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This thesis seeks to examine the varied and often complex
manner in which historians have approached the study of the
Chartist Movement from the middle of the nineteenth century
until the present. The thesis also aims to examine, in some
detail, the basic source materials of Chartism and their use
by historisns., An assessment is made of how Tar value
Judgments ard historians' symbiotic relationships with their
society affected studies of the lovement.

A major probleﬁ with the thesis has been the sheer volume
of work on Chartism. The last twenty years have witnessed an
unprecedented upsurge in interest in Chartism amongst scholars:
partly a consequence of the increased development of socialist
theory both within the Pritish Labour Farty -~ increasingly an
established party of govermment -~ and amongst the "New Left',
and partly of a general movement in academic circles towards
the study of social history so long neglected by historians.

A further problem with the thesis has been the difficulty of
dividing the chronology of Chartist historiography into
necessgarily arbitrary sections.

The concluding chapter of the thesis suggests new methods
of analysing and studying Chartism using the methodology of
gociology and other social sciences in an atternpt to solve the
extraordinarily difficvlt problem of determining rant—and-file

opinion and the toval impact of Chartism on ordinsrv people.
T s ¥ peor
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A final plea is made to consider ordinary Chertists as '"men and
women of flesh and blood" who, Tar from being faceless robots,
were deeply influenced by Chartist poetry and songsy reacting
in a very human, if not entirely logical way, to the social
upheavals and traumas of the Chartist period,

A particular debt of gratitude is owed to the staff of the
Department of History of the University College of Swansea and
Dr, David Jones in varticular who initiated my interest in
Chartisms to the staff of the Elizabeth Dafoe Library and the
Department of History of the University of Fanitobas and
finally to Dr. Felth Sandiford without whose invaluable help

and guidance the thesis would never have been completed,
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CHAPTTR I

The Place of Chartism in British History

Chartism has been correctly termed '"one of the most complex
and difficult subjects in English history".l This would not,
at first, seem to be the case: it could be argued that Chartism
was simply a movement of the emerging working class whose sole
aim was to gain a programme of political reform as laid down
in the "People'’s Charter" issued in the spring of 1838, The
"Charter" was drawn up by William Lovett, an artisan cabinet-
maker and leader of the London Working Men's Association, with
the assistance of Francis Place, the London ftailor and friend
of many influential radicals., The programme would, indeed,
appear to be both a logical development of the political reform
movements of the eighteenth century led by such diverse men as
Thomas Hardy of the London Corresponding Society and Major Cart-

wright of the Hampden Clubs, and a logical extension of the

working man's political ambitions to match his increased economic

role in the developing Industrial Revolution.

The traditional treatment of Chartism by historians has
emphasised how the famous "gix points of the Charter! were all
gradually accepted in a typically British spirit of caution and

compromise, except for the "obviously futile" idea of annual

elections., This accepbtance of the five points -~ universal manhood

suffrage, equal electoral districts, the secret ballot, abolition

In. z. Webb, Modern Encland (London, 1969), p.248,




of the property gualification for membership of the House of
Commons and payment of members -~ was generally hailed as an
illustration of the superiority of the British social and
political system over that of the Continent and the basic
royalty and hatred of revolution of the British working class.
The latter point was usually viewed as being proved by the
avoidance of full-~scale violence on a national scale when the
Chartist Petition was presented in 1839, 1842 and 1848.

The nineteenth ceniury British traditions of historiography
associated with such Victorian historians as J. R. Greeﬁ, Lord
Acton, Samvel Gardiner and William Stubbs, were singularly un-
suitable for initiating worthwhile studies of Chartism. The
1860's and 1870's were decades when liberalism and positivism
became the baéis-of British historiographical methodology.
Historians followed Ranke's dictum that history should "show how
it really Was."2 Facts in history were equated with scientifie
factss; thus Acton, Stubbs, Maitland and Gardiner produced vast
works full of detail combined with moral judgement. The latter

avoided the need to frame general historical laws as Comte had

2.

done. Instead historians could follow Acton and "judge, and judge

fiercely" as "progress in the direction of organized and assured
freedom, is the characteristic fact of Modern History, and its

tribute to the theory of Providence." Too often, however, they

neglected the other side of Acton which realised that impartiality

zQyoted by Stedman Jones, (., "The Pathology of English
History," New Left Review No. 46 (1967), v.29.
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was the "only character of legitimate history”.3

Victorian historians therefore concentrated on great men and
constitutional historys; they wrote very little on social, econonic
and cultural history as sources were often less readily available
and facts not empirically verifiable. Chartism was therefore
usually ignored completely or, at best, given a short mention as
part of the inevitable progress of the Eﬁglish Constitution
towards its present peak of civil, religious and political liberty.

The handful of Victorian historians who mentioned Chartism
at all - Justin McCarthy, Spencer Walpole and J. H. Roset -

relied exclusively on official, anti-Chartist sources such as

Hansard, Annual Register and The Times.

The question of sources and their use is the central problem
of Chartist historiography. Unlike constitutional history and
the history of great men, the history of Chartism has to be pain-
stakingly pieced together using the memoirs of ex-Chartists; the
provincial, national and Chartist rresss; the Place Papers; the
H. O. Papers and papers in the P. R. 0.3 and more obscure and often
ephemeral sources such as pamphlets, broadsides, handbills and
posters.

Chartist memoirs, for example, often gave an invaluable

first~hand account of the movement, and, almost without exception,

BJ. R. Hale (ed.), The Bvolution of British Historiogravhy

(Mew York, 1964), p.68.

4;. HoCarthy, A History of Our Own Times (4 vols.j London, 1880)

S. YWalvole, History of IEnecland (6 vols.s 1902-1905),
J. H. Rose, The Rise of Democracy (London, 1898),




succeeded in portraying a sense of working class solidarity and
pride in the achievements of working people since the Chartist
period. Their use requires considerable care, however, if they
are not to give a distorted interpretation of Chartism. While
all the memoirs remained loyal to the Charter, most were strongly
affected by the extremely pervasive Gladstonian Liberalism of the
late nineteenth century. Other difficulties arose from lapses

of memory, personal vindictiveness and an anxiety to exonerate
themselves from association with any Chartist violence. Memoir
writers aiso had a very provincial outlook and reflected the
extremely diverse movement of Chartism to a very limited extent.
Only the successful and fairly comfortable Chartists such as
Adams, Frost, Gammage, Linton and Wilson5 could afford the time

and money to publish memoirs. Thomas Ainge Devyr's 0dd Book of

the Nineteenth Century, published privately in New York in 1880,

was very much an exception with its emphasis on violent Chartism
and unrepentant hostility towards Gladstonian Liberalism,

One of the key sources of Chartism for historians of the
twentieth century are the national, provincial and Chartist press,

Mark Hovell's work The Chartist Movement, published in 1918, was

the first attempt tJ use the major primary sources of Chartism

in a scientific manner. He made extensive use of the Northern Stap

5B. Wilson, The Strugcles of an 014 Chartist (Halifax, 1887).
Y.J.Linton, Memories (1894).

