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cause. They produced a lasting record of their thought
whereas previously mass political movements were trensient
affairs leaving only scattered remnants of their ideology
which was often shrouded in legend and hyuverbole. With the
Chartist movement all this changed and an historian can ob-
jectively analyze its ideology from a perspective of events
judged worthy of comment by the editors of their radic=1l
press.

What follows is an exvlication of the attachment of
these so-c2lled revolutionary figures to doctrines more

easily associated with reactionary socilal figures and the

(e}

ultra-Tory faction. An attempt will be made to outline the
nature of this connection and tc analyze what it meant for

democracy in Great Britain in this period of sociasl unheaval.



There gre two divergent views of Chartism to be seen
in the historiogrsphy of the mecvoment, One points to sub-

sequent politicel developments in the British culture and

vent of mass participation in the joverning process. The
other implies thatgiven the time and place it was a regress-
ion from the generszsl thrust of developments, that is, a re-
action based on demz.oguery and cbfuscation in the name of
reformes Although I have come to appbreciate the merits of

both vrositions, I telieve the revolutionary sspect has the

e R 2 . . o
greater gsignificance., However, the latter stance is coertainly
a defsnsible one and scme of the evidence that supports this

theory serves as the focus of this study,.

Lawrence Stone, discussing 17%th century British pol-
itics in The Cansez of Fnglish Revolution 1529-16!.2, indicates

Chartizt camvn could utter shopworn and trite conservative
dogmas diametric ally opposed to the professed zoals of Char-
0

nly the rarest of individnals possesses the acumen to

look ceyvond the here and now to discover wlich foreces will
~ . . -r . . . .
@8termine the shape of things to ecome., Yet it is sufficient
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s logic to the Chartists.,

D)

Both lfaxx 3eer in n

e

s A History of 3ritish Socialism

and E. P. Thomson in The laking of the English Working Class
contend that Chartism was not a progressive force; Beer golng

so far as to label it reactionary. In perusing the autobiog-
raphy of a Chartist official, W. E. Adams' Memoirs of a Social

Atom, one is given further evidence of the unregenerate nature

of the Chartist experience from the reform perspective. Here

we learn that Adams, and others loyal to the Chartist nrinciple,

e
le)

became political moderates only a decade after the eclipse of
the Chertist movement. Also found here, as well as in anumer-

ous other

&)

ources, is testimony alluding to the sponsorship

of Chartists by arch-Tories. The compatibility of ultra=-Tory
and Chartist ideology is another phenomenon suggestive of the
nature of their politics that counters the somewhat inadequate
interpretations of the movement which only sees its progress-
ive tendencies. On wonders what kbreadth of iinderstanding
prompted Lenin to inaugurate a strong Soviet interest in this

topic which contends thest Chartism was a protc-Bolshevik move=-

ment. According to a Chartist work, An Anthology of Chartist

Literature, edited by I. V. Xovalev, Lenin called Chartism "the
L

[J-
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t broad and politically orgenized proletarian revolution-

*h
or
>
[0}

ary movement of niasses", Much of whst will te cited in
the followinz thesis will contradict this cenclusion.

Without doubt the Chartist position as political out-

MEXims give a fuller exposition nf the nature of



"outlaws"

e

All Too often histeorians a2re¢ interested in these

only for their alleged crimes against the social order and

(=0

=4

the revolutionary nature of their vision of society. To take
this attitude one must remain blind to the many other aspects
of leading Chartists whose political philosophy will be ang-
lyzed in this study. Many authors have done an admirable job

ining the genesis of the radical thought spawned by

'_J

of out
this political movement. My intent 1s to reveal the burdens
of an undemocratic past which the individual Chartist leader
could not help but carry with him and--as is the way with
peliticel leaders--was willing to express. I intend to ill-
ustrate those opinions that l.ave long been neglected and

4

which are easily identifiable as something other than pro-

0]

gressive.,

The bulk of the Chartist opinions that will be dis-
cussed Is drsown from their weekly journals of unews and party
ideology. A rigorous supression of the radicel press by the
government in response to the upheasvals of the French Revol-
ution and NMapolenic war period was psrtially relaxed 1n lBju.
This facilitated the growth of a popular press which would
desl with unorthodox political views precisely at a time when
the rcdicel movement wes entering the Chartist phase. Three
Journals representing distinct individual political theoriz-
ations within Chartism are dozlt with here. They are The

Chartist Circular of Clasgow, McDouzll's Chartist and Repub-

l&ggg Journal of Ashton-under-Lyme and Manchester, and The

~Orthern Star of Leeds and London. All were stanped broad-

Sheets which were, supposedly, not to carry news items. They



were under constant scrutiny of government censors though
none of the editors was prosecuted for the paper's contente.
If one were attempting to explicate properly the
themes of Chartist philosophy an examination of major works
on the subject would be more fruitful. Newspapers such as
these were forced to operate under twin demands: 1. that
they be popular, and 2. they meet a weekly deadline. These

realities prohibit well thought out critical response to

m

their content as one would be akle to resrond to a more de-

ct

ailed considered text. Much preferable for a student of
political philosophy would be & more mezsured and calculated

expression of thought to be found in a Chartist magnum opus.

Unfortunately such a product of the movement does not exist
and the researcher has to be content with these efforts while
recognizing the limitations inherent in the genre. However,
these weeklies are better suited to the task I assumed here
than some would suppose and I feel that some fair degree of
accuracy in interpretastion of theilr political philosophy and
the impact they believed it would have on their culture is
possible by employing these sources,

I.V. Kovalev, a modern Soviet scholar, made a cogent
eppeal for a fuller study of Chartist literature in his An

anthology of Chartist Litersasture. He contends that the full

flavor of the subculture has remained obscured and that in
these journals all the components of their literature are
a8vailable, whether one seeks editorial writings, allegory, or

Poetry, The Northern Star, Bible of the movement, has re-

céived a cool reception by the critics, yet all the major
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voliticel thinkers were given space in it. A utilitarian
production, it contains many highly significant comments,

Glasgow's Chartist Circular is one of the most politically

regressive of gll such journals and reveals many of the pol-

iticel eantecedents of Chartism. Therefore, it is quite use-

Hy
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ortraying many of the unprogressive aspects similar

to those in The llorthern Star and in McDouall's Chartist and

Republican Journal, which is the focus of this work. The

Chertist and Republican Journal was a much less popular paper

than the other two which paired the talents of two of Chart-
ism's premier writers. Curiously, it is very ambiguous about
politicel philosophy as the editors were quite eclectic pro-
moting contradictory doctrines. From these three papers all
of the basic philosophicel tenets of Chartism are essily
grasped,

What follows, then, is a brief exposition of some of
that which is essential to any vealid comprehension of the
Chartist experience, disregarding the progressive aspect. I
hore to make it understood that what will be presented here
cannot, in my view, be explained away as conservatism which
is transmuted into radicalism by their juxtaposition with ob-
viously revolutionary sentiment., I contend that this element
has a life of its cwn, and an influence of its own, distinct
from that in the Journals discussed here. These papers stood
for g Progress toward political democracy and & more just dis-
tribution of the wealth of society among &ll the classes.
These will be the traditional inegalitarian components of the

Various editors! vhilosophies which were imparted to the
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CHAPTER I

Introduction

The Reform 3ill of 1832, designed to preempt radical
nrotest, rrovoked greater turmoil which climaxed in 1839-
1842, the critical period of the Chartist Revolt. As with
most compromises, this Act satisfied neither of the extreme
elements about the issue of democrutizing the government.
Being more frustreted by the reform's limits, the radicel

egan egitating as soon as the Reform Bill's intent

[

was known, Originally the Reform camp had been composed of

elements of the middle ranks and the working class against
the entrenched reactlionary landed elite in a struggle for
control of the reins of power, What emerged after a tumul-
tuous period was the willingness of the elite to co-opt
glements of the middle powers in order to broaden their bsase
of power, This was not meant to be--though often taken as-=-

- Those who were

an attemot to create a democracy in Britain,
t1ll slienated from the governing process rallied to the old
radical slogans. They devised a program of reform highlight=-

ed by Universal Suffrage, known as Chartism, It flourished

from the late 1330s through the early 18503.3

of Reform," Victor-

1pavid C. Moore, "The Other Fa
ity Press), 26,

ian Studies, Vol. 5 (Indlana Univers
2 2John Foster, Class Struggle and the Industrial Revol=-
Ution (London: WeidenTield and Nicholson, 197L), p. 21l.

v 3Juli:s lest, A History of the Chartist Movement (New
Orlc: A, M. Kelley, 197H)Q'pp. 15-20,
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The tense atmosphere which prevailed prior to 1832
prompted many politicians (who would later regret it) to em-
ploy the most extravagant language. Their hyperbolic speech

£

was aiming for a French-style revolution to liberate the
masses., Once brought into the ruling circle these same fig-
ures were most adamant against diluting their privileges by

further broadening of the franchise.u Thelr aepostasy was

S

not sufficient to stifle the less fortunate. The new ruling
coalition goaded the radicals further by sponsoring such un-
popular acts as a New Poor Law and a rigorous Coercion Bill
for Ireland, both in 183, Initially the masses looked to

the radicals for leadership. Then, in 1837, a joint commit-
tee of Parliementarians and worker gsctivists united to pro-
duce the People's Charter which featured Six Points considered

to be sine gua non before a lasting pesce between the classes

would emerge.5 Soon, however, the new union foundered as the

head of the Parliamentarians for the Charter, Daniel O'!'Connell,
switched his allegience to the Whig Party in the crucial
Litchfield House compact. Other radical Parliamentarians
followed O'Connell's lezd and they would become as ardently

6

anti-Chartist as once they had been supportive,.

Gislter Arnstein, "The Myth of the Triumphant Victor-
ian Migdle Class," Hlstorﬂan (Phi Alpha Theta International

Honor Society) 37:2I7.

SI L. and Barbara Hammond, The Age of the Chartists
1832-5),, (Wew Vork: 4. 7. Xellew, 1957), p. 268,

6

R. G. Gammage, History of the Chertist Movement,
(New vorl: A. M. Kelley, 1969), p. 5.
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A second source of anti-governmental sentiment was a
faction of the Tory Party. The two principals of this agi-
tation were a Rev. Joseph R. Stevens and Richard Oastler, who
was known as the "King of the factory children" because he
sponsored unpopular legislation to protect them. Not at all
enamored by democratic precepts this group were moralists and
idealists, self-professed chamnions of a tloody revoultion,
Thelr dissatisfaction was not with the established forms but
with the way the dominent Whig Party employed the existing
system.7 Genuinely democratic figures who dominated the
working class politics came to associate themselves with the
Tory revolutionaries. In spicing their protest with these
dogmas as a way of legitimizing it, the lower classes falled
to comprehend that using such standards could be as much a
deficit as an asset.. At the same time that 1t made their
protest against sociegl conditions more telling it allowed
the reform message to lose its democratic vigor. An emerg-
ing consensus for a rapid democratization became diluted with
traditionalist and loyalist concerns sterming from the Tory
ideology.

Chartism, in itself, was a departure from past prac-
tice for an artisan class who were, from the 1820s through
the mid-1830g, engrossed with Robert Owen's Trade Union and
its cooperative concepts. Chartism had distinct goals: TUni-

versal Suffrage, annual parlisments, equal elsctoral districts,

|

B - Tb. Rosenblatt, The Chartist lovement in Its Soc
sconomic Aspects, (London: Frank Cass an 9

B 35 ¥
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payment of members (in Parliament's House of Commons) no
property gualifications for Members of Parliament, and the
secret ballot., Owen, who was a paternalistic mill owner,
dealt in millennial prospects while the masses had matured

and were looking toward specific goalsp The disenfranchised

were not unanimous in the nature of their dissent, but ini-
tially 2ll jJoined in to support the Charter, Some who wished
it to be only a non-violent agitation were labeled "lloral
Force"., Their counterparts, who believed that any bprotest
would lead to an inevitable armed struggle, promoted army
drilling and obstreperous tehavior, This was the "Physical
Force" camp. Other noticeable radical factions associated
with Chartism were collectivists, anti-collectivists, teeto-
talers, deferentials, and non—deferentials.g

The curious thing about the Chartists was that they
presaged that form of demeccracy which Britain would come to
have, as if they were realists rather than social visionar-
ies. Any prescience notwithstanding, this movement failed
in its day, though it did help shane a democratic way of life.

The disparity between positions taken by elements in the move-

I_Jo

ment was partly to blame for its failure. But perhaps even
more to blame was the amalgamation of Chartism with reaction-

aries blindly opposed tc any modernization of society. Both

T. Ward, Chartism, (London: B. T. Bratsford Ltd.,
75-85,  —

Gammage, HYistorv, p. 196,



often labeled as proto-democrats, are more easily distinguish-
ed by the slogans and sentiments of their protest as tradition-
alists enamored of oligarchial notions. The internal friction
between the individual radical's own interest, and his loyalty
to the large soclety whose norms were inegalitarian, would
determine the nature of his sucport for s more egalitarian

10

societye Beyond their inagbility to free themselves from

the mold of caste, the Chartist leaders further diffused the

movement's impact by permitting petty personal feuds to

fester.ll

Since the politics of the age were extremely polar=-

|=e
%]

ed, the democratic content of Chartism has led to its de=
piction as the conscious expression of the proletariat to free
itself, Their plight was relieved by piecemeal reforms such
as the regulation of Women's and Children's Labor (1842) and
the abolition of duties on corn (18,6) due in vart to the
pressure they employed.12 Yet, as it stood, the Charter was
not an engine for the redressing of soccial wrongs since there
was no implicit provision for the redistribution of wealth,

Socialistic and communistic schemes were extant and Chartist

- lOR. S. Neale, Class and Clsss Consciousnes
ngeteenth Centurv England”, Victorian Stiudies {(Ind
University Press) 12:12.

]

llwest, History, pe 175.

L

T,

e¢s in 18i2%,
ty of Chicago

E 12¢, Kitson-Clark, "Hunger and Poli
2urnal of lModern Eistory (Chicago: Univer
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leaders, by and large disowned them, Upon closer analysis
of the Charter's provisions it would seem to favor the am=-
bitions of the broad cross section of the middle classes more
than any other,13 Undeniably the Chsrter would have altered
the conditions of life for all for the better; but it would
nct te correct to view it, as the esteblishment did, as a
sufficient innovation to enthrone the masses., Not aware of
the subtle nuances of the argument, the populace gave enough
support to maeke Chartism the "greatest popular movement since
the days of the Commonwealth".1l The oligarchy refused to
make any distinctions as to whose interests this change would
serve, knowing well enough that their monopoly was threatened.
The judiciary, throughout the 19th century the bastion of the
landed aristocracy, was employed with vigor to crush the
agitation.15 Though the Ship of State was never in grave
peril it was blown about a bit by the fluctuating breezes and
slowly driicting toward the modern political arrangement, with
many a tack into and against the prevailing wind,

The Industrial Revolution unleashed many developments
in Victorian society which were very powerful but not suffic-

lent to destroy the aristocratic ideal of a landed gentry class

13

Neale, "Class and Class Consciousnes, ..,", p. 1ll.

