M, O'CALLAGHAN

THE ABATTOIRS,
LYTHAM,

Phone: September 12th
Lytham 480. 19

36

General Meeting Sept.9th 1936.
The Institute Lytham.7.PalM.

Present. Mr Jolliffe (Chairman)Mr Gomery Dr Litt.Mr Gregson .Comm

Commander Collard, the North Western inspector for the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries,

told the fishermen that in his view they had not produced the goods and must take into serious

consideration the fact that the tanks were put there for their benefit and something must be done

to use the tanks to full capacity.
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Mr. Jolliffe put to the meeting Agenda Item 1: “To definitely come to some understanding in
the interests of the shareholders of the society if members are desirous of continuing to get mussels
regularly for the coming season.”

Each member present was asked individually, “was he prepared to get regular supplies?” Mr.
O’Callaghan recorded that “the only members present who would give his assurance was J. J.
Parkinson and his son”. Dr. Litt then proposed and Mr. James Parkinson seconded a proposition

“that the society be wound up”. This was then put to the meeting for a vote.

Dear Sir,

With rererence to your 1leuler of the 8th inst.

A general meeting oI the above society was heid at the
Institute Lytham on Wednesday 9th 1nst ana your letuer was submitted
to the members.

I regrev to say that a proposition was carried Unamimousliy
to the errect that the Lytham & Banks Fishermens society be wound up.

In the circumstances I cannot give any guarantee as to
supplies and suggest you make your own arrangements accordingly.

Yours Truly,

e

A unanimous vote in favour of winding up the ‘Lytham & Banks Fishermens society’ (sic) saw
its demise and Mr. O’Callaghan withdrew his support as the sole supplier of ‘Lytham Purified
Mussels’.

An article in the North Wales Weekly News, published on Thursday, 24t September 1936,
which discussed the possibility of a number of Conway mussel fishermen coming to Lytham also

mentioned the general malaise of the local
“This week there are little more than

a dozen Lytham men engaged in mussel fishermen: “This week there are little more
fishing. The Banks men have not yet )

come on the scene. When shey will arrivé than a dozen Lytham men engaged in mussel
is problematical. St. ,/Anne’s men do not ‘

scem to be keenly interested in mussels, fishing. The Banks men have not yet come

on the scene. When they will arrive is prob-

1

lematical. St. Annes men do not seem to be keenly interested in mussels.’
The reason given for the lack of interest in mussels was reported as: “Mussels are not everything
with the fishermen. The industry might perhaps with some degree of truth be classed as a ‘side
line’. Shrimps are the backbone of their all-the-year-round living.”
“If shrimps should become scarce, then the

“If shrimps should become scarce, then,

men from Banks would speedily turn their | no doubt. the men from Banks would
speedily turn their thoughts and steps
Lythamwards. More Lytham men would

thoughts and steps Lythamwards. More Lytham g down. to the mussel beds.

men would go down to the mussel beds.”
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Perhaps the shrimps did become scarce as in the 29" January 1937 edition of the ‘Lytham

Times’ it was reported that: “The County Council at their meeting November last decided to open

the Mussel Purification Tanks at Lytham for the remainder of the

MUSSEL PURIFICATION -
TANKS OUTPUT, present season to any person or persons on payment of the cleans

ing fee instead of confining it to the Fishermen’s Society.

The County Council at their meeting in
November last decided to open the Museel

Purification Tanks at. Lytham for the re- This method has proved slightly more successful up to present
mainder of the present season to any per-
son or persons on payment of the cl - . .

v it to the Fishes. | | time than last season, but owing to the prevalence of gales and

ing fee instead of confining it to the Fisher-
men's Society. “

This method has praved &lightly more | | ;. - 2
ey o L (LS T ) fresh water in the River through heavy rains, the fishermen have
season, but owing to the prevalence of .
sales and fresh water in the River throngh [ O any occasions been unable to go to the beds to gather mussels.
the heavy rains, the fishermen -have on ||

jons be ble to go to the,

R e e A 20 S 2 The number of bags of mussels cleansed from the commence-

The number of bags of mussels oleansed | .
from the commencement of $he Season ‘o 1 1
e e ment of the Season to the 16th January is 3,067 as compared with
2541 for the same period 1ast yene.

1

2,514 for the same period last year.’

No mention was made as to how these mussels had found their way to market following the

demise of Mr. O’Callaghan’s Society.

As the end of the mussel gathering season approached, thoughts turned to the job of re-laying,
as had happened during the close season the previous year. On the 24" March 1937, The Clerk of
the County Council wrote to the Secretary of the Lancashire & Western Sea Fisheries Joint Com-

mittee to request a grant for this purpose: “Last year your Committee were good enough to make

a grant of £50 to the County Council for the purpose of re-

Ribdle Mupsels.

1 ; ; ¢t yoar your Camittes were gocd enough to
laying mussels in the Ribble Estuary. These mussels were Rteprte A Y T
of re-laying mesolo in tho Ribble Estuary, Theso
ruooels were laid on tho Pler Scar, Lytham, and have not

laid on the Pier Scar, Lytham, and have not been touched

deen touched this season.
The churoh Scar, which is eanily worked and

thlS season. 16 @ _good brooding ground, 1s now greatly in need of re-
laying, and the County Counoil would be very grateful if
The Church Scar, which is easily worked and is a good tho_Goumt 60 vould egatn rako thea & grant of ££0 o

enzble this to bo done,

. . . . I think that your Inspector was catiscficd
breeding ground, is now greatly in need of re-laying, and ) e s T
number of bags of russelo trensplanted exceeded his

the County Council would be very grateful if the Committee | uusate.

Yours faithfully,

would again make them a grant of £50 to enable this to be

done. I think your Inspector was satisfied with the work

which was done last year, and that the number of bags of mussels transplanted exceeded his esti-

’

mate.’

Referring back to the ‘Lytham Times’ article about the Conway mussel fishermen coming to

ply their trade at Lytham: whilst this
AS you may have heard, gq

. .. . ! f the ¢

N proposed, last Season, to coge rocor, le Convay f£ish

didn’t come to fruition during the past Resson, Dut mothing came g s °VE 10 Lythan for the mses

t.
of then, nemely Mr. Rolang Hughes,T?jéstii&i\fx’g }é%:e;ia oneiz
er in

season, the idea was again raised in a let- hend seriously, and proposes to g
> veginning of next season. He h;;nég zg %ﬁtﬁgeazotg:mg

three or four of the other younger fishermen with him

ter sent by Dr. Dodgson, at the Ministry of

(- SRS R o
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Agriculture and Fisheries Experimental Station at Conway, to Mr. Jolliffe on the 20% April
1937:“As you may have heard, some of the Conway fishermen proposed, last season, to come
over to Lytham for the mussel season, but nothing came of it. This year, however, one of them,
namely Mr. Roland Hughes, is taking the matter in hand seriously, and proposes to come to
Lytham at the beginning of next season. He hopes to be able to bring three or four of the younger
fishermen with him.”

The letter went on to enthusiastically describe Mr. Hughes as an excellent businessman who
had mapped out a plan of campaign which Dr. Dodgson thought “promised success”. He went on
to say, “A man like Hughes had made enough money to buy and run a car ... the chief reason for
Hughes wishing to seek new pastures is that the demand for mussels at Conway is so great that
the men have to be strictly rationed as to tank space.”

Dr. Dodgson also wrote that “Hughes has already been over to see O ’Callaghan, and I think
they have had satisfactory discussions”.

In replying to this letter, Mr. Jolliffe wrote that he would be glad to see Mr. Roland Hughes

when he next visits Lytham but then in a more serious vain wrote: “The County Council are de-

The County Council are detersined next year
that 0'Callaghan shall not have any oexclusive rights in
tho Tank, but thio, I think, is hardly matorial to lr.

Roland Hughes' schenme.

termined next year that O ’Callaghan
shall not have any exclusive rights in
the Tank, but this, I think, is hardly ma-

’

terial to Mr. Roland Hughes’ scheme.’

The following day, 22" April 1937, Dr. Dodgson wrote back to Mr. Jolliffe thanking him for

his letter and set out preliminary details of a visit to Lytham by Mr. Hughes, before adding: “/

I note that the County Council has decided that 0'Callaghan
shall not have any exclusive rights in the tanks next year and
you add that this is hardly materisl to Hughes' scheme. In
Point of fact, I think it may be quite material as Hughes is

not only capable of running the fishery side, but also the
business side. He hes had much experience in marketing not
only his own mussels but those of other fishermen and he is

fully c8u fait with sll the merkets, transport rates and what-not.

note that the County Council has de-
cided that O’Callaghan shall not have
any exclusive rights in the tanks next
year and you add this is hardly mate-
rial to Hughes’ scheme. In point of fact,
I think it may be quite material as

Hughes is not only capable of running

the fishery side, but also the business side. He has had much experience in marketing not only his

own mussels but those of other fishermen and he his fully au fait with all the markets, transport

rates and what-not.”

The letter continued: “Of course, Hughes has been plied with stories by the Lytham longshore

men to the effect that O’ Callaghan has swindled them and these stories have naturally reached
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Conway via relatives of certain Lytham men. However, Hughes has his head screwed on the right

1

way and says he has, of course paid no attention to such yarns.’

Dr. Dodgson, with great keenness to make the forthcoming Lytham mussel season a success,
wrote to Mr. Jolliffe again the following day, 23™ April 1937, with more precise details of the
proposed visit by Mr. Hughes: “/

I have now seen Roland Hughes. He is going to Lytham

have now seen Roland Hughes. He on Monday next, the 26th instant, as the tide serves on that
day. He is starting from here in the small hours and hopes

. . to get to Lytham at 6 a.m., when he proposes to go down river
is going to Lytham on Monday and inspect the beds. He is writing to Gomery, and I also

- . am writing to suggest that he might accompany Hughes.
next, the 26" instant, as the tide ‘
serves on that day. He is starting from here in the small hours and hopes to get to Lytham at 6

a.m., when he proposes to go down river and inspect the beds. He is writing to Gomery, and I also

’

am writing to suggest that he might accompany Hughes.’

His letter then went on to provide further information as to how the mussels might be collected :
“He hopes to get an idea as to what openings there are for raking mussels, and hopes that he may
get permission to rake at the base of the training wall. I know that the Harbour Board would very

probably object, but Hughes is an ex-

He hopes to get an idea as to what openings
there are for reking mussels, and hopes that he may get

pernission to rake at the base of the training wall. I ]
know that the Harbour Board would very probably object, but pert ﬁSherman and used fo V(lkll’lg

Hughes is sn expert fisherman and used to raking amongst .

stones; and he has, in fact, a kit of various types of amongst stones, and he has, in fact, a
rake designed to bring up mussels without disturbing the

stones themselves.

kit of various types of rake designed to

bring up mussels without disturbing the stones themselves.”
[It should be remembered that Mr, Nutter, Town Clerk for Preston Corporation, had objected
to “the establishment and maintenance of a several mussel fishery in certain parts of the estuary
of the River Ribble”, on the basis that extracting mussels off the river channel training walls would

weaken the structure and add significantly to the cost of their upkeep.]

But Dr. Dodgson was still hopeful of a successful outcome and finished his letter with opti-

I feel rather sanguine sbout the enterprise, mism: If eel rather sanguine
and should not be surprised if Hughes were able to work .
up a flourishing fishery. At any rate, he is a young about the enterprise, and should

men who merits every encouragement.
not be surprised if Hughes were
able to work up a flourishing fishery. At any rate, he is a young man who merits every encour-
agement.”
This optimism was short lived. Ten days later, Dr. Dodgson wrote again to Mr. Jolliffe but this
time the tone was one of pessimism. He had spoken to Mr. Hughes, who reported: “... he had very
thoroughly inspected the fishery and come to the conclusion that as practically the only marketable

size available were those on the training walls and would therefore require handpicking, this

would mean that he would only get about three bags a tide, which would leave him in no better
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position than he is at Conway, where he is now limited to three or four bags owing to the demand
for space in the tanks.”
Dr. Dodgson went on to write: “I have also had a letter from Gomery, in which he describes

the expedition. His view is that Hughes did not make a really searching investigation, and ap-

’

peared not to be very enthusiastic.’

The fact that Mr. Hughes didn’t make a really searching investigation was probably down to
the simple fact that on reaching the mussel beds he saw that he wouldn’t be able to collect the
mussels other than by raking. But, on a positive note, he did point out that: “... there are huge
beds of undersize mussels behind the training walls below Peat’s Light. Here, he says, 12 or 13
bags could be raked on a tide — and he thinks the supply almost inexhaustible — but the mussels
are far too crowded and unlikely to come to marketable size in any quantity without relaying.”

In the final paragraph of his letter, Dr. Dodgson again wrote with a degree of optimism for the

: . 66

future of a Lytham mussel industry: “As Hughes
As Hughes says - and I fully agree - the stock at

Lytk]x-a;m is inexhaustibl’e; and, if relaid, the fishery

_ _ ; would, as he puts it "become & gold-mine for all concerned",

Says and ]fl/llly agree the StOCk at Lytham IS The Lancashire end Western Sea Fisheries Committee have, I

believe, something like £200 per asnnum which they are

. . . . . empowered to spend on relaying. I do not know whether the

inexhaustible; and, if relaid, the fishery would, as | wowa feel inciined to consiaer increasing their geant for

the development of the Ribble fishery. There is no doubt

that within two or three years the fishery would fully

he puts it ‘become a gold-mine for all concerned’. Justify the tenks.
Yours truly,

The Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Com- @AMW

mittee have, I believe, something like £200 per an-
num which they are empowered to spend on relaying. I do not know whether they would feel in-
clined to consider increasing their grant for the development of the Ribble fishery. There is no
doubt that within two or three years the fishery would fully justify the tanks.”

Shortly after the ‘saga’ of Mr. Hughes and, no doubt, to further promote “Lytham Purified

Mussels”, Mr. O’Callaghan, accompanied by the Tanks Super-

UNPURIFIED MUSSELS intendent, Mr. Gomery, gave a presentation to Preston Rotary
A MENACE
———

Difficulties of Enforcing strations on a small scale, Mr O’Callaghan outlined in detail the
Preston Regulations :

OFFICIAL VIEWS

TH{:I: ylan%cr §o pﬁba% healm]seag,sed by
e sale of pollu musse & real :

one. It is possible for.a person to contract || day, Thursday, 20" May 1937, but rather than describe the pro-
a complaint such as typhoid from them.
This statement was made to a “ Lancashire - . . ¢ s
Daly Post” reporter to-day, by an official [ cess of mussel purification, it focused on the ‘menace’: “The
of the Lancashire County Council, following
the facts revealed by Mr. M. O'Callaghan,

of Littinhn, sb erea iotary | Clabyvester: danger to public health caused by the sale of polluted mussels

Club on “Mussel Purification”. Together, with practical demon-

process of mussel purification. An article about the presentation

was published in ‘The Lancashire Daily Post’ the following

is a real one. It is possible for a person to contract a complaint
such as typhoid from them.” The article then described the background to the 1923 regulations

before providing an insight into the ongoing difficulties of enforcing the extant regulations:
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them selling them.’

“Approximately two tons of unpurified mussels are sold in Preston during the season — chiefly

by hawkers — against half a ton of purified mussels
supplied from our tanks,” he said. “We have tried
all we can to catch the culprits — we can catch them

getting the mussels, but the difficulty is catching

’

e . B

______ —
-

dealer. s .
“Ap mately two tons of unpurified
mumﬁrﬁ pold in Preston during the sea-
son—chlefly. by hawkers—agalnst half a
ton of pu mussels supplied from our
tanks,” he sald. " We have tried. all we can
to catch the culprits—we can catch them
getting the mussels, but the dificulty is
catching them eelling them.” d

“The manager of a big Preston shop where mussels are sold, said that unpurified mussels were

The manager of a big Preston shop,
where mussels are sold, said that
unpurified mussels were got by people who
went out into the Ribble in boats, collected
the shell-fish, ostensibly for bait, and then
sold them at a cut-price to hawkers, who
disposed of them in the poorer districts.
“We sell only purified mussels, and we
have to face unfair competition from these

got by people who went out into the Rib-
ble in boats, collected the shell-fish, os-

tensibly for bait, and then sold them at a

cut-price to hawkers, who disposed of

people selling polluted mussels cheaply,” he them in the poorer districts. ‘We sell only
sa:cﬁ .
A ke e 4 e kedad purified mussels, and we have to face un-

fair competition from there people selling polluted mussels cheaply.’ he said.”

As the close season for mussel gathering made the purification tanks redundant fortheir primary

purpose, their use as a paddling pool was, again, being considered. In a letter dated 2"4 June 1937,

Dear Sir, " 2 Jae " 1..1.Qr}) ','»'ru;a.:--,‘.u

In reply to your letter of the 27th May
regerding the dete when the mussel tanks on the..
foreshore at Lytham should be used for paddling
pools, I think it might be desirsble for. thls ', lmuil
arrangement to commence for the season as from ;
Mond ay. next, the 7th June. X PR oA

Yours £aithfully,

Monday next, the 7" June.”

the Borough of Lytham St. Annes Town Clerk, Wal-
ter Heap, replied to a letter from the Clerk of the
County Council regarding the use of the mussel pu-
rification tanks as paddling pools: “In reply to your
letter of the 27" May regarding the date the mussel
tanks on the foreshore at Lytham should be used for
paddling pools, I think it might be desirable for this

arrangement to commence for the season as from

It was also during this close season that the advice from Mr. Hughes, the Conway mussel fish-

erman, was acted upon and the re-laying
of mussels began. A letter to the Tank
Superintendent informed him: “In reply

to your letter of the 17" instant [June],

Tranaplanting of Mussels,

In reply to your letter of the 17th instant,
A T e i o i i o sl

- 0 ‘per ‘for 0~ :
from the 22nd instent, end using the Tank boat for transpord,

it will be in order for you to engage two men at not more than 10/- each per tide for the re-laying

of mussels as from the 22"¢ instant, and using the Tank boat for transport.”
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By the end of the following September 64 tons of mussels had been re-laid on Church Scar at
a cost of £49 12s 3d and in a letter to the Clerk of the County Council, written on Sunday, 25
August 1937, the Tank Superintendent described the quality of the mussels on part of Church Scar
as very good and an area between Barge House and the V-wall should be made available to the
gatherers. In addition, he also requested that access to the Pier Scar should be controlled by permit
and as such these beds could be fished during bad weather when other beds were inaccessible.
So, the 1937/38 season of mussel gathering and purification began but, with the season barely
started, a letter sent to Dr. Dodgson from the Clerk of the County Council on the 23" September
1937, showed that little had changed from the previous season:
“As you are of course aware, one of our

Lytham MMussel Tank.