T. Trost, Forty Years Recollections (1880),

"o B. Adams, Memoirs of a Social Atom (1903),

R. G. Gammage, History of the Chartist Movement (1894: reprinted

1969),
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and other Chartist periodicals, although mostly of the pro-Lovett

wing of the movement such as The Charter (1839-40), and The Chartist

Circular (Glasgow, 1839-41).
The obvious problem faced by historians using the press as a
major source is that of making a representative selection of

material., The Northern Star was a genuine national paper and

contained reports sent in by local reporters in each region., Its
circulation reached a peak of 50,000 in 1839 and only fell to under
5000 per week after 1848. Other Chartist newspapers were more
local in character and often put forward the views of particular
factions,

The provincial press, during the 1830's, was becoming genuinely
local in character with their own staffs of reporters and containing
full reports of magistrates' hearings separated from the usually
hostile editorials., Some provincial paﬁers, however, employed very
few staff; thus it could appear that Chartism was inactive in these
regions, but this was not necessarily the case. Gross distortion
or a "conspiracy of silence" was commeon, as was the selection of
the Chartist activity preferred by sympathetic‘papers. In Bristol,

for example, the tory Felix Farley's Journal called the Chartists

"vagabonds," "the veriest scamps" and the "glorious unwashed",

while the radical Bristol Mercury eagerly reported a large

procession of temperance Chartists carrying slogens such as:
"Better eat it than drink it" under a picture of a large loaf,

Doubtless some Bristol Chartists were moderate teetotalers whilst
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some were "physical-force!" men,

Careful cross-reference is therefore necessary when using local
papers as sources. Similarly H. O. papers can be very misleading:
often the revxorts of government agents exaggerated Chartist
militancy in order to make their work seem essential; some
magistrates were either very zealous or scared and wrote very
frequently to the Home Office, while others hardly ever wrotej
thus giving the impression of low Chartist activity; and finally
most material was sent at times of great disturbance or violence
and did not deal with the social and cultural aspects of Chartism.
In spite of these difficulties, without these sources "we must
long be contented with a little knowledge and a modish agnosticism",7

The largest source of unused primary material now remains in
the Home Office Papers but these have to be handled with great
caution. In addition to the wide range of press sources, greater
use is now being made of more ephemeral material such as pamvhlets,
handbills, brosdsides and posfers &s Chartist historiograrhy has
become more sovhisticated both in technigue and the selection of
sources during the past twenty years. Handbills, posters and
broadsides are least likely to have survived; often only the most

militant having been sent to the Home Secretary. Such small

6Bristol Mercury, June 1, 1839,
Felix Farley's Bristol Journal Feb, 22, 1840.

7E. P. Thompson, The Making of +he English Working Class (1963)
D.932,
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examples only refer to very specific areas at certain times,8 and
carnot be taken as proof of the general nature of Chartism.

The task of twentieth century historians of Chartism has
been both to fit the movement into the context of the history of
the labour movement and into its contemporary social, economic and
political background. The studies written in the period of the
first World War by Hovell, West, Rosenblatt, Slosson and Beer.
reflected the social reformism of the periods associated with the
Fabians and stressed the moral-force side of Chartism. These
were generally concerned with establishing the movement as a
forerunner of the emerging Euroﬁean social democratic parties. A

general picture of Chartism emerged - the major sources used being

the Northern Star and the newspaper cuttings and letters.of the
Place Manuscripts and Papers.

The period since 1939 witnessed the growth of the biliographical
method of making a much closer examination of Chartism. In a
sense this was a step backwards into the study of the "great men"
of the movement so beloved by Victorian historians, but it was a
vseful way of simplifying the vrocess of selection of source
material and of avoiding coming to grips with the complexity of
9

Chartism,

The work of Wamier had a great impact on Chartist historiography.

8D° Thompson, The Farly Chartists (1971) pp.l, 175.

9D. Williams, John Prost: A Study in Chartisn (Cardiff, 1939).
G. D. H. Cole, Chartist Portraits (1941).

J. Saville, Irnest Jones: Chartist (1952).

A. R. Schoyen, The Chartist Challenze. A Portrait of
G.J.Harney (1958).

D. Read and E. Glasgow, Feargus O'Connor: Irishman and
Chertist (1961),




In spite of his conservative irrationalism, his empirical
methodology and emphasis on detailed analysis strongly influenced

the contributors to Chartist Studies in 1959.10 This work was of

pivotal importance and contained the first attempts of detailed
analysis of Chartism in various regions and as a "series of
resvonses”. Henceforth Chartist historiography became much more
sophisticated, both in technique and use of sources,

This thesis will attempt to trace and explain the evolution
of Chartist historiography from the years immediately following the
demise of’the movement to the present. The influence of the
writings of the Chartists themselves will be analysed and their
impact on.historians will be éssessed, as will the ways in which
selection of sources restricted historians and discouraged
sdphisticated analysis of the movement. Chartist historians also
have to be placed within the historical context of their political
and social environment as well as within the context'of the evolution
of historiographical methodology.

The most important problem to be faced is how Chartist
historiograthy should develop in the future to enable it to attempt
an ansver to some of the outstanding vroblems: the social and
-economic roots of Chartism; its violence, local diversity;'and
local impact; its total national impact; its ongoing influence on
the later labour movement and - most important and difficult of
all - the social composition of the movement and the impact of

Chartism on the rank-and-file,

10)sa Briggs (ed.), Chartist Studies (1959).
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The success = or otherwise - of recent historians in
answering these and other questions, their techniques in usging
scattered and often ephemeral sources and developments in
historiographical methodology have to be assessed and suggestions
made for improvements.

Perhaps the most important historiographical difficulty to
be faced by historians of Chartism is the question of cooperation
between themselves and social scientists. During the past two
decades historians as diverse as C. Hill, H, Trevor-Rover, E. J.
Hobsbaum,'E. P. Thompson and G. Rudé have made increasing use of
the models and analytical framework of sociologists, social
anthropologists and social psycholoéists in order to draw substantial
conclusions from incomplete quantative and qualitative sources,
This is particularly relevant for Chartist historiograthy and its
attempts to answer some of the problems outlined above.