A : %

LLRosenblatt, Chartist Movement, p. 2l
15 . v (] " I ]

3 Richard %/, Davis, "Deference and Aristocracy in the
;me Of the Great Reform Act", American Historical Review,
“eW Haven: VYale University Press) ©1l:636,




uling society. At most, industrial wealth gained a second=-
ary role in the governing alliance of these two classes.16
The first half of the 19th century saw the complete triumph

of industriealizagtion in the eéonomic sphere. To cite an in-
stance: cotton mills consumed three times as much cotton in
1850 as they had in 1790, Crucial to a comprehension of the
politics of the age was the fact that there was no corre-
sponding increase in profits. Although profits did escalate
by one-third, this was not due to an increase in productivity;
instead a 50% drop in wages throughout the period provided the

L7

margin of gain. Because the rise of industry had created
large urban manufacturing districts peovpled by the poor, these
people acting in concert as a political mob were exerting a
new influence on the elite, 3y the 1830s the masses were be-
ginning to Jeopardize the hegemony of the old elite which had
won large victories in the Napoleonic era, such as outlawing

of Trade Unions and imposition of other constraints. The

18

ruling orthodoxy was Adam Smith's doctrine of laissez faire.
For the great mass of the population this meant a gradual
degradation of their conditlon., As outcasts they would seek
& political voice, one which would speak lovingly of the past

but would also serve as a clarion call of a new democratic

16arnstein, "The Myth", p. 215,

17Foster, Class Struggle, pe. 35.
18

“Trygve Tholfson, Working Class Radicalism in Mid-
™ X -~ 2 v . —_ = . e
n England, (New York: Columbls TUniversity Press, 1977),

Jictorig
®. 90,
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Had British society been able to employ the masses
gainfully and fairly many problems would not have arisen;
indeed, when it did, the great majority were visibly content
with their lot., Instead the notorious boom=-bust cycle of
capitalism, which Karl Marx outlined in his critique, oper-
ated with a devastating effect on those who lived in filth,
squalor, and hunger.l9 Major débressions came with very
frightening regularity in the early 19th century: in 1826,
131, '36, '38, '39, and '41. Each one brought a major
catastrophe for the people who should be more widely acclaimed
for the restraint they exercised. Even at the height of the

industrial disturbances of 18112 worker mobs would occupy
factories and whole towns without any vandalism or theft
occuring.2o Their misery, along with their sobriety and
respect for property and other traditional institutions,
were the stuff wnich motivated the thoughts and actions of

Chartist agitators,

As the century developed the British working class
was deplcted as more and more a burden on the rest of society.
Poor Law reform was necessary in 183l} because the wealth of
the nation could not support large numbers of cyclically un=-

employed workers. The new Act attempted to reduce the

e

19Hammond, Age of the Chartists, p. 269.

20W H., Crook, The General Strike: Labor's Tragic

%Eéﬁﬁai (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina, 1935),
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andard of life for many and, more than any sing

s
was responsible for the groundswell of protest that follow-
ed.2l Class antagonisms were spawned by these economic con=-
ditions which were alarming to both the rich and the poor,

In the uneven advance, society was treated to the visions

of future marvels and the spectacle of gross dislocation. At
the base of the upheaval in society economic considerations
were perhaps more important to Chartists than were abstract
theories of democracy. This is easily noted in the tenta-
tive and contradictory statements about democracy in Chartist

pProse.

The Legacy of Paine's Rights of Man, printed in 1797,

was such that many radicals identified with his demands for

a republican societ'j.z2 Undoubtedly they learned to look
upon their potential political opportunity as lezding to
their economic salvation. The allure of democratic principles
provided a rallying point against the expanding depredations
of the oligarchy. The aristocracy, in turn, intent on main-
taining their own levels of wealth a2t the exvense of the
masses, learned to blame social unrest not on their own pecu-
lations or the genuine unconscionable misery of the poor

but on the bogey of democracy which was depicted as soaked

in the blood of all that was fair and decent in revolutionary

T ¥ .
#rance, Ezch side chose to confuse itself about the true

2lHammond, Age of the Chartists, p. 70.
&2
Class, (New

zlish Working

P. Thompson, The Making of the E
York: Random House, 19601), p. 10

5
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intentions of the other, obscuring the resl nature of democ-
racy in Chartism. Throughout the reriod in guestlon democracy
was an unsavory term and even its advocates were only half-
hearted,

0ld ways are changed only by the passage of time and
through the 1860s, 1870s, and 1800s the Victorian establish=-
ment's ethos maintained a strict allegiance to the British
tradition of deference. More important by far, family ties
and socisl rank were of greater concern than an individual's
achlevements or wealth in determining who would wield power
in the state. The overwhelming aristocratic consensus had
been that the events of 1832 had doomed them; in actuality

their being superseded by individuals of the lower ranks was

Hy

an event far in the future.23 In the society of the early

19th dentury the triumph of the middle class was an illusory
one; despite all the blustering notions of the inherent supe-
riority of certain families remained sacrosanct. A very pop-
ular expression of some of these themes came in the 1860s from
the pen of Walter Bagehot. His position was that all civilized
life emanated from the social mores developed by the British
Society. Deference to one's suveriors, founded on terror, ige=
norance and awe was absolutely vital; such democratic precepts

48 open discussion and national discourse were dangerouss2l

8lind obedience was crucial if one accepted Walter Bagehot's

e
23krnstein, "The Myth", p. 222.
)
8. HDavid Spring, "Walter Bagehot and Deference", Amer-

e — o

33§2 Eiﬁﬁgzz Review (Boston, Mass., American History Soclety),
976, p. 526,
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hinking, and si k a g L 1t of society
thinking nd since he was competent student of society,

his idess reflect the reality of British society. Bagehot

saw the age as an apprenticeship of the middle class in the
a ; 2 . , .

art of governing. 5 Often unnoticed is how greatly the dis=-

course of the radical . speeches resembled his denigration and
contenpt for democratic ideals,

Not surprisingly then, the upper and middle classes,
with blind allegiance to the theories of Jeremy 3enthan,
produced the crisis of the 1830s. ¥is disciples, the Ttil-

itarians, seeking the "

greatest good for the greatest number"
produced the Poor Law Amendment Act. It was based on the
conclusion that contraception, confinement and coercion were
the proper and humane methods with which to deal with the
burgeoning pauper class. With an eye on the goals of thrift
and efficiency, and armed with Malthus's grim prediction that
population would inevitably outstrip food supply, such ultra-
conservatism was a revolutionary departure.26 Master had not
always looked on servant as a subspecies of unimprovable
Wretches, Once the ties that bound them together had been re-
eiprocal; indeed, the 0ld Poor Law, the li3rd of Elizabeth, was
an explicit statement of the rights of the vpoor to bhe treated

kindly ang paternally by the nobility., This had once been

Viewed as the undeniable rt ight of Englishman., Paradoxically,

25 .

Spring, "Bagehot and Deference", p. 530.

- Dorothy Thompson, The uarlv Chartists, (Columbia:
Versity of South Carolina Press, 1971), D. Lib.
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the masses were more prepared to struggle for the old bonds
then for new ideals, That the privileged were willing to
abandon the o0ld norms of paternal responsibilities became the
source of grievance in the ensuing class struggle.27
Generally the greatest attention has been given to the
challenge democracy presented to the customary mode of exis=-
tence in Britain. Since the alienation of the poor from the
established orders can be traced to discontent over the econ-
omy, as well as to the political state of affairs, more
emphasis ought to be placed on economic trends. Chiefly, this
was the age of the complete triumph of the Protestant ethic
in British mores, The defence, by the new oligarchy, of the
individual entrepeneur's liberties over those of the laboring

class remains as the hallmark of that victory.28 More than

any assault from below, the abandonment of paternalism (sanc-
tioned by deference) shattered the fragile peace of society.
Chartists and radicals played astutely upon the disloyalty of

the nobility and toyed with ideas of democracy.

The new attitude of the ruling class did not set well
With either conservatives or radicsls. The ravages of the
laboring classes by these developments were unbearable to
Conservatives as well. As noted, they initiated the campaign

of violence against the depredations of the wealthy industrial

—

2
7Gammage, History, p. 33.

Tholfson, Working Class Radicalism, p. 190,
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class., In doing so thevy were able to influence the democra-
< v

2

retions of the masses with conservative shibt

},-Io
<

tic asp

[©]
C

he conservative assault seemingly became

)
=

These agents of
Chartists. Iowever, the response of the elite was to down-
play the conservative element of Chartism by insinuating that
their criticism was not based on traditional morality but on

the "red herring"

of democracy. Naturally their prloy was to
discredit all Chartists by ignoring the sizesble conservative
group in the Chartist protest. As the establishment of that

era hoped to deel with the threat by obfuscatlion, so they

ot

have set the tone for historical discussion of these events

fashion.

e
]
3

n a mislead

|
[

The social setting detailed here prodiuced a soclal
phenomenon peculiar to the period. A large expansion of the
middle classes had occurred in the fifty vears before 1800,
and after 1800 these groups varticipated in the population ex-
plosion. Their children grew up in an uncertain economic age
and, bred to the ambitions of upward mobility, they discover-

1

ed they were no longer even aonle to hold their own, Partially
educated and given the skills to ke menagers and the like,
they still were not similar to the aristocracy who were cer-
tain their tslents were exclusively the possession of title
and rank, This second generation middle class was not the
Product of a rigid mold and they fully speculated about pol=-

itical ideologies and came to be citizens avnart from what had

29 .
Rosenblatt, The Chartist Movement, p. 187.




teen the norm, This social strata, antagonistic to those

both above and below their own social rank, became the ma or
participants in radicalism, especially the Chartist struggle
against the upper classes., After their sense of self-worth
was reinforced by their siccess in life (following the econ-

omic upward trend in the middle of the century) they would

become adherents of the status guo. In their heyday as spon-

sors of the democratic revolution thelr disdain for wealth and

peace was no more conspicious than their contempt for the poor

. ' : : 0 Y
whom they felt to be especially dlstaszeful.3 Lacking con-

fidence in the democratic bias, this group was never as whole-

=0

heartedly esnoused to their canse as their enemies thought.

Vet, as spokesmen for radical causes their beliefs predominated,
One individual, cited as a member of this "uneasy

class", John Stusrt Mill, decried the harrassment of the poor

who were under constant attack. Yet he too was against giv=-

ing lsborers a vote, Scorn and contempt were the accepted

manmner of dealing with radical theories and embitions, St

Against this onslaught a true workers'party had little chance

of survival, Indeed, once the masses were fully and finally

dissuaded from the Charter's princinles, they themselves opted

to define the working class in a highly stratified fashion.32

3O“Teale,’Class and Class Consciousness", p. 15,

i - el

3 Gaumage, History, p. 158,

32

“Preston Slossen, The Decline of the Chartist Move=-

28t, (London: Frank Cass and Co., Ltd.), D. 155.
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In this synthesis the tentative groping toward the liberal-
ization of attitudes was forwarded by spokesmen who were
unable to assert their position without recourse to the
traditional recctionary norms of behavior,

Although consistently defeated on every proposal in
the 1830s, the worker interest was still not so impotent as
to be unable to carry on the struggle for basic reform. One
article of reform which, if gained, would have facilitated
other more sweeping measures was the reduction of the Stamp
Duty on political literature from Ld to 1ld, which was ad-
vanced in 1836, This would have allowed the working masses
to support a press whose role would be to agltate feor reforms.33
The Chartists were able to develop this literary protest so
fully that theirs became a model for all subsequent journal-
ism of this kind and they were the ones who initially realiz-
ed the potential of this format for promoting the emancipation
of the worlking class.34

The audience for this literature was the 66% of the
working class who were functionally literate despite the for-
midable obstacles that faced s person of this rank who wanted

to learn to read and write.’> As is usually the case in such

i 33Patricia Hollis, The Pauver Press, (London: Oxford
University Press, 1970), pp. OL-85.
3]
. _4David Jones, Chartism and the Chartists, (New Vork:
Y. Martin's Press, 1975), pp. 97-100.
35
. R. K. Webb, "Working Class Readers in Early Victor-
Aan =ngland", English Historical Review (English Historical
#80cliation), 35:335,
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situations, the number of those sophisticated enough to be
able to present the political ambitions of this class, hav-
ing themselves experienced that class's existence, comprised
a select few. Understandably, those who did write for the
workers found that the vahicle for their improvement had not
only raised them above the level of their class but had in-

culcated values alien to their role as the workers' champions.30

The ethos of the age held that education and culture were
exclusively the possession of the elite., In this manner

an additional burden was placed on those, such as the Char-
tists, who were attempting to raise the political standards
of the working class to the level of the general society,.
To understand how difficult this would be in light of these
cultural trends is the principal objective of the study of
Chartist literature.

As could be expected, reformers clothed their re-
sponse in the jargon of democracy juxtaposed with the con=-
servative maxims more characteristic of their age. Some
writers, following the example of William Cobbett, assumed
that their message would appeal to a larger audience than
the working class. Feargus O'Connor was one representative

of those who tempered their democratic statement with large

doses of reactionary patriotism and social concerns.37 Others
B —
36
Neale, "Class aad Class Consciousness", p. 15
37

Max Beer, A History of British Socialism, (London:
George Allen ang Unwin, Ltd., 1940), pp. 1,8-152,
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were so slienated from the genersl culture that they were able
to advance ultra-democratic proposals unencumbered with the
sentiments of the dominant culture. On occasion the unfetter=-
ed spirit of British democracy toyed with the notion that even
the children be given a vote so as to have the outcome at the
polls be as near an expression of the whole society's wishe
6,38 One key to understanding why radiceal opinion

s

nakeup is to remember that the hostile judiciary

5
o)
ot
=y }—J
[
e}
=

used every coercive means to restrsin this press, even after
restraints were supposedly relaxed in 1836-37. Usually no dis-
tinction was made as to the degree of an author's loyalty, it
being enough to condemn him that he aimed an appeal at the
masses in the name of their political freedoms. The orthodox
viewpoint held that, by nature, the redicel press was a dis-
ruptive element which imperiled the state.39 Mo apparent care
was taken to discriminate as much as it wonld have vindicated
their position to do so, as to which organs of the Pauper Press

Were inimical to their oligarchical system

UJ

s
o

Mark Hovell in his book, The Chartist Movement, states:
b L

"By 1838 the Radical program was recognized as no longer an

end in itself but as 2 mesns to anend--the social and economie

nt0

T'égeneration of society. The writer of this statement,

38Gorgon, 23 May 1818, p. 1.