As you are of course aware, one of our J 1 7 /
aifficulties, and one of tho things vhich may prevent the difficulties, and one of the things which may
numbers fishing for mussels being as great as they might

'::ieis the difficulty of subsequent distribution and prevent the numbersﬁshing fOl" mussels be_

ing as great as they might be, is the difficulty

’

of subsequent distribution and sale.’

. . ey . ;- Thi P th
The letter continued: “This year the condi 78T} Ramely s 0704  laghant taps fho s o as0 e last

course he is in this solely for business and he does not
. take more than suits his convenicnce‘ end the amount of
tions are the same as last year, namely, mussels fished is the emount which 0'Callaghan requires end |
no more. For example, a.wholesale fishmonger was prepared

B Zl h k h h l b ;g tgl;gh direct frgx:.; t.h: '{tmkk atniﬁlflybaupply gﬁ L0 bags.

e ermen would not look a 8 because y wiere A
0 Ca ag an lakes the whole Output ut Of afraid that this unimown quantity might prove unsatisfactory [
in the future, and 0'Callaghan refuse§ to take them back into
his fold.

course he is in this solely for business and he
does not take more than suits his convenience, and the amount of mussels fished is the amount
which O’Callaghan requires and no more. For example, a wholesale fishmonger was prepared to
take direct from the Tank a weekly supply of 40 bags. The fishermen would not look at this because
they were afraid that this unknown quantity might prove unsatisfactory in the future, and O’Cal-

laghan refuse to take those back into his fold.”

The seriousness of this problem and its possible detrimental effect on the success of the mussel
purification project was such the County Council considered including in a Parliamentary Bill:

«“

The .Oounty Council are promoting a BAIL %o ... a provision which would enable
obtain a number of general powers, and they are considering

inserting in that Bill a provision vhich would ensble then
to arrange for and conduct the sale and distribution of them to arrange f or and conduct the
shell-fish cleansed at the Tank. | o )

sale and distribution of shell-fish

cleansed at the Tank.”

At least the following month brought some good news for one person at the mussel tanks. In a
letter dated 4™ October 1937, it was announced that the labourer at the station, Mr. W. Pratt, could
be awarded a pay rise of up to 2/- per week if the nature of his employment justified an increase.
The letter also revealed that Mr. Pratt’s wages were 48/- per week for seasonal employment, which

includes weekend over-time without pay and this had been his wage for the past two seasons!
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A handwritten note at the bottom of the letter detailed the wages of different types of labourers
employed by Lytham St. Annes Borough Council:

General Labourer £2.10.0 gross, £2.8.0 less insurance
Pick & Shovel Labourer £2.14.0 gross : 4”‘# i B Feroid WW
Grass Labourer £2.8.11 gross Gt iayet otboures  F 21410 fron 5 P
5[ &-7 X:,.ngh
(47 hr week) (7-Ae. weest.)

In the meantime, mussel gathering continued and the returns for the first four weeks of the

S o season looked favourable, with the total number of
A s RIS bags cleaned standing at 768 compared with the pre-
e <o T T e Boatiea vious years total for the same period of 424. (It
25.9.37e sos  /// £23.1. 2.

2.10.37 205 2/4  eaze. = should be remembered that the start of the previous

: T W “ese. 2. 3. year’s season was fraught with problems and the
7ot ! a e . ;» Tfishermen were slow to begin collecting.)

A letter sent by Mr. O’Callaghan, on the 23" October, to Mr. Jolliffe, provides us with a possi-

; ble reason for the
. Jolliffe,
£ Gounty Offices,

Prostons increased quantity.

« Jolliffe
aa Bt 0 ,I thank you for your letter and appreciate the advice. T‘he letter starts
Generally speeking I think things are going smoothly at the tanks
with the exception of two of the men who are sending mussels into the same market as

uyself at a cheaper rate, with a minor com-

plaint: “Generally speaking I think things are going smoothly at the tanks with the exception of

2

two of the men who are sending mussels into the same market as myself at a cheaper rate ...”.

s o - But the second
[ R i As a point-of interest I am not sure if you are aware of it or not
. but I took a risk a month ago and enggged ten men from the dole office gave them a
‘.mger.of»hffz 11{0/-;1,-:.191:!11;:. provided thex;n with. boots end oilskins ( for which I deduct
‘= each week un oy are paid for) and as you are previousl: .
paid me for the boat I bought at Morecambe I hzught twg other bia::a-z:pz}gixe‘ Ltizi-‘ oyt
hringix_:g about one ton of mussels each, I piat these men five &n each boat, but due
o to their inexperience I could only keep-them a fortnight +the supplies the, ot
. oompared with getting their own showed a loss of £16 in a fortnight. o

paragraph reveals

all: “As a point of

BREE interest [ am not
sure if you are aware of it or not but I took a risk a month ago and engaged ten men from the dole
office gave them a wage of £2 10/- weekly, provided them with boots and oilskins (for which 1
deduct 2/- each week until they are paid for) and as you are previously aware when Mr. Gomery
paid me for the boat I bought at Morecambe I bought two other boats capable of bringing about
one ton of mussels each, I put these men five on each boat, but due to their inexperience I could
only keep them a fortmight the supplies they got compared with getting their own showed a loss of

£16 in a formight.” But, as a shrewd businessman, Mr. O’Callaghan was investing in the future as

the letter continued:
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“In effect the loss I sustained in giving these men a start will I feel sure be compensated for due

to the increased supplies spread over the season. The demand for Saturdays’ mussels is remark-

In effect the loss I sustained in giving these men a start will I feel able’ usually n
agid gor d\;e to ghe increased supplies spread over the season.

region of 300 4 e demand for Saturdays' mssels is remarksble, usually in the ]

had to seng 80 2gs but Thursdays supplies are hopeless, I had 117 bags out today and : the region Of 300

days wi on commission, which will show 2 T ili
th good supplies niake,up the difference. i e e e e

Sure be compens

bags but Thurs-
days supplies are hopeless. I had 117 bags out today and had to send 80 on commission, which
will show a heavy loss, but the other railing days with good supplies make up the difference.”
And perhaps as a final plea to counter the County Council’s determination to remove his sole
dealership of Lytham Purified Mussels from him, Mr. O’Callaghan closes his letter by saying: “/
hope I have not bored you but as I am not in contact with you now the fishermen’s society does

not exist 1 Ry 1 hop; T have not bored you but as I em not in conbtact with you now
1 emf;:;?mns‘ society does mot exist I thought you would like to kmow the interest
rosiNg in thew work if only from the point of view I cen visualize future
thought you $08sibilities for purified mussels and as I have had two years of financiel bad luck <

I am ) 2
. I haveN;\l?tJ}\, fmg(t)ard to this ye%r to recover my self, as things are going at present v
would like to :

complain abouw
Kind regards. Yours Truly,

g by e 2

know the in-
terest I am taking in the work if only from the point of view I can visualize future possibilities for
purified mussels and as I have had two years of financial bad luck I am looking forward to this

year to recover my self, as things are going at present I have nothing to complain about.”

Whilst the increase in the quantity of mussels being purified and the number of bags of mussels
sent to market was welcomed by all in the industry, there was one discontented voice and once
again it came from Mr. Nutter, Town Clerk for Preston Corporation. In Chapter 10 we saw that
Mr. Nutter had raised an objection to the ‘Ribble Mussel Fishery Order, 1936 on the basis that
extracting mussels from off and around the training walls would weaken the structure. Ina lengthy
letter of complaint, written on the 8t November 1937, he wrote:

“You will no doubt recall, when the Lancashire County Council were applying for the above

Order, [ intimated that 1

gy 9% L¥ou AL o doubt reda1l. Anst, shen e was apprehensive that
pancashire County Councll were applying for the above Order, . .

T intimated that I was apprehensive that injury would result injury would result to
_to our Training Works by the gathering of mussels from off

and immedistely behind the VWalls. In view of recent experiences

o7 apprehension 8 now well founded. our Training Works by

the gathering of mussels

from off and immediately behind the Walls. In view of recent experiences my apprehension is now
well founded.”

The Town Clerk’s finger of blame was pointed towards Mr. O’Callaghan’s previously men-

tioned “ten men from the dole office”.
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“I would point out that there are to-day considerably more men gathering mussels from the

Ribble Estuary than hith-

/ {15 I would point out that there are to-day
erto, many of these men, /considerably more men gathering mussels from the Ribble

.Estuary than hitherto, many of these men, I understand, not
I understand, not being bei’x_:g.'fishermen, but men drawn from sdme Lebour Exchange.

fishermen, but men drawn from some Labour Exchange.”
He then went on to describe the damage caused by the mussel gatherers to the South Training

Wall, at a point 11% miles below Preston, which was naturally covered with mussels:

e - p— - The area,
eventually, became stripped of mussels, so much so that the
resiastance of the backing to the wall beceame so lmpaired that

Lytham, was a verypopularspotfor the run of water from behind the wall began to eat away the
olay and the then loosened gravel to such an extent that the
. flood waters, in falling over the wall to the weakered backing
the mussel gatherers to readily ob- behind, completed the destruction of the wall. Last month the
training wall became breached at this place. Reparation work
. . . had immedliately to be put in hand, as breaches such as this
tain their requirements. The area, soon attain formidable dimenslons and become increasingly
difficult and expensive to repair, 9 hopper cargoes of clay
of and gravel being tipped to fill the breach, with 130 tons of
rubble stone to resurface same being necessary.

“This area, being close to

eventually, became stripped
mussels, so much so that the resistance of the backing to

the wall became so impaired that the run of water from behind the wall began to eat away the clay
and then the loosened gravel to such an extent that the flood waters, in falling over the wall to the
weakened backing behind, completed the destruction of the wall. Last month the training wall
became breached at this place. Reparation work had immediately to be put in hand, as breaches
such as this soon attain formidable dimensions and become increasingly difficult and expensive to
repair, 9 hopper cargoes of clay and gravel being tipped to fill the breach with 130 tons of rubble
stone to resurface same being necessary.”

Mr. Nutter concluded his letter with a request to the County Council:

(13 .
.. Perhaps you would kindly consider as to Perhaps you would kindly

o o
'hat/’s e ;
/ P8 should be taken to ensure that the injury we )
:2-11:.&13 from the gathering of mussels from off ouyTraining | consider as to what steps should
11,‘-:’!" be eliminated,

be taken to ensure that the injury

we sustain from te gathering of mussels from off our Training Walls can be eliminated.”

The Clerk of the County Council was quick to reply to Mr. Nutter as two days later he sent a

letter to him in which he stated:

While the Managem ent Sub-Committee of the Tanks c annot agree that the damageto thewalls
towhich you refer is necessarily due to the gathering of mussels, at the sametimethey will
issue such instructions as should obviate the major cause of complaint eventhough they could
not agree with the suggestion that no mussels should be taken from the training walls.
Instructions will be giveninwriting to all menwho are licensed to gather mussels calling their
attentiontothe need for care, and, in particular, that they should not use rakes in the vicinity of
awall ... facsimile
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As if to show that his Committee was willing to punish the mussel fishermen if they trans-

gressed the rules, he wrote to the Tank Superintendent the same day regarding an issue that had

happened on the Pier Scar mussel bed:

Dear Sir,

facsimile

Breach of Regulations.

10th December, 1937,

The Committee at their meeting yesterday
considered the explanation made to the Chairman by Mr.,
E. Kenworthy and other with regard to the picking of
mussels from the Pier Scar. The Committee were not
satisfied with the explanation and require that the permits of
E. Kenworthy, J. Holden, J. Holden Jnr., and J. Cookson
be suspended for 14 days.

Yours faithfully,

Clerk of the County Council.

An article in the ‘Lancashire Evening Post’, Thursday, 28" April 1938, included a report from

the Lancashire County Council’s Agricultural Committee in which it stated during the 1936-7

1CIIS unu mooriana.

the fees, £394.

treatment at the Lytham tanks.

During the 1936-7 season., it is stated.
3,780 bags of mussels passed through the
county mussel purification station, the fees
received being £291. This improvement . - o T 1
was maintained in the 1937-8 secason, the ceived being £291. This improvement was main-

number of bags cleansed being 5,381 and

& ()Ar;;gs_ltlcﬁtlox} haﬂ been mage tthlcetwood
on to allow musse athered fro . s
the Wyre area to be sold angr undcrg;lnng‘ cleansed being 5,381 and the fees £394.

season: “3,780 bags of mussels passed through the

county mussel purification station, the fees re-

tained in the 1937-8 season, the number of bags

The article also mentioned that an “Applica-

tion had been made to Fleetwood Corporation to allow mussels gathered from the Wyre area to

be sold afier undergoing treatment at the Lytham tanks”.

The driving force for the application was the Lancashire County Council. The following day,

‘The Fleetwood Chronical, Fylde News and Advertiser’ reported:

WYRE MUSSELS

Permission To Eat
Them Likely

"WYRE MUSSELS
Permission to Eat Them Likely
Mussels from the River Wyre may soon be on sale for
human consumption again. Fleetwood Council, follow-
ing a letter from the Lancashire County Council, have
decided to ask the Minister of Health for permission to
amend the Corporation order banning Wyre mussels,
made in March 1934, to allow the mussels to be eaten,
provided they have first passed through the purification

tanks at Lytham.’
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Once again the end of the mussel season released the tanks for use as a paddling pool and on
the 2" June 1938, the County Council informed the Tank Superintendent that they had “foday
received a letter from the Town Clerk, . Dear Nr, Gomery,

Lytham St. Annes, informing me that his Mussed Purifiostion Station
e S e A S A T Y R Y] ¢ 1

corporation will commence to use the I have to-day received a letter from the
Tanks as paddling pools on Monday Towmn Clerk, Lytham Ste Annes, informing me that
next the 6™ June. his Corporation will commence to use the Tanks

) as paddling pools on ionday next the 6th June.
Will you please see the Bor- s : i %

Will you please see the Borough Surveyor

ough Surveyor with regard to making '
with regard to meking Lhe necessary arrangements,

the necessary arrangements. ' Yours faithfully,

Yours faithfully,””

The end of the 1937-8 season also saw a resolution to the County Council’s on-going problem

with Mr. O’Callaghan and the marketing of the shellfish. On the 7™ July 1938, the ‘Lancashire

v

Daily Post’ announced: “The Lancashire County Council

COUNTY BILL FOR (Rivers Board and General Powers) Bill was today ap-
THIRD READING

Shellfish Clause Altered mittee and ordered to be reported for a Third Reading.”

proved by the House of Commons Unopposed Bills Com-

fTHE tLancashire County Council The outcome of the bill meant that the County Council
(Rivers Board and General Powers)

Bill was to-day approved by the Houss| oy had the power, at the request of the owners of the
of Commons Unopposed Bills Com-

i : : o
i ,::;:,,:':"“ to Be reported for|  chell-fish, to act as the agents in the sale and distribution

of shell-fish.

During the Bill’s passage through the Committee stage, a question was raised as to why there
was a need for the clause relating to shell-fish and it was explained that “at present there was no
organisation for selling the mussels to the market, which was largely in Yorkshire and the Midland
towns. ... The fishermen were poor and it was not possible for them to deal with the distribution
of mussels. They could not get in touch with the wholesalers. At present they were sold to a local
wholesaler, who was primarily engaged in other work and only bought what he could dispose of.
Very much more could be disposed of if the market could be found. The purpose of the clause was
to enable the Council to assist the fishermen in finding a market and carrying on their fishing in
the estuary.”

September saw the start of the 1938/39 season with the prospect of River Wyre mussels being
brought to Lytham for cleansing; new markets opening up underthe control of the County Council;

and a slight change of workforce. A letter from the Clerk of the County Council to his Cashier
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announced the appointment of Mr. John Wilson, 65

Mugsel Purification Station,

y
Trent Street, Lytham, on a one week’s trial, as la- le, John Wt1son, G5 Trent Stocet, Lythan,

has been appointed as from the 9th instent on one week's

bourer at the Mussel Purification Station. In addition,

trial, as lebourer at the above Station,

it also stated that John Duddle, 22 Pollux Gate, Fair- Jobhn Duddle, 22 Pollux Gate, Fairhaven,
Labourer ceased work on the 8th instant, W11l you
haven, Labourer, ceased work on the 9™ instant and a Pleaso formerd choge to hin for 28/~ 3 days end ono
half deys wages.

cheque was to be forwarded to him for 28/- 3 daysand
one-half days wages.

A letter dated 10" September 1938, from the County Council, disclosed a further workforce
change. Mr. Gomery, the

We have hed o minor upset through Gomery being \
called up but the Windstry of Agriculture come to the A

rescue from Conway, and I hope everything will go smootily Station’s  Superintendent,
Tow thet things have quietened down no doubt Gomery will 4l N\
be relonsed. 1% hop, however, shown ue the need for |\ | had been “called up” [back

having gomebody in reserve. &
{ 4

into the Royal Navy] and a
stand-in had been arranged from Conway to cover as his replacement. The letter continued: “Now
that things have quietened down no doubt Gomery will be released.”

Mr. Gomery’s call-up was scheduled for Friday, 30" September 1938. [The day that Neville
Chamberlain returned from Munich and declared ‘Peace in Our Time’.] The date of his ‘call-up’
is confirmed in a letter sent by Mr. O’Callaghan to Mr. Jolliffe at the County Council on Monday,
3rd October 1938, which began with a strong accusation: “Dear Mr. Jolliffe,

1t is my unpleasant duty to report to you my resentment of Mr. Gomerys [sic] unwarranted

abuse to me this morn- Doar Tirs Jolliffs,

. . ) It is my unpleasant duty to report to vou mr o

lng concernlng my Son N umvarranted abuse to me this "‘O!T.ihg O(r;cernfi:r"’::l; SE’FT:S:?:- 'Z o r‘.u ¢ -:’.5
Pridey during lr. Gorerys &bsence. S Sy SRS @ssigtanogiialithe Tenke'on

assistance at the Tanks
on Friday during Mr. Gomerys [sic] Absence.”

The letter continued: “Gomery came to my house on Thursday evening on two occasions (un-
Sfortunately I was out) he told my wife he had to leave on Mobilisation orders on Friday morning.”

Presumably, as nothing was mentioned in his letter, Mr. O’Callaghan was unaware of the great

BOATS SWAMPED

P —
Sea and Sand Havoe at Lyvtham | his letter, the ‘Lancashire Daily Post’ reported:

misfortune that had befallen the Lytham fishermen

the previous night. On the same day that he wrote

St. Annes “Fishing boats were swamped, a main road

t amped. & main road .
b;&i’.’-&ngb?md?,m? :::d,pfa\-oc wrought blocked by drifted sand, havoc wrought among the

nmonahl.'xr xlgmmutlxom at bottsrhmds otdlhc
borough, and at least one op window : : . :
e S AnTiAs dUFE Ieat iluminations [sic] at both ends of the borough, and

ht’ le. .
D masalnthene sas - low tide last at least one shop window smashed at Lytham St.