Hisforians such as Hovell, West, Slosson and Beer, as well
as Marxists such as Groves and Rothstein,ll made extensive use of
the concepts of economics, such as trade cycles, and used them in
a rather crude attempt to explain Chartist activity and its
fluctuations. Economics was greatly in advance of other social
sciences until at least the late 1950's. The social and economic

history of the Annales d'Histoire, first published in 1929, laig

great emphasis on economic analysis., Social history had remained

largely based on Trevelyon's subject matter of customs, manners

Hr. Groves, But e Shall Rise Azain (1938);

T. Rothstein, From Chartism to Labourism (1929),
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and everyday life or "history with the politics left ou‘c".l2 At
best, historians such as R. H. Tawney, Barbara Hemmond and G. D.

H. Cole had written genuine, if mainly impressionistic, re-creations
of the lives of working people, often linked with histories of
soclal movements and labour. These latter were not usually related
to society in general but studied as abstractions.,

The emergence of sociology and social psychology as fully
developed social sciences on a par with economics has had a con-
siderable impact on social history in general and promises to have
a similar.effect on Chartist historiography. At the very least
sociological models and concepts such as "generalized beliefg;
"social control"; '"role analysis® etc.%3can provide a coherent
system into which the historian can fit his inadequate data. The
historian, however, necessarily lacks the statistical material
and controlled experimental conditions of the socliologist.

Hobsbawm has pointed out (ibid. D.27) that both sociology and social
anthropology are usually abstracted from historical change and

that neither have enough useful models or analytical frameworks'

for the study of loﬁg—run historical socio-economic change. He
further argued that historians of social history would not be able

to advance beyond a combination of suggestive hypothesis and

12Quoted by E. J. Hobsbawm "From Social History to the History

of Society", Daedalus Vol.100 No.l (Winter 1971), p.21.

13N; Smelser, Theory of Collective Behaviour (London, 1962),




11,
anecdotal illustration unless new techniques were found for
handling large quantities of historical data.

Chartism has become a favourite subject for social historians
as during such widespread social upheavals there is a better
possibility of penetrating the "opaque communities" which were the
main centres of Chartism . . . "rarely accessible to parson,

14

policeman or magistrate". If social history in general, and
Chartism in particular, is to become the history of gociety as a
whole - linked to its economics, ideologies and social relation—
ships — there is need to analyse individuals and small groups in
depth. The key problems in Chartist historiography therefore have
to be tackled — those of the active and passive beliefs of the
rank—aﬁd—file Chartists, the degree in which they were influenced
by Chartism and their influem;be on Chartist development — if
Chartist historiography is tovadvance.

Chartist historiography has to be examined both in terms of
the socio~economic and cultural milieu of works on Chartism and
the often complex influences of the various schools of historio-
graphical philosophy on Chartist historians. Of crucial importance
is an examination of the sources of Chartism and their selection
and use by historians. TFinally the impact and desirability of
social scientific techniques and methodology on Chartist historio-
graphy must be analysed and suggestions made pertaining to the

direction and content of future scholarship,

14D, Thompson, D.6b.



12.
CHAPTER IT

The Chartists' Image of Themselves

Chartist memoirs have to be used with great caution by
historizns for reasons outlined above (pp.3—4 ). Only occasionally
did they provide telling details of an earlier, pre-Liberal
society, as when Thomas Frost wrote with passion about his dreams
of a utopian community based on the land.l

Of first importance to subsequent Chartist historiography was

R. G. Gammage's History of the Chartist Movement first published in

1854. As E. P. Thompson has pointed out, the book is "both an
essential dooumént of the movement and the text from which all

other histories must begin".2 Gammage only became an active

Chartist after 1840, however, and viewed events from his locality

in Northampton. Other defects included a consistent hostiiity
towards Haruey, Jones and O'Connor, in contrast to his very
favourable treatment of Lovett énd Vincent, part of the "moral-force"
school of Chartists, and Bronterre O'Brien, the "Chartist school-

naster" and editor of the Poor Man's Guardian, Perhaps hisg

greatest disservice to Chartism was his negative view of the move-
ment, stressing divisions and personal quarrels, rather than the
achievements of the first articulate political movement of an
industrialised working class.

At heart Cammage was an old-fashioned radical whose ideology

emanated from the French Revolution and the writings of O'Rrien.,

Trrost, p.22.

2Gammage (1969 edn.) cover.
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He was, hovever, bitterly class conscious and viewed bourgeois
radicals such as Attwood, Duncombe and Sharman Crawford, as doubtful
allies, His main fire was reserved for the "schening Whigs" who
were trying to attack the middle class to the aristocratic ruling

&lite,

In spite of his acceptance of O'Brien's arguments against

capitalism in the Poor Man's GQuardian and O'Brien's contention that

in the long run capital and labour had opposing interests, Gammage
believed that the landed aristocracy with its land monopoly was

at the root of all evils., The theory of "‘I‘he Yorman Yoke" was

very strongvin all nineteenth century radical movements and provided
a strong link between ex-Chartists and Gladstonian Radicals later

in the century.3

The aristocracy were the main enemy as it had
monopolized the soil since the "celebrated Norman Tobber chief™
landed in 1066. A moral argumeﬁt was used to condemn the idling
aristocracy for its gross immorality and laziness; +thus providing
another link with the Gladstonians.

Host Chartist memoir-writers, including Gamnage, were strongly
influenced by the puritan work ethic. Zarly in his Historv he
argued that if the monarchy were abolished but "the fundamental

relations between capital and labour (were left) on their present

footing, you will have accomplished virtually nothing".4 By 1852,

3c. Hill "The Norman Yoke", in J. Saville (ed.), Democracy

and the Labour Movement (1954),

4Gammage (1894 edn. reprinted 1969, with an introduction by
John Saville) p.25.
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hovever, Gamnage stressed that "no one can hold that right (of
trivate property) more sacred than myself" and that the greatest
evil in socie%y was the division between "idlers and Workers".5
The caritalist was included asmongst the latter as he produced
employment.

Gammage was a member of the Lovett school of Chartism with
its strong beliefs in the moral improvement of its class by
education and self-help. Both Lovett and Gammage were incensed
by Feargus O'Connor's leadership because of his irrational appreals
to his vast audiences which smacked of the swaying of the mob by .
Wilkes and aristocrats at eighteenth century elections. To
Gammage, O'Connor was "an eccentric Irish buffoon, imposing his
demagoguery upon the deluded masses by a combination of excessive
energy and biarney" (p.65). Both Gammage and Lovett had had no
experience of the North and the industrial masses and completely
failéd to realise the necessity for O'Connor's oratory in building
a mass movement., Only a tiny artisan minority had the oprortunity
to practise self-improvement and references to the "deluded masses"
helped verpetuate the myth of the "ignorant populace" led asfray
by "rabble-rousing" demagogues,

Like later memoir writers, Gammsge tried to excuse Chartist
violence, Like them he was proud of the movement but also wished
to justify their past actions to their new Liberal friends, The
political and material progress of the intervening years seemed to

rrove the efficacy of the peaceable method of vrotest., Bven in

SIbldo 9 po4430
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1854, however, Gammage underplayed the violence of Chartism and
condemned its advocates - Harmey, Jones and O'Connor, Jones, for
example, he dismissed (v.400) as "ambitious and mercenary. He
must comrand the movement, or he would reduce it to nothing'", He
did, however, sympathise with Richard Marsden of Frestor, a member
of "the extreme school of Harmey and Rider", as his great guffering ¥
and that of his family led Gammage to ask whether "we (should)
blame him for this state of feeling." (.65).