20 .
““Hollis, Pauper Press, po. 29-31,

M OWark Hovell, The Chartist Movement, (Manchester
aaneS -er \,'r!?_‘,’ePSJ.t:\T -Tess, 1950), De Viio
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0

writing in the early 19th century, was generalizing sbout the

pre

(4]

s and insofar as it may be presumed to have served any

o}
|

ositive funetion, this is it. This author's view failed to
take into account the many strands of traditionalism perpet-
uated in the radical program. One ought not to assume that
this meant that all conservative philosophy in the press was
anamolous; clearly it was not. Paradoxically, many authors
branded as ochlocrats were mainly, or at least in good part,
basic conservatives., This phenomenon can be established by
examining Chartist newspapers of the 1839-1842 period, the
time of greatest danger for the estgblishment when it was most
threatened by popular revolt and, therefore, acted most ruth-
lessly in defence of a soclal contract made on its own terms,

Three journals of great interest were: The Northern

Star and Leeds Ceneral Advertiser, putblished in Leeds; Clas-

gow, Scotland's Chartist Circular; and }McDouall's Chartist and

Republican Journal of Ashton-under-Lyme and Manchester, Eng-

land, The question as to why these were significant will be
answered by way of critical analysis of the eztent of their

. <

nion. The pursuit of this thought will

| S

anti-democratic op

derionstrate the incomplete nature of British democracy as ex-

o
(=5

bited in the Chartist movement. Many of the determinatlons
to be made will highlight the ambiguous nature of the Whig
dominsted establishment deviction of Chartist ideology sas
8lien and as a threat to British traditions. Not only did
the Chartists agitate for a truly democratic culture they

also, in turn, buttressed the aristocratic ideal,



Also to be borne in mind is the fact that these di=-
gressions, as significant as they are, were not sufficient
by themselves to deflect the will of the masses from its
desire for a democratic socizl order. The legacy imparted
to the coming generations who were able to construct that
new order included an uncertain, hesitant, groping‘manner,

all of which is mirrored in the Chartist experience,

19
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CHAPTER II

Scotland's Chartist Circular

Thirty-four and a half million tons of cotton were
consumed by the Scottish textile mills in 1834, twice the
amount that had been processed in 181}, Virtually the entire
textile industry, Scotland's largest manufacturing concern,
was concentrated within a twenty-five mile radius of Glasgow.u'l
Life in Clasgow was fully geared to the factory regime by the
mid 1830s,  This meant all the ills of early industrial Brit-
ain were present: endemic overcrowding due to the population
boom coupled with an influx of Irish labor. As early as 1810
trade unions had sponsored a long and bitter strike. That
ye er management triumphed and the all male Handloom 'eavers
Union was crushed. One of the largest of the outlawed Trade
Combinations, it was deemed responsible for violent tactics
(including assassination and acid-throwing) by a Parliamentary
report of 1825 on Combinationgfi Glasgow, a typical eerly
Victorian industrial urban complex, displayed the potential=-
ities and mounting miseries of the late 1830s and early 1840s.
Its working class was known as belligerent and independent.

Yet, due to the vagaries of that age and this setting, the

bl

! J. A. Clapham, An Economic History of Modern 3ritain,
(Canbrldge: Cambridge University Press, 1930), pp. 51-52,

b2

Ward, Chartism, p. }6.

L3
Clapham, An Economic History, p. 215.




fadical organs of Scotland served to hinder the emergence of
a truly cdeumocratic culture.

‘ Many parallels can be drawn between Glasgow and Birm-
ingham or Manchester, though by themselves they do not tell the
whole story. Scottish opinions sbout class issues were regress
ive by English and Welsh standards. To indicate the nature of
that society, the absence of a felt need for a national system
of poor relief is one revealing trait. Charity was the res-
ponsibility of the parish board of elders much more than it
was to the South and "great obloquy was placed on being a
pauper".u$‘Therefore, though the standard of life in Scotland
Qas lower than in England or Wales, there was a great deal less
concern given tc closing the gap between the rich and the poor,
Bearing this in mind, it is worthwhile to gauge the ideology
of the organized reform groups, such as Scottish Chartism, for
what they reveal about emerging democratic consensus in Great
Britain,

The climate in Glasgow and vicinity was polarized after
a long unsuccessful strike in 183l which, combined with a deep

recession, plunged the lower ranks into a dismal stateli'5 Due
to the advance of technology the handloom weaving craft, the
mainstay of Scotland's independent working class, was doomed

%o extinction., Steam driven factories superseded the small

—

Ly

(1 Alex=nder Wilson, The Chartist Movement in Scotland,
8nchester: University of Manchester Press, 1970), pp. 9-11.

LLSM" p' 50-
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entremreneur?s cottage looms in the weaving process. As would
be predictable, the long drawn out process of the weavers' de-
mise exacerbated existing social tensions wherever textiles

6

were an important part of the local economy. Due to their

strong conservative traditions Scottish workers clung stub-
bornly to old quasi-feudal loyalties without benefit from a
reciprocal loyalty of the oligarchy.

William Thomson, at one time Secretary of the Scottish
National Association for the Protection of Handloom Weavers,
and a Glasgow radical, becaeme a national Chartist personality.
With Robert Owen and others he helped develop the cooperative
movement, even cosponsoring with Owen the first National Co-
operative Convention held in Manchester in 1831. Prior to that,

in 182l;, Thomson wrote An Inquiry into the Principles of the

Distribution of WWealth Most Conducive to Human Happiness, a

book which provided the intellectual inspiration for the fledgl-
ing coope;ative mqvementyﬂ The utopian Thomson was a rare
figure who, when he came to support Chartism, did not abandon
Owenism but tried to incorporate the one into the other. The
Charter, a blueprint for the restructuring of society, rejected
millennialism and looked to political action to replace the

longing for a moral regulation, Thomson was elected director

Of the Universal Suffrage Committee of Scotland in 1837,

—

Rosenblatt, Chartist Movement, p. 60,

T
Ward, Chartism, p. 3l.
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which indicated the popularity of his viewpcint. Indeed,
that body chose him to edit their political journal, The

)
Chartist Circular, which first appeared September 1l, 1839.48

Apparently official Scottish Chartism was comfortable with

his bent for paternalism and economic rather than political
goals, thcugh such ideals were becoming outmoded in other areas
of Great Britain,

At the outset the paper did quite well and the peak
circulation of 22,500 was reached eszrly. Since, like all rad-
ical press, it was distributed through a network of alehouses,
coffee shops, union halls, and discussion clubs, it has been
estimated that more than a million read (or had read to them)
its opinions each week, At this peak of its popularity it was
one of the largest such orgens in Great Britain.ug Then, in
1839, Feargus O'Connor btegan to attack Scottish Chartism for
its allegedly reactionary thought. Feargus found Thomson and
his cohorts especially inimical, denouncing them as the "Saints
of Glasgow". As O'Connor was at the height of his popularity

at this point, his criticism was telling. Soon the circulation

of The Chartist Circulsr plunged dramatically, never to recover,
though it lingered until the July 6, 1842, edition, which was

0
the 145th.5 As a clue to the nature of The Circular's content,

Ll'8The Chartist Circular, 1ll: September 1839, p. l.

7 ugRoyden Harrison, Gillian Woodven, Robert Deuncan, eds.,
Zhe Warwick Cuide to Labor Periodicals 1790-1970, (Atlantic
ighlands, N, J.: Humanities Press InCe, 1977)s Pe 73e

0
Ibid., p. 71‘-.
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O'Connor, in The Northern Star, declared this organ to be the

most reactionary aspect of the depressingly conservative Glas-
gow Sceneosl Given O'Connor's tremenduous ego it might be
charged that perhaps the success of a rival paper was enough
to instigate his tirade, but he may have been accurately label-
ing the nature of the Circular's prose. This latter conclusion
is borne out by a review of the content of that paper.

How did Chartism differ in Glasgow from the Southern

version? One Circular plea: "Pesce, Law, and Order inste=d

of the insane war to the knife of Oastler and Stephens"52 is

a conclse expression of the principal divergence. Oastler and
Stephens were prime favorites of Feargus O'Connor. A deep
attachment to patient suffering and an attitude of resignation
to a gradual amelioration of their lot were emotions bitterly
denounced by O'Connor's Chartism. This should not be taken as
an indication that conditions were in any sense better for the
working class. All the petty trappings of class conflict were
visible and the Document--a device used to break unions--was
employed with great frequency to hamper the progress of the
lower classes. Unlike those in the rest of the Kingdom, Scottish
laborers were docile enough to suffer such indignities and did
not offer the counter-threat of revolt., Nonetheless, a

= Sophisticated--albeit quiescent--radicalism did emerge. Glasgow

—

S1Gammage, Chartist, pp. 8,-86.

52Wilson, Chartism in Scotland, p. 27,
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Chartists attached the Six Points to the head of the list of
reforms. These included free trade, direct taxation, reduction
of defense spending, and a national system of education. Those
who favored legal forms of agitation and had reverence for the
established order favored this brand of Chartism., The loyalty
of the masses was a paradox as average weekly wages were forced
down from 25 shillings a week in 183l to 18 shillings a week in

1837 due to the power of the bourgeoise.53 In such a plight it

would have seemed the working classes needed protection by
government regulation to restrain business rather . than Free
Trade which would benefit the middle class at the expense of
the working classe.

Scottish nationalism also contributed to the passive
attitudes of reformers., It was a hallmark of the national
character and Glasgow became the center of the society. All

this was reflected in The Chartist Circular's dissemlnation of

of reactionary concepts regzrding democracy and the existence
of aristocratic government. Destined to be an anachronism by

1839, The Chartist Circular program of reform was a curious

pastiche of British political philosophy combining the aspir-
ations of the middle ranks with a call for order and security
of property as well as halfhesrted demands for an immediate

democraticization of society.Eu

53Rosenblatt, Chartist Movement, pp. 60-65,

SJ'LChar'tist Circular, 15 August 18,40, p. 3.
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Rather than gaining grcund the devotion of the labor-
ing mass to Thomson's strain of Owenism bore little fruit.
Faced with the reality of the workhouses, the popular mood was
for direct action not millennial cant. Revolutionary ideas
were popular; the more violent, the more pop\.llar'.s5 In the

face of this, for whatever reasons, The Circulsr promoted

their Owenism under the guilise of Chartism. The vast majority
of moderate and left wing. Chartists tended to view the attain-

ment of TUniversal Suffrage as a prelude to a wholeszle reorder=

56

ing of the Constitution. The Glasgow functicnaries imagined

it to be only the first step toward the long awaited moral re-

57

generation, The Circular attitudes failed to mirror the

frustrations and bitterness which animated Chartism elsewhere.

As a policy theirsreflected the subservience to the status guo

which benefited only those who had some messure of wealth,
offering little succor to the masses. This pattern of thought
reflects more clearly than in any of the other papers the abil=-
ity of reformers in the age to cling to middle class dogmas
while mouthing phrases of egalitariasnism. It provides the most

extreme instance of the often overlooked regressive tendencies

O0f Chartism,

55

s David Jones, Chartism and the Chartists, (New York:
St. Martin's Press, 1975), p. 150,

6
Ibid., p. 58,

57
The Chartist Circular 12 October 1839, p. 1l.
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A preeminent distinction here is that the Scottish
organ attempted to make it clear that its editors believed
that their agitation was permissible and complied with the law.
Creater space and frequency was given to establishing the con-
stitutional precedents for the Six Points than in recording how
the upper classes were willing to use any extra-legal means to
prevent even the most modest reforms from coming akout. Elab-

orate references were made to works such as the Saxon Institutes,

Magna Carta, and Tacitus' De More Germanium, and to those of

Locke, Blackstone and Ccke; and such phrases as "ancient prac-
tices" were used to signify the legality of the Charter's claims,
Although basic liberties were said to flow from the Charter's
provisions the delusion was maintained that this would make
the Charter appealing to the aristocracy.58 In reglity, no
matter how the author phrased the Charter to correspond to
his sense of aristocratic propriety, these proposals would
never gain favor with Parliament since that body was the ex-
pression of a class interest. At its very core the nature of
this prose was fraudulent, permitting rambling dissertations
about the glories of education, etc., which offered nothing
concrete to the lower classes but instead a further buttress-
ing of the sham legalisms used to oppress the poor.

In constant dread of being branded criminal because of

their actions the editors catered to upper class sensibilities.

58The Chartist Circular, 20 November 1739, p. l.




They went so far as to clothe the demands of the Six Points in
the humbug of British paternalism.59 In that era the defer-
ential caste of the British character was overwhelming; there-
fore, appealing to such motivations conditioned the readership
to awalt action on their behalf from the appropriate British
institutions., Often reiterating the mindless chauvinism of

the aristocracy The Circular pointed to only one proper chan=-

nel, that being reform from above, Whatever might be presumed
to have been the wisdom of this policy it contradicted the
essential aspects of the Charter.,

The Circular argued that to grant the right to vote

to every man would have the effect of making "the soldier
patriotic, lawgiver wise, judge Jjust, monarch virtuous, and

60

people submissive", This bold assertion was accompanied by

the usual Circular references to ancient statutes and prace-
tices which were thought to holster the argument. In a sim-
ilar vein, a few editlions later, it was argued that the exten-
8ion of the franchise would usher in the reign cof virtue.61

To square the heartfelt desire of a spokesman for a

"virtuous monarch" with the republican cause is a difficult

task. Even more difficult to comprehend is the hope for a

5’C?The Chartist Circular, 28 September 1839, p. 2.

0
Ivid., 1l September 1839, p. 1.

‘.
“lIbid., 28 September 1839, p. 1.
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"people submissive" as one might expect a true democrat to
call for a '""people wise and aware" or "indevendent and free",
Little wonder there was such a wide divergence of opinion
between this group and O'Connor's histrionics as the latter
called for the people to arm in order to boldly reshape the

future. Once again, it is evident The Circular serves as the

classic case of tradition-oriented Chartism devoted to social
democracy based on the deference network,

Other forms of unsbashedly conservative doctrine, anti-
thetical to the revolutionary democratic element in Chartism,

abound in The Chartist Circular. Thomas Atwcod, a Tory and

the founder of the Birmingham Political TUnion, built a career

by advocating the exclusive use of specie iIn public exchange..In
Reform Bill days Atwood was considered by Francis Place to have

been the most popular politician in the kingdom., Fis notoriety

culminated in his election to Parliament where his allegiance

to currency reform was so extreme that it was considered an ec=-

centricity.62 0ddly, while no serious Chartist leader accepted

these views on currency, The Circular promoted them, Atwood's

position was representative of a small minority of the Tory
Party and, although his stance might have forwarded the cause
of the working class, it was most beneficial to wealth based
On equity in land, that is, the landed gentry. Beyond advanc-

ing the notion that gll should receive a decent livelihood the

%2152 Briggs, "Thomas Atwood and the Economic Back=-
ground of the Birmingham Political Union", Cambridge Historice
‘2= Journal, 9 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 19480,
b, 191-152,
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editorial position of The Circular was that the lower orders

should accept their basic inferiority as human beings. The
nature of ultra-Torylism promoted by some articles in this jour-
nal was bound to promote the dependency of the lower orders on
the paternalistic beneéo&ena& of an elite group whose ideals
were deemed irreproachable by this journal. As this is an

habituel mode of response in The Circular it registers as their

compliance with the presuppositions of the inegalitarian dom-
inant culture. This would mean Chartism without the levelling
or erasure of class distinctions, a rendering of the movement

which denies the obviously revolutionary intent of its program.63

To put it in another fashion: The Circular attempted to make

democratic fervor subservient to the neo-feudal social contract
contained in the Reform 3ill.