)

Annes during last night’s gale.’
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Mr. Gomery’s ‘call-up’ must have been on a very short basis as he was referred to in another
letter from Mr. O’Callaghan, dated 14™ October, “Mr. Gomery tells me he had a letter from some-
one who wants five bags of

lr. Gomery tells me he had a letter from someons who wants five Bags of
Yussels each week but has sent the letter to the Lanos. County Counoil, would you mussels each week but has

please advise me the name and address of the applicant.
sent the letter to the Lancs.
County Council, would you please advise me the name and address of the applicant.”

The following paragraph of the letter then returned to the topic of the now extant ‘Rivers Board
and General Powers’ Bill and Mr. O’Callaghan’s loss of overall control of the marketing of
Lytham Purified Mussels: “In view of the fact I am now taking all the supplies from the Tanks,
and in a spirit of co-operation

In view of the fact I am now taking ell the supplies from the Tanks, and in

would it be ClSkil/lg too much lf a spirit of co=operation would it be asking too mich if you would advise ¥r. Gomery
%o hand any correspondence dealing with the sale of mussels direct to me, by doing

. this it will obviate amg delay and give me the opportunity of getting in touch with
you would advise Mr. GOmeVZV a likely customer, for instance this correspondence is now over a week old and it is
most likely the customer will think hd cannot get supplies, and as I have the
to hand any correspondence additional supplies from Fleetwood I am only too glad to get all the new business

available large or small.

dealing with the sale of mus-

sels directly to me, by doing this it will obviate any delay and give me the opportunity of getting in

touch with a likely customer, for instance this correspondence is now over a week old and it is

most likely the customer will think he cannot get supplies, and as I have the additional supplies

from Fleetwood I am only too glad to get all the new business available large or small.”
Although the loss of boats at the beginning of October may have affected the overall quantity

of mussels cleansed in the tanks, the total for the first four weeks of the new season saw an increase

of 200 bags over the same period for the previous year. The ‘Ormskirk Advertiser’ reported: “The

PURIFICRTION OF MUSSELS mussel fishing season commenced on
The mussel fishing season commenced on the the 8" September, and the number of

8th September, and the number of bags cleansed
to the 8th October is 1,359, as compared with bags cleansed to the 8" October is
1,159 bags for the same period last year.

1,359, as compared with 1,159 bags

for the same period last year.”

Unfortunately, the following two months didn’t see a similar increase. In a report by the Lan-
cashire Agricultural Committee, it was stated that: “During November and December, when de-
mand for mussels appeared to be increasing, heavy gales and frost prevented the fishermen from

going to tides to gather mussels, or a further considerable improvement would have taken place.”
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Tank Superintendent, George Gomery,

hosing-down the Sterilisation Tank
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Chapter 12
The War Years: 1939 - 1946

Towards the end of the 1938/9 season, a letter from the County Council once more announced

that the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Committee “will again make a grant of not exceed-

. y : -
ing £100 for the purpose of trans- / The Lancashire and Western gen Fisherj_-—

. ] ) ] /' committee will again make 8 grant. of not emea Joint
planting mussels in the River Ribble | gigo for the purpose of transplanting mussﬁg‘?ﬁ‘%ﬁe

piver Ribble and Vyre Estuarieg,
and Wyre Estuaries ” and to ensure

that the money was spent correctly the letter continued: “Mr. Gomery, the Tank Superintendent at

— . — — the Mussel Purification
Mr. Gomery, the Tank Superintendent at Mussel

purification Station has been instructed to keep & Station has been instructed
gtriet account of 2ll monies paid in comnection with this
ant, and to obtain recelpts from the men engaged,’ to keep a strict account of
together with ghe gggfs ang times wgrllfed,Jet;.,Bforéthe
~loying in the R ¢ Istvuary, and iir, Jo T Bogot, i id i _
§fshgigg Officer, St. Bernards Road, Knott End on the all monies paid in connec
Sea, has been requested to do the same for the re-laying tion with this grant, and to
in the Wyre Estuary, Bupes ’

obtain receipts from the

men engaged, together with the dates and times worked, etc., for the re-laying in the Ribble Estu-

ary, and Mr. J. T. Bagot, Fisheries Officer, St. Bernards Road, Knott End on the Sea, has been
requested to do the same for the re-laying in the Wyre Estuary.”

No time was lost in starting the work of re-laying and in his quarterly report the superintendent

of the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries District, Dr Jenkins, stated: “£100 has been devoted

to the work. Over 60 tons were trans- o
Dr. Jenkins says £100 has been devoted to
planl‘ed in the Wyre before March 31%, the work. Over 60 tons were tmnsplanted
e Vs e i N e

" 7 0 wou mov ore ¢ t

and several more tons would be moved was exhausted. All the arrangements have
been made for the work of transplanting in

before the grant was exhausted. All the the Ribble cstuary to commence

arrangements have been made for the
work of transplanting in the Ribble estuary to commence.” (As reported the ‘Lancashire Daily

Post on Tuesday, 30" May 1939.)

The 1938/39 season ended on the 15™ April and a record number of bags cleansed was an-

nounced: 7,755 bags with fees amounting to £394 6s 5d.

During the year 7,755 bags of mussels
were cleansed, the fees amounting. to
£585 9s. 3d.
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As the summer months approached, preparations were made to open the Tanks as a paddling

pools and in reply to a letter written by the Town Clerk at the
2t ey, 1939,
meriE5y _ Town Hall, Lytham St. Annes, to the Lancashire County Coun-

7.5, M BAORIEH OF Jowr Iotter o the st cil on this subject, the County Clerk noted that he had “in-

netent notifying me that your Corporation will use
" the Tenke for peddling pools durtng tho Ceusen, end
nave instructed the Superintendent to have the Tanks

the 29th instant. Iz « . . .
O e i1t 5o ne ovgeotion w e sosmer | 297 "and “There will be no objection to the bottom of the Tanks

structed the Superintendent to have the Tanks ready for the

the Tanks becing whitencd as you euggest, and this oon . . .
be carrod out pomctine after the 25the bemg whitened as you suggest .

The Tenk guperintendent will peo the Borough

Surveyor on tho matters

Yours faithfully,

Perhaps whilst preparing the Tanks for use as paddling pools,
the Tank Superintendent became aware of a potential hazard to future users. In a letter to him,
dated 6™ June 1939, the County Clerk outlined their position in the event of there being an accident

at the Mussel Purification Station:

“Under the Agreement with the Lytham St. Annes

. o, . 61
Corporation dated the 31°" May 1934 it is provided e d
r Ur Gomery,
that the Corporation shall indemnify the County Musecl Auzification station.
. . . ynder the Agreement with the Lytham 9% Annes Corporation
Council against all action, losses, costs, damages tho 3Lst May,194 1t 1o provided that the Comppration
g ) > ’ g i) dated y
ghall indemnify the County Council agzinst all actionsy losbes,
claims &c during the period the Tanks are in their woste, damagos, olaims &o during ths period tho Tenks ave in
their control, In case of any accident therefor you should
control. In case of any accident therefore you should roport dixsct to the Corporation, and with a view fo
pinimising the riek of accident from broken glasg stoc which
report direct to the Corporation, and with view to i R A S |

Borongh Surveyor with regard to having the Pank regularly

raked out.

minimising the risk of accident from broken glass etc

Yours faithfully

which may get into the Tank, I would suggest that you BeE e el el

¥r G Comery
Tank Superintendent

should see the Borough Surveyor with regard to hav- Rashal Pusiocoution Bation

ing the Tank regularly racked out.”
Eleven daysafter this letter was sent an accident did happen — but it didn’t involve broken glass.
Saturday, 17" June 1939 was a busy day on the Promenade at Lytham; a party of approximately

70 children and 30 parents from Penwortham Methodist Sunday School were on their annual out-

ing: a group from the Lancashire Authors Association

PRESTON BOY- FALLS
GALZING AT ’PLANES

— head aeroplanes were flying. What also happened was de-

SKULL FRACTURED?

Drama of Sunday School following Monday under the heading “PRESTON BOY
Lytham Outing FALLS GAZING AT ‘PLANES”.

were visiting the Mussel Purification Station: and over-

scribed in a report in the ‘Lancashire Daily Post’ on the

The newspaper report continued: “While looking up at some aeroplanes passing overhead, it is

believed, a nine-year-old Penwortham boy, John Thomas Carr, of Hill-road, fell into a seven feet

95



deep empty tank on Lytham seafront on Saturday. He is lying in a serious condition in Lytham
Hospital with a suspected fractured skull.”

Mr. F. Addison, superintendent of Penwortham Methodist Sunday School, told the ‘Lancashire
Daily Post’ reporter, “I understand a lecture was being given to adults near the tanks, and some
boys stopped there on their way from a game of rounders on the grass near the windmill on Lytham
promenade to Park-street Methodist School for tea. No one seems to have seen Jackie fall into the
tank, but the accident occurred as some aeroplanes were passing overhead, and apparently he fell

’

while looking at them.’

Almost two months later, 10" August 1939, the Clerk to the Lancashire County Council re-

ceived a Solicitor’s letter: “We have

Y i oo hyqKex Emnak Gaenjotiu AT been consulted by Mr. Ernest Carr of 4

Road, Penworthen, nesr ?reaton‘ulth reforence to the serlous

Hill Road, Penwortham, near Preston,
4njury sustained by his son, John L, T, Carr, at the IMugsel

purifying Plent st Lythaa on the 17th June last, for which inury with reference to the serious injury sus-

our client holds the Council responsible in damages owlng to tained by his son, John L.T. Carr, at the

the Plent having insufficlent or no protection against Mussel Puriﬁ/ing Plant at Lytham on

aco 1dent,

th . o .
Mo AL bE: EYL B K A e LG the 17" June last, for which injury our

preparsd to adnlt Lisbillty, client holds the Council responsible in

damage owing to the Plant having in-
sufficient or no protection against accident. We shall be glad to know if the Council is prepared

to admit liability.”

The Lancashire County Council replied the next day and their answer was brief and to the point:
“As it appears that in the first place
As it eppears that in tho firet place John Carr
vas a trespasser at the time of the accident,and that in the
gecond place tho accident was entirely due to his om Of the accident and that in the second

John Carrwas a trespasser at the time

negligence, I should be glad if you would suggest to me in place the accident was entirely due to
vhat way the County Council are held responsible for the his own negligence I should be gla d
demages sustained. I must, of course, in thoe meantime deny

all liability.

if you would suggest to me in what

way the County Council are held re-

sponsible for the damage sustained. I must, of course, in the meantime deny all liability.”

Twenty-three days later, Sunday, 3" September 1939, His Majesty King George VI addressing

his people at home and overseas announced over the airwaves ...

“We are at War”
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Sometime between 5:00pm the following evening (4™) and 9:00 am the next morning (5%),

further trouble was to afflict Mussel Purification Station. An Occurrence Report written by P.C.

942 John Noble stated that: “12 windows size, 2ft I 1 12 windowg sizo, 2% 7in_ X " 18b Sins
7in X 1ft 9ins had been damaged, and o fead | hussuns pug ot 10t tom o, o

in X Ift 9ins had been damaged, and two lea Uussell Purificetin Tanks, Central Deuch, Lythm, ;medi
taps torn off. at the Mussel Purification Tanks, || e Lanceshire Comty Comeil. Total daago amounted |

to 30/-. A
Central Beach, Lytham, owned by the Lancashire
County Council. Total damage amounted to 30/-."
His report went on to say that he had “... ascertained that children had been seen throwing

| ascerteined that children had been seon thrﬁwing stones
at the windows, and_climbigg about the tuildings, 1
made enquiries but owing to the largs mumber of evactated owing to the large number of evacuated

children at prosent in tho district, I have benwiable | | opiiren af present in the district, I have

-obtai i tion thab wauld assist ue in tracing| ' . |
e i mf?“”:bl for tho dansgp 7|l been unable to obtain any information
the children responsible Ior . e |

ata—a——1-— i

e el T ) stones at the windows, and climbing
\

about the building. I made enquires but

that would assist me in tracing the chil-

)

dren responsible for the damage.’

As an immediate consequence of the King’s announcement, the Superintendent of the Lytham
Mussel Purification reverted back to being Chief Petty Officer George Albert Gomery and, as
such, he was required to be on standby to be called-up into the Royal Navy. It must have been
obvious to his employers at County Hall that a replacement from Conway wouldn’t be available
owing to the severity of the crisis, so the Clerk wrote to the Commodore at the Royal Naval Bar-

racks in Devonport to request delay in Mr. Gomery’s call-up. A week later he received areply: “/

am directed by the Commodore
1 am directed by the Commodore to acknowledge
to acknowledge receipt of your receipt of your letter deted 14th September, requesting
thet s long notice &s possible mey be given when
letter dated 14" September, re- 14 is necessery to call up Ceorge Albert Gomery, Chief
petty Officer, D/J.6302, Torpedo Coxswain, for service.
questing that as long notice as 1t is regretted thet no guerantee can be given to this
effect as circumstences frequently cheange.

possible may be given when it is

necessary to call up George Albert Gomery, Chief Petty Officer, D/J.6302, Torpedo Coxswain, for

service. It is regretted that no guarantee can be given to this effect as circumstances frequently
change.”

Concluding the letter a little advice was offered: “It is suggested under the circumstances that

It is suggested under the circumstences thet | YOU train one of the menworking under

you trein one of the men working under him so that in
the event of his being required, he can go with little him so that in the event this being re-
dislocution of your industry.

quired, he can go with little dislocation

to your industry.”
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As the year came to a close, a small article, published in the ‘Formby Times’ on the 30" De-

cember 1939, provided a small ray of sunshine at

a time of foreboding skies: “The mussel tanks at l The mussel tanks at Lyth.'“.'
are working to their full capacity,
Lytham are working to full capacity, and a suc- | and a successful season is anticipated.

The mussels, which were trans-
cessful season is anticipated. The mussels, which || planted, particularly thosc in the
Wyre estuary, have done very well
and will afford satisfactory supplies

estuary, have done very well and will afford satis- o the tanks. !

were transplanted, particularly those in the Wyre

factory supplies to the tanks.”

The ‘satisfactory supplies’ certainly kept the tanks busy throughout the 1939/40 season, as can
be seen in the following extract from a report, published in 1946, titled ‘Ministry of Agriculture
and Fisheries Report on the Sea Fisheries of England and Wales for the Years 1939-1944 inclu-

sive’,.

Lytham. The mussel purification station at Lytham operated by the
Lancashire County Council, continued to function during the war. As at
Conway, the season 1939-1940 established a record, but subsequently shortage
of musselmen and blackout restrictions caused a decline in the quantity of
mussels taken from the Ribble Estuary. Arrangements were made in 1938
for mussels from the Wyre Estuary to be sent by road to the Lytham tanks for
purification but the results were disappointing. A few bags of mussels sent
from Morecambe by road transport were accepted for purification in 1941 with
satisfactory results. The number from this source increased each succeeding
year until in the season which ended in March, 1945, over half of the output
of the Lytham tanks were Morecambe mussels, and a new record was set up.

" Ribble. Wyre. Morecambe. Total Output.

(Lytham). Full Bags.
1938-1939 W .. 1,207 548 — 7,755
1939-1940 s .. 10,524 1,200 —_ 11,724
1940-1941 - - 7,837 345 —_ 8,182
1941-1942 oo - 7,436 4 57 7,493
1942-1943 s .. 1,683 o 117 7,700
1943-1944 e .. 5,401 - 2,633 8,034
1944-1945 a wie 5,318 433 6,707 12,458

That season 10,524 bags of mussels were gathered from the Ribble estuary beds and, together
with 1,200 bags from the River Wyre beds, resulted in a total output of 11,724 bags from the tanks,

an increase of over 50% from the previous season’s record yield.

The above-mentioned Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries Report also stated that ‘blackout
restrictions’ were one cause ofa “decline in the quantity of mussels taken from the Ribble Estuary”
during the following years. The effect of these restrictions on the Ribble mussel fishermen is ex-

plained in detail in a letter sent by the County Council to the Regional Commissioner on the 13t

July 1941:
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Urgent representations have been made to me by
Lytham fishermen against the operation of the Order recently
made by the Regional Commissioner which prevents persons
being on the foreshore at Lytham after dark.

The fishermen say that the Naval Authorities have,
to meet the difficulties of fishing, relaxed their Order which
originally prevented boats setting out during the black-out,
and that it is now possible for fishermen to go seaward before
dawn provided they do not come back until after daylight. The
effect of this concession has been now nullified by the Order
which prevents the men from going to the beach until
daylight. Lytham, as you know, is very tidal, and it is
essential that they should be able to “lay-off" their boats in
deeper water before the tide has completely gone out if they
ate to make use of the ebb to get out to sea.

The mussels in the Ribble estuary are owned by the
Lancashire County Council. They are only fished by fishermen
who have a permit to do so issued by the County Council, and
no mussels can be sold for human consumption except those
which have been passed through the Purification Tank at
Lytham, The industry not only provides a considerable amount
of employment but also food, and will average 8000 cwt.bags a
season, probably worth 10/- a bag to the fishermen at the
present time, so you will appreciate that any restriction on
fishing (which can only be done for an hour or two round low

water) will bear very heavily on them and the supply of fish,
facsimile

It appears that this letter had no effect on easing on easing the fishermen’s plight as a letter,

sent 18 months later, shows that blackout restrictions were still in place:

To: Captain Hughes, Resident Naval Officer, Preston
From: P.O. Peterson
Date:- 24th January 1943.

On Saturday 23rd Januvary I warned Edward Butcher and
W Proctor that they were not allowed to go afloat until 0714
A. M. Sunday the 24th January.

Edward Butcher told me that he would take no notice of
what I said and that he would please himself when he went
afloat and what time he went afloat. At the same time he
threatenced me if I ever tried to stop him.

On Sunday at 0710hrs I saw Butcher going down the river
in Rowing Boat 610G with three other men. I have discovered
that one of the other three was F Rayton, but Rayton in my
opinion is innocent and [ have warned him and am sure he will
give us no more trouble.

I am sure that if Butcher is not punished severely we

will always be having trouble with these men. .
facsimile




The consequence of Mr. Butcher’s belligerence was conveyed to the Tank superintendent in a

formal letter from the Clerk of the County Council on the 15t February 1943:

1st February, 1943.
Dear Sir,

The Resident Naval Officer, Presien, has complained
about the conduct of Edward Eutcher, who is reported as having
informed the Patrol Petty Cffice that he would please himself
when he went afloat and what time he went afloat, after which
piece of insclence he threatened the Petty Officer. Furthermcre
Eutcher was specifically told on the 23rd January that he could
not go afloat until 08.14 the follewing day, but he was found
in a boat at 07.10.