Villiam Lovett was given a central role in all traditional
works on Chartism. Not only had he, with Francis Place's help,
drawn up the People's Charter in 1837, but also led the "moral-force"
.Wing of the movement. His autobiography,6 published in 1876, was
a moving account of the desperate struggles of a Chartist leader
and a vivid picture of the richness of artisan culture in the pre-
Chartist period. Written between 1840 and 1874, it was intended
as a tract for the new post-Chartist generation. It left an
overall impression of moral smugness, extolling the virtues of
self-help, education and liberalism., His aim was also to contradict
anti-Chertist feeling and writing by denouncing violence, and
stressing vpro-Liberal elements within the movement. Like Gammage,
and for similar reasons, Lovett hated O'Connor and the "physical-
force" men such as Herney, and did not even mention the London
Democratic Associztion.

Born in Cornwall in 1800, Lovett was forced to move to London

6W. Lovett, Life and Struggles of William Lovett (1876
Reprinted with a preface by R. H. Tawney, 1967).
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as the-rope;making trade was being replaced by chain-making., His
later adherence to Samuel Smiled self-help ideas probably stemmed -
from his advance from great poverty to the exclusive honourable
branch of the Cabinet-Makers' Society. His mentor was Place, with
whom he was involved in the Owenite Grand National Consolidated
Trades Union in 1834. Lovett was also associated with the un-
stamped press agitation and learnt much of the new socialist
philosovhy of Hodgskin and Bray at the London Mechanics' Institute,

O'Connor's brand of leadership was essential to give unity
and inspiration to a desperate and despairing industrial working
class. Yet Lovett considered him (p.245) "the chief marplot of
our movement ... a man who, by his pefsonal conduct, joined to his

malignant influence in the Northern Star has been the blight of

democracy from the first moment he opened his mouth as its pro-~
fessed advocate. Previous to his notorious career there was
something pure and intellectual in our agitation.®

The last sentence clearly indicated Lovett's social snobbery,
often found among the self-taught. He became very close to
Bright's view that the masses would have to prove their moral
worth to obtain the vote.

Lovett's involvement in violence at the Bull Ring in Birmingham
in 1839 showed the complexity of Chartist attitudes towards
violence. He did not become embittered, however, but rather the
reverse as in 1840 he and his colleague John Collins published a

small book7 written in prison. This outlined the set+ ting up of a

7U. Lovett and J. Collins, Chartism (1840: reprinted 1969).
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National Association of the United Kingdom for Promoting the
Political and Social improvement of the People, with penny sub-
scriptions and "Public Halls for the People". The Associztion
wanted to give "knowledge of moral and political economy" which
would "enlighten them" in favour of the Charter. The organization
was largely a failure due to lack of supports; again Lovett
arpealed only to a tiny minority.

From 1850 to 1877 his main interest was in education. Lovet:
stood very close to Smiles and his self-help philosophy, but as
with other Chartists he never regretted his past. At the end of
his life he wrote that: '"most of the reforms that have taken place
in ny day have been won despite the wealthy and titled classes rather
than because of them, though they might at least have been made the
unwilling instruments for carrying them into effect ... The industr—
ious classes, therefore would do well ... to resolve to do their
own work themselves."8

Lovett's book, therefore, needed to be treated with far more
caution than exercised by historians such as Howvell. 4 similar

point applied to Thomas Cooper's Autobiography, published in 1872,

Unlike Lo&ett, Cooper only joined the movement by a sudden con—
version when he saw the condition of the stockingers in Leicester
in 1841, After a very hard early life, Cooper made himself ill
by intensive self-education. By the 1870's he felt that the
workers had grown soft. Although in and out of religion Cooper,

like Lovett, retained his non-conformist moralism throughout,

8Chartism (1969 edn.), p.22.
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He decried the pastimes of betting and drinking which had displaced
political discussion, and the materialism of the new era. In his
younger days he had seen (p.393) men in rags "discussing the great
doctrines of political justice = that 8vVery grown up, sane man
ought to have a vote ... or they were in earnest dispute res-—
pecting the teachings of Socialism. Now you will see no such
groups in Lancashire,"

Lovett and Cooper shared a puritan work ethic and were
individualists rather than members of the new industrial classes,
Cooper, névertheless, was proud of working class achievements and
only feared that a false sense of security, caused by prosperity,
would make the masses lose their moral superiority to theirp
bppressors.

The Autobiography only touched on Chartism for a short period

during the early 1840's as Cooper's real interest was in religion,
or rather his struggle against unbelief. An ardent O'Connorite
and "physical force!" Chartist in 1842, he was sent to rrison for
two years for his part in the "plug-plotsh, Unconsciously
Cooper toned down his violent past while Justifying it by des-
criptions of incredible suffering. Unlike Qammage and Lovett,
Cooper did not condemn the strikes of 1842, nor indeed O'Connor,
apart from his Land Plan. His violent speeches in Lancashire in
August 1842 were made in the language of a revivalist preacher
although Cooper stressed his call for the maintenance of law and
order. He had probably been carried along by the emotion of the

events =2nd had certainly wanted miners in the Potteries to stay out
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until the Charter had been granted.9

Most Chartist memoirs were written after 1880 and lapses of
memory were common. Chartist violence was increasingly played down
and Chartism's role as the precursor of liberalism emphasised,
Most had a profoundly optimistic outlook on working class
improvement = hardly surprising since unsuccessful Chartists would
have been unable to write memoirs.

The memoirs of Ben Wilson of Skircoat near Halifax in Yorkshire,
and Thomas Frost, the Owenite and small-town draperlo were meant
as tracts for the new generation and were imbued with liberal
ortimism., Wilson was important as he included detailed des—
crintions of radical and Chartist activity in the North. The
radical tradition had remained unbroken in Yorkshire from 1300
ﬁntil Chartist times. Violence was widespread and Wilson gave
long accounts of drilling and admitted buying a gun in 1839, Like
other writers, however, he excused this for the sake éf his Liberal
friends and made it clear that he had acted only under great
rressure as (p.13) "we were fools but ... young people now have
no idea of what we had to endure.” He might have added that the
blessings of free-trade and self-help had made violence unnecessary.