One allegory in this journal, entitled "Albert" or "The
Spirit of Freedom", expressed many of its fundamental attitudes.
The fact that, in the allegory, Albert founds a republic by
leading a revolt against his monarchy is only part of the story,
one of a sequence of events that belies the author's real in-
tent, Further detalls reveal the ambiguous nature of Chartist
philosophy.éu

Albert of Alhasen is a son of the aristocracy of the
Mythical kingdom of Buetraria. He worships the ideals for
Which his illustrious forefathers, who were great warriors,

fad died, Albert's father, on his deathbed, gives Albert his

63The Chartist Circular, 21 September 18,0, p.2.
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. OuIbid., 12 September through 30 October, 1840,
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sword and tells him he might have to use it, not against a
foreign power but against the enemy within the kingdom. Not
so subtle allusions make it easy for the reader to grasp the
fact that the fable of Buetraria is a metaphor describing
Britain's current condition., Once her monarch and nobles had
been her oride because they loved liberty and justice above
all. The allegory continues that alone, Albert enters his
manhood and is perplexed because he finds that, just as in
his father's dire prediction, the state is in decay, corrupted
by a proud vein aristoccracy, a degenerate elite; precisely all
that their patrimony should have prevented them from becoming.
Albert, and a compatriot, a dear friend, Noble Fitz=
allen, are both products of the rfinest educational system in
the world: proud jewel possessed by a corrupted aristocracy.
In manner and bearing these young stalwarts are depicted as

anything but common. 1In all ways they surpass all other's.65

Therefore when Albert is the unanimous choice of the veople to
lead their republic much of the force of their democrstic mo-
tivation is lost. One feels that Albert, the rightful king,
has been crowned, not that a republic has been instituted.
These cantious reformers in Buetraria are not prepared to make
& leader of a common person. Alien to their conceptualiza-
tions is the belief that society contains a multitude of

individuals with the competence to govern.66

~
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32

The whole fable is simplistic; the popular cause tri-
umphs without a struggle over the predatory materialistic
ruling class. A mindless presentation 1s made of a romance
between Albert and a captive of the King, a maiden named Bar-
bara. She has been kidnapped to prevent her inheritance of
the estate of her noble father. As one would expect in a tale
of this type her tremenduous beauty and nobility of character
had made her a rallying noint for the people's cause. When
they marry the people are given an unimpeachable royal couple.
The author obviously revered the current social arrangements
so much that he made every effort in this curious story to
maintain the continuity cf tradition after the democratic rev-
olution, Of course, this in no way inscired the reader's
egalitarian passions. He knew, as did every honest British
aristocrat of that period, that only one of that select body,

educated in their prescrited manner, would make a fit leader.67

Morality tales like this one were popular in that age,
especially among the working classes which Chartism claimed to
represent in their struggle for legal equality. This one is an
excellent primer in conservative principles. An example of the
Correct posture of a worker toward his superiors is sketched
here, Laborers instantly recognize Albert as their leader and

68

are prepared to defer to him, What were his personal attri-

dutes? He exceeded all others in degree of perfection,

B

67The Chartist Circular, 1l September 18,0, p. 2.

68
Ibid.,, 3 October 1840, pp. 2-3.
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possessing all the earmarks of glorious nobllity. Where other
workers had succumbed to venality he retained a Christian con-
sclence, a positive distinction. The respect the people had
for his station was benign because, in the recent past, thils
caste had been magnificente Only the latest meonarch, not the
institution of monarchy, was discredited. As it stanas this

was only a democratic idealization on The Circular's parte

More typical were the propositions that there was no need for
a democratic revolution to depose the monarch. Still, the
incongruity of many notions about society that were linked to-
gether in this story about the Spirit of Freedom was not
apparent to the editorial board.

"What is a Whig?--a political shuffler without

honor, integrity, or patriotism. Dissumulation,

selfishness, and baseness are his prime moving

purposes. In private life he is a stately des-

pot and surly tyrant; cunning and hypocréay are

too frequently familisr to his mind. . .

It was decided in an early issue that the nation's
malady, which caused all the discontent, originated with Whig
government, This was logical, the Whigs had been in power over
seven years, and it was a typical Chartist refrain. An objec-

tive analyst.of the political parties of that period believed

not a "shadow of a shade™ of real distinction in policy existed

detween the Tory and Whig factions., The Circular was prepared

to go further by a deification of the Tory Squire. Apparently
able to delude themselves about the reality of party politics
80d the democcrstization of society, the editors of this journal

tendeq to decieve the readership as well. By discovering an
e
68

The Chartist Circular, 21 May, 1840, p. 3.
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affinity between the democratic ideal and Tory reactionary

idealism, the ideology of The Circular could not break away

from the dominant culture to produce a set of dogmas that

would facilitate the erection of a democratic counterculture.
How far this paper departed from the mainstream of

Chartism was evidenced by the preference which Glasgow book=-

dealers gave to a Northern Star franchise over that of The

Circular. O'Connor forbade the szle of his paper alongside

The Circular because he feared it would promote Scottish un-

Chartistlike deliberations.7o

The Circular was an unpopular

nroduction because 1t was so obviously reactionary: vet it
r o J o
serves to show how Chartism could be viewed,

The Circular's presentation documents the inentitude of

the editorial toard to print what the masses wanted to hear.
This was an age when the British were fascinated with democra-
tic reforms and the dream of what kind of society they might
produce. The Scottish character, which clung to the rugged in-
dividualism of Presbyterianism, dictated that Scottish Char-

tists disavow a collective response by revolt. The Chartist

Circular was anxious to preserve the system as it was., Their
attention to legalism was out of step with those revolution=-
aries who were willing to scrap past precedents in order btoldly
to revise the future. Instead, this digest maintained alleg-
lances to doctrines of Moral Force, submlssion, and constitu-
tioralism the principles the most reactionary elements of the

aflstocracy wanted the people to hear. This propaganda by the

70
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A




35

leading Scottish Chartist journal i1lluminates the paradox of

this "foreign" brand of radicalism. Cries from The lorthern

Star that this was a sham radical paper emanating from a con-
servative political force are, therefore, not solely The Star's
usual hyperbole, The editors of The Star were accurately con-
cluding that the aristocratic principle in narticular, and
elitism in general, were defended as much as they were ques-

tioned in The Chartist Circular, This is not meant to imply that

The Star exhibited the virtues The Circular lacked., The pos-

ition of The Star and The Circular as rival organs, and the

policies of their respective editors as leaders of contending
factions within the Chartist movement, cannot be discounted as
motivating factors in their editorial content,

No democrat who believed in the collective wisdom of

the masses could be comfortable with The Clrcular. In Thomson's

perfect society the people chose in an intelligent fashion to
follow a master figure who would govern. Obviously this vision
of a leader resembles a king more than it does an elected
official-=-such as a president. The democratic tradition main-
tains that the chief official is not above, but of, the people,

and is no way like a god as Albert is depicted in The Circular.

This paper's solution to the spiritusl and political disloca-
tion of the age is couched in fantasies about the glory of the
aristocracy and the eminence of the royalty in bygone dayse.
Even their preference for Robert Owen's philosophy is a retro=
8réssion, Owen was known to e a conservative on many social

issues and treated the laborers in his model communities
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paternally.71 Discussion of the Charter's Six Points and the

democratic implications of its achievement are obscured by re-
lating them to the sagacious ststutes of this or that monarch's
reign, Indeed, this paper was adamant in dssuring the reader,
as in no other Chartist journal, that a monarch was wholly com-
patible with British democracy; this is ample indication of
what cautlous piecemeal reformers it was composed., As in some

other Chartist political journals the conservatism of The

Circular is a more engrossing feature than its liberalism.

Should it be said they were democrats nonetheless, it must be
added "of a sort"; for they did not believe the common man was

fit to rule. The Circular's assumption of an innate inferior-

ity of the great mass of men to a few select individuals gives
one an approximation of how completely this period waé oriented
toward the idealizations of the upper classes. The rigid mold
of custom was a constraint this body could not shake off,

Since the dominant culture inculcated every order with
a reverence for the elite's reactionary opinions, it was im=-
Probable that Chartists could avoid fallirng into the error of
repeating the mistakes made under the influence of such thoughts.
Some few exceptional characters almost completely purged their
Political thought processes of these principles, and became
génuine democrats. The overwhelming majority were only par-
tiall:y‘ effective on this score, mixing their democratic

e —

71P. Hollis, Class and Conflict in Nineteenth Century

gngi?né 1815-1850, (London: Rutledge and Keegan Paul, 1973),
s Xxvi,
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propaganda with rather incongruous conservative maxims and

generalizations. The Chartist Journal of Glasgow, Scotland,

was a rare specimen due to the fact thet its divergences from
the norms of the Establishment were relatively small for a
radical political digest of 1ts stripe. It is an excellent
example of the persuasiveness of the aristocratic appeal in
parts of Britain (such as Scotland) where the political

culture was still essentially reactionary,
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CHAPTER III

McDouallt's Revublican Journal and Trades Advocate

A handsome young Chartist agitator, 25 year old Peter
McDouall, was sentenced, in August, 1839, to twelve months in
jail at Chester Castle.¥2 The child of comfortably situated
middle class Scottish pearents, he had a lucrative medical
practice before he was arrested. 23efore his premature death
in 185} while he was on the run, a political refugee in Aus-
tralia, this young man poured his great telents into promoting
Chartism. In both 1839 and 18L2 he gained notoriety as Eng-
land's most dangerous radical in the government's opinion,73

The Attorney General of Englend, Chester Hill, prose-
cutar- at the 1839 trial of McDouall, accused him of "filling
his own pockets at the expense of the poor".7u McDouall tchose
to defend himsell--a tactic adopted by many leading Chartists,
rost notably "Bronterre"™ O'Brien. McDouall, who was one of
the movement's leading orators, wss especially eloquent at
his trial; many were tremenduously moved by his presentations.
His only motivation, he explained, was the ur:ent need for a
relief of the poor. Being a doctor to the working classes in

the manufacturing district of Rainsbottom, he was well acquainted
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‘with the degraded physiques of the masses, By describing
several pathetic cases he aroused the pity and sympathy of all
present in the thronged courtroom. Attorney General Hill, in
his s'mmation, referred to the defendant's glfted addresses as
ample evidence of how extremely dangerous he was to socilety.
All the more reason, said the prosecutor, to return a guilty
verdict, thereby preventing McDouall from being released.
Hill's wishes were complied with when two gullty verdicts

were handed down., To the original charge of unlawful azssem=-
bly had been added a second of conspiracy that stemmed from

McDouall's conduct at the trial.75

Confined to a felon's cell, 'the Scotchman received
the harshest legal treatment permissible. The jail at Chester
Castle was one of the worst in the kingdom. Those incarcera-
ted there found an excessively damp condition gravely compounced
by the strain on one's health brought on by the customary

76

me ager diet and other harsh conditions, From his cell he

wrote melancholy verses in a romantic vein:
An thus they are lying, in lone dungeons dying,
The seven friends of freedom, the tried and the true,
By slow famine wasted, life's bright vision blas§7d,
'Tis surmer's prime shaded by winter's dark hue,

He emerged from prison with his Mexcessively impulsive™ aature

75Gammage, Chartist, p. 159,
761bido, po 187.

"1pid., p. 189.



supposedly under better control. He had sworn to keep the
peace for five years after his jail term, but in two years he
was preparing to flee to France. ©Not only had he broken the
pence but, in 18l5, he was considered the most extreme Char=-
tist by the government.

Tn a short career as a radical politician, McDouall
had earned the renutation as the personification of the left
of Chartism by 18l,2, the year of the greatest discontent.
Many aspects of his personal philoscphy, among them his in-
flexible defense of the capitalistic ethic, belie this rather
facile characterization. TUndoubtedly the legend surrounding

McDouall's activities distorted his real positions., Actually

-

he was the kind of Chartis

3
Hy

t who accepted the traditional class-

i

.

oriented society along with i1ts implied subordination of the

78

working class interest.

Life as a politicel exile began after his conduct dur-
ing the great unrest of 1842. An address urging the masses to
arm and prepare for a scruggle with the establishment was issued
in the name of the Chartist National Assembly: "Cowardice,
treachery, womanly fear, would cast our cause back for half a
century."79 Lines like this startled the reactionary regime
in the midst of a crisis. It was not sure it could survive,

Major ricts had broken out in that year in Preston, throughout

8
Rosenblatt, Chartist Movement, pp. 113-119,

9Gammage, Chartist, p. 228.
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Lancashire and the Pottery districts. Disturbances had occur-
red in all the manufacturing districts. It was the year of the
Plug Plot, an idea which is ccnsidered a revolutionary act even
in the 20th century. Indeed, the Chartist Executive Committee
issued a call for a revolution full of the usual lurid denun-
ciations and an especially strident order for mass insurrec-
tion. Immedistely thereaf ter the authorities made the author
of that piece the most hunted man in the kingdom. McDouall,
who was not cn the Executive Cormmittee, was the man responsible

€o

for what became the notorious Executive Order., In great
haste he made his way to I'rance. Those left behind and known
to be his close consorts were the victims of magisterial
harrassment.