Plegse immedistely withdraw bulcher’s permit for the
month of February, and make it clear that not only can he not
use the Tank himself, but he cannot fish with any other men,
and if they are found making use of Eutcher's services their
mussels must be refused.

It was only after some pressure on =y part that the
Naval Authority has agreed to such a shorl suspension as a
month.

Yours faithfully,

Clerk of the County Council.

facsimile

During the wartime period, the Purification Station and its staff supported the war effort. A

letter from the County Council outlines the nature of Mr. Wilson’s role:

4th November 1941
Dear Sir,

You will be aware that the County Council employ
Mr.JWilson of 57 Trent Street, Lytham, as Assistant to the
Superintendent at the Lytham Mussel Purification Station,
where there is a large water storage tank for the use of the
local N.ES. in case of necessity.

Mr. Wilson registered for Fire Watching duties under
the recent Order, and did not claim exemption. I understand
that on every "Alert" Mr. Wilson immediately goes to the
Purification Station in order that he may be available to
work the pumps should occasion arise, and it is, I think,
obvious that this duty should remain with him. Although,
therefore, exemption has not been claimed by Mr., Wilson from
Fire Watching duties, I think you will agree that such
exemption should be granted, and that he should be retained
to work the pumps in future as at the present time,

Yours faithfully,

facsimile Clerk of the County Council
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In a letter, dated 11 May 1943, to the above-mentioned Mr. J. Wilson, we can see a slice of
what life was like five years before the N.H.S. was founded. Perhaps he had he been injured at
work, as it appears that he had written to the Clerk of the County Council regarding “free treat-

ment” at Lytham Hospital. The Clerk of the County Council wrote a reply on the 11" May 1943:

The Clerk of the County Counecil

Mr., J. WilBOn’ 57 Trent Stmet'

Lytham.
Lythan Musag; Tanke

In reply to your letter of the 9th inst., if you wish to
become a weekly contributor to the Lytham Hospital you should
tell the foreman under whom you now work and he will arrange it,

No free treatment can be obtained until six month's
contributions have been made.

If the charge you are now asked to pay is too much for you to
meet, you should write to the Secretary of the Hospital giving him
full details of your earnings and outgoings. I understa:dany
application for a reduction will have sympathetic consideration,

U Ry, 19u3.

With the end of the war in Europe having been declared on the 8t May 1945, demobilisation
of military personnel began six weeks later, on the 18™ June. In a letter from the Clerk of the

County Council titled “Lytham Mussel Tank”, dated 27" July, he informed the County Treasurer
: that “Mr. Gomery, the Tank

Superintendent, has now been

Treasurer. RSt AT : demobilised and will com-

Tl of the County 'coﬁ.-h'cll'.: ST 801

mence work at the Mussel

Tank on the 24* 20" August”.

Lythaum Mu-se)l Tank.

~ Mr. Gomery, the Tank Supcrintendent, has now
mebnisgd and will covmence wor}:.atfthe'.}!ussel
~0&1 the 22th Avpust,. [

=N
L

| 27th July, 1945 !

Thus began a new chapter in the history of the World, the lives of its people and that of the

Lytham Mussel Purification Station.
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Chapter 13

The Decline and Closure of the Mussel Tanks

Tank Superintendent, Mr. George Gomery, promptly returned to the mussel tanks as he noted

SUPERINTENDENT’S REPORT.

D A atadte et

2\ '
5 /
il lg. -
Week ending..2 5. d«.? 7"3 194,

WMW?«AL—?O - HE.

s Tl jft: e gates, taps on chlorine vats, repaired doors in
e s

in his first weekly report, dated 25" August
1945: “Dear Sir I commenced work as ar-
ranged 20.8.45.”

He then went on to detail the work he had

done during his first week back; mending

offices, cleaned out offices after painting oil-

ing & greasing nuts and bolts of Pump which is away [for repair].

It would appear from the next part of the weekly report that there had been a lack of general

maintenance and upkeep of the Station during the Superintendent’s absence as he then went on to

list work that still needed to be done:

“70 grids are in need of repair, 14 broken windows want

repairing. I see a requisition has been made. No action taken”. He also requested that the County

Surveyor call at the Station as the South Cleansing Tank side should be made good.

The letter concluded by announcing the start of the 1945-46 mussel gathering season: “If Mr.

Wilson has not had a letter It is Re-
quested that one may be sent to him to
commence work at the Station Monday
3 Sept 1945. Weather condition good
& enough men to go to tide Request
start Treatment Tuesday 4 Sept 1945.

37,:;/1 AsalCon /L,g«.r /Lul*ix{.ad. o by O

E ﬂ(_? ciiotew That one Anoy A Lot A b
A uwufhm hmww

e o MNW @ Ao

‘G'wm_, - Supk 100 70‘,,,,{“_“\%

e e KR SRR

Yours faithfully,
G Gomery.”
Only two days after writing the letter and only seven
LANCASHIRE CONSTABULARY
days after returning to work following a six-year ab- =~ o ol Rt
G SR L R D Secti
sence, Mr. Gomery was called upon to perform an act of ; R AR 0 8
OCCURRENCE REPORT No. 333/45

great courage. An Occurrence Report, dated 27 August & G
1945, written by PC 1376 Wiggins describes the inci-
dent under the heading “BOY RESCUED FROM THE L27fl,,{3—}ft§$§“;’—,,§%;32~%hﬂ‘u%z;ﬁm“°““”’
SEA, CENTRAL BEACH, LYTHAM, AT 15.15 “

El
;Lreceived information that a child had
‘csen dragged from the sea on Csntrnl Beach, Lytham.

HOURS (3-15 P.M.) ON MONDAY, 27™ AUGUST, 1945”.
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“At 15.20 hours (3-20 p.m.) on Monday, 27" August 1945, whilst on duty in Church Road,
Lytham, I received information that a child had been dragged from the sea on Central Beach,

)

Lytham.’

The child was eight-year-old Alan Kenworthy, of 26, Trent Street, Lytham who had fallen off
the jetty near to the mussel tanks and was being swept away in the ebbing tide towards the Pier.
Alan’s sister, Shirley, called for assistance and Jean Haxby (age 20), who had been bathing in the
sea, swam out about 100 yards and got a hold of the boy. In the meantime, Mr. Gomery (53) had
heard of the child’s plight and, fully clothed, swam out to them. On reaching them he took hold of
the child and brought him to the shore where he applied artificial respiration. Alan survived his
ordeal and for their valiant effortsboth Mr. Gomery and Jean Haxby were awarded Royal Humane

Society Certificates. (see Appendix 1 for further details.)

The following day and acting on Mr. Gomery’s request in his weekly report for Mr. Wilson to
commence work, a letter was sent from County Hall to the Town Hall in St. Annes: “It is hoped

to re-commence the treatment of

mussels at the above Station on

gt, 1945-
-28th Augus®» Tuesday, the 4™ September next,

and I shall be grateful if you can ar-

purirication station,
, R : I range through your Parks Superin-

ha vl S Sence
the m:t&itsogoﬁeem at the sbove tendent, for Mr. J. Wilson, who as-
station on Zueeday, R sists the Tank Superintendent, to

“ pext; and I shall be grateful if you p :
can arrange through your Parks :

" guperintendent for Mr.J.wWilson,who -
assists the Tank Superintendent., to
commence work at the Station on
Honday, the % September next.

commence work at the Station on
Monday, the 3™ September next.”
These dates were then amended, in

1esqs

S . .. Yours failthfully, pencil, to “Wednesday the 11"

and Monday, the “9"”.

So started, what was later to be noted as, the ‘Best year’ in terms of the number of bags of

mussels purified at the

¥

‘\ Ao RS- ase’ Bestk qeat. T Hiousand bagys Cr,.; wL;. Revle ,
4 N "‘\.u$ﬁd b-a‘ QM Melfe oo, Ner PNCH’ - L“)\B' G.*.
i r : ) ! R

Lytham Mussel Purifica-

tion Station. A line in a

handwritten note provides

. . * 1945 -1946 Best year 7 thousand bags from the Ribble,
the information:

11 thousand bags from Morecambe. Net profit - £616
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Towards the end of 1945/46 season

8th March, 1546, the Chairman of the Lancashire County
Lythem lussel Tenk,

¥ I have hed a visit from i

gha;%gs Tilel;:riz ?.;% hg:‘ns Ltd. of Liv‘:;pggg,leagrto%inzﬁeaott the
us| a for oysters, 1 i

have imported American and bortngess ossters (wiich 23ier Major J. W. Fitzherbert-Brockholes,

are from France); they are fettened up 4in Cariingford Lough,

where the mountains of Mourne down to the .
RAcES mehesmount PraEonzncievoepidopnifonthelnea, kand for, received a letter, dated 8™ March 1946,

pear Major Brockholes,

Agricultural Executive Committee,

from the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries Experimental Station at Conway regarding “the use

of the Mussel Tank at Lytham for oysters”. In the letter, it was suggested that “the firm of Charles

ha in mind is that the firm should psy either 'y .
cceweed Vhat T have 1 BN 10 BRt e ied moe sresie wen.  Letrie and Sons Lid. of Liverpool ...

unp
19th April to 17th August, or that gh:y Blé.glﬂ.d pay a cl.eal;eing .
fes baced on the AUMCy O e @0t £100 & month for the Tank . should pay either a lump sum for the

anyway
and providel staff the County Council would be nicely in pocket.

use of the Tank for a period not
greater than 19" April to 17" August, or that they should pay a cleansing fee based on the number

’

of oysters but with a minimum ”.

The letter continued: “There is not much in it anyway if we get £100 a month for the Tank and
provided staff the County Council would be nicely in pocket.”

The oysters in question would be imported immature Portuguese shellfish which were to be
fattened up in Carlingford Lough, where it is said ‘the mountains of Mourne sweep down to the
sea’, before being cleansed in the mussel tanks at Lytham.

The proposal must have been considered favourable, as this letter sent to the Clerk of the County

Council, dated 2" May 1946, from the Ministry of Ag-

riculture and Fisheries Experimental Station at Conway,

ser Sir,

Lytham Mussel Tank

I enclose a letter from the Superintendent of
the Brightlingsee oyster station who has now completed
end despatched to you & hosing rake suitable "for oysters.

Mo ovidently Zeusd sits prodedure sinpies than Brightlingsea oyster station who has now completed and

to meke e scele drawing.

states: “I enclose a letter from the Superintendent of the

dispatched to you a hosing rake suitable for oysters.
He evidently found this procedure simpler than to make a scale drawing.”
No further references to this project were forthcoming so, presumably, the hosing rake

quickly became redundant.

Then, just as the 1946/47 season was about start, and perhaps as a warning to anybody thinking

v of collecting mussels as a way of making some extra cash, the

SOLD UNCLEAN ) ) ) )
MUSSELS Lancashire Daily Post printed a court case under the strap-line:

When Ed: Wwignall, of
Radnorstreet. Freston was fined |  ‘SOLD UNCLEAN MUSSELS’.
£5, plus 7. 6d. witness’s expenses,
é:-, lgesum a?os%uﬁgo Magistrates'
gfd&%’?%’;ﬁiﬁmm} & g “When Edward Wignall, of Radnor-street, Preston, was fined £3,
cess c ) . J. W. Harri-
son, prosecuting for Preston Cor- . .
paration, local health|. plus 7s 6d, witness’s expenses, at Preston Borough Magistrates
ggthoritgwwok a serious view of

e matter.

Court, to-day, on two summonses for selling native mussels which
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had not been subjected to a process of cleansing, Mr. J. W, Harrison, prosecuting for Preston

Corporation, said the local health authority took a serious view of the matter.

The newspaper report continued: “Mr. Harrison

said Wignall was seen by an inspector selling mussels

from a flat cart during the “close season” (May 1*'—

August 315) while the mussel purification plant at

Lytham was closed.”

seen by an inspector

2

Mr. Harrison said Wignall was

selling
mussels from a flat cart during

the “close season” (May 1st—

August 31st) while the mussel

c]uriﬁé:atinn plant at Lyt.ham was
osed.

Two weeks later, 18™ September 1946, the same newspaper carried a ‘PUBLIC NOTICE’
informing the general public “that all MUSSELS obtained

PUBLIC KROTICES
Pmm PORT 'HEALTH AUTHORITX.
MUSSELS.

WARNING.

Public sra heredy informed that all
uussua oblained from within the District
of the Preston Purr. Health Authority ar
lable to serious contamination, and are,
thersfore. UNFIT FOR HUMAN FOOD' tnles)
lugl;cud t& an lnrond cleandng process.

ger  of contracting
Tyohold Fever or allled diseases. ma Publiel!

from within the District of the Preston Port Health

Authority are liable to serious contamination, and are,
therefore, UNFIT FOR HUMAN FOOD unless subjected to

an approved cleansing process”.

For the licensed mussel fishermen of Lytham and Morecambe the season, after a slow first week

= &' w Ao, A’&!';.
I Trkin s Rbon i

Y [ Zees or s mcew. P = e—— T n
| AYTRM | Mogxcamge  7eral s spas e,
/4/;”%~ @7 e 2d0. 4~ — | 10-s0-10;
26 | Hok S, b | Fpesa- 0| 32- th- st | e A
Wyd | 2335 | 408 | 435K ad-i-3. | 2727 6=
e R R SR R 7R VY REA T BN

Bfefild | Irg | dwy | FIlE | gr-s-d | Fy.ife .

2y | dog, F74. JOGA. | 1000\ MHT- Bk,

;\‘/,,4‘ " | p294 %0 - 3.

when only 280 bags

passed through the

purification process, built steadily week-by-week,

as shown in the summary of ‘Superintendents

Reports’:

14/9/46 — 230, 22/9/46 — 716, 28/9/46 —

635':, 5/10/46 — 866, 12/10/46 — 8264, 19/10/46
— 1002. Resulting in an year-end total of 10145

bags purified. At this rate the previous season’s

total (‘Best year’) looked set to be broken but the weather was about to change!

THAW DELAYED:
MORE SNOW AND
FROST FORECAST

-'I‘HE proat  tbaw  Has  bren
delayed and the week-end's
weather prospects ate—more frost and gales ”_
and snow, and some fog and gales.
taken”, in
the Superintendent’s report in the

‘REMARKS’ column for the seven weeks
from the 1/2/47 through to 15/3/47), showed
that it was more than just the week-end’s
weather that promised more frost, snow, fog

and gales.

The comment

On the first day of February 1947, it was reported in the
‘Lancashire Daily Post’ that following a heavy snowfall towards
the end of January, an expected thaw was delayed “and the week-

end’s weather prospects are - more frost and snow, and some fog

“Weather conditions bad. No mussels

DBIE B or

Musiexs Zowen |

Toonri_Dve I T

\Ly7HRH.

1 Zormx | /fvsseds | fomes R —
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[Meteorological records show that from 2274 January to 17" March in 1947, snow fell every
day somewhere in the UK, with the weather so cold that the snow accumulated. The temperature
seldom rose more than a degree or two above freezing. Much of the snow was powdery and was
soon whipped into deep drifts by strong winds. If February hadn't been enough, March was even
worse. In the first half of the month, there were more gales and heavy snowstorms. On 4% and 5%
March, heavy snow fell over most of England and Wales, with severe drifting. On 6! March, drifts
were five metres deep in the Pennines. On 15% March, a deepening depression from the Atlantic

approached the British Isles, bringing rain and severe gales. ]

During the two weeks following the rain and severe gales, the hardy Morecambe mussel
fishermen managed to bring 172 bags and 222 bags to Lytham for purifying but for the Ribble
fishermen the season had ended on the 25t January. As a result, the total number of bags purified
for the 1946/47 season was a disappointing 12744 bags (only 2/3™ the quantity of the previous
season) and the associated fees dropped from £1,860 to £1,265.

One outcome for the fishermen of the prolonged bad weather was the loss of earnings during

this period, which no doubt resulted in significant hardship for them and their families. For one

s man this hardship landed him in court. It was reported in ‘The
P IG OF FENCES Lancashire Daily Post” on the 24™ April 1947, that “Pleading

LEAD TO FINES
AT KIRKHAM

(4§Ieadiﬁg gullty 'Jx:qlmes Rayton
of penres. An ex-Naval seamea’||  article detailed his wrong doing: £10 for slaughtering three pigs
Warton, was fined s total of £21.

guilty James Rayton (42), an ex-Naval seaman, of Fern Cottage,
Lytham Road, Warton, was fined a total of £21”. The newspaper

without authority, £5 for producing bacon without a licence, and

£5, and 10s in each case for possessing a

I
: 10s¢C Rayton
firearm and ammunition without a certificate. ha}lrkiﬁeﬂ\v{hr (:)q(t;%e bsfciguse they l

: « . were suffering in  the severe
Inhis defence, “Mr. F. W. Roscoe said Rayton weather and he had no livelthood

had killed the pigs because they were ||When the musse 1 plant closed.

suffering in the severe weather and he had no

livelihood when the mussel plant closed.”

In contrast to the appalling snowy, cold, stormy weather conditions experienced at the start of
1947, the weather conditions for the following summer and autumn were the opposite: dry, hot
and calm and while this was ideal for the local holiday businesses it was, as we shall see, a disaster
for the mussel fishermen.The 1947-48 season got off to a good start for the mussel fishermen and,
by the end of the first week, it was reported that the purification tanks were full; although not

everything was satisfactory.
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An article in ‘The Lancashire Daily Post’ for

o — -

“TCO CHEAP”

the 18™ September 1947, informed its readers
that “MUSSELS WERE TOO CHEAP”. This

headline appeared above an article that de-

scribed a minor mutiny by some of the Lytham and Morecambe mussel fishermen. The fishermen

had returned 20 bags of mussels to the gathering beds, rather than sell them to the merchants, as

they were not prepared to accept the 2s 6d less per bag offered. Some of the fishermen, however,
agreed to the price and accepted the explanation that demand was not meeting supply.

An innocuous report in the ‘Manchester Evening News — Last Extra Edition” on Tuesday, 12

August 1947, perhaps provides a reason for the ‘lack of de-

, . . , MUSSEL BOUND facsimile
mand’ as it states: “Fresh Dutch mussels will be exported 10 | presh Duteh mussels will be
, exported to Britain next week

Britain next week for the first time since the war. L et b e

To added tothe fishermen’s woes, Irish mussels were also
being imported into the country.

Thus, the real issue wasn’t that the demand for mussels had fallen, it was more that the price of
their product was too high in comparison to foreign mussels. The details of this dilemma was
explained in a report sent to the Clerk of Lancashire County Council by Mr. J. Craven, secretary
of the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries, on the 4t January 1948: “It is believed that the Dutch

mussels are sold for about 13/- per bag

1t is believed that the Dutch mussels are sold for about 13/-
per bag end are said (by the Dutch authorities) to be 80 clean. and are said (by the Dutch authorities)
The Irish mussels have no fixed price and are offered to merchants
for sale at the best price they can get. 0 .
to be 80% clean. The Irish mussels
The shell fish merchants have to pay at Lytham and Morecambe

W6d..a bag for mussels. A fee of 3/2d. a bag is charged far A d . d d
%/egx;smg in the tanks making a total cost, before marketing, of ave no fixed price and are offered to
« Der bag.

merchants for sale at the best price
they can get.