Wilson's main interest was cooperation and the Halifax
cooperative Trading Socilety in particular. TFounded in 1849, this

was a vrime example of the memoir-writers' mixture of Owenite

9G. Rudé, The Crowd in History (1963), p.187,

10g, Wilson, Struggles of an 014 Chartist (Halifax, 1887).

T. Frost, Forty Years' Recollections (1330).
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socialism and bourgeois liberalism. Temperance was also a key
element in Wilson's philosorhy, This was allied to internationalism
as continental radical refugees were given shelter at Ficholl's
Temperance Hotel.

Like all memoir-writers, however, Wilson was loyal to the
Sixz Points. TUnlike most, on the other hand, he stressed the impact
of O'Connor in the North., The Land Plan was praised as a concept
for the future and O'Connor considered (p.l4) "a giant in

intellect as well as in frame"”. ZErnest Jones' Peovle's Paper

was strongly supported in Halifax during the 1850's; an indication
that ex-Chartists were still interested in socialism while
vractising a form of Owenite liberalism. By 1868, however, Wilson
was ecstatic over Gladstone's victory: he imagined (p.64) that

the Charter would be grantéd in a very short time,

Thomas Frost was born in Surrey, in Croyden, in 1820, 4s a
centre of agrarian discontent the area probably encouraged Frost's
dreams of a uftopian community based on the land. He owed much to
his father's Painite Jacobinism typical of (p.10) "a little knot
of radicals (who) ... later formed the nucleus of the local Liberal
Party". Like Lovett and Wilson, Frost was, however, strongly
influenced by Owenism. The latter was adjusted to meet Liberal
sensitivities: Harmony Hall was presented as having (p.22) "the
best conditions for a truly Christian life™, although Owen was an
atheist, and the latter's call for free love became a plea for
divorce. ZFrost also erroneously believed that Gladstonians had
accepted the fundamental tenet of socialism that "man is +he creature

of circumstances",



21.

Frost minimised Chartist violence but adnitted to being
involved in drilling during 1842. He was (p.22) "a Chartist and
something more" who wanted not only the Charter but "a recon-
struction of the entire fabric of society"., Similarly in 1848
he had been stunned (p.135) by "the electric effect" of the news
from France and was only afraid "of the milk and water reformers
who are left behind". Frost also declared (p.148) that government
attack would have been met by armed resistance, and that attempts
at revolution were being made as "communications (were) passed ...
between plotters ... on both sides of St. George's Channel.”
Murther plots in London, after the presentation of the final Chartist
Petition on April 10, were zlso described in some detail,

Nevertheless Frost ended with 2 tone of moral liberalism and
exrressed great vpleasure that (p.197) "on return (to Croydon) there
were more signs of an active arnd vigorous moral life than my
fellow tradesmen had ever been known to exhibit before. Frost,
like all the memoir writers, remained loyal to the Charter in spite
of his Gladstonianism, He declared that the press claims of false
signatures were largely untrue in the case of the Croydon petifion;
any false ones being the work of idlers or, more likely, men who
had ti-ed of petitioning and were ready to rise (p.135).

Thomas Ainge Devyr's The 0dd Book of the Nineteenth Century

(Wew York, 1882) was, as suggested by its title, very much an
exceptional memoir of Chartism. The author was unrepentant in his
total rejection of the morsl ethos of liberalism so dominant in

other Chartist memoirs. Devyr, an Irishman, was naturally pre-
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occupied with the land question. Unlike other ex-Chartists, on
escaping to America in 1848 he found much to criticise and devoted
half of his book to attacking "corporations, politicians and
monopolies in America who form a vast consviracy against the
liberties of the people and the life of the republic!,

Historians ignored the book as source material until recent
years, This was partly due to its scarcity - it was published
privately as no publisher would touch it — but more likely because
of its uncompromising militancy and hatred of liberal volitical
economy. To Devyr (p.lS), political economy was "enforced under
venalty of death by nakedness and hunger ... and the Godless, sordid
workhouse from which all human sympathy and Divine Justice was
bared". Devyr hated industrialism and ﬁanted a society of peasant
freeholders, each holding up to forty acres. Above éll, he hated
the British ana advocated force to free Ireland and the English
slaves of greedy landlords., The book was writfen to save America
(p.22) from "the depths of that murderous villainy called British
Civilisation",

Recent historians, such as D. Thompson (pp.4-5), have verified
nost of Devyr's observations on Cﬁartist violence in Newcastle in
1839, Although he wrote many years after the events, his account
agreed with information in the Home Office Papers and the Letters

in the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle in 1889~90 which described the

events of the early Chartist period. The book was also important
as, apart from Lovett's work, it was the only memoir which dealt

with this period and the industrial North,
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In a piece entitled "Unwritten History" the events of 1839 at
Hewcastle were set out. UNews of John Frost's rebellion at Newport
reached the area and placards appeared with the words:— "The hour
of British Freedom has struck ! John Frost is in possession of
South Wales at the head of %0,000 men." DLven the policemen had
Jjoined the crowd (p.195). Certainly this was evidence of a
general Chartist conspiracy hinted at by Thomas Frost and others,
but treated with scepticism by Hovell.ll The news of Frost's
capture made it appear that "the Government was impregnable®;
their onejremaining hope being that Frost would be executed and
So initiate a rising. D. Thomnson's view (p.3) that the pardoning

of Frost prevented a rising would therefore appear substantiated.

Devyr was a reported for the Northern Liberator and he usually

"had first communication of every fact and circumstance affecting
the movement". His information was therefore fairly reliable.
/fter delegates met at "most considerable towns of the North" to
vrepare for a simultanecus rising on January 12, and in Newcastle
"classes of twelve were formed, each with a leader chosen by
ourselves" (p.200), the movement collapsed with the pardon of Frost
and Devyr's escape to America to avoid arrest.,

Devyr's account of Chartist rhysical force in the North wasg
substantiated by Frank Peel's book about Yorkshire Chartists.l2

Feel had been too young to have been active during most of the

Mrovell, op.175-178.

le.Peel, The Risings of the Iuddites, Chartists and Plug—

Dravers (First published 18¢0, 4th edn. 1968: Tntroduction
by E. P. Thompson.)
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Chartist period - he wag born in 1831 - besides which his father
was a capitalist and he himself a typical small-town Liberal Non-
conformist. Nost of the book was devoted to uncovering "the opaque
society" of the period and to E. P. Thompson (p.viii) Peel was
"a representative mind within the efflorescence of historical
consclousness within his own community".