In the short period following his release from prison
and prior to his defection under duress, McDouall edited a
Chartist weekly. The first twenty-two issues, beginning on

April 3, 1841, were titled McDouall's Chartist and Republican

Journal, 4 different masthead, McDouall's Chartist Journal

and Trades Advocate, appeared on the final five issues.81

Neither the format nor the editorial policy was altered when
the title changed. The paper was published and released sim=-
ultaneously in Ashton-under-Lyme and in Manchester. The form-

8r town was the editor's base, and it had the reputation of

80
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eing the most radical town in the kingdom. Abel Haywood,

a veteran democratic bookdealer and printer, produced the paper
in Manchester. By the reputation of the author and the loca-
tion of the journsl, one could have expected this to be a left-
wing organ. Since only twenty-seven issues appeared it appar-
ently could not attract a readership. This was often the case
with extremist organs; a more moderate appeal aimed at the
middle class audience was usually required to gain a large
reédership-eB An organ with appeal solely to the working class
could not survive the heard times when leborers could not spare
the minimal cost of subscriptions.au This paper gave every
indicetion thet it was ultra-radical,

Collaborating with McDouell in this venture was James

n 85

0'Brien, who was a "Chartist and something more', Earlier,

in the summer of 1839, this duo had shared the platform on a
nat lonwide speaking tour. Their speeches were the "best ex-

citement"™ for a rursl police force according to the Manchester

86

Times, " One would expect their joint publication to be an

extremist's digest.

2Jones, Chartism and Chartists, p. 78.

83Ibid., p. 101,

8LLHollis, Pauper Press, p. 110,

85Jones, Chartism and Chartists, p. 97.

86Alfred Plummer, Bronterre, (Toronto, University of
Toronto Press, 1971), p. 105
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An essayist in his youth, James 0'Brien had been judged
outstanding and given a medal by Sir Walter Scott. He was the
son of a lower middle class wine merchant whose family had

'
struggled to maintain its respectability. O'Brien became dis=-
enchanted with Kings Inn as a young adult, and since he found
legal circles corrupted he turned to radical pursuits. As an

expert on the French Revolution he wrote 2 celebrated history,

Babeouf's Conspiracy for Equeality, published in 1836. His sym=-

pethies made him well known as the "Champion of Robespierre".
He had brought his education to a dedicated service as editor

of the radical papers: The Poor lMan's CGuardien, The Northern

Star, and his own orgen, The Southern Star, before joining

McDouell,
A member of the Physical Force camp, O'Brien advocated
b
violent revolutionary policies in his earlyv Chartist career,
His arrest in February, 1840, removed him from the editor's
J 9 ’

cheir at The Southern Star permanently. At that time he was

acquitted due to & spirited intelligent self defense. Shortly

after, he was jailed on a similar charge stemming from his ex-
treme pronouncements. Often he offered "to try any means from
marbles to manslaughter to carry the Charter".87 Like McDousll,
the Irishman was celebrated for his excessive zeal in pursuit

Of the popular cause. He came to renounce the Physical Force

Concept after his release from eighteen months of imprisonment

in 182,

—

87Plummer, Bronterre, p. 115,
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O'3rien also indicated in many wesys that his thoughts
mirrored the sensibilities of the dominant culture. The in=-
stitution of private property was sacrosanct to his eyes, A
hallmark of his ideology was a rigid rejection of socialism
which included an endorsement of capitelistic motivations
balanced with Christian moral precepts. His thoughts on
these themes were not, for this ers, radical; but, somehow,
his presentsation of them branded him as a criminal. TUnlike
some Chartists, who were collectivists, O'Brien was a beasic
economic conservative who could not tolerate socialistic
schemes.88 Instead he exalted the competitive natures of the
precdominant Protestant ethic so dear to the ruling classes.89
Though he wished, as did McDouall, to soften the more brutal
features of the system, he could not countenance a rejection
of the system as unethicsl. He chose to dress his complaints
in rhetoric about a Christisn diety, exactly as McDouall did.
In this manner both affirmed their faith in, and loyalty to,
British treditionalism,

McDouall had come to the first Chartist Convention in
1839 as = representstive of Ashton-under Lyme's radical pop-
ulace. The community's local favorite was the Rev. J.R. Stevens,

tke first orator to be arrested in 1839. At Stevens's trial

88

Plummer, Bronterre, p. 201,
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the defendant testified that he loathed all democratic pro=-
posals.go He uttered the most fantsstic osths and calls for
retribution sosked in blood, combined wi th numerous references
to 0ld Testament tyrents and their fall. Though he was con=-

victed and given a year in prison he remsined at rock bottom

£
O

I_Ja

a Tory fundmment-list. This entire period saw an assault on

the forces thet carried the Reform Bill from both the pol-

H

itical left and the political right. "Archconserv=tive Tories
had always assumed that no amount of juggling with the fran-
chise would alter the one pressing need--to relieve the bur-
dens of the poor.91 Stevens represented this interest which,
though it had no enthusiasm for democracy, made large contri-
butions to Chartism. It would be unwise to presume that be-
cause McDouegll's intellect appezled to these political groups
he was undemocratic, To go to the other extreme (as the higs
chosz to do) and propose that McDouall's was the most demo=-
eratic outpouring ignores that content of his rhetoric which
appealed to the far right., Rather, it seems best to assume,
due to the many conservstive elements in his thought, that
VeDougll represented the essence of Chartism which was neither

left nor right but a melesnge of popular social protest.

In the very first issues of The Chartist Journal its

90pgle L. Johnson:, "Between Evangelism and a Social
Gospel: The Case of Joseph Rayner Stevens", Church History L2,
(Americon Society of Church History, 1973), p. 242

91Kitson-Clark, "Hunger and Politics", p. 360.




conservatism is latent. On the front page of the inaugural
issue McDouall asks what the Reform Bill has accomplished,
Like Wellington, he was outraged by the politicel vrominence
which the middle class claimed they had gained., Their vic-
tory in the struggle with the glorious o0ld order could only
mean that labor, "the supporters and defenders of 211", would
fer further degradation. He implies that "place hunting
maggot-1ilze aristocrats™ have relinguished their position to

even more cdespised bourgeoise., A further delineation of his

position in successive issues indicates that his objections

are aimed at only a fraction of the aristocracy who were

recognized not only for their breeding or station in 1ife but

by the avarcious nature which made them unfit, even incap-
; 92

able, of ruling.

Thouvgh the Chartists dabbled in democratic concepts,
only an extremist editor of a Chartist paper would have dared
to employ the term "Republican" in the title of a political
digest, Of obvious interest then, given McDouall's choice of
masthead, i1s the seriglization started in the original issue:
"What is Republicanism?", As it turned out many of the state-
ments that could be related to the then current political sit-
vation are ambiguous on the subjects of democracy and deference.

One assumes, after close study of this man's expressions and

beliefs, thet McDouall, like the average Chartist, is at best

92:7cDougll's Chartist and Renublican Journal, (here-
&lter referred to as M MCRJ), 3 April 1840, p. 1.




He advanced a proposition that mankind's natural state

be cne where every individual had enough to satisfy him-

In an unspecified period of the past life had gone
in this fashion. He asserted that government in those

deys was in the hands of men renowned as the most honest.
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ingly, popular assent was given fully to a naturzlly

ive elite., Only a rare few possessed the tremenduous
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ence and virtue necessary toc enter this narrow circlee.
lained that these rules no longer applied since sz long
of decay in the public spirit had permitted ruffians
odlums to monopolize politics. In his first two articles
utlicanism no mention is made of a republic, What is
nable is the inference here thast if people were wise

would reverently submit to being governed by an admir-

sble and exclusive elite,

In the th

110
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rd article he argued that there were three

types of government: Repubklic, Monarchy, and Despot-

Monarchical government is quite tolerable if the mon-

eceives the popular suvport associzted with republic-
« A despot would be unbearable., As for the will of the

"LLet us find virtue and we will hon-

n93

®

otey 1t, and protect it, Following the pattern of

thought outlined here, if a monarch were bound to the major=-

ity of

B

his subjects with ties of mutusl affection and trust,

9310RT, 17 April 1840, p. 18,
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there could be no just cause for complaint. Undeniably the
author associated himself, as 2 political figure, with all he
had discovered best in his analysis of govermment. Since he
purported himself to be a fit judge of these matters one can
only assume that he identified his own character with the
naturel elite rather than with the masses. A preference for
republicanism would not only imply an assault on deference by
any fair interpret=tion of the dielogue presented here., Sim-
ilarly, British aristocratic opinion assumed that the upper
classes were synonomous with the elite of virtue and intelli-
gence.gu Unable to associzte the governing principle with the
will of the mass, McDouall did very little in the ezarly pages
of his discussion to buttress the cause of popular democracy.
Obviously his principal concepts are inegalitarian,

From that point on the major feature of The Chartist

and Republican Journal details the glories of the ancient re-

public of Rome. An apotheosis of the Gracchi Brothers becomes
the focus of many issues. Considered excellent statesmen be-
cause they championed the cause of the Plebes and slaves,

95

"they are the most intelligent demagogues of ancient times".
Considering that Chartist leaders proudly labelled themselves
demagogues this reference seems vain. The choice of patri-

Cians to be the popular champions seems a peculiar one for a

Pérson whose sympathies allegedly were with the common man.

94J. G. A. Pocock, "The Classical Theory of Deference",
%ﬂﬁaiggg Historical Review, 81, (American Historical Associa-
lon’ lq?bf, po 5170

9511CRJ, 19 June 18L0, p. 97.




The lessons he felt should be taken from these fea=-
tures by the early Victorians included many examples of how
the people ought to respond to current politicel development,
What should cocunt for them were the programs devised by re-
formers for the general welfare. Always such reforﬁs should
come from above, The Roman Republic, the greatest model for
reformers, had been agrarian, The reform proposal there was
thst every free man was to be given an equal share of the
estztes of the degenerate aristocrats which were seized by
the Gracchi in the name of the people. The implications of
such & proposal ggreed with the moribund philosophy of the
Chertist Land Scheme. It assumed that rurel 1life was the

cradle of virtue and civilized manner's.96 McDouall was

thoroughly committed to this strain of popular agrarian ideal-

izations associated with the current period of British right

wing politics. His proposals for the sslvation of the prole-

tariat reiter

©

ted a trasditionally conservative myth,

Many Chartists were men of the new age, proposing the
future of abundance for all classes held out by the advance
of technology. Already the urban dweller presumed himself to
- be more of g sophisticated character than his country bump-
kin counterpart. He would resent returning to a life of
dependency which would be the best he could hope for were he
80 farm & miniscule plot, ! Many British radicals accepted,

e ——
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as Karl Illarx dicé, that the industriel cities could provide an
intellectiial atmosphere beneficiel to even the exploited lab-
orer whose thoughts were broadened by the urban experience,
They would have been relieved to have escsped "the idiocy of

98

rural life", Chartism foundered in the mid-18!;0s because
it abandoned political ‘goals in favor of just such an 1ll=-
conceived Land Plan Scheme. Highly impractical, due to a
shortage of arable acreage, the Scheme was based on a pre-
sumption that the simple laboring man would inevitably be
ensnared in the immoral climate of the city. Harking back
to the wvalues of a bygone era, these agrarians reinforced a
nostalgla for a fallacy based on feudal mores. The dynamics
of this mythology were negative for the advance of democracy.
These were exceptionally undesirable considerations for the
common man's cause. They dictated that the Chartist hierarchy
support the landed aristocracy's position on the Corn Laws.
In reclity, the victory of the Manchester School over the
aristocracy on this issue was a triumph for the working class
as well.,

McDouall found many solutions to difficulties in
Roman prsactices, all of them with 2 conservative cast. Slaves
had been grateful and submissive due to the institution of
Public granaries, a gift of the aristocracy. McDouall believed
the Roman rulers were more humane, actually more Christian,

than their British counterparts. Never once is the reader of

98
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these treatises instructed that the poor had a right to their
grain; he was only told that in a well ordered stste the

we althy would azsume their obligstion selflessly. It is not

n

indiczted that the presence of an sristocracy was an obnox=-
ious feature, rather it was a blessing. Republicanism be-
comes the acceptance of the benevolent rule by the elitse.
That these considerations could be seen as contradictory to
the democratic ethos 1s not apperent to the author, McDouall.99
In a later issue a piece signed by Peter Murray Mc-
Douall can only ke seen &s enhancing the allure of monsrchial
principles., He declared that through the reign of Elizabeth
the»e is nothing with which & democratic reformer can find
fault in the British system. All segments of society were in
perfect harmony then as the arilistocracy was content to exer-
cise its paternalistic responsibility thereby benefiting the
lower classes as well as themselves. The controversy over the
New Poor Lew should not ve forgotten when one reads this piece.
By inculcating the masses with a reverence for the ancient
éustoms of deference, lMcDouall once again does a disservice to
the democrzstic czuse., It appears he was more concerned with
an amelioration of the class struggle than with a triumph of
the masses in the political sphere.loo
Paternalistic concern for the working class animates

Much of McDouall's radicalism in The Journal. He despaired

99
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that, in a most unchivalrous age, women and children have

been sacrificed on the altar of materizlism. A traditional-
ist tried and true, he demanded that they be protected from
the ravages of an unscrupulous eamoral faction. Clecrly women,
like chéldren, ere charges, the maintainence of thelr welfare
the duty of society.101 Unlike other Chartists he did not see
in women the prerequisites of citizenship; again this is an
indication of his more basic conservative authoritsrisnisme.
Similarly, the worker is depicted as a subsbecies requiring
protection, too lacking in understanding of the politics of
the time to fend for himself. McDouall cdeplored thst hand-
loom weavers, who were "a race of useful and patriotic men",

. . 102
were being ruined,

As the conservative Times of London would, he dis-

cussed the worker as if such people were a distinctly infer-

lor caste, By edvancing these allusions The Chartist

Journsl reinforced a rigidly stratified vision of the social

=
=

order, With their author truly believing in these tenets,

the occasional radiczl statements in this article are insig-
nificant, More convincing to the reader was the basic con-
Servative bent of the editor,

.

Re ed 1n

PSS
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pecting traditionalism and all that it impl

0}
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the British situation, the frustrated loyalist in McDouall
went to great lengths propounding the constitutional preced-
ents for his opinions, This is typical Chartist wooden rad-
icalism, All six voints of the Charter were associated by
him with the legend of Saxon democracy extinguished by the
arrival of the Norman banditti. Not capable of advancing the
democratic synthesis, he mired it in anachronistic delibera-
tions which could be teken as a pngean to the sasncient deference
network, IHe argued that Universal Suffrage, Annual Parlia-
ments and the Secret Ballot were all esteemed because they
were a pvart of an irrepleceable legacy. This viewpoint was
one encumbered with many things a genuine radical would not
wish to have venerated, but 1t was 2ll well and good to Mc-
Douall. Therefore the reader is justified in imagining that
feudalism and democracy are naturally related, The deifica-
tion of long dead rmonarchs by revering their legealisms was a
double-edged sword, McDouall and William IV held opposing
views on the ballot but each personally believed he was loyal
to the British national character and Britain's ancient prac-
tices and customs.lolL This is further proof that McDouall's

radical thought processes did not set him apart from other

oo

non-liberasl thinkers,

The contempt of the editor of The Chartist and Rep-

Wblican Journal for British royalty originated in his estim-

——

&8tion of their progress after the reign of George III. TFrom

that date he felt monarchs had begun to infringe on the

1OM’Davis, "Deference and Aristocracy", p. 539
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nalienable liberties of the subjects. They, not the work-

3
)

ing class, had violated the deference contract. Believing
his own loyalties to the glories of the traditional order to
be unimpesachable, he cited this manifeststion of the monar-
chial spirit as inferior, though he did not condemn monarch-

isne. All he r

(0]

quired from the monarchy was a guarantse of
human rights which would be returned with the loyalty of
greteful subjects.105 This was precisely the justification
conservative opinion offered for the existence of deference;
that i1s, the lower orders would submit to rule by the elite
who would respect them and wisely plan for the future welfare
of both}o6 McDouall's argument was in basic agreement with
conservetive idesglism,

Richard Oastler, the Tory radicel, believed that the
noble British character, heritage of past greatness, was cor-
rupted by a new spirit in the age.lo7 He, like McDouall, saw
hiring of unemployed workers as police spies as especially
degrading.108 Oastler, ardent admirer of Wellington and of
the re-=ctionary McDouall, denigrated the progress of the age.