The shell fish merchants have to pay at Lytham and Morecambe 14/6d. a bag for mussels. A fee
of 3/2d. a bag is charged for cleansing in the tanks making a total cost, before marketing, of 17/8d.
per bag.”

His report continued: “The foreign mussels have a further advantage in that a cheaper

carriage rate is charged. It appears The foreign mussels have a further advantage in that a

chy :
&;?:1' carriage rate is charged. It appears that for goods sent
p hat fOV 200 dS sent ﬁ om aport to B port to market, the Railways charge a cheaper rate than for
i a1-‘:1:sem: from Lytham to the same market, and L understand that,
' the ca:;'.claansing in the tanks, the mussels are sent to Fleetwood,
market, the RallWClyS charge a Chazgy 1age charge from Fleetwood to market is about 50% of the

fron Lytham to market.
cheaper rate than for goods sent

from Lytham to the same market, and I understand that, if after cleansing in the tanks, the
mussels are sent to Fleetwood, the carriage charge from Fleetwood to market is about 50% of

the charge from Lytham to market.”
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As if life wasn’t difficult enough for the Lytham mussel fishermen, their livelihood was also
being threatened by a local Lytham shellfish merchant. A letter from the Clerk of Lancashire
County Council sent on the 9t February 1948, to the Chief Constable of Lancashire described the

problem:
Sth February 1948 “Dear Sir,
Dear Sir, A Mr. Holden of Lytham is mak-
Lytham Mussel Eank . . . . L .
ing things a little difficult by bringing in
A Mr. Holden of Lytham is making things h l North Wales.”
a 1ittle 6ifficult by bringing in to the town to the town mussels from North Wales.

mussels from North Wales,

He then went on to describe what information he wanted the Chief Constable to obtain, together

with the reasons why he needed it:

ol YUV ver avaUgavasEy In these « ] ]
f:€°Mtances e i Ry s e In these circumstances would it be

me know whether Holden despatches any bags
gg mussels from Lytham by rail which are not in possible for you to let me know whether
1 unty Council sealed bags, and to what destination.
® could then advise the Medieal Officer of the

Teceiving authority in order that he could be Holden despatches any bags of mussels
cﬂtisfied that there is no risk to health, and I )
. Sould look into the question of whether a legal =) from Lytham by rail which are not in

%nce is being committed. |
County Council sealed bags, and to what destination. 1

could then advise the Medical Officer of the receiving authority in order that he could be satisfied

that there is no risk to health, and I could look into the question of whether a legal offence is being

committed.”

The Chief Constable sent his reply on the 20™ February:

CYTHAM MUSSEL, gy “Dear Sir,

—_———

i e .
yith reference %o your 1ot With reference to your letter
» enquiries have now b €T of the gty g

,‘lb::e, established where Hoigﬁn‘“ggg and ﬂlthoug;b?:aw Tegarding

has
§ suspected he gets them from Bapgeo 'y M8 SUPDLY of muaga1se
-

of the 9th February regarding the
above, enquiries have now been made
and although it has not been definitely established where Holden obtains his supply of mussels, it
is suspected he gets them from Bangor, North Wales.”
The letter continued:

“Holden brings the mussels into Lytham by his own motor lorry and re-distributes
them from Lytham. In addition, however, it is believed he occasionally transports them direct to
Fleetwood from where they are dispatched to the South of England.

On the 18" February 1948, six bags of mussels were sent by rail from Lytham, ad-
dressed to Messrs. Abrams and Sons, Blackburn, and a further six bags were addressed to
Messrs. Tomlinson, Blackburn. They were contained in ordinary sacks, some of which formerly
held cattle meal. None of the bags bore the printing “Ribble Purified Mussels” and none bore
the Lancashire County Council lead seal, showing that they had passed through the Lytham
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Mussel Tanks. Mussels landed at Lytham would have passed through the Tanks, and there is lit-
tle doubt that this consignment has come from Bangor.

Holden supplies the above-mentioned Firms regularly, and no doubt a sample of the
mussels could be obtained from a purchase at the premises of these Firms.

Holden has not used the Lytham Mussel Tanks since the 2"? February 1948. On the 6"
February 1948, three bags were despatched by passenger rail from Lytham to the following- one
bag to Messrs. Atkinson, Nelson,; one bag to Messrs. Green, Bradford; and one bag to Messrs
Brown of Burnley. It is not known what sort of sacks they were, or whether they were despatched
as Ribble Purified Mussels.”

The letter was signed:

Yours faithfully,
e “Yours faithfully,
Vobpti—— AFHordern
-———_____——-
Chief Constable.”
Chief Constable.

Of course, the investigation carried out by the Lancashire police wasn’t, in fact, driven by the
mussel fishermen’s plight but by the much more serious issue of selling shellfish unfit for human
consumption.

[There is no record of Mr. Holden being formally accused of carrying out any legal offence

following this investigation.]

In addition to the three-pronged attack from Dutch, Irish and Mr. Holden’s Welsh mussels, the
Lytham and Morecambe mussel beds had had to contend with unfavourable weather conditions
during the summer and autumn of 1947. Dry, hot, calm weather during this period resulted in a
high percentage of mussel ova being fertilised and, furthermore, the calm seas didn’t disperse the
larvae far afield or wash the young mussels off the beds. As a consequence, the mussel beds were
blanketed with young mussels (but not as prolific as the 1940 Conway ‘phenomenon’) depriving
the existing mature shellfish of a full ration of food resulting in poor quality ‘fish’. The extremely
dry period and the lack of fresh water coming down the river also contributed to their poor quality.
This led to the shellfish merchants, with whom the fishermen along the Lancashire coast dealt,
informing them that they were unable to sell their locally gathered mussels.

The combined effect of these problems resulted in the total number of bags of mussels purified
at the Lytham station for the 1947/48 season as 85342 bags (of which 5155 came from More-

cambe, 3164', from Lytham and 215 from Bangor) compared to the previous year’s figure of:
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12744 bags (Morecambe 7764, Lytham 4980). The corresponding fees amounted to £853.9.6d
whereas the previous fees were £1265.4.6d.

The poor condition of the Ribble estuary mussel beds was still causing unease within the Lan-
cashire County Council prior to the start of the next mussel gathering season. In a letter dated 16"
June 1948, the Clerk of the County Council wrote: “In regard to the season 1948-49 the Commit-

tee were advised that

In regard to the season 1948-49 the Committee were
advised that there might be mussels from Morecambe but
not from the Lune or the Ribble, It was decided that all | from Morecambe but not
mussel fishing in the Ribble Estuary during 1948-49 from the Lune or the Rib-
should be forbidden, so as to give the beds a rest.

there might be mussels

facsimile ¥ ple. It was decided that
all mussel fishing in the Ribble Estuary during 1948-49 should be forbidden, so as to give the beds

arest”

As the new mussel gathering season began, the ‘Manchester Evening News’, 28" September

1948, reported under the headline:

“None from Ribble”

“Lytham Mussel Purification Station began N one fr onl lzibbl e
its 1948-9 season in disappointing style, for in YTHAM Mussel Purifica-
the first week less than half the normal output tion Station began its

; 1948-9 season in disappoint-
was reached, and none of the mussels was lgg Stglel'f foll; in the ﬁlrst week less
- - than half the normal output was

gathered from the hitherto rich beds of the reachedt.handdn?ne of %he rrlnut;ssels
: : . was gathere rom the hitherto
River Ribble. They came 125 miles by road rich beds of the River Ribble.
firom Bangor, North Wales.” They came 125 miles by road from

Bangor, North Wales.

Although the Conway mussel purification station was only 16 miles away, the 125-mile trip to
Lytham was needed as the Conway tanks were being fully utilised by the local Conway fishermen.
Around this time, the Bangor fishermen had been asking for a purifying plant of their own and,
following lengthy discussions, Bangor City Council considered building a £25,000 cleansing sta-
tion. A brief article in the 28 July 1949 edition of the ‘Liverpool Daily Post’ reported:

| MEN}I ,‘:’TR AITS MUSSELS “Bangor City Council yesterday decided to

i
i| Bangor | City Council yesterday - ) - - -
decided it appoint a sub-committee Ez appoint a sub-committee to consider the question
|| to consider the question of building a
l Eaussa'gb cleansing station at a cost of

of building a mussel cleansing station at a cost of

£25.000.”

It never came to fruition.
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By the end of the season, the effect of the decision to close the Ribble beds can be clearly seen

the break-even point of 10,000 bags.

in table below and for the second season in succession the output from the tanks was well below

Season Number of Bags No.
Lytham | Morecambe | Bangor | River | Bags
Wyre Total
1944/45| 5,318 6,707 433| 12,458
1945/46| 7,417 11,192 18,609
1946/47| 4,980 7,764 12,744
1947/48| 3,164 5,155 215 8,534
1948/49 0 3,499| 3,874 7,373

An article in the 28™ August 1949 edition of the ‘Lytham Times’ announced the good news

“Beds and Tanks to Open”. It went on to say:

LYTHAM MUSSEL BEDS,

Beds and Tanks to Open.

Last winter the mussel beds of the
Ribble were cldsed to allow the shellfish te
mature. It is now proposed to open them,
if conditions are suitable, towards the
middle of u?:gtember. i

The purification tenks also will be
opened to deal with the mussels from the
Ribble, Bangor, Morecambe and the Lune,

Whilst shrimping is good and is expected
to continue till Christmas, there has been
a great scarcity and the mussels will give
nceded employment to local fishermen.

“Last winter the mussel beds of the Rib-
ble were closed to allow the shellfish to ma-
ture. It is now proposed to open them, if
conditions are suitable, towards the middle
of September.

The purification tanks also will be
opened to deal with the mussels from the
Ribble, Bangor, Morecambe and the Lune.

Whilst shrimping is good and is expected
to continue till Christmas, there has been a
great scarcity and the mussels will give

needed employment to local fishermen.”

At the end of the 1949-50 season the news wasn’t good. “MUSSEL OUTPUT HALVED”

declared. the Lytham Times on Friday, 7 April 1950, followed by the hopeful strapline “Better
Next Year”.

“Report of the yield of mussels from Lancashire County Council’s purification station at

Lytham shows that it has fallen to half that of ten years ago.
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During the season just ended, 6,630 bags of
mussels were purified, compared with 7,769 bags
the previous season, and 13,500 bags during the
record 1939-40 season.

The mussels come from Bangor, Morecambe,

Eire and, in minor quantities, from the River Rib-

ble beds.”

The reason for the “minor quantity” of mussels
gathered from the Ribble beds was provided in an

article in the ‘Lytham Times’ printed three weeks

'The future of Liytham's mussel industry
lies in the balance. Not until July will
the fishermen bo able to determine whether
the younyg mussels, which are underncath
the old ones and not yct ready for picking,
are large enough for collecting from the
Ribble beds, .

for collecting from the Ribble beds.”

MUSSEL OUTPUT HALYED,

Beuer' ‘Next AYear.

Report of the yicld of mussels from Lan-
cashire County Council's puritication station
at Lytham shows that it has fallen to half
that of ten ycars ago.

During the scason just ended, 6,630 bags
of mussels were purified, compared with
7,769 bags the previous season, and 13,500
bags during the record 1939-40 scason.

The mussels come from Bangor, More-
cambe, Bire and, in minor quantitics, from
the River Ribble buds.

later: “The future of Lytham’s mussel industry
lies in the balance. Not until July will the fish-
ermen be able to determine whether the young
mussels, which are underneath the old ones

and not yet ready for picking, are large enough

It would appear that the previous year’s mussel gathering had been compromised by a lack of

mature shellfish. The same article also quantified a further problem for the local fishermen (which

was also evident in the previous article) i.e. mussels from Eire.

Whilst at odds with the previously quoted figure of 6,630 bags of mussels purified, the article

from Eire.

showed that not only were

‘The station ‘has turncd out 6,495 alto- || Irish mussels being imported
gether—3,199 were from Morecambe Bay,
457 from Bangor, North Wales, and 2,126

into the country for sale but

2,126 bags of Irish mussels

i ————— l had been punfled here. Good

news for the Purification Sta-

tion owners but not good news for the local fishermen.

With the future of Lytham’s mussel industry lying in the balance, the prospect of the Purifica-

tion Station running at a loss for a fourth season needed attention and to that end a meeting of the

Mussel Purification Management Sub-Committee was held on the 13 September 1950, “to con-

sider whether any steps could be taken to increase output of mussels from the Station during the

coming season”. The minutes of the meeting recorded that, in addition to the Station Superinten-

dent, Major J.W. Fitzherbert-Brockholes was the only member present. Atthe meeting it was iden-

tified that an ‘old problem’ had re-emerged: “... the local merchants were temporarily stopping
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supplying the markets when there was a fall in price and they considered it unprofitable and as a
consequence, the fishermen ceased to gather any further mussels until the market price was again

acceptable to the merchants.”

The minutes continued: “The Tank Superintendent said that a number of fishermen were now
taking steps to market their own mussels for the reason that they would be prepared, if necessary,
to accept a market price lower than that which the merchants require and this would, to a large

extent, ensure a continuous flow of mussels from the tanks to the markets throughout the season.”

Although at the start of the next season a report in the ‘Manchester Evening News’, 25 Sep-
tember 1950, revealed that a possible cause of the financial problem experienced by the purifica-
tion station wasn’t the result of a marketing problem or a lack of shellfish but rather a lack of

Rlbble mlg;hel nshmtﬁ (?tfsttrhye: fishermen: “From Lytham, centre of the Ribble mussel fish-
;’nnl’ tlen f?s:tllg:\e;egl:xt\em tﬁd ing industry, only ten of the registered 26 mussel fishermen
&atmtgegfg?:}.gnb%dgglng -ﬁ‘:; intimated that they would be going out on the afternoon tide.

der, fisher-, . . g
,'Se“,'fl:,: :ucwkﬁ,hg foms‘f,‘};mf,;ﬁ; The remainder, with the other fishermen, are sticking to

shrimping.”

It was seen by the Lancashire and Western Sea

Fisheries Joint Committee that one step to facilitate w%m
the problem would be for thelocal fishermen to form ELSHERIES ORGAMTSATIOY,
a Fishermen’s Association or Society. As such a With o view to the formation of o Pishermen's

Association or Society, a meeting of the Inshore iy

meeting of the Inshore Fishermen of Lytham Saint

of Lytham Saint Amnes, and immediately surrownding area,

Annes, and immediately surrounding area, was con- | been eonvened for IRIDA, 17¢h NOVEIR, 1950.

vened for Friday, 17t November 1950.

The outcome of the meeting was the formation of the Lytham and Fylde Coast Shell Fisher-

men’s Society:

| ? President: Col. C.G. Lancaster
‘ For the Welfare of Inshore Fishermen ™
Lytham and Fylde Coast Shell Fishermen's M.P., Vice-President: Coun. F.W.
i Society Pickles, C.C., Chairman: J.
President : Vice-President : Chairman :
Col. C. G. LANCASTER, M.P. Coun. F. W. PIOKLES, 0.C. T DEN, Esq
: S i Holden, Esq, Hon. Treasurer: R
ll "1'\( ARTH T. I. HUGHES,

cckleton | g" cot, st, Alexandra Road.
St. Annes.
Hogarth, Hon. Secretary: T.I.
Dear Sir,
X _ Hughes.
The above named Society has recently been formed by the shell
fishermen of Lytham St. Annes and the Fylde Coast.
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The Chairman of the Society, J. Holden, Esq, was the shellfish merchant ‘spied’ upon by the con-

stabulary three years previously and also the proprietor of:

FINEST QUALITY
COOKED & BOTTLED
wnder highest standard
hygienic conditions

SHELL FISH AT
THEIR VERY BEST

o “HOLDEN & SON - LTD * LYTHAM * LANCS

JHOLDEN & SON LTD
LYTHAM

By March 1951, the output from the Purification Station was showing a significant increase.

“So far,” the report says,
*“8,510 bags have been cleansed
this season.”

-They were  made up of;

The ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ reported: “So far, ...
8,510 bags have been cleansed this season. They were

made up of: Lytham 1,206, Morecambe, 3,856, Wyre, 29;

Lytham, 1,206; Morecambe, 3,856;
Wyre, 29; Eire, 3,419, .

Eire, 3,419.”

MORE RIBBLE MUSSELS

While there had only been a
small increase in the number of
mussels brought. in from the
Morecambe area the quantity of
mussels from the Ribble cleansed
at the station this season was|
almost double that of -‘last
season.

There was also an increase of
nearly 175 per cent. in the
%gmber of mussels brought from

ire. :

The newspaper article continued: “While there had
only been a small increase in the number of mussels
bought in from the Morecambe area the quantity of mus-
sels from the Ribble cleansed at the station this season was
almost double that of last season. There was also an in-

crease of nearly 75 per cent in the number of mussels

’

brought from Eire.’

In an attempt to further increase output from the station, Lancashire County Council contacted

the Fishery Officers of the Ministry at Grimsby,
Lincolnshire by TELEGRAM, on the 15 March
1951, and offered them space for 100 cwt (hun-

TELEGRAI

FISHMIN, GRIMSBY,

LYTHAM MUSSEL TANK. GY.14. CAN RECEIVE 100 ‘CWIS THREE
TIMES A WEEK FOR REST OF SEASON AS EXPERIMENT. OCLEANSIKG

dred-weight) of mussels three times a week in the | e v e v

Lytham tanks for the rest of the season — as an ex- LANCASHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL.

1st March, 19571.
periment.

By the end of the 1950/51 season 9,057 bags had been purified and although this showed a
significant increase over the previous seasons return, it still represented a potential loss of £250

for the current season. The Grimsby experiment failed to materialise.
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The newly formed Lytham and Fylde Coast Shell Fishermen’s Society had, presumably, played

an important role in the improved Ribble returns but they weren’t happy. In a letter sent to ‘Lan-

cashire County Council’ by their Secretary, Mr. T. I. Hughes, on the 30" March 1951, wrote: “/

have been instructed by my Committee to write to you to request that representatives of this Society

si 30th Mﬂrch’ 1951,
Dear O1Ty

I have been instructed by my Committee to write to you to request
that representatives of this Society may be allowed to attend the meetings
of the Lythem Mussel Purification Station Working Committee §

The members of this Society, who are responsible for ‘the majority
of the mussels that were treated et the Stetion during the last seasom, feel
very strongly thet the Working Committee in it's presemt form is completely
ot of touch with the fishermen themselves and.cannot possibly, therefore,
be aware of their point of view.

may be allowed to attend the
meetings of the Lytham Mussel
Purification Station Working

Committee.