The unique feature of Peel's work was that his was not a
personal recollection of events but the first attempt by an
historian to make a close study of a whole provincial working clasg
community} He had a close relationship with the local readers of

the Pudsey District. Advertiser and the Heckmondwike = Herald in

which his articles were serialized before publioation in book form
and often used their recollections as his material., He attempted'
t0 penetrate to the rank-and-file and discover their reaction to
both Chartism and industrialisation. Peel provided "literary"
evidence of the loss of qualitative values during this process:
values such as a "gentle" system of social gradations in the old
domestic system; the cohesion and kinship of small villages and
(p.ixz) the lack of "feverish.haste and excitement" which made "even
idleness eager now".

Peel was also the first serious historian to make use of the
oral tradition. Caution was necessary due to memory lapses and a
tendency to distort the truth in favour of sources of information,
nevertheless E. P. Thompson has verified much of Peel's account

of Tmddism from published material., Accuracy was more likely in



25,
the case of Chartism, being more recent. In Thompson's view, Peel
recorded a secret oral tradition which came to light only after the
last episodes of "physical force" Chartism, This violence was a
direct link with the Luddites but was far from being mindless or
lacking in political motivation.

Peel's account of the events of 1842 (p.334) included a des-—
cription of "thousands of female turnouts who had struck up the
union hymn" which indicated that more than a small minority of the
men were motivated by political ideals. The police usually
attacked first, in Peel's view, and '"did not hesitate to strike
(women) with their staves". Rank-and-file politics appeared
'unsophisticated, however, as many had "coarse grey blankets strapped
to their backs", ready to march to London in order to.teach the
"aristocrats" how completely they were dependent on the lower
classes, to whom they had so long denied their just political
rights (p.341l). This was hardly the reasoned outcry against
capitalism claimed by scme Marxists.l3 Nevertheless the Chartists
displayed an increasingly class conscious and organised force.

In spite of his sympathetic attitude towards the Chartists,
Peel reverted, at the end of his book, to a praise of "constitutional
agitation" and free-trade prosperity. After 1.48 "a distinet way
of life and a traditional culture" (p.349) had vassed away,

The final two memoirs written by ex~Chertists were by W. J.

Linton,14 the London woodengraver, journalist, and republican, and

lBD. Thempson, v.13.

14W. J. Linton, Memories (1894: reprinted 1970).
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W. B, Adams, born in Cheltenham, but having worked for a long
reriod as a journalist on Tyneside. Adams' Journalistic training
gave him a respect for facts and Saville believed that his memory
was reliable. By the 1890's both Linton and Adams had become
old-fashioned and conservative even by the standards of contemporary
radicalism. Linton's book was written from a London viewpoint and
was less useful than that of Adams: much of it was taken up with
diverse comments on various contemporary figures and his work in
the Peoples' International League.

Linton had emigrated to America in 1866 and, in marked conmtrast
to Devyr, hoped that his book would help promote "good feelings

between the two peoples". He did however (p.229) condemn +he

"anarchical self-seeking" of laissez-faire and called for a true

republicanism of equality of rights and the fraternal exercise of
religious duty. Linton's views had become almost identical with
those of parliamentary Radicals, apart from his criticism of

unbridled laissez-faire.

Adams had been merely sixteen in 1848 and he only had had
active experience in the international and republican movements of
the 1850's and 1860's, and hagd joined Linton on the latter's English
Republic in 1850, Their heroes were the bourgeois revolutionaries
such as Mazzini and Kossuth.

Perhaps of greatest value in Adams' book was his descrivtion

of local Chartists in Cheltenham. His sources were secondhand but

fairly reliable as he recalled that his militant grandmother

IBW. E. Adams, Memoirs of a Social Atom (1903: reprinted with
an introduction by John Saville, 1964),
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praised Cobbett as a hero while "Cobden was just a middle—class
advocate”"., She also had had portraits of John TFrost and Larry,
the crippled cobhler who "made pis appearance every Sunday morning,

as regular as clockwork, with a copy of the Northern Star, for the

purpose of hearing some member of our household read to him and
others Feargus's letter" (pp.l163-4). The penetration of Chartist
ideas, or at least O'Connor's version, into the rank-and-file of
the working class was clearly shown by Adams' description of the
care taken not to damage the "almost sacred production" when
drying it. In-a similar vay Cobbett's works were carefully preserved
so that "no spot or stain of any sort should reach the pages within"
(p.167). The words of both O'Connor and Cobbett had become talis—
men to rank-and~file Chartists who knew that few others cared about
them and who had no prospects of economic gains in a system of

laissez~faire capitalism.

In general the Chartist memoirs proved disappointing as sources
of Chartism, in spite of providing some valuable insights into the
movement, Apart from the books of Devyr and Peel, the memoirs
rarely broke out of their framework of Gladstonian Liberalism.

Their general tenor was that of sympathy with the Lovett brand of
Chartism: hostility to Harmey, O'Connor and Jones and outright
condemnation of "physical force" and "demagoguery', with little or
no attempt at placing these aspects of Chartism within the
historical context of contemvorary working class culture.

Historians such 2s Hovell and the Fabians, romantic socialists

such as G. D. H. Cole, and more recent historisns such as D. Read,
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have all accepted the general beliefs and arguments found in the
majority of the memoirs. Negative aspects of Chertism have been
emphasised:— the divisions of the leaders and rank-and-file;
their failure in 1848; the demagoguery of O'Connor and his appeals
t§ the "ignorant unwashed"; the general condemnation of the so-
called "lost causes" such as the Land Plan, arming and drilling,
and the aspirations of "obsolete" domestic outworkers; and finally
the tendenoy to select aspects of Chartism which reflected the
contemporary liberal ethos.

Aparf from Devyr and Peel, all the memoir-writers were more
anrious to justify their past actions - usually by vlaying down
Chartist violence = than in presentiﬁg a nétional unbiased view of
the movement. Adams, for example, played down his connection with

Harnmey's Red Renublican in the early 1850's by stressing (p.184)

that although "it savoured of blood ... Wwe were Republicans, but
not Red Republicans". By 1903 the social implications of Harmey's
policies had been forgotten or, more likely, toned down.
Nevertheless, if used with sufficient care and understanding,
Chartist memoirs provide an invaluable source of insights into the
complexity and diversity of Chartist development and, in particular,
how individual Chartists became indoctrinated by the dominant
liberal ethos. On the other hand Peel's use of the "oral tradition"
and his attempt to show rank-and-file reaction, plus occasional
glimpses of an earlier pre-liberal radicalism found in other
memoirs, can give the historian extremely valuable clues to the

true nature of Chartism,
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CHAPTER IIT

The Victorian View of Chartism

Tictorian historians largely ignored Chartism and there was
something apﬁroaching a "conspiracy of silence! about the movement
from the publication of Gammage's study in 1854, until the
publication of Justin MeCarthy's popular history in 1880.1
Apart from memoirs of Chartists, Victorian historians relied

heavily on official sources such as the Annual Register, The Times,

‘parliamentary debates and contemporary novels. Such historians
subconsciougly agreed with the obvious bias of such sources.