Looking to the past for their inspiration these men all in-

culcated their asudiences with their convictions that it was

1051cRT, 10 April 1841, p. l.

1061p14,, 10 July 1841, p. 1lh.

1O7Fleet Papers, 6 Feb. 1841, p. Ll.
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there that answers could be found to the vroblems confronting

the populace.,

A quote in The Chartist Journal explains how closely

aligned lMcDouall believed conservatism and Chartism were as
political forces. One heard, from T, Peronnet Thompson, M.P.,
that loyalty should be "to the England of old, never these
new-fangled laws which [my father and grandfather would have

declared the people of England would never submit to", 109

McDousll took this to mean that Toryism was infinitely prefer-
able to Whigism,

One short serizl was entitled "Whig Bastille, the
Model ?rison Torture", In this we are informed that no true
Tory would have devised the Workhouse. The most outrageous
feature here was the attempt to sever the inmate.from all
social intercourse; that was to treat him more brutally than

the lowliest felon.,1l0 Tt was typical of the legislation

produced by the upstart middle class. Several times McDouall
determined that the rise of this group could only mean the
degradation of the masses., The hig party was un-English, a
erisis of the moment in the national spirit. TUnlike any ra-
tional Republican, he saw Tory philosophy as a safeguard of
of the interest of the masses,

Much of the space in his articles exuded a confidence

in the inherent superiority of Toryism. His personal report

10%cRya, 2l July, 18h1, p. 133s
1101p14,, 24 June, 1841., P. 95.



on his candidature for Parliament in the election of 1841
showed how overwhelming this could be. !McDouall finished a
distant fifth and, bitter in defect, he charged the Whig
candidates with bribery. Since it was common practice for
candidates of all parties to supply voters with a cash pay-
ment to insure the victory of the faction, the justification
for this editor's outrage is questionable.llo At one time
when making a speech in Birmingham McDouall had turned back
an angry mob who were armed with iron railings and intent on
a conflict with the constabulary.lll Even thouch he advised

the people to arm (as a last resort)ll2 he was a reluctant

revolutionary as is proven in this article becsuse at the end
he dampened revolutionary fervor further by blessing his Tory

opponents as "sincere and honorable men".113 Tt is to be re-

membered that‘such virtues were, for licDouall, the only vital
qualities necessary for a leader. An astute reaeder will note
that this editor saw the zguthoritarian reactionary strain of
Tory politics to be compatible with his democratic views,
Again and again McDouall reinforces the allegiance of
Chartism to Tory notions of deference. One short article pur-

ports to relate the casual dialogue typical of the 1841 election

110wcry, 17 July 1841, p. 122.
lllGammage, Chartist, p. 93.
11246Rg, 1L August 1841, p. 159.

113Ibid., 17 July 1841, p. 12l.
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scene, In this article Candidate Smith, a Whig, is bitterly
renounced at the hustings by the crowd which would put straw
in his mouth if they could. Smith is made to say he believed
the poor could exist on "coarser food and lower wages". The

Whig model is shown as a "Prussianized peasantry". Converse-

}.lo

ly Squire Partridge, the Tory, 1s depicted as no menace but

as a kindly, though dated, figure, a "Hampden radical". His
great concern is for the church, he is the type of bigot who
would not forgive Wellington for the Cstholic Emancipation of

1828, Radical Holdfast, a man of basic British common sense,

emerges as the hero of the piece.llh Sympethies toward the

Establishment are for Partridge only. McDouall's cherished
belief that good radicalism is akin to the Tory position is
not the product of a conscious democratic reformer. The
attempt to placate a faction of the elite merges the campaign
for a popular franchise with a renaissance of romantic theo-
ries concerning the feudal order. McDouall apparently could
not identify the legitimacy of the Charter with an expression
of the popular view unless it was framed in the Tory manner.
A reader of this journal, looking to form his own
opinions after the vision of the legendary extremist McDouall,
would discover himself to be fundamental conservative on many
issues, McDouall's radical proposals were half-hearted, with
more passion than direction to them. These proposels constant-
1y reinforced the class system and deference network produced

- ..

lluNCRJ, 17 July 1841, pe 12h.



the evolution of British politics. For him, wise citizens
would know their place and submit to their superiors. In the
morass of opinion from this angry young man there is more in
the way of Cobbett-like reaction than the alternate radiceal
synthesis,

James O'Brien, in his small weekly article, never con-
sciously paraded his Toryism as his cohort did. '"Bronterre's"
criticisms, however, were reserved for Whigs alone. At this
stage in his radical career O'Brien's concern was the "Money
Monster", and like many Chartists he believed the Toriecs were
the pafty with a conscience, This idea was not all wrong
since the ultra-Tory faction, who were against all democratic
reform, realized that ameliorating working cless distress was

the first priority for any government.ll5 O'Brien, like Thomas

Carlyle, felt that all old sympathies that bound men of differ-
ent classes together had been sacrificed to the "Moloch of

\ . 2 n ll/o . .

jaterialism’, Once again the complaint was not that mon=-
archism and deference were, by nature, flawed but that, in the
new age, they were being corrupted. The chief distinction in
class relations in this current age, as compared with previous
ones, was in the eyes of an observer independent of the move-

ment, that class relations were all vertical, never horizontal,

as befor'e.ll7 O'Brien wanted to return to past practices

115Davis, "Deference and Aristocracy. « «", Pe 537

116MCRJ, 17 July 18hky p." 127,

117q, g, Holyoake, Sixty Years of an Agitator's Life, 2
Vols., (London: J. Fisher and Unwin, 1867), Vol. I, p. 83.
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which were sntithetitical - to democracy.

O'Brien quoted Alexander Pope as a supreme authority
on soclal distinctions., ©Pope believed that self-indulgence
could ruin an aristocracy. "Bronterre" postulated that this
had occurred in England. TUnlike a republican, he did not
dismiss the old arrangement with contempt. Aristocratic ven-
ality, nct the institution of class structure itself, produced
bed administration. This lay at the roct of all unrest.118
Moreover, like any good right wing Tory, he preached that the
current decline was the product of the political ascendancy of
the middle cless. The success of the "shopocracy" depended
more on treachery and cunning than did that of any other class.
One recognizes that the author meant to exalt the traditional
- deference relationships over the freedom of such institutions
as could be assumed to be the result of the advance of democ-
racy. The old aristocrscy's paternalism would be healthier
for the poor than the rugged individualism of the rising

bourgeoise ethic.

O'Brien was alsc dismayed by his own electoral loss to
a Whig candidate at Nottingham in 1841. "Whiggery", as he
knew it, was certain to "undermine the ancient foundation of
British Freedom".119 Here again Chartism becomes another form
Of nostalgia for the attitudes of the past golden age of Brit-

8ln., All in the reading public of that era knew about the

18MCRJ, 2l July 1841, p. 132.
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feudal caste system. By proposing that the oppress=d classes

<

look to the past deferentizl order instead of forward to a

3

democratic society they could create, O'Brien retarded prog-

ress toward democratic idegls, What kind of threst, if any,

ct

his writings posed to the established order is not easily

grasped. He was always one to enthusiastically embrace cap-
italistic dogmas, such as the primacy of individual initiat-
ive, over. solidarity., He would go so far as to state spon-
sorshipn of entrepreneurs.lzo Had he not been so bound to the
dictates of Christian conscience O'Brien would have had no
quarrel with establishment attitudes., He reluctantly came to
the conclusion that he had to oppose the brutzal treatment of
the poor which, for him, was an unnecessary byproduct of an
otherwise admireble social order. In this period his views
were not ardently democratice.

Although O'Brien proposed the nationalization of ar-
able land he was being neither sociglistic nor excessively
democratic., Sociglism, as it implies a leveling of class
distinctions, seemed despotic to both O0'Brien and to Feargus
O'Connor, the latter the leading Irishman of the Chartist
movement, When the staote took the accumulated wealth of one
individual snd gave it to another it negated the value of
Personzl initiative by giving encouragement to idleness and

dissipation.121

1201cRT, 26 June, 1841, p.102.

12l yopthern Ster, (Heresfter NS), 28 December, 1839,

b 1,



After being jailed C'Brien disavowed 2ll his former
revolutionary epithets. He developed an enormous attachment
to William Cobbett's philosophy.122 Counselling graduslism,
he turned his early anti-collectivist conservatism into more
and more uninspired reactionary idealism., Shifting toward
the right in his later career "Bronterre" took his following
in an opposite direction from that of the emerging mid-Vic=-
torian political moderstion znd left liberalism.123

O'Brien and McDouzall went in separate directions
following a brief five and a half months together. As the
last gasp of revolutionary Chertism expired in 1848 the two
were poles apart. "Bronterre", in decline, was a "beery"
agitator slowly "slumping into the West". He had made his
peace with Victorian socliety and rested easy on small fees
given him for his lectures. 24 Peter licDouzll continued o
rave gbout the government but his opinions were so obnoxious
to his fellow Britons that he could find no safe quarter in
his homeland. ZEvents of 1848 surrounding the presentation
to Parliament of the last great Petition had McDouall hover-
ing in the background, attempting to form a revolutionary
Ulterior Cormittee, A wanted man, he fled the country and

went to Australis.

122P1ummer, Bronterre, p. 2.8
1231pig., p. 192.

12h1p14., p. 25L.

125
“Garmege, Chartist, p. 253.
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Obviously these .men were not the dire threat to the
established principles that government propaganda depicted
them as being. Both attempted to zlign Chartism with undemo=-
cratic conservative idealizations. This allowed them to
accept the British Constitution as sacrosanct. It needed
only slight revisions in their opinion which, by implication,
were compatible with past practice. They presumed their
roles to be defenders of the anachronistic social institutions.
As patriot defencers 5f the cdeference network they counseled

a willing submission to an executive of the masses. This was

iy

not combined with a rejection of the monarchy or to heredit-
ary aspects of the aristocratic idesl. To them, the greatest
grievancc with their nation was the Whig Party's success and
the new governing consensus the Whigs created which both de-
fined the paremeters of political conduct of both Whig and
Tory adherents in this time, and was biased against egalitar-
ian idealists., Basically their complaint was derived from
their anti-modernism, Fundamental conservatives, they, like

Wellington, feared a nation governed by the bourgeoise. Yet

the triumph of the upper micdle class was also a success for
democracy in that it broadened the base of the government's
mandate to rule, It was an advance toward the egalitarianism
that good Chertists, as democrats, would applaud. Not cham-
Pions of the proletariat as other leaders such as William
Lovett and John Collins were, these two figures who domin-

&ted The Chartist and Republican Journal were often essentially

Peactionaries. Neither O'Brien nor McDouall attempied to



explode the stratified vision of society accepted by the

dominant group but only to reduce the brutality associated

with it. The Chartist Journal was not a clear expression of

the emerging democratic or working class culture of Victorian

Britain,



CHAPTER IV

Fesrgus O'Connor and the Northern Ster

Tn 1850 Leeds was & smaller version of Illanchester with
all the problems of factory towns. In 1851 just over half the
adult population of 95,000 were second generation natives.l26
Here, in regular times, the adult male head of the family

could earn encugh to remain above the poverty level, Still,
advancement beyond a very low order was out of the question
for the majorit7.127

In this environment workers gave enthusiastic support
to a strong trasde union movement., The towns of the North--

Leeds to a much grester degree than most--were in favor of

violent revolutionary doctrines.l28 Leeds went totelly for

the Charter as soon as the agitstion began. "Physical Force"

-

tenets were expected from the leaders, the more hysterical and
. ; . , °] . . . A ars
rabid the delivery the oetter.lz’ Life in this West Riding

town held out a dreary prospect for the mejority, so they

were more prone to militancy.i3C
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In addition to their intense devotion to the democra-
tic cause, Leeds radicels could boast of possessing the larg-
est Chartist newspaper in the heyday of that agitation, 1839~

1812, The Northern Star and Leeds General Advertiser carried

the word to every corner of Englend, 3Scotland and Wales. From
1838 to 184l it gave this medium-sized factory town an image
appropriate to the brand of radicszlism derived from its posi-
tion and past experience.,

In 1836 a Protestant Irishman who had served since
1832 in the House of Commons lost his seat. Though he owned
an estate he had not been able to meet the property require-
ment of 600 pounds necessary for a member of Commons. This
man, feargus O'Connor, who possessed the talent and political
acunen to replace Daniel 0'Connell as the popular favorite of
the Irish people, found himself out of politics and vexed.l31
When he looked around for s political journal in which to
broadcast his views Leeds provided the vehicle, a proposed
paper to be launched by a small local radical group. This

project btecame The Northern Star after O'Connor assumed con-

trol of the organizationgl efforts. He owned the paper when
Publication started and employed it, personally, in the Char-
tist cause for fourteen years. It feastured the Six Points as
8 radical program that differed from O'Connor's pre-Chartist

Views by only one feature, that being the additional demand

|

131D. Read and E. Glasgow, Feargus 2'Connor: Irishman
a0d Chartist, (London: Edw. Arnold Ltd., 1961), p. 182.
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made by Chartism for Annuel Parliaments. Beyond his read-
ical idealism the energy and literary ability he brought to

e

ct
)
e
107]

paver (

n the eyes of one sober anzlyst) would have made

it a success no matter what party line he wished to promote.l33
Unlike most other prominent Chartist leaders, Feargus

Q'Connor had no direct hand in formulating the Six Points,

though he had been associated with radical circles 2ll his

'._.I

ife., His father, Arthur O0'Connor, was a leader of the United
Irishmen of 1798, One uncle became a general in Napoleon's
army and eventually married one of Condorcet's daughters. An-.
other was a lifelong arch-Tory who amassed an estate of which
Feargus inherited a portion. Feargus, born in 1798, was a
leader in the infamous White Boy outrages of 1820. Legend

has it that in those days he and his brothers robhed the mail
coaches on the highways at night to save the family holdings
from being seized for debt.l3u Born with these connections
and nurtured in the lswlessness of Irish politics he was, by
nature, suited %o radical reform ideas.