The members of this Society,

who are responsible for the majority of the mussels that were treated at the Station during the last

season [by this date the membership of the society include the majority of shell-fishermen from

Morecambe to Lytham)], feel very strongly that the Working Committee in it’s present form is

completely out of touch with the fishermen themselves and cannot possibly, therefore, be aware of

their point of view.”

’

some years.’

On the 6™ April 1951, it was reported in the ‘Fleetwood
Chronicle’ that: “The Lancashire and Western Sea Fisher-
ies Committee at Chester last Thursday decided to
transport by sea a mussel bed from the estuary of the River
Wyre to the mouth of the River Ribble about 10 miles away.

This decision was made after a complaint by Mr. H.
Bamber, of Lytham, that the Ribble mussel beds were be-
coming depleted and that they had not been restocked for

The mussel bed relaying took place during the closed season when 20 tons of mature and semi-

mature mussels from the River Wyre and 3,000,000 seed mussels from Roosebeck, on the north-

west coast of Morecambe Bay, were transported by Lancashire and Western Seas Fisheries launch

to the River Ribble.

During the closed seasons the Superintendent was employed to carry
out maintenance work on the station’s plant and machinery and during
the summer months of 1951 this was no exception. On the 315t August
of that year, the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ reported: “With three

weeks to go before the mussel season opens one of the busiest men on

With three weeks to go before
the mussel season opens one of
the busiest men on the water-
front is Mr. George Gomery, of
Lythall-avenue, Lytham, works
superintendent of the Lytham
mussel purification station.

His engine room has recently
been painted green, cream and
black. During the close season
the water pumps have been
stripped and re-assembled.

A good mussel harvest is ex-
pected this year and once again
many bags are anticipated from
Ireland and Morecambe.

the waterfront is Mr. George Gomery, of Lythall Avenue, Lytham,

works superintendent of the Lytham mussel purification station. His engine room has recently been
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painted green, cream and black. During the close season the water pumps have been stripped and

re-assembled.”

The article finished on an optimistic note: “A good mussel harvest is expected this year and

once again many bags are anticipated from Ireland and Morecambe.”

This prophesy proved correct and the returns for the 1951/52 season were: Lytham 2,359 bags,
Morecambe 3,772, Eire 3,155, Wyre 23, Bangor 0. A total of 9,309 bags cleansed and, for the
second season in a row, the Lytham fishermen had doubled their input to the tanks and, for the
second year in a row, there had been increase in the total number of mussels purified. Whilst these
figures showed an improvement, the total was still below the breakeven point and resulted in an-

other financial loss for the Lancashire County Council of £267.

Then, a few months

MllSSClS al’e aS gOOd as i any before the start of the

he ' has Seen : | 1952/53 season started, the Lytham
: : : e .| fishermen were provided with some good news.
" SUPPLY WILL LAST P ¢

On the 16" May, the ‘Lytham St. Annes Ex-

. INDEFINITELY it press’ reported under theheadline “Mussels are

After a three-day inspection of the mussel »» .
beds in the River Ribble, Mr. R. H. Baird, sclentific | 45 g00d as any he had seen” and a very opti-
officer of the Ministry of-Agriculture and Fisheries, L
told the * Express”. this.week .that some of the | mistic “SUPPLY WILL LAST INDEFINITELY”

. mussels hehad gathered for examination were as

gggg lany, el oy = that: “After a three-day inspection of the mussel

HERE was._a good. supply ; : . . L
1 thel exisiong ol e Bl beds in the River Ribble, Mr. R. H. Baird, scientific officer of the

which would last indefinitely. - . ) . _ . .
Mr. Baird, with his assistant, ~ Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, told the “Express” this week
Mr. E. Edwards, rowed out to
beds as far down the 1iver 85 st some of the mussels he had gathered for examination were as
Salter’s Buoy and took mussels
from the training wall,
Mr. Baird tested the beds for  good as any he had seen.
disease and examined the various

sizes? of mussels. There was a good supply in the existing beds, he said, which would
He examined, particularly, the

ecently hbeen . . . . . .
i g?l e avfa;casm_rg and  last indefinitely. Mr. Baird, with his assistant, Mr. E. Edwards, rowed

Western Sea Fisheries,
AR T G o out to beds as far down the river as Salter’s Buoy and took mussels

'His main Job at Lytham is to . _ ‘
S el “Dase. Tor the from the training wall. Mr. Baird tested the beds for disease and ex-
relaying of more mussel beds in
the Ribble, y

While he was at Lytham he
made ‘the purification tanks his

headquarters. There, with various He examined, particularly, the beds which have recently been laid
instruments, he examined some

of the mussels.® °

amined the various sizes of mussels.

by the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries.
His main job at Lytham is to find the best place for the relaying of more mussel beds in the
Ribble. While he was at Lytham he made the purification tanks his headquarters. There, with var-

ious instruments, he examined some of the mussels.”
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Good news indeed for the long-term prospects of the Lytham mussel fishing industry but, as in

the past, the industry always played second fiddle to the shrimp industry and the start of the new

season was no exception. An article in the “On Lytham’s Waterfront” section of the ‘Lytham St.

ON LYTHAM'S
WATERFRONT

Shrimp
catches

good

The mussel season
starts again next week,
]' but it is unlikely any

of the Lytham fisher-
men will start gather-
ing them straight
away.

Annes Express’ for the 29" August 1952, describes the situation un-
der the heading “Shrimp catches are good”:

“The mussel season starts again next week, but it is unlikely any
of the Lytham fishermen will start gathering them straight away.”

The article went on to explain thatthe “reason for this is that after
a poor start, shrimp catches are now as good as they have been for
some time, and the fishermen will make the best of them while they
last”.

“It is more than likely that the Morecambe mussels will be the

first to reach the Lytham purification tanks.”

The article also provided some background information regarding an unfortunate happening at

Morecambe the previous season that led to a reduced supply to the tanks from there:

“Last year they [Morecambe mussels]

stopped coming long before the season ended Last year they stopped coming

because there were complaints they were tainted | pyeepuse there were complaints

with oil.

Mr. J. Craven, secretary of the Lancashire |lancashire and Western Sea
and Western Sea Fisheries, says the pollution | been cleared, and Morecambe

has been cleared, and Morecambe mussels will

not be tainted.”

long before the season ended

they were tainted with oil
Mr. J. Craven, secretary of the

Fisheries, says the pollution has

mussels will not be tainted.

The late start in gathering by Lytham fishermen was offset, in a small way, by the arrival of

mussels from an unexpected source.

to the local tanks.

be brought here,

Seventy bags of mussels col-

lected at Boston, Lincolnshire,| Lincolnshire, were purified at Lytham mussel purification
were purified at Lytham mussel

It may be the first and last
time that Boston mussels will It may be the first and last time that Boston mussels will

“Seventy bags of mussels collected at Boston,

pu’i“iri}ca_tion tanks this week. tanks this week.
is i is- . .
Satides msu:sré(fs (ffa‘t,gebégggﬁrsguggt This is one of the longest distances mussels have been

brought to the local tanks.

The mussels were sent by a|| be brought here.

"| Lincolnshire fish merchant who

mussel beds which have not been

is experimenting with Boston|,

worked for some years.

The mussels were sent by a Lincolnshire fish merchant
who is experimenting with Boston mussel beds which have
not been worked for some years”, reported the ‘Lytham St.

Annes Express’ on the 5" September 1952
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When the local fishermen eventually started gathering, they found that the previously reported
“plentiful supply” of mussels in the Ribble estuary allowed them to bring in ample quantities for
purifying. But an old problem soon resurfaced. The merchants would only take the quantity for
which they had orders. To mitigate the problem, the fishermen decided to leave their unsold mus-
sels in the cleansing tanks for a further forty-eight hours, awaiting new orders. In response to this
the Lancashire County Council imposed an additional fee for the continued use of the tanks. The

11th December 1952 edition of the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ printed the story under theheading

“Protests against mussel Charges”.

DECEMBER 12, 1952—LYTHAM ST. ANNES EXPRESS—PAGE 1

_' ON LYTHAM'S WATERFRONT

“Lytham fishermen and shellfish mer-
chants have protested to the Lancashire

PTOtestS against County Council against an extra fee being

charged for mussels left in the Lytham Pu-

. musse l Charges rification tanks beyond the normal 48

Lytham fishermen and shellfish merchants hour period
have protested to the Lancashire County Council
against an extra fee being charged for mussels The fee at the tanks is 2s. 3d. a bag. If

left in the Lytham purification tanks beyond

the r
'perioél.ormal 48, bour, | mussels are left for a further 48 hours be-

7HE fee at the tanks is 2. 3d. :
a bag. If the mussels aret
left * for 'a further 48 hours

because there is no market for t
them, an extra charge of 1s. 6d. f
a bag is made. - . . o

]

cause there is no market for them, an extra charge of Is. 6d.

’

a bag is made.’

The article went on to explain that: “The merchants had been
granted the concession of paying 1s. 6d. if they lefi their mussels in instead of a full tanking fee of

2s. 3d. If the mussels are left in the tanks they have to be processed again.”

Ongoing work re-laying the Ribble mussel beds was reported in the ‘Lytham St. Annes Ex-
press’, 7" March 1953: “Three men, including the district officer of the Lancashire and Western

Fisheries, Mr. E. Croft, are engaged on the work, and e v
Three men, including the dis-
they are using two boats loaned by Mr. J. Holden and ||trict officer of the Lancashire and

Western Sea Fisheries, Mr. E,
Mr. J. Hardman. Croft, are engaged on the work,
and they are using two boats

: loaned by Mr. J. Holden and Mr.
The mussels are brought from off Fairhaven and J. Hardman,

relaid near Lytham Pier. The mussels are brought from||
off Fairhaven and. relaid near
The boats leave Lytham on the ebb tide and work ||Lytham Pier. |

The boats 1 -
during low water and are transplanting between two ebb tide ;nga‘;gol'.g t%?lr?n?gn }gv?,‘

water. i -
and two and a half tons of mussels each day.” twee; 'atrvlv((i)-' g.;")ed ut‘;%v%spal,?lréu:ghg?f

tons of
The previous day the ‘Lytham St. Annes & Fylde 00 REIDUSCIS each’ day,

Express’ had carried a worrying article harking back to a situation that had been ongoing for many

years which was harming their livelihood: cheap foreign mussels.

118



Eishermen object to landingl

of Irish mussels e e oo
P ')"Otest to MP ‘ that the Lytham and Fylde Coast Fish-

ermen’s Society had “protested to

Col. C. G. Lancaster, MP for the South

Lytham and Fylde Coast Shell Fishermen’s
Society has protested to Col, C. G. Lancaster, MP
for the South Fylde, against the landing in this

country, without tariffs, of Irish mussels, to the | Fylde (and the Society’s President),
depriment of the !

tBI‘ltlSh shellfish indus- against the landing in this country, without tariffs,
Iy.

of Irish mussels, to the detriment of the British shellfish industry”.
“... these landings are having their effect on Lytham ... This has been partly due to the impor-
tation of Danish mussels as well as Irish. But there is 30 per cent tariff on mussels from Denmark,
plus a Is. per bag landing fee, which is not applicable to Irish mussels. When the Irish and Danish
mussels are available there is usually a big demand for them from the markets, for they are larger
than English mussels and better for bottling.”

Another problem concerning the Lytham fishermen around this time was the difficulty they
were having getting the mussels ashore. Since the beginning of 1951, the fishermen had been ask-
ing the Lytham St. Annes Borough Council for a 100-yard extension to the landing stage situated
along side the purification station but the cost, estimated at between £1,250 and £1,500, was con-
sidered too high in relation to the few people who would use it. The landing stage had been in-
stalled during the building of the station and jointly funded by the Borough Council and the Lan-
cashire County Council.

The need for an extended landing stage was brought about by an ongoing and worsening prob-
lem, a build-up of'silt on the beach at Lytham. The silt had created an area of deep, oozing, black
mud between the river channel used by the fishermen and the end of the landing stage, making it
difficult for them to bring their heavy bags of mussels ashore from their boats.

In an attempt to resolve the problem of the landing stage, a meeting of the Lancashire County
Council’s Mussel Station Sub-Committee and representatives of the Lytham St. Annes Borough
Council was held on the 15t July 1953. In his report of the meeting, the Chairman of the Mussel
Station Sub-Committee explained that the meeting “had been called as the Fishermen had asked
the Borough Council to extend the landing stage and they had asked the County Council to con-
tribute because the Borough Council and the County Council had shared the cost of the original
landing stage”.
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The Chairman then further explained that “The Sub-Committee were not satisfied that the

=T _ —— : e lengthening of the land-
The}Committee ‘were not satisfied that the lengthening .
of the landing stage would appreciably “increase the number of - ing stage would appre-
mussels brought into .the Station from. the Ribble. The amount
of mussel fishing in the Ribble depended to a large exteni'z
on the availability“of imported Danish-mussels, “as was e_v:Ldenced
by the fact that the highest wee kly intake to the Station was
240 bags' during ‘aiperiod‘when the Danish mussels-were stopped number Of mussels
on ;account:fof ‘iees “HE s AT Ly aEts

ciably  increase the

brought into the Station
from the Ribble”.

The meeting was also reminded about two key factors that had long been the source of the
Stations poor performance Firstly: “The amount of mussel fishing in the Ribble depended to a
large extent on the availability of imported Danish mussels, as was evidenced by the fact that the
highest weekly intake to the Station was 240 bags during a period when Danish mussels were
stopped on account of ice.”

And secondly: “There e
was now only one mer- | 224 gﬁggg%:g%gizggun::ﬁgggi:ég%igiééiEﬁgt::ewfgggivzgs

; - . he
. lmporting them. T i ant Ribble mussels then t
chant taking all mussels fishermen did mot fighhi‘oglghrelm?? &

and he was also importing
them. If he didn’t want Ribble mussels then the fishermen did not fish (sic) for them”.

This last statement, referring to “only one merchant”, did not tell the whole story and another
part of the same report revealed a widerconflict: “It is understood that in February Mr. Callaghan

(sic) was prepared to take Ribble mussels but that the local fishermen would not fish for him as he

Tt is understood that in was not prepared to take
i 1s but that the
February lr. Callaghan was prepared to take Ribble musse ]
local £ishermen would not fish for him as ne was not Preﬁoﬁeﬁaﬁd i shrimps. They prefer to

shrimps. They prefer to shrimp as long as possible for & perket for thel

get_ such mussels as Mr. Holden wents as and when he has shrimp as long as possi-

ble for Mr. Holden and
then get such mussels as Mr. Holden wants as and when he has a market for them.”
The conclusions of the Meeting were: 1) The Sub-Committee did not feel that they could rec-
ommend to the County Council to contribute towards the cost of the landing stage; and more sig-
nificantly for the Mussel Tanks, 2) that it was necessary to consider the future of the station:

“It is now, there-

’ It is now, therefore, necessary to consider the future of the Station. Jore, necessary to

The following are the estimated amounts which will be due ‘for loan charges

and interest up to 1957 when the final loans are repaid:= consider the future

1953 /51 3?0 of the Station. The

13?2—"/?2 5;2 following are the estimated amounts which will be due for

1956/51 & loan charges and interest up to 1957 when the final loans are repaid.”
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The importation of mussels and the fishermen’s conflict with Messrs O’Callaghan and Holden
had a serious effect on the number of mussels cleansed in the Lytham tanks in the 1952/53 season:
Lytham 1,280 bags, Morecambe 2,700, Eire 50, Wyre 0, Bangor 174. A total of only 4,204 bags,
down from 9,309 the previous season and the balance sheet showed a loss of -£764 (including
£390 of charges and interest).

Included in this loss was a payment for £12. The cause of this

expense was reported in the ‘Blackpool Evening Gazette’ on the Boys smashed .

windows
Boys throwing stones on the

beach at Lytham have smashed
have smashed 23 panes of glass at the office of the storeroom of |23 panes otyglass at the office of

the storeroom of the Lytham

10t April 1953: “Boys throwing stones on the beach at Lytham

the Lytham mussel purification tanks. The damage is estimated at  |™5se! g:,‘;{gg:“?s“ tanka i
£12, and the police have been
£12 and the police have been informed.” informed.

Sr—N PN\ i

The financial loss was the reason given for one of the two cleansing tanks not being open at the

start of the following 1953/54 season reported the 14" August 1953 edition of the ‘Lytham St.

¥ o T ~ Annes Express’. This
Why one mussel tank wa S l cost saving measure had
A Cl Ose d . been agreed to at the

above-mentioned meeting where it was

: |
£ 764 1033 : at Lytham stated “that next season they should open only
| laSt : yea'r : one of the two tanks, at least in the first place,

~ The lack of interest taken in m sel. ; ] 1]
gathering in the River Ribble in recent yea'::m ‘ thus enabling them to do without the additional
reflected in the loss of £764 on Lytham mussel .

_ purification station for the year ended March 31, ) -
R g e Ve e e labourer who has been taken on during the sea

‘tanks at the station. = - - ) . .
—— ~— ! sonin the past. If, however, there is a sufficient

’

demand for the second tank it would be used and it would then be necessary to take on a labourer.’

The newspaper report also mentioned that “the labourer engaged at the tanks will now not be
employed unless the second tank is opened.”

Further details were provided regarding the cost of providing an additional person: “The exist-
ing authority is for a casual labourer for the season at a weekly wage of £5. 18. 4d. for a 44-hour
week plus 1d. an hour when working in water.”

In addition to closing one tank and in an attempt to lessen any future losses, the Mussel Purifi-
cation Management Sub-Committee also approved the use of the yard by the Ribble Cruising Club
for storing dinghies during the summer season at a rent of 10/- per week and for merchants to store
mussels in the tanks after cleansing, free of charge, provided the space was not required for fresh

mussels. Perhaps in an attempt to encourage the fishermen to bring in more mussels for cleansing,

the Sub-Committee also reduced the price of the sterilised bags. The Purification Station held a
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stock of 1,860 bags which had been purchased in 1951 at a price of 26.48 pence (approx. 2s 2'-d)
per bag during a time when jute was controlled. In view of the fall in the market price of bags since

then it was recommended that for the coming season the price of bags should be reduced to 1s 6d

per bag.
But in the outside world questions were now being asked.
1§ THEIR FUTURE USE “Is the County Council justified in retaining the
JUSTIFIED ? mussel purification tanks at Lytham which continues
Isthe County Council justified in retaining the to show a loss on their WO}”kil’lg? .
mssel purification tanks at Lytham which con-
fe fo show a loss on their working? “Should the ratepayers be asked to foot the bill for
Should the ratepayers be asked to foot the bill
:::u; Ve“ﬁﬁze ﬂ;zzmzt the moment is notonly | g venture that at the moment is not only costly, but
lnecessary ?
o

- seems unnecessary?”’