This was particularly true of the events of 1848 which, in the
Yhig view, ended in the inevitable fdilure and ridicule of the
Chartists. Violent revolution was unthinkable as there had already
been a "preserving revolution in 1688w, Spegder Walpole, for
example, sympathised with the communitarianism of Thomas Frost

and used his book widely, except for his account of the widespread
Tevolts of 1848 which Walpole ignored in favour of the standard

account in the Annual Register.2

The parliamentary debates which took place at the time of the
three presentations of the National Petition to the House in 1839,
1842 and 1848 provide both a valuable insight into the reaction of
the governing classes to Chartism, and important sources for the

historian of the movement.

1. McCarthy, A History of Our Own Time (London, 1880) (4 vols. ).

2S. Halpole, History of England (6 vols.: 1902—1905), V. p.196.
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Thomas Attwood, the former leader of the Birmingham Political
Union during the Reform Bill crisis of 1832, presented the first
vetition in 1839, Attwood personified the concept of middle class
cooperation with Chartism. He went so far, in fact, as to claim
that the petition originated in Birmingham, although it was drawn
up in London early in 1838.3 Attwood went on to stress the loyalty
of the working class - obviouély to win the sympathy of the House -
and similarly emphasised that the masses wished only ™to recover
those ancient privileges which they believed to form the original
and constitutional right of the Commons of England", No threats
of violence were made; it was merely pointed out that the Charter
was only a means of obtaining "a fair day's wages for a fair day's
work", and "representation co—equal with taxation" (pp.224—228).
Attwood added, however, that "a social volcano was opening" under
the feet of the House (p.231). John Fielden, the wealthy factory
ovner and Radical, also pointed out that if distress continued
"the time was apvroaching that would shake the stoutest nerves" (p.236).

Russell apveared unmoved and stressed the feeling of the ruling
class (and later Victorian historians) that the Chartist movement
had been stirred up by agitators such as O'Connor who used "the
most violent and revolutionary language =~ language not exceeded
in violence and atrocity in the worst times of the French Revolution -
to subvert the laws by force of arms. We owe it to the good sense
of the people in general, that they have not listened to such

exhortations” (p.236), Russell continued by arguing that "the

>Hansard, third series, XIVITT (July 12, 1839), 224.
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great majority of the people do not seek the objects contained in
this petition" (9.229). He countered the economic argument of
Attwood by »pointing to the trade depressions in the democratic
United States and argned that universal suffrage would upset the
enviable balance enjoyed in England between security and individual
liberty and cause a flight of capital.,

Russell realised that the Chartists had an articulate case,
although he avoided facing the real economic and social problems
of the period by resorting to debating points and using veiled
threats himself. He showed clearly how remote his clazss had
become frog the realities of working class life.

Disraeli also spoke in the debate and appeared more fawourable
to Chartism than Russell. He argued that the underlying cause of
the movement was the fear of an invasion of peovle's civil rights
which "partook in sbme degree of an economical and in some degree
certainly of a political character" (p.247). Disraeli's main

point was that the new "false philosophy" of laissez-faire had

damaged the ancient principles of the olg constitution which
preserved the civil rights of the majority by ?aternalism. He
therefore credited the ordinary Chartist with more political
motivation than Russell. Like some later historians,4 Disraeli
associated agitation against the New Poor Law with Chartism, although
his attitude was hardly embryonic "Tory Democracy" as more Tories

than Vhigs voted in favour of the 1834 Act in order to save on rate

4D, Thompson, p.ll; Hovell, Ch.V,
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costs.5 Rather, Disraeli represented a small group of romantic,
aristocratic young Tories who despised the new capitalists and
their philosophy.

The Radicals displayed an ambivalent attitude towards the
petition. Joseph Hume, for example, agreed with Russell that
Chartism had grown out of events over which the government had
little control, but added that deep and general discontent had been
generated "by the disapvointed expectations of those who had
cordially joined with the Government in carrying the Reform Bill".6
Hume stressed the political aspects of Chartism as he was basically
in sympathy with the Whig's acceptance of the new political
economy. Like other Philosophical Radicals of the 1830's, Hume
wanted to foree the Whigs into their true home with the Tories and
reform politics into a clash of the "aristocratic™" party!versus that
of the "People". Drawing on their mentors Bentham and Jémes Mili,
the Radicals argued that they did not believe in Cobbett's theories
of "natural rights" and the basic goodness of mans the best
government would be elected by universal suffrage as this would
legislate in the interests of all.7 Hume, however, thought the
Chartists should "better lay aside the phrase 'Universal Suffrage',
and use the phrase 'Extension of Suffrage' in its stead" (p.255).

Zven Household Suffrage, in Hume's view, would be a useful step

°R. ¥. Webb, liodern Hpsland (London, 1969), p.243.

6Hansard, third series, XLVIII (July 12, 1839), 252,

7J. Hamburger, Intellectuals in Politics: J. S. Mill and the

Philosophicel Radicals (Boston, 1965) passim,
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forward and stop much of the prevailing discontent. Hume showed his
basic conservatism when he argued that the Chartists "wished not to
affect the interests of the aristocracy, or the stability of the
Throne, but they wished‘to keep the aristocracy in their proper
sphere, and to give the Commons of England their due weight and
influence" (p.258).

Other Radicals, such as Wakley, also emphasised the economic
basis of Chartism. He pointed out the very low wages of agri-
cultural labourers and the indifference and complacency of the
ruling class to their sufferings, Hakléy vointed to the danger of
violence although he claimed "he was not one of those who would .
lead the people to endeavour to obtain a remedy 5y the shedding of
blood", but thought that "as at present constituted ... (the people)
eos Mmight as well address the rock of Gibraltar as the House of
Commons" (pp.270-271).,

Attwood concluded by underlining the economic inequalities of

a society in which out of a savingé deposit of 22 millious, "only
two millions consisted of deposits of sums under 201" (p.274).
Those in favour of the Charter had also stressed the historical
continuity of the Petition and General Johnson had revived Hajor
Cartwright's idea of granting univefsal suffrage to adult males
which would also solve the problems of taxatior and the National
Debt. On dividing, the petition was rejected hy 235 %o 46.8