The intellectual basis for his convictions was given
to him by Sir Francis Burdett. 2Zurdett, an assoclate of
Feargus's father, took charge of the lad's formal education in
England as s favor to his friend., A famous Tory and reformer,

co=-founder of the National Politiczl Union in 1831, Burdett

132z, D, H. Cole, British Working Class Politics,
(London: Rutledge and Keegan Paul Ltd., 1954), p. 19.

133Read and Glasgow, 0'Connor, p. 12.

13Lyest, Chartist, p. 85.
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greatly influenced O'Connor's attltudes.l’5 By nature emo-

tional and impu

lsive, O'Connor was unsuited to be a great sys-

tematizer or volitical theorist. From his davs as a pupil
through his captaincy of the Charter movement he proved him-
self a most eccentric figure. His adult political triumphs
were due to his charisma and knack feor interpreting the pop=-
ular mood. Throughouvt his life he was a robust figure known
to delight excessively in food, drink, and the company of
ladies, especially actresses. This made him a favorite and

136

class of politicians in that era.
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Trag=-
ically, Feargus's second stint in the House of Commons, from
1847 to 1852, was cut short by illness. A slow descent into
insanity ceme upon him in his later years, as had been his
father's fate. A spokesman for unnopular proposals, Feargus
became an easy prey for the ridicule of his political enemies,
On the floor of the House, in 1852, he raved until he was
ejected. Fis death two years later came too late, After a
decade and more as the unanimous choice of the Chartist rank
end file, he was dropped from the executive committee uncer-
moniously in 1851, One year prior to thst he relinquished

control of The Northern Star, based in London and quite un=-

137

bPopular, to Ernest Jones because of declining health.
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In the glory yeers The Northern Star sold upward of

50,000 copies weekly. The paper was twice as large as any
other Chartist journal in the days of 1839-1842 when the move-
ment attained its peak popularity. Eagerly awaiting each issue
was an audience of over a million people.138 All the leading
radical theorists were given space in print as long as their
views did not openly contradict the owner's. By bringing his
digest to support the Charter he made it the official organ
of the movement, turning a handsome profit on his investment.
Many of the founders of Chartism were disgruntled at
Feargus s success and his domination of the movement., William
Lovett scornfully labelled him the great "I am" of 3ritish
politics. Actually O'Connor believed himself to be a mission-
ary for the ultimate popular alliance betwcen the long-oppress-
ed Irish pezsants and the British workers. Whatever the
progressive radical community had wished to the contrary, this
Irishman became the beloved leader of the people, the symbol

of Chartism.l39

Linked together in the literature of this movement are
the names of O'Connor end the Reverend Joseph Stevens. The
latter became a demagogue after the Methodist community excom-

Unicated him due to his politicel dissent.luo On a speaking

13SAda‘ms, Social Atom, p. 162.

2 '
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Oxford University Press, 1963), De Te
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tour in the late fall and early winter of 1838-1839 he carried
Tory agitation against the New Poor Law to unheard of extremes.
A typical passage by Stevens, the kind that drew lavish praise

in The Northern Star ives a clue to the nature of this self-
s 8

confessed reactionary's appeal: "And then it would be law for
every man to have his flintlock, his cutlass, his sword, his
pair of pistols or his pike, and for every woman her pair of
scissors, and for every child to have its paper of pins and
box of needles, anc let the good men with a torch in one hand
and a dagger in the other put to death any end a1l who attemp-
ted to sever man from wife."Ul a5 he uttered such passages
audiences would work themselves into a frenzy, shouting them-
selves hoarse, Much of the ex-minister's cant was shrouded in
01ld Testament allusions and theology. Feargus went beyond

heaping praise on Stevens in The Northern Star, he joined him

on meny podiums and chimed in. A sample of ths oratory that
made‘O'Connor "The Physical Force Chartist" came when, on a
platform in Birmingham, he "counseled them against all rioting,
all civil war", but then he would say, in the hearing of the
House of Commons, that "rather than see the Constitution vio-
lated he would himself lead the people to death or glory."lh‘2
Reports of other speeches like this one were staples of The

Yorthern Star in 1839,

[ 141
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When Stevens and O'Connor made a joint appearance they
were delivered by a coesch and four, attired in top hat and
tails; that is with the flourish a2nd style of vain aristo=-
crats. Naturally both were among the first to be arrested
when the Whigs broke the back of the protest movement in
1839-18L0, Removal of the leadership of tslent had the effect
of smashing the ":itation.1u3 Beczuse Stevens recanted and
disavowed any democratic belliefs he got one year of imprison-
ment in a comfortable well-furnished cell.i4t ©'Connor was
was trested much worse because he remained uvnwilling to es-
pouse the dogmas of the oligarchy.

Like the years he spent as the Irish member of Par-
liament, this period of O'Connor's life was turbulent, Often
his contributions to Chartism were deprecated., The only full
history of the movement written concurrently with its happen-
ing was done by one of its officiels, R. G. Gammage, and his
account inaugurated the disparsaging anti-O0!'Connor trend of

historiography. His, and subsequent, criticisms were based

on Feargus's propensity to inflame the rabble with calls for
violent uprisings and his biting satire aimed at public offic-
ials, Since that time this disparagement has been attributed

to O'Connor's "ill-regulated brain" and a2ll this has been

claimed to be "the ruin of Chartism".lL5 Not one to cave in

luBKenmitz, "The Cheartist Convention", p. 152.

lIl’,“*Rosenblatt, Chartist Movement, p. 127.

145uammabe, Chartist, p. xXxix,
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to pressure, C'Connor clung to his style ol democracy. He did,
however, bow to the Victorian respectability that made Gammage
criticize Physical TForce and claimed that he hed always belie-
ved in Moral Force.lld® 1evertheless, he held on to his ir=-
reverent manner of addressing his superiors which assured him

of much support. This flipflop was chearacteristic of O'Connor

in thet he sees him, when under pressure, sbandoning his ex=-

1Jde

tremism for conservative mannerisms,

Torrentisl rain drenched Monmouthshire on the early
morning of Yov. li, 1839, 1In the predawn hours of that day,
John Frost, & local magistrate, led & Chartist revolt believ-
ing that-~as Feargus had promised=--it wold be the first skir-
mish of a national uprising. Others colleborated in this view,
saying that a plot had been formed by a cabal which included
C'Connor. Quite peculizr was O'Connor's later abrupt depar-
ture for Treland, less than a week before events unfolded in
Wales. In 1848 when the well known symbol of reaction, the
79 year old Lord Wellington, prepared a defense of London
against Chartist petitioners O'Connor was procleiming that he
would lead a great riot to the House of Commons with the
Petition; but at the 1=st moment he dispersed the mob, having
no stomach for revolution. Physical Force, as a strategy,
bProved bankrupt time and again since O'Connor, the leader of

Chartism, was not by nature prepared to take charge of an army

146
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of workers.—i! By promoting & policy of avoiding a revolu-

tion whenever events offered the opportunity he made a

-

re

Q

:listic conservative's decision. The only man equipped
with the personal magnetism and sympathy for the masses that
would have enabled him to lead the early Victorians to revolt,
he chose not to do so. The rationale of his actions in this
period under examination (1839-1840), a period of greszt class
strife, was quite conservative; therefore, the prose used in

The Northern Star was also acceptable to the government

1,8

cCensors,

All shades of opinions appeared in The Northern Star:

Tory reformers, Owenites, and avowed revolutionaries were all
given space; anyone or anything that was connected with the
movement and thet pleased Feargus. A claim has been made that
O0'Connor opportunistically exploited the passions of revolu-
*gionaries like George Julian Harney. Surely Feargus's personal
doctrines were not easily associated with such comments. 1In
1848, looking kack at the esarly deys of Chartism he would
proudly proclaim, "I hsve never been 2 1"epub1icarl".lh'9 Though
he entertzined and presented all types of opinions, and'gave
conflicting statements about his own loyalties, he was not so
complicsted & figure as to preclude a ready appraisal of his-

bias, Reputedly a mindless militant, and as the chief of a

147 Kemnitz, "The Chartist Convention", p. 170,

148 Gammage, Chartist, p. 4lé.
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teeming mass of labor, he reveals himself in his own prose to

a conservative tendency incorporated in his polliticsgl

o
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deas. His journal, by seeming to svonsor a revolution while
contradicting the logic of that position, circumvented the

£

growth of a viable revolutionary party. He and The Northern

Star became a tool of reactionary elements who wished to de-

lay the advent of a democretic social order.
"The Cult of the Leader™ is one of the elements of

totalitarianism most opposed to the democratic traditione.

Exalting a leader, especially if carried to the extent of an

apotheosis, runs counter to egslitarian inclinations. In

The Northern Star some disturbing references were printed re-

e

arding the divine attributes of Feargus O'Connor. The adjec

03

tive "supernatural® was used in an editorigl to describe the
owner's efforts at campaigning for the relezse of John Frost

150 This manner of hagiolatry is a

and his co-conspirators,
direct indication that the paper indulged in fantasy, ignored
the danger of "The Cult of the Leader" and, thereby, undemo=-
cratically prompted a mythology of O'Connor.

Responding to the adulation of the masses who yearned
for political liberties, C!'Connor radisted paternal benevol-
ence, He remarked "never a man of my order has devoted him-

self as I have done to the working class".151 Their "chosen

150NS, 30 November 1839, p. 6.

151;3.6.3:"33, Memoirs, p. 207.
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regresentative" worked for them "at great sacrifice to him-
self".152  As he expressed it, the working masses who gave
him support were "my children". Rather than preparing the
reople to discern the qualities that made a man fit to be a
democratic leader, O!'Connor promoted himself in this vain
manner., e went to great lengths to indoctrinate his adher-
ents with notions of his personal grendeur, rather than with
the greatness of the principles to which they, as democr=ats,
should be dedicated. As his father had, O'Connor claimed to
be the descendant of the last King of Ireland, Roderic O'!'Con-
nor. Undoubtedly his blusterings added to his mystigue.
Britain's laborer's, despised and reviled by their own aris-
tocracy, must have responded to O'Connor's claims from the
well of their own grievances. They were backing a man they
felt to be the rightful rmonarch of an oppressed people and
were, in turn, willing to die for him (or so he said) in a
struggle to insure justice for the little man.l53 So enamored
was C'Connor of this fantasy that he often signed his articles
"Feargus Rex".15U4

After the fashion of a tyrant, he :5ed his popularity
with the crcwd to discredit other sincerely democratic rad=-

icals because he saw them as potentizl rivals., A master of

152§3, 6 July 1839, p. 7.

153Wsst, Chartist, p. 97.
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duplicity, he used The Northern Star as an instriment for per-

sonal aggrandizement, injuring the cause. As an instance: in
the spring of 1839 he used his influence at the Chartist Nat-
lonal Convention to sponsor extremely revolutionary pronos-

155

als. Although he »roclaimed he had not intended to crezate

violence he pursved his support among the faction that styled
itself after Marat, St. Just, and other French Jacobins.
Feargus was despised by the moderate intellectual wing exem-
plified by William Lovett and William Cobbett, the latter
being the delegate from Birmingham and also the son of the

editor of the Political Register. Cobbett's wing of the

Chartist National Convention wanted to present a petition in
the most legal ranner possible.156 Therefore, 0'Connor took
the lead in hurling oaths and reciting dire imprecations of
what could happen to the government should it refuse the
People's Petition. A man who feigns support for a position

he knows to be unsound is unprincipled. Beyond that, by en-
couraging false hopes of a successful revolt he endangered his
constituency. Had more laborers followed the example of "Jack"
Frost, who led a local Chartist revolt such as O'Connor seemed
to imply would be worthwhile they, like Frost, would have re-

ceived a sentence of execution.l57 O'Connor did grave dis=-

service to the democratic cause playing the role of head bully

o
1;SWest, Chartist, p<' 111%
156Kemnitz, "Chartist Convention", p. 170,
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(New vork: Augustus M. Kelly, 1969), Pe 2006,
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boy and providing an offensive caricature ready made for the

oligarchy's propaganda.

Others of his actions strengthen a negative appraisal
of O'Connor as a democrat. Lovett stayed with the Convention
but, due to the fact that he openly attecked the O'Connorited"
fficial line, he became the object of a campsasign of villifi-

cation wholly unwarranted by the nature of his original criti=-

¢isms, Articles in The Northern Star crudely depicted him as

as an enemy of the people, a police spy, etc.158 Obviously
the pattern of thought sketched here is diametrically opposed
to the free, open and honest debzte democrscy is supposed to
foster. O'Connor's antics about revolution helped to destroy
the Chartist movement by leading it into a dead end.159 The
anti-Corn Law League, and later associations for an exXtension
of the franchise, restricted themselves to Moral Force tac-
tics and succeeded in their aims, Seeking to advance himself

at the expense of other democrats, conceitedly posing as roy-

alty, O'Connor and his weapon, The Northern Star, are easier

to see as reactionary elements than are the Lovett school,
James "Bronterre" O'Brien was at one time one of

O'Connor's favorites. He gave to "Bronterre" the apellation

of "the Schoolmaster of Chartism" due to O'Brien's intellectudl

achievements,160 But, in 1841, O'Brien resigned his position

158Lovett, Life and Struggles, p. 316,

159Preston 3lossen, The Decline of the Chartist Move-
ment, (London: Frank Cass and Co., Ltd., 1967), p. 152,

160p1ummer, Bronterre, . 85,



as editor of The Northern Star because he could no longer tol=-

erate what he considered unprincipled support of Tory candid-
ates advocated by O'Connorites. "Bronterre" objected on
democratic grounds stating thet if a Whig were a true patron
of the political rights of the majority he would receive sup-
port from them, and that these supnorters would not then give
blind loyalty to a Tory candidate who could ke s hidebound

161

reactionary. Again The lNorthern Star was used as a mouth-

piece of denunciation, this time of O'Brien. A similsr dis-
pute, in 1842, drove home the wedge between the two. As
before, the "schoolmaster™ was the vindicator of democracy by
proposing Chartist support for the Complete Suffrage Union of
Joseph Sturge. Sturge's Union was a middle class body of
people who favored political liberties for all, but stopped
short of advocating all the Charter's Six Points though in

162 At first O'Connor

spirit they were equally democratic.
vacillated about supporting Sturge but, when he came out ag-
ainst the alliance, he excoriated all who disagreed. O'Connor
was very undemocratic in his electorsgl alliances, choosing
Tories over the Complete Suffrage Union, and using his paper
both to bolster the images of reactionaries and calumniate
democrats.,