“These are questions to which people in Lytham St. Annes would like an official answer, be-
cause they are not in favour of an undertaking which would appear to be faced with continual
financial burdens.” reported the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ a fortnight after publishing the article
about the previous season’s £764 loss. This later article also provided the reader with an insight
into why only one of the two cleansing tanks would be operated in the forthcoming season: “The
reason for this, as a Lytham Merchant said this week, is that buyers will not look at these [local]
mussels once they have seen Danish mussels which are much larger. Danish mussels are better
for bottling than English and Irish because, said the merchant, people like a mussel they can get

’

their teeth into.’

One notable fact discussed by the Mussel Station Sub-Committee was “that the demand for

... that the demand for mssels aﬁpea.red I
to be to a large extent conlroiied by the question of whether the merchant
concerned could obtain imported mussels —

mussels appeared to be to a large extent controlled by the question of whether the merchant con-
cerned could obtain imported mussels”.

To disprove this statement and show a commitment to local produce, Lytham fishermen set

about forming their own trading organisation. On 12" April 1954,
Exvthem St. Afnes fishenmen

the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ announced: “Lytham St. Annes fish- | who have formed their own irading
orgonization have deeided tovname

ermen who have formed their own trading organisation have de- | it the Lytham Fisherman’s Society
T,

cided to name it the Lytham Fishermen’s Society Ltd. LA et Sl CF et ARG,

tas been appointed manager, and
witl begin his duties on Monday. He
was formerly with the Lytham
Shrimp Compary.

The new campany hope 1o start
trading shortly.

Mr. Alan Spencer, of St. Annes, has been appointed manager, and
will begin his duties on Monday. He was formerly with the Lytham

facsimile

Shrimp Company.

The new company hope to start trading shortly.”
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The following week the same newspaper provided further details about the new trading organ-

3 1 NI . »»
“No foreign fish” isation: ““No foreign fish

This will be one of thfomsim
mottes of the Lytham Fisherman’s
Society Ltd.. which is now ready to
start trading.

A member of the committee said
they did not intend o handle any
foreign fish. “It will be local fish
caught by local boats.” e said.

Reg. No.k4482...3. Lancs.

RULES

of the

LIMITED

(Registered under the Industrial and Provident Societies Acts,
1893 to 1928).

Affiliated to the
FISHERIES ORGANIZATION SOCIETY, LIMITED.

The Copyright of these Rules is the property of the Fisheries
Organization Society, Limited, 6, High Street, Sutton, Surrey.

All rights reserved.

Society Ltd., which is now ready to start trading.

foreign fish. “It will be local fish caught by local boats.” he said.”

This will be one of the main mottoes of the Lytham Fisherman’s

A member of the committee said they did not intend to handle any

The Lytham Fishermen’s Society
Limited was registered under the In-
dustrial and Provident Societies Act,

1893 on the 5" May 1954

]

fes.

e between a member or any
ore than six months ceased to

ing through such member or
, and the Society, or an officer
nce to arbitration.

d by the Society, none of them
d in the funds of the Society ;
es of the arbitrators shall be
ed in a box or glass, and the
out by the complaining party,
all be the arbitrators to decide
e of a vacancy or vacancies,
ators, shall be elected at a

s or of a majority of them, both
(} the costs of the arbitration,
ies.

_W.H. PARKINSON

_R. EVANS. Y I
G. TOPPING.

=351 e YT e Signatures
H, BAMBER, Jnr. =

,,y‘,‘ ,BA‘:'E“@L“'.W g e, e t. Applicants
H. PARKINSON for
A.R. WIGNALL Registration.
RoJd. CLARK.,

Secretary.
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The number of bags purified for the 1953/54 season was the worst on record:743 bags from the
Ribble, 0 from Morecambe, 0 from Eire, 0 from Wyre, 3,025 from Bangor. A total of 3,768 bags.
[Morecambe mussel fishermen had abandoned collecting mussels for human consumption and
were now only trading in “‘unpurified mussels’ for fishing bait. ]

Was it too little too late for the new Society to rescue the Lytham Purification Station? During
the last week of November 1954, a ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ reporter visited the Society’s
factory in Lytham to find out what had gone on in the eight months since the 12 Lytham fishermen
had formed the society. He was told that:

“The society got away to a very bad start. Up to the mid- The society got away to a very
bad start. Up to the middle of
dle of August shrimp catches were poor. August shrimp catches were

poor.
They survived thisg difficult

period, and though things bé).re
now good, they would have been
now good, they would have been even better but for the early evengbetter gut for the early

scarcity of shrimps.

B =

They survived this difficult period, and though things are

scarcity of shrimps.’
Two further paragraphs imply that, once again, shrimps were the primary source of income for

the Lytham fishermen and perhaps, in future, the winter subsidy provided by mussels may not be

Quantities of shrimps are also needed: “Quantities of shrimps are also

being placed in cold storage being placed in cold storage against the
against the time when -catches
will fall or cease altogether.
This is a practice followed by gether.
the merchants. It meansg the o _
fishermen will benefit from the This is a practice followed by the mer-
inevitable price rises when fresh
shrimps are scarce, and they are
able to market their supplies from the inevitable price rises when fresh
from cold stores.

time when catches will fall or cease alto-

chants. It means the fishermen will benefit

shrimps are scarce and they are able to

’

market their supplies from cold storage.’
By the end of the 1954/55 mussel season, the purification station’s output showed a further
decline with only 1,309 bags purified: 563 from the Ribble, 362 from Morecambe and 384 from
Bangor. Resulting in a financial loss of £812 and a very long way off the 10,000 bags needed for
cost-effectiveness.
Following a meeting between the representatives of local fishermen, merchants and the Mussel

Purification Management Sub-Committee, it was decided to keep the Station open for one more

.o th On the 5th August, 1955, following a very poor scason and
Scason. Oi’l the 5 AuguSt’ after interviewlng rcp;cssntétivcs of the local fishermcn and
merchants, the Sub—-Comnittec decided to kccp the Statlon opcn

1955, following a very poor 1 for onc mors season.
season and after interviewing representatives of the local fishermen and merchants, the Sub-Com-

mittee decided to keep the Station open for one more season.”

124



The meeting was reported in the ‘Lancashire Evening Post’ the following day under the heading
“LYTHAM FEARS THREAT TO MUSSEL TRADE":

“If the mussel purification tank at Lytham is closed by the Lancashire County Council, it may

mean some local fishermen being out of work in the winter. :
| LYTHAM FEARS
THREAT TO

the “Post” to-day, “We prefer mussels to go through the tank and if it MUSSEL TRADE

Mr. A. Spencer, manager of the Lytham Fishermen’s Society told

’ IF the mussel-purification tank
at Lytham is closed by the
Lancashire County Council. 1t may

The report continued: “The Society, together with the Lytham and ||mesos some iocal ishermen being

Mr. A, Spencer. manager of the
Lytham Fishermen's Society. told

is closed it would stop mussel gathering here.’

Fylde Fishermen's Society, are protesting against the County Coun-  t|the »Fost™ today. *We ‘preter
T el o
cil’s proposal to close the tank, and yesterday representatives of both PHOTEST

LTI};A: Soclety. !o;;ethe{‘ lsvglth the
societies met a County Council Sub-Committee to discuss the matter. [k are protesting sgsines the
County Council’s proposal to close
. ) . . zhe,'mnk. and vesterday represen-
The Lytham Fishermen’s Society was represented at the meeting by | |@&iives of both socleties, met a
discuss the matter,
Myr. Spencer, Mr. G. Topping (vice-chairman) and Mr. W Parkinson | |wss sepicmes ot e og oy
Mr. Spencer. Mr. G. Topping (vice-
chairman) and Mr. W. Parkinson

1 - (committee- . Mr. !
(committee-man). Mr. J Holden, a local fish merchant represented the | |{committeeman). Mr.J Holden. a
‘|the 'L“hfeTv and Fylde Fisher-
men's Soclety.

Lytham and Fylde Fishermen’s Society.”

The fishermen’s case against the closure of the station, that was “it may mean some local fish-
ermen being out of work in the winter”, wasn’t particularly strong but perhaps the Lytham Fisher-
men’s Society could convince the Sub-Committee that they had the answer.

“Lytham Mussels with a French flavour?” This was the strapline for an article in the ‘Lanca-
shire Evening Post’ on the 4™ October 1955. The article related to an experiment that Lytham
Fishermen’s Society Ltd were to embark on to further increase mussel stocks in the Ribble estuary
using the French system of bouchets.

“Lytham Fishermen’s Society Ltd. are ex-

Lytham mussels with perimenting with the French system of bou-

chets. The idea is that the mussels cling to the

a Fl'ellCh ﬂaVGur? stakes and being washed away by the tide is

Lytham Fishermen's Society Ltd. prevented.
are experimenting with the French
system of bouchets. The Ides is It is amazing how many mussels do grow on the

that the mussels cling to the stakes
and being washed away by the tide  stakes’ said Mr. A. Spencer, the society’s manager.”
is prevented.

“It I1s amazing how many mussels 3 ¢ s
do grow on the stakes.” said Mr. A, [This was the same method of mussel ‘farming

Spencer, the soclety's manager. L -
RSl o seed - initially proposed in 1892. See Chapter 3.]

But it is doubtful whether the experiment made any progress beyond the initial talks with the
Western Sea Fisheries Joint Committee and the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries as there was

no further mention of it in the local press.
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In fact, on the topic of Lytham mussels, press coverage was primarily interested in whether the

tanks would be closed down. At the end of the same month the ‘Manchester Evening News’ stated:

Mussels are also in the news
at_Lytham, where the .famous
mussel cleansing tank may be
closed by the Lancashire County
Council on Thursday because it
has been losing money.

“Mussels are also in the news at
Lytham, where the famous mussel
cleansing tank may be closed by Lanca-
shire County Council on Thursday be-

cause it had been losing money.”

By February 1956, dark clouds were looming over the Ribble estuary. The ‘On Lytham Water-

front” section of the 10" February 1956 edition of the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ carried the

headline:

DAYS OF MUSSEL TANKS
~ MAY BE NUMBERED

It was reported that “A spokesman for the County Council stated this week that no mussels had

been purified at the tanks this

season, and a report on the A spokesman for the County Council stated this
' week that no mussels had been purified at the
matter is to be presented to the tanks this season, and a report on the matter is to

. . be presented to the Smallholdings Committee by
Smallholdings Committee by the county land agent.

the county land agent”.

Prior to preparing his report to the Smallholdings Committee, the County Land Agent had sent
a letter to the Clerk of the County Council, which he received on the 13™ April 1956, asking him

for his views on the various aspects of the situation. In his letter he briefly summarised the back-

ground as to why the tanks were built:

2
3

At the time that the tanks were opened in 1936:-

there were very few shrimps in the Ribble;

1) there was considerable unemployment;
the mussel beds in the Ribble, Lune and Wyre were in good condition.

The tanks were, therefore, provided primarily to prevent unemployment among
the Ribble fishermen, brought about by the shortage of shrimps, and the fact that
there were no facilities for cleansing mussels. During the following years the
improvement in the employment position was probably offset by the war-time demand
for food.
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followed by his findings of the current situation:

Today:-

(1) there is an abundance of shrimps in the Ribble, and shrimping
is undoubtedly far less arduous and far more profitable for
the fishermen than musselling;

(2) with over-full employment some fishermen have been attracted by
high wages in industry, and in the case of those who remain,
during the short periods when they are unable to get shrimps they

are able to get temporary jobs at wages which probably pay them
better than mussemng 3 o

(3) Commander Craven inf ie that the Ribble mussel beds are at
, however, that this

are only temporary,
sible in existing

The Clerk’s letter finished with a brief but damning conclusion:

The local merchant appears to be able to import all the cleansed mussels
he requires for his trade.

It seems, therefore, that as far as the County Council is concerned there is
no alternative but to close the station.

Although the last sentence appears to be sounding the death knell for the purification station,

the Land Agent then put forward three points for consideration:

(1) should the closing be permanent or temporary?

(2) if the Ministry or the Iancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Joint

Committee, or any other body, can be persuaded to take over the
tanks for operation at some future date, can we, subject to the

a.grn;:ment of the Lytham Corporation, either lease or transfer the
tanks?

(3) any alternative use to which the tanks can be put either by the
County Council or the Lytham Corporation.

At the conclusion of the Smallholdings Committee meeting held at County Hall, Preston, on
Wednesday, 9" May 1956, the Mussel Purification Management Sub-committee convened to dis-

cuss the report prepared by the land agent, Mr. G. P Attenborough.
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The committee, Major J.W. Fitzherbert-Brockholes (Chairman), County Alderman J.
Mawdsley, County Councillors W. D. Cooper and F. W. Pickles considered in detail the report
and with respect to answering Point (2) invited:

Dr. Nial Reynolds of the Conway Research Station,

Commander C.F.B. Powell, District Inspector of Fisheries for the Ministry of Agriculture, Fish-

eries and Food,

Commander N. V. Craven, Superintendent of the Lancashire and Western Sea Fisheries Joint

Committee,

to ‘persuade’ one of them to take over the tanks for operation at some future date.

The minutes of the meeting recorded their responses:

Commander C. F. B. Powell:

The representatives of the llinistry of Agriculture,
'isheries and Food and the Sea Fisheries Joint Committee
expressed themselves as of the opinion that they did not
think the mussel station should be closed permanently as
there was a prospect, even if not immediate, of the tank being
required.

Commander N.V. Craven:

Commander Craven thought that the Station should not be
disposed of even if it were closed down temporarily and Dr,
Reynolds agreed, stating that in five years time the mussel
position might be favourable to the Station.

Dr. N. Reynolds:

Commander Powell said that there was no statutory
obligation on the County Council to continue to operate the
Mussel Purification Station but the Ministry of Agriculture,
Fisheries and Food felt that no irrecoveggable step should be
teken for closing or dismantling the tanks without exploring
the possibility of additional use from the marine point of
view,

The Sub-Committee then made their decision:

The Sub-Committee were agreed that there would seem
to be no future for the Station for at least two years but
that it was premature to be considering the permanent closing
and demolition of the Station and that the Lytham St. Annes
Corporation should be asked if they could find or suggest
any use for the tank which would contribute towards the cost
of the care and maintenance of the Station during the period
of temporary closure,
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The recommendation made by the Mussel Purification Management Sub-committee to the Lan-
cashire County Council to ask the Lytham St. Annes Corporation “if they could find or suggest
any use for the tank which would contribute towards the cost of care and maintenance of the
Station during the period of temporary closure” was subsequently made and the Corporation’s
response was reported in the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ on the 22" June 1956.

Under the heading “MUSSEL TANKS: ANY o v s G

IDEAS?” the newspaper reported that the Town MUSSEL T ANKS )
Council told the County Council “that they had no A ANY | IDE AS? '

Ty

views to express on what should happen to the J YTHAM ST. ANNES Town Council, meeting in
private on Monday, decided to tell-the Lanca-
mussel purification tanks on Lytham front”. shire County-Couneil that they had ne views to-

express on what should happen to the mussel puri— i
fication tanks on Lytham front. ;

€

Four weeks later, 26™ July 1956, the same newspaper reported, under the small sub-heading,
“Tanks closed”. The article continued: “The end of July brought the announcement that the mussel
' Tan ks CIO se d b o EA tanks at Lytham were to close down for at least two years

‘The end of July brought the| andthat if at the end of the time mussels were still not being
announcement that the musge]
tanks ‘at. Lytham were to clogse| Drought to the tanks they might have to go out of existence”.

down for at least two ‘ - e
that if at the end of 3{;11;31:;: In actual fact, the decision was to close the Purification

mussels were  still not. ‘being| . . :
brought to the tanks they mlght . Station for operational purposes but to keep it for a two-
have. to 80 ‘out; of existence.

year period on a care and maintenance basis. This still re-
quired them to retain the services of the Tank Superintendent; however, this was only for two days
aweek forawage of £3 a week. Prior to this the Tank Superintendent was earning £510 per annum.

Fortunately for him, and the Lytham mussel fishermen, the decision to only temporarily close
the tanks was quickly justified. On the 6" December 1956, the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ an-
nounced: “NEW MUSSEL BED DISCOVERED IN RIBBLE.”

NEI¥ MM BED DISCOVEREH‘ “Lytham fishermen have
RIBBLE

':LYTHAM fishermen
3 have been given

some ot the most  estyuqry and seems to be in a healthy state.”

been given some of the most encouraging news
for manyyears — the fact that a bed of mussels has settled naturally in the Ribble

‘that a bed. of mussels

ot natumee The article also reported that “the shrimping season has been well below aver-

‘the Ribble estuary and
'seems to be in a

healthy state. age” and perhaps it was the poor shrimping season that led the Lytham fisher-
men to return to collecting mussels. The ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ (dated 7%

February 1957, reported that: “A representative of the Lytham Fisherman’s Society, at whose
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request the tanks were reopened, told the ‘Express’
A representative of the Lytham )
Fishermen’'s Society, at whose| this week, ‘We are very pleased. They are the best
request the tanks were reopened, ,
told the. “Express” this week | mussels I have seen gathered at Lytham.
“We ar -
theebeset vgﬁsgéf:s %d h;};eys:gs Not many bags have been passed through the
gathered at Lytham.”

Not many bags have been
passed through the tanks since|l (vourable tides ahead the numbers are expected to
their reopening last month, but
with more favourabple tides ahead|| improve.”
the numbers are expected to
improve.

tanks since their reopening last month, but with more

The favourable tides did bring the expected im-
provement and during the short period that the tanks were open “from the 19" January to the 16"
March, when 635%: bags of mussels were cleansed, of which 424 bags were from the Ribble and
211 bags from More-
cambe. The season might

MUSSEL PURTIFICATION STATION facsimile

As was reported on the 12th April last, the Station was only have extended a little
open last season from the 19th January to 16th March, when longer, resulting in the
635% bags of mussels were cleansed, of which 4243 bags were
from the Ribble and 211 bags from Morecambe. The season might
have extended a little longer, resulting in the cleansing of a to 300 bags had it not
further 200 to 300 bags had it not been for a complaint that been for a complaint that
the Ribble mussels were suspected of being tainted with oil, a
spell of warmer weather, and Mr. Gomery's absence on sick-leave,

cleansing of a further 200

the Ribble mussels were

suspected of being tainted
with oil, a spell of warmer

weather, and Mr. Gomery’s absence on sick-leave”.
[Mr. Gomery remained on sick-leave until his enforced retirement on the 13" December 1957]

As the start of the new mussel gathering season approached, the oil-tainting saga was still caus-

ing concern amongst the fishermen. The 15* August 1957 __ Most of them feel that
- it is hardly worth their "while
edition of the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ reported that: going to the mussel beds until
ghegr knovg w?_ether there is, in
“ o ; ; _ act, any tainting.