As with O'Connell's United Irishmen, O'!'Connor Chartism

had btands of thugs who enforced the leader's wishes at oublic

161
Plummer, Bronterre, p. 159

/£

162
Slossen, Decline, pp. 72=77e.
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meetings.163 With relish unbecoming a democratic leader, he
recounted in The Star the brawls his boys had with O0'Connell-
ites, O'Connor argued that of all the democratic radicalsg,
O'Connell was an apostate, known as a Judas because he aban-
doned the Charter he had framed in order that he might re-
ceive Whig patronage. In 18,2 the enemy became another
Irishman, "Bronterre" O0'Brien, but this time a man who was g
tried and true Chartist. An infamous group, known as the
"Shakespearean Brigade" of Leicester, entirely devoted to
O'Connor's whims, continually interrupfted, harassed and fin-
ally forced O'3rien from the podium when he was on a speaking
tour becuse he had dared to contradict the official line the

Brigade read everv Saturday morning in The Northern Star.16L

The very antithesis of democratic leadership, this action

showed (as CGammage noted) that the lure of The Star's program

was a combingtion of ignorance and fanaticism.l65 Political
actions such as these are not uncommon in the 20th century,
long after the advent of a democratic culture in many nations.
But they were then, and remain ncw, undemocratic methods. The
display by "Feargus Rex" of these tactics indicates how re-

actionary he was,

163philip A. ¥W. Collins, "T. Cooper, Byron and Poets
of the Poor", Nottingham 3yron Lecture, (Nottingham: Univer-
sity of Nottingham, 1969), p. 12

]
164?lummer, Bronterre, p. 175,

165Lovett, Life and Struggle, p. 256, ,
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General of the "Shakesperian [sig Brigade" was one
Thomas Cooper, who was converted and becgme & DBaptist minister

t the age of 50, He was a young man in the 13l10s. In the

o

1860s he proved to kte a brilliant literary figure and his

H
+3
@

autobiograephy was recommended ty the editor o Times as a

5

primer in prose style.166 Cooper began his public life as the
head of an O!'Connorite band known for its belligerence and in-
tolerance., His excesses were the vroduct of the emotional anti-

democratic populism of The Northern Star. This political

journal pandered to this element of society and posed a genu-

ine threat to civil liberties.l1l67 The Star was unique among

Chartist papers in that it published harsh criticisms of broth-
ers in the cause. Since it was both a sterile and an anti=-
intellectual critique, one can judge the negative influence it
had by examining the force of its antilibertarian sentiment.
Since O'Connor was so critical about the errors of his
comrades, his unqualified endorsement of Tory readicals is

shocking. Not once does The Northern Star preface its commen=-

dations of Tory activities with an admonition that Chartists
ought to take exception to that party's.antipathy to self rule
by the artisam class. Instesd, unstinting adulation is recom=
mended. James Raynor Stevens was lionized in this paper; his
arrest and conviction were expanded upon at great length in

The 3tar. He was the people's own, no mention of his apostasy

—

9]

o~

i
1660011ins, "T, Coover", o». 16,

=
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23 February 1839, p. 7.



from the democratic cause was ever included.168 Indicative of
this approach was a printed testimonial to Richard Oastlep,
"King Oastler" was also the veople's friend. Oastler was an-
other Tory reformer who harbored arch-conservative views.169

In designating these individuals as praiseworthy The Northern

Star associated popular democracy with reactionary idealism,
Evidently O'Connor could not conceive how detrimental to a
democratization of society this could be; or, if he did, that
is more conclusive evidence of his incapacity for democrsatic
leadership. This should make one skeptical about labelling
his digest democratic propaganda.

A case might be made on this score that O'Connor, as

a policymeker for The Northern Star, gave adequate expression

of the level of democratization achieved by Britain in this
period. Because the paper printed only what it obviously
thought the population wanted to reacd, a review of its contents
can make one think of thils organ as a sounding board by which
one can discover what things were identified by the mssses
with their cause. By such reasoning it is possible to assert
that the populace saw Tory conservatives as sympathetic to
their plizht. ¥Yet this journal undertook to revise ideas of
society and government, and it must be held responsible for

its failure to shape opinions. If one chooses to carry on the

thinking of The Northern Star really identified with the cause

f the masses, the editorial content of the paper will offer

1683, 29 June 1839, p. 8.
169Thomson, Early Chartists, pp. L43-lli.
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contradictory sentiments, more inclined to a conservative
point of view, and not nesrly those one wonld expect from g
demccratic organ, Edward Thompson, a man who obviously diad

de himself as an intellectusl, offered a2 sincere cri-

(=0

not pr

i in a ter to e Northern Sta stating that he des=
tique 1in lett to The Northern Star, g that he 4

pised "the Bible burning French radicals". An author esager
to defend the English Constitution, his thoughts exude loy-
alty to and confidence in the past arrangements. Radicalism
in England was not a matter of who represented whom so much

"bread, beef, and sle", That he was to be

as a question of
taken seriously is inescapable since his letter was prominent=-

on in t

l_l-

ly displayed.l7o As was the fash his kind of prose,

the working class was always deplicted as most loyal subjects.
A tynical claim that a Chartist "was actnated by strong feel-
ings of loyalty and attachment to :Eiﬂ most gracions sover-

nl71

eign as any workman or gentleman indicated the underlying

meaning of such prose., The inference drawn by a reader might
be that republican and related doctrines were window=-dressing,

Fal

a way of obfuscating the legitimate demands of the lower

e

classes for pvaternal benevolence from their superiors. Why
this organ would choose to direct Chartism, inherently a pro-

t 1s difficuliGete

<
(=

gram of political action, in this was

An editorial nrinted in 181, entitled "The First

179E§, 21 Novembter 18010, p. 7.

17l1p14a,, 2 January 1841, p. 2.



Principles of Government", gave s more complete picture of

what The Yorthern Star thought of current political demands,

"

The anonymous author sagaciously assumed "in the present age

and the present character and opinion of the nation, the

Fal

only means of avoiding a republic. « . is giving every Briton

his rights as a human being". 1In its context this guote
implies thsast it would be in the best interest of 2ll to avoid

a republican government.l72 Why ould the editor of & demo-

cratically oriented broadsheet fervently wish to avoid a

republic in Drita

|

n in 1841? Given the hostile rejecsion of
even small schemes of social reforms oty an antagonistic oli=
garchy, perhaps only a republican revolution could have
brought any democracy in Britain. A clue as to the signifs=

icance of this attituds is given in an earlier icsue., Tniver=

/2

uffrage was always the plank accorded resverential awe by
Chartists. Their dogma decreed that once that was achieved

1 other needful reforms wonuld follow in due course,+/3 Con-
cerning the paper's support of this doctrine it was remarked:
"Ours 1s a joint all msy dine from, the Prince, the Peasant,
and the Peer, and if they have an appetite for justice and good
igestion they may make a hearty and profitable meal." A
realist who was aware of the social climate of that period

would have seen this as a folly, and have noted there was

172y, 23 January 1841, p. ke

..l

1731 grmond, Age of Chartists, pp. 267-269

17 4NS, 19 September 1840, p. l.
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small chance of it coming about.

That O'Connor dabbled in an eccentric brand of pre-
action is irrefutable. A consistent monarchist, he held that
principle as a prominent part of his creed. A speech he made

in Glasgow in March, 18,0, was reported in The lorthern Star

1
which in turn expanded on Feargus's rationale: "Aye, majesty,
I am for the monarchy, and a hereditary one, (Loud
cheers) The one curbs ambition, prevents revolution and

n 175 Employing a min-

keeps the grosser powers in subjection,
imal amount of critical analysis one will reach the conclusion
that this speaker was neither an ardent democrat nor a very

7e proponent of egalitarian nrinciples.

'3
()
H
47]
o
[0¥]
9]
e

The body of the opinion exnosed in The Northern Star

in 1839-1842 is all that has been extensively examined here.
The events of 1812 saw O'Connor reject an alliance with the
middle class who wanted a democratic agitation. It was more
Whig treachery in his ej,res.l76 Tragically, he impneded the
advance of democracy by splintering the reform body on a class
issue, He then turned away frcm a political agitation to mire
Chartism in his reactionary Land Plan schemes under which a
private corporation (to bte owned by O'Connor) would follow a

policy of minifundias and would permit workers to buy a small

%

plot of land on an installment plan. Fallure of this scheme

had the effect of discrediting the entire Chartist movement,

175§s, 21 March, 1840, p. 3.

176English Chartist Circular, 8 April 18,L2, p. 46.
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n the early vears O'Connor gave hints about his thought

e

Bven
processes on this score., "All save the land is artifieciasl

« » o The Englishman's sentry vox has been atandoned, his
rightful protection from, and title to, the soil has been
stolen from him, and in the Poor Law Union. . .he recognizes
a poor substitute for his castle,"177 The only way to re-
view these remarks is to call them traditlonal. Embedded in
the Tory psyche was the concept that the greatness of the

English nation was maintained by the stewardship of the

178

)
1}

O'Connor's employment of tlis can

ot
o
ry

soil, denoced his

reactionary nature.
Readers, no matter how discriminating they might have

been, could not have filtered out the innate conservatism in

The Northern Star's message. To give O'Connor his due, his

appeai was intended to, and did, touch the heartstrings of
the masses. He knew, and could miemic, the popular mood

very closely. If one chooses to believe that O'Connor's dem=-
ocracy is more in line with modern totalitarianism than Vic=-
torian reaction, a closer inspection of the democratization
of a society is required. !Modern day parties habitually be-
guile the public about a candidate's Srue abilities Just as

The Northern Star did for Feargus. Though O'Connor employed

177English Chartist Circulsr, 8 April 1842, p. lb.

178Robert Robson, ed., Ideas and Institutions of
Victorian Britain, (New Vork: 3Barnes and Loble, 1967),
Pr. 2568-270.




85

)

unethicsal practices to maintain his power, no mention is made

'3

of h

'.h

s ever wanting to suspend or do away with the democratic
process of selecting leaders common to the btodies with which
he was associated., O0f course, many were envious of his com-
mon touch. More of a paternal reactionary than a totalitar-
ian, he was an expression of his age. Due to his unique
attributes he fit the peonle's bill &s a leader for their
democratic crusade, one who exhibited the o0ld culture's mark
of distinction, He suited the tenor of the time and his
passions can be said to function as a barometer indicsating
the acceptablility of democratic ideas.

These concerns in no way detract from the conserva-
tive heritage he wished to preserve throughout his career as
a radical Jjournalist. Destined to be the subject of an on=-
going and bitter dispute about his character as a leader, he
undoubtedly symbolized democratic leadership in an age in-
clined against such innovations., A tall, well=-built, hand=-
some, redheaded man with a very pronounced noble profile, he
was an enigma, and due to his vcrotracted mental decline while
in the limelight, a tragic figure. Though projected in a
conceited, paternalistic, and inegalitarian manner, his con-
cern for the sufferings of the poor is irrefutable. Egually
undeniable is his inherent bent. A landed aristocrat, h
founded his appeal on ncstalgia for the past order. As is
usual in such cases he found more in the past than it really

had to offer. How greatly he valued totalitarianism with

regard to the deference network is inescapable, Never, in
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this period, did the paper promote sophisticated republigan
doctrines or other than lame democratic ones. One stands on

safe ground in proposing that The Northern Star did as muech

to detract from the luster of truly democratic doctrines as

it helped to project them.



CHAPTER V

Summarx

The Chartist political program has been shown in this

|

exposition to have been an amalgam of several strands of the
popular discontent. A peculiar juxtaposition of conservative
and liberczl doctrines, it sought to acclaim the good sense of
the former without compromising altogether the ideals associ-
ated with the latter. By maintaining a tenuous support for
constitutional methods it inaugurated the transition that cre-
ated a Labour Party with an evolutionary approach to socilal
reform. This has been cited as an indication of & peculiar
reluctance of British society to shatter traditions, end is
carried to such an extent it remains deferential. Outlined
in this study are early indications that the masses would
respond as well to appeals based on tresditional stereotypes
about class relastions as they would to democratic revolution-
ary ones. In the examples preczented here two of them adopted
a paternalistic approach toward the masses not easily dis-
tinguishable from Tory idealizations. In the case of The

Chartist Circular it was Owenite in tone, while that of The

Northern Star was more akin to Cobbett's doctrines; both were

very paternalistic and often labelled reactionary. McDouall's

Chartist and Republican Journal was not so clearly a product

of this ideology but, as noted, tended to foster related in-
egelitarian notions, What remains after some study is a pol-.
itical phenomenon that displayed attitudes which can be con-

Strued as fortifying Marxist-Leninist-like doctrines as well






political reforms that countered orthodox assumptions and,
when opposed, attempted to align itself with traditionalism,
Because events followed this pattern a truer conception of
this ers is possible, Even more, it is safe to assume thsat
the conservative idesls that Chartists would npt abandon in
their crusade for democracy and scocial justice were doctrines
so vital to the essence of the culture that they could not be
extinguished. They may alsc be taken as expressions of the
broad guidelines of the consensus that emerged in Britain
followinz the clash between the aristocratic and the democra-
tic ideal. he individual Chartist becomes the sgent of this
cultural transformation as he represents the liberal chall-
enge. Therefore, an attempt to appreciate the complexity of
his politicsl thought is of great importance.

These journals, then, reflect the genesis of a rad-

tain

e

ical democratic culture allowed for the first time in Br
to legelly publish and disseminate the views of their counter-
culture., Highly relevant to any discussion of this reform
party is its ebility to draw upon the sympathies of the mass-
es, who had heretofore looked to Tory paternalism as a buffer
against the transgressions of sn industrial society founded

on extrerme doctrines of lsissez-faire capitalism., To be suc-

cessful, Chartists had to acknowledge the legitimacy of the

Tory reactionary's concern even though it countered the demo-
cratic thrust of their ideology. In the end, the many comm=
ents of the agitators were echoes of stereotypes fostered by

the oligopoly, so pervasive was the notion that the poor

89
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needed to be saved and provided for rather than be given the
opportunity to save and provide for themselves. This attitude
of thought dictated that Feargus O'Connor and others ape the
mores of the status bearing elite even to the point of adapt=-
ing (while not fundsmentzlly altering) traditional political
ideology to suit the circumstances. As this alone provided
the public support necessary to prolong the struggle it per=-
force became the radical tone associated wi th Chartism. There

exists now the need to indicete cleearly the state of the Brit-

[N

sh political culture of the mid-nineteenth century from the
perspective of the working masses, Given the non-revolution-
ary intent of much of the journalism discussed here, there is
some question as to the accuracy of labelling this movement

as revolutioneary; but in attempting to classify the ideology

of these authors one's percepticn of events is enhanced,
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