Most of them feel that it is hardly worth their while go Bxoisets gathéredin the Ribble
have been 'of good quality,
though they are not as large as
] o hose which are imported and
in fact, any tainting. ttled at Lytham.

ing to the mussel beds until they know whether there is,

The second paragraph of this newspaper article re-
minds us that there was, perhaps, a greater threat to the Lytham mussel industry than oil-tainting:
“Mussels gathered in the Ribble have been of good quality, though they are not as large as those
which are imported and bottled at Lytham.”

It was subsequently reported that there was no widespread tainting of Ribble mussels and that

the oil tainting had been caused by a one-off discharge from a passing ship.
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Five weeks later, on Wednesday, 11" September 1957, the Mussel Purification Management
Sub-committee held, once again, a meeting to discuss the situation at the mussel tanks. The meet-
ing minutes recorded the situation:

“The local merchant, Mr. J. Holden, of Lytham, and the Lytham Fishermen’s Society Limited,

he locel merchent, Mr. J. Holden, of Lytham, end the Lytham . X I have been consulted regarding
) 's Socicty Limited, have been consulted regarding the possibilities
future

e o s s the possibilities of future use of

the Station.”

- | Mr. Holden said that he could see no good
for the retention of the Stotion and he folt that under the
poumstances the County Council had no elternctive but to close it downs

“Mr. Holden said that he
could see no good reason for the
retention of the Station and he felt that under the circumstances the County Council had no alter-

)

native but to close it down.’

L3 . b
3 Iythem Fishermen's Society Limited reply:- The Lytham Fishermen’s
8 The members of our Society feel it would be a waste of . .. .
time gothering nussels from the Lythem beds for the purpose SOClely Limited reply. -
of bottling or for selling for human consumption, but ﬂ:;ty o,
Szl:hii:;\}; ;.l;i-x: ltx::aw be worth their while to gather mussels The members OfOLll" SO—

ciety feel it would be a waste of
time gathering mussels from the Lytham beds for the purposes of bottling or for selling for human

consumption, but they do think it may be worth their while to gather mussels for sale for bait.”

So, on that day, Wednesday, 11t September 1957, the fate of the Lytham Mussel Purification

Station was set:

does not, thorofors, appear to be any evidence to justify eithexr
pointment of a successor to Mre Gomery or the retention of the

“There does not, therefore, appear to be any evidence to justify either the appointment of a

successor to Mr. Gomery or the retention of the Station.”
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Chapter 14
And Finally ...

In the Introduction to this book, I wrote “With the opening of the Lytham Mussel Purification
Station in 1935 it was hoped that this would lead to a reawakening of the local mussel fishing
industry and the restoration of a winter livelihood for the fishermen of the Ribble estuary”.

As we have seen, the requirement to purify mussels for human consumption was brought about
by the introduction of the “The Preston (Shellfish) Regulations 19237, at a time of high unemploy-
ment and poor living standards for a great many people; none more so than the inshore fishermen
of Lytham and the surrounding area. The sole reason behind Lancashire County Council building
the purification tanks was, therefore, to provide the fishermen ofthe Ribble estuary a much-needed
extra source of income.

It took 12 years before mussel gathering was finally re-introduced to the Lancashire coastline
but nobody could have foreseen the obstacles that lay in the way of providing what was supposed
to be an improved livelihood for the fishermen and their families. A world war took young men
away from their traditional employment; increased pollution of the river by industry; silting up of
the old river channels (brought about by the constant dred ging of the shipping channel); and better
paid jobs on-shore, all contributed to the demise of the mussel industry. Another enemy of the
industry was, no doubt, imported mussels, preferred not only by the consumer - cheaper and tastier,
but also by the local merchants - better profits.

But perhaps the biggest adversary to the success of the mussel industry was a tiny opponent:
the local shrimp. Throughout all the years that the station was in operation, mussel gathering al-
ways came second to the more lucrative activity of shrimping and, as the annual returns have
shown, for many years the purification station’s viability relied upon the support of ‘out of town’
fishermen to provide the majority of the shellfish.

By the 1950’s, the need to go mussel gathering to provide a winter livelihood for 50 or 60
Lytham fishermen had been reduced to a ‘hobby’ for about 10 local men who could now trawl for
shrimps in motor-powered boats and freeze their wares for winter-time markets. So, the end of the
Lytham Mussel Purification Station was brought about by the very men for whom it had been
provided in the first place.

Although the Lytham Mussel Purification Station was not used again following the 11" Sep-
tember 1957 decision to stop purifying mussels, the buildings, tanks and plant remained untouched

for over a year before the Lytham St. Annes Town Council finally decided their fate.
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Indecision about the future of the site was mainly due to there being four interested parties
involved:
1. Lancashire County Council - the owner of the Station, who at great expense would have
had to demolish the buildings and return the site to its original condition.
2. The Royal National Lifeboat Institute — who wanted to convert part of the site into a new

lifeboat house and museum.

3. Ribble Cruising Club — who wanted to use the tanks for storing boats and to convert the

pumphouse into a clubhouse.

4. Mr. J. Holden — who wanted to keep it as a mussel cleansing station for imported Irish

mussels.

As owners of the Station, the County Council were keen for it to be used for its intended purpose
and were therefore interested in Mr. Holden’s proposal to take out a ten-year lease for the purpose
of mussel cleansing. A letter, dated 15t April 1958, from the County Land Agent to the County

Council, provides the reason for Mr. Holden’s renewed optimism for mussel purification:

‘&u@}f‘?‘y 2 ‘gs'/

Mussel Purification Station, ILytham St. Annes.

‘ Mr. J. Holden of Messrs. J. Holden & Son, 91, Warton Street, Lytham, has
approached me regarding the possibility of leasing the Mussel Purification Station
for use primarily as a mussel cleansing station. He informed me that owing to
the Danish mussel-beds being over fished during recent years, the Danish mussels
are now poorer in quality and much fewer in quantity, with the result that there
is now a scarcity of fresh mussels in the country, and he is considering importing
considerable quantities of mussels from Ireland. He is going to Ireland immediately
after Easter to inspect the mussel-beds there and if they are as good as thgy are
reported to be he hopes to enter into a long-term contract. He will then.elther
build his own tanks in Ireland sc that the mussels are cleansed before being
brought over, or alternatively make an offer to take over the Lytham tanks and
run them privately. He would prefer to use the I.qtham tanks as they are
conveniently placed for his own personal supervision.

During these negotiations it became clear that Lytham St. Annes Town Council wouldn’t allow
the County Council to lease the Station to Mr. Holden or in fact to any other possible lessee. This
was made evident when the County Council also tried to lease the tanks to Ribble Cruising Club.

On the 9t May 1958, the County Council Land Agent wrote to G. Pitt, Esq, the Hon. Secretary
of Ribble Cruising Club. accepting an offer of £2-10s a week for the use of the first tank adjoining
the yard and the offices at the Station for the storage of boats and equipment. The tenancy was to

start on the 17t May 1958.
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Five days later the Town Clerk wrote back to the Land Agent:

Your ref:

'/TB/AG.104 | 14th May 1958.

Dear Sir,

Lytham

Ssel Purification Station

I am disturbed to receive your letter of the 13th instant
which you state that it is proposed to grant a weekly tenancy to
the Ribble Cruising Club, on a purely temporary basis, of the yard,
the first tank adjoining the yard and the offices for the storage
of boats and eguipment.

In his letter he further explained that the original agreement between the County Council and
the Town Council dated 215*May 1934, does not, in terms, grant any lease to the County Council

to the site, but merely confers upon them permission to erect and use a Mussel Purification Station.

The following week the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’ outlined the R.L.N.I. proposal:

MAY 22, 1958.—LYTHAM ST. ANNES EXPRESS—11

NEW LIFEBOAT STATIQN”_”
‘'WOULD SPEED
RESCUE WORK

KS

RNLI 'MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE BY MR.
LIFEBOAT SECRETARY, WILL GIVE SEVERAL ADVANTAGES OVER THE

PRESENT LIFEBOAT HOUSE IF THEY ARE APPROVED.

Waterfront
N ews

~etessuseeseravene

~
.
.
.
.
.

A month later the Lytham St. Annes Town Council again wrote to the County Council to ex-
plain the reason for the indecision about the site and finished the letter by assuring the County
Council that they considered it to be a very important matter and were anxious to give it very full

consideration.

You will, of course, appreciate that we ourselves have been
waiting for some months in order that we might receive the proposals of the
Lifeboat and Cruising Club, and it is only comparatively recently that these
proposals have been forthcoming.
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On the 1% November 1958, it was reported that a decision had been made:

DT STEoRSTorTaRTToonE TRy

MUSSELL PLANT
CONVERSION
Big Scheme For
Lytham

A CAFE to seat 200 people.
" A sun-lounge overlooking
the River Ribble.

A clubhouse for the Ribble
Cruising Club.

A lifeboat house and museum
for the Royal National Lifeboat |
Institution, and

An enclosure for yachts.

This is what is to become of
the mussel purification station
on Lytham Promenade.

At their private meeting at
which they agreed to go ahead
with these plans, the Town Coun-
cil rejected a request from Lytham
Ratepayers’ Association that the
council should acquire Lytham
Pier and incorporate it in the
mussel station scheme.

So reports the Lytham St.
Annes Express.

A plan for the development of the mussel purification station was prepared by the Borough

Surveyor (Mr. J. S. Mason). The estimated cost of the sun lounge, café and toilets was £23,612.

And finally, on Monday, 6! March 1961, 24 years, 7 months and six days after its creation, the
‘Ribble Mussel Fishery Order 1936 was absolutely determined [terminated]. This meant that the
estuary was no longer a several [private] mussel ground under the control of Lancashire County
Council and anybody was allowed to collect mussels from there free of charge. As a result, mussel
gathering from the Ribble estuary reverted back to its former status, as it was on Wednesday, 10®
October 1923, whereby its mussels could not be sold for human consumption unless purified by

an approved process.
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The rescinding of the Ribble Mussel Fishery Order wasn’t reported by the ‘Lytham St. Annes
Express’ until the 17" August 1961, when it announced that:

“NOW ITS OFFICIAL NOW IT'S OFFICIAL . . ..

COINCIDENTAL with the death

last week of Mr George
Gomery, former Superintendent of the Lytham mussel |CGomery, former Superl.ntfende.-:nt
of Lytham mussel purification
purification station, comes the news of the official end |station, comes the news of the
official end of the station for
cleaning mussels.

Coincidental with the death last week of Mr George

of the station for cleaning mussels.”

SOR EXRISIR G AGRICULTURE, PISHERTES AND 700D, by virtue

of the
poweRs under the Sea Fisherios Aoty 1868, tranaferved to

Bia by the Board of Agriculture ana Fishories Act, 1903, and the
Hnlstry of Agriculture am Fishories Loty 1919 and every other
power enab}ing hinm in that behalf heveby cortifies that ho is not
satisfled that tho gramtees of the Ribble Mussel Fishery Opder,
1936, eve properly cultivating the mussel ground within tho
1limits of the Fishery granted to them by that Orders
AND THE HINISTER OF AGRICULTURR, PISHERIES AND FOOD, heveby
notifies that by virtue of Soction 45 of the Sea Fisherics iot,
1868, and of this Cortificate tho right of several fishery
conferred by that Order is now absolutely determined erd all
provisions of Part LTI of that /ot have now ceased to operato in
polation to such fishery as a several Mussel Fisheye

I WITNRSS whoreof the Officiel Sesl
of the Minister of /griculture,
#isherdes and Food is hercunto
Mk otk 0
asy of M one
thousand nine hunired end

sixty O
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Postscript

Following the November 1958 decision to go ahead with the conversion of the mussel tank site,

Lytham St. Annes Town Council agreed leasing terms with the Ribble Cruising Club (21 years at

arent of £50 a year for the centre portion of the tanks) and the R.N.L.I. (a 50-year lease at a rent

of £10 a year for the easterly section of the tanks, i.e. the office and storeroom area. Work was

well underway on these two buildings by end of the year but the start of any work on the Council-

owned café / sun-lounge was delayed until the following February, as it required a loan sanction

to be approved by the Ministry of Housing and Local Government.

e The building housing the lifeboat and museum was opened on Sunday, 26" June 1960.

The ‘Liverpool Daily Post’

A new lifeboat house costing
5] £1,300 was opened at Lytham
yesterday by the Mayor o1ft
Lytham St. Annes, (Councillor
Norman Utley, J.P.) to replace
the old lifeboat house built 109
years ago at a cost of £298.
Among the exhibits to be
included in the new head-
i |quarters will be howgrarhs
and records from the greatest
¢|disaster in the history of the
lifeboat_service.

Today, an enlarged building
houses the R.N.L.I. inshore life-
boat and a gift shop.

recorded the occasion: “A new lifeboat house costing £1,300
was opened at Lytham yesterday by the Mayor of Lytham St.
Annes, (Councillor Norman Utley, J.P.) to replace the old life-
boat house built 109 years ago at a cost of £298.

Among the exhibits to be included in the new headquarters
will be photographs and records from the greatest disaster in

the history of the lifeboat service.”
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house in 1964 and 1976, leaving the internal and
external layout of the building very much as it is

seen today.

The Ribble Cruising Club building work was completed during March 1960, at a cost of £2000,

'S - but the official opening wasn’t held until Saturday, 15t July 1961,
% el due to the need for a sewer pipe to be laid by the Corporation

Official Opening of the Club House
4

across the Green. On that day, Robert Page Esq. duly smashed a

4
Sobert Fge, Ciy

ot i tmar o S bottle of champagne on the clubhouse wall.
Lwmes J- 45 Lancing. 9.75 bl miduight
Lrass Liumpe Suits Tikets. 767, sack
k, -

Further modifications were made to the club-

e The Café/ Sun lounge didn’t materialize as described. When it opened during April 1961,
the £23,600 Lytham St. Annes Corporation restaurant, the Anchorage, was advertised as

i Tl

e 1 e o W
.u-.'\’_:_1xr1il|llld.uwr!:, I '

e

Snack Bar \"f"’."\a"‘ > ;’: m

having a snack bar, dining room and a ballroom. The ballroom was, in fact, a dancefloor

8

within the dining room.

The loss of a ‘Sun Lounge’, or ‘Solarium’ as some people referred to it, was a significant

bone of contention for the Lytham Ratepayers’ Association. At their annual meeting held
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on 3" August 1961, it was stated that “the Council said there would be a solarium, where
visitors could go and shelter during wet weather, as well as a café...It is not fair to the
ratepayers. We argued about the size of the solarium and now we haven'’t got one at all.

You have to buy a coffee or a cup of tea”.

In 1979, following several changes of lessee, the building was given a £40,000 facelift which
included converting the dining / ballroom area into Lytham’s first nightclub: ‘SCRUPLES’.

Following a major refit in 1985, the nightclub reopened as a ‘fun-pub’: ZANZIBAR, but
only a few days after reopening it was completely destroyed by fire. The cause of the blaze

was reported to have been a “carelessly discarded cigarette end”.

The building was rebuilt as a café, prior to the former nightclub area opening, in August

1990, as the “Waters Edge Roller Disco’.

Then in 1997, the Fylde Borough Council decided to sell the site for further development
but the Lytham Civic Society fought off proposals for another building. The Civic Society
then raised £14,000 to demolish the now derelict structure and create an open-air arena for
public use. In 2017, the site was further refurbished by the Civic Society to retain the open

view of the River Ribble estuary and celebrate the heritage of the ‘Mussel Tanks’ site.

The ‘Shanty Crew’ performing on the site of the
Mussel Purification Storage Tank (2025)
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Appendix 1

Royal Humane Society Award for Bravery (see page 102)

Opposite is a transcript of an article printed in the ‘Lytham St. Annes Express’, dated 11t

January 1946, describing the award ceremony together and details of the rescue.
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An interesting event at Lytham Magistrates’ Court on Monday, was
the presentation by Chairman, Mrs. P.L. Birley, CBE, of the Royal
Humane Society’s testimonial on parchment, combined with the re-
suscitation certificate to Mr. George A. Gomery, Lythall Avenue,
Lytham, the superintendent of the mussel purification tanks.

Supt. W.T. Hinds, asking Mrs. Birley to make the presentation, said
that on August 7% last year an eight-years-old boy, Alan Kenworthy,
was on the boating jetty at Lytham when he fell into the sea. The tide
swept him towards the pier. A visitor, Miss Jean Haxby, of Notting-
ham was on the beach and went out to the boy’s assistance, wading
out as far as she could, then swimming for about 100yds. She saw the
boy under water and got hold of him. He was unconscious.

Mr. Gomery realised the danger and dropped over the sea wall,
took off his boots and swam out to Miss Haxby who was still holding
the boy. He took the boy from her and helped both back to the shore.
Mr. Gomery commenced artificial respiration which was successful.

There was a high tide ebbing strongly and there was no doubt that
but for theaction of Miss Haxby and Mr. Gomery the boy would prob-
ably have lost his life. Miss Haxby, it was considered, could not have
got the boy to shore, she being practically “all-out” when Mr. Gomery
reached her.

The facts were sent by the Chief Constable to the Royal Humane
Society and both rescuers were awarded the testimonial.

Handing the testimonial to Mr. Gomery, Mrs. Birley said: “I feel it
a great honour to have the privilege of presenting you with this certif-
icate. You are the type of man to whom England owes so much, and
of whom England is so proud. We are grateful for your wonderful ex-
ample.”

Mrs. Birley said the Bench would also like their congratulations
and an expression of their gratitude to be sent to Miss Haxby.

Supt. Hinds said that would be done, and he added that Miss
Haxby’s testimonial would be presented to her in Nottingham.
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THE MUSSEL TANKS tells the story of the rise and fall of
the once famous, and nationally enjoyed, ‘Lytham Purified
Mussel’. Chronological facts from news articles, official
documents, and online sources provides an insight into this
now forgotten way of life.

Discover the cause of widespread illness and death throughout
the nation and the resulting scientific discovery that led to the
building of Lytham’s Mussel Tanks. Follow the efforts of
politicians, businessmen and fishermen in their fight to make
England’s only mussel purification facility a success.

However, success was not achieved. Was it foreign
competition, national indifference, or something closer to
home that doomed Lytham’s unique industry?

Sacks of mussels arrived at the
Purification Station at Lytham having
been brought by lorry from
Morecambe. The sacks of mussels
were then emptied on to wooden slats,
each owner marking off their
allocation using bricks, prior to the 2-
day purification process commencing

Once cleansed of impurities, the
mussels are re-bagged in clean
sacks which are then sealed, using
an official lead seal, before being
transported to markets throughout
the country.by rail.