The Chartist vpetition was again ovresented to the Commons by

Thomas Duncombe on May 2, 1842, Duncombe was member for Finsbury

8Hansard, XLIX, 26035 Gammage gave figures of 237 to 48 (pe143).
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with Yakleys like the latter he was one of the Chartists' greatest
friends in the House. As an ex—guard's officer, dandy and son of

an aristocratic family, he was no Philosorhic Radical; indeed more
of a tory radical in the Disraelian mould.9 The number of
signatures had increased to over three million and the petition
included significantly more suggestions for social and economic
reforms. The attack on the New Poor Law was one of the major
points of difference between Duncombe, Wakley and the Philosophic
Radicals such as Hume, Bentham and I7ill. Existing monopolies of
the suffrage, paper money, machinery or capital, land, public
rress, religious privileges and many others were to be ended

when the people possessed political power.lo Both the
"unconstitutional police force" and the standing army were bitterly
attacked: evidence of the Chartist fear of an unprovoked attack
by the govermment providing the largest source of Chartist
violence.;l

Duncombe repeated Disraeli's arguments of 1839,Vin which

both the new rhilosophy of laissez faire and industrisal capitalism

were vieved as an attack on the ancient rights of the people, and
he obviously nreferred tory paternalism as expressed by the tory
Yorkshire Association of the 1780's of which Duncombe's family

-had been strong members.

g
“T. 3. Duncombe, The Life and Letters of Thomas Slingeby
Duncombe (2 vols.: 1865),

lOHansard, 3rd series, LXIII (May 3, 1842), p.13-32,

llD. Thompson, p.23.
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The reactions of government ministers and members such as
Ilacaulay were fairly predictable. Sir James Craham said that he
did not wish to ridicule the petition, bﬁt he did not see how its
political demands would help to relieve great distress and he
was satisfied "that the subversion of all our great institutions
nust inevitably result from granting of the prayer of the petition
and would lead to more suffering” (p.42). Sir John Easthorpe
clearly shoved the economic basis of the ruling class argument,

He believed that M"universal suffrage would be fatal to all pUTr—
poses for which goverrment exists; and for which aristocrats and
all other things exist, and that it is utterly incompatible with
the very existence of civilisation. I conceive that civilisation
rests on the security of property" (pp.46-47).

Fasthorpe had repeated most of Hacaulay's points of the day
before. Although the latter had agreed with the ballot, shorter
varliaments, and ending Members' property qualifications but
worried over a threat of "a general confiscation of land, of the
funds, of railways and machinery" which could only come from
"uneducated" men., There could have been no clearer statement of
the economic basis of the Chartist threat.12

J. A. Roebuck, speaking for the Radical supporters of
Chartism, emvhasised the peaceful nature of the pgtition urging
the vpeople not to be judged "by the words of the foolish, malignant,

covardly demogogue who had written that petition”.l3 Unlike

leansard, 3rd series, LXII (May 2, 1842), pp.1383-4.

Lgansard, 12111, p.54.
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Buropeans, the English had shown that "the distinguishing feature
in their character was obedience to the law"-(p.55). He believed
that "the best government that could be got was that which Tro-
ceeded from the whole', and stressed the economic aspect of
Chartism as he wanted "every man ... would have the proceeds of
his own labour, with only so much taken from it as would form his
Tair share of contribution to the state® (p.57). Owen's influence
would appear to have spread far beyond working class circles.

Hume rTepeated his argument of 1839 that "the surest way to
prevent revolution was to listen to and redress the well=-grounded
comptaints of people” (p.64). He would give the vote to males of
twenty—one "not tainted with crime" and he had more faith in the |
Wdrking class than the richer classes.,

Russell repeated most of his arguments of 1839 as well,
including the danger of "throwing the ancient and venerable
institutions of the country into question" and the transfer of
capital (p.71). He did not agree with lMacaulay that universal
suffrage Would.necessarily lead to plunder, but believed that
education had not spread enough to stop "popular ferment'.

‘ Démocracy was suitable for America but was too great a shock for
the '"complicated and intricate constitution of Britain (p.76).

Peel agreed with Russell that the petition would lead to
"anarchy and confusion" and "spoilation of vroperty must necessarily
arise". He further believed that "universal suffrage will be

incompatible with maintenance of the mixed monarchy under which

we live", The petition would not lessen suffering but merely risk
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destroying the constitution (p.81).

Duncombe concluded that the petition had been degraded by the
House by gross misrepresentations of the sweeping confiscations of
property which would result from the petition. He believed that
the granting of political rights to the working class would, on the
contrary, strengthen the constitution (p.88). Not surprisingly,
the petition was lost by 49 votes to 287.

These debates blearly showed both the ambiguity of the position
of the Radical allies of Chartism and the economic basis of the
ruling class argument. Thomas Carlyle's essay Chartism, published
in 1839), showed a similar preoccupation with economic issues and

an ambiguous attitude towards Chartism. The essay attacked the

whole spirit of laissez faire in a similar but much more violent
form than did Disraeli, and Radicals such as Duncombe. Carlyle
also took Chartism as a symptom of a very serious crisis in
society. To Carlyle Chartism meant "the bitter discontent grown
fierce and mad, the wrong condition therefore or the wrong disposition,
of the Working Classes of England ... the matter of Chartism is
weighty, deep-rooted, far-reachings; did not begin yesterday; will
by no means end this day or to#morrow".14

Fe then posed the famous "Condition-of-Tngland-Question':
"Is the condition of the English working people wrongs so wrong that
rational working men cannot, will not, and even should not rest quiet

under it ?" (p.147). He attacked Parliament for ignoring the

14T. Carlyle, Essays: Bnglish and other Critical Lssays,
vol. II, (1915 edn.) vp.l165-166,
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problem and concentrating on trivia such as the Queen's Bedchamber
and "all manner of questions and subjects except the alpha and
omega of all !" (p.168), and a chapter was devoted to calling for
the Legislature to obtain firm economic evidence in answer to the
fundamental question: "Can the labouring man in this Zngland of
ours, who is willing to labour, find work, and subsistence by his
work" (p.174).

Carlyle went on to specifically attack laissez faire and its

epitome - the New Poor Law, based on dogma rather than statistics.,
He pronouhced the new philosophy as "at all fit times to be false,
heretical and damnable, if ever aught was " (p.176). Such a
philosophy, in Carlyle's view, would lead to %he English working
class becoming like the Irish - degraded and destitute.

Like Disraeli, Carlyle called for more government as "the
Horking Classes cannot any longér go on without government; without
being actually guided and governed" (p.147). Again like Disraeli,
Carlyle called for the aristocracy to regain their power and will
to govern and lead the working classes. Carlyle, however, stressed
even more emphatically than did the Tory radicals,‘the importance
of the "right of the ignorant man to be guided by the wiser, to
be, gently or fbrcibly, held in the true course by him" (p.199).

Chartists had also called for more government action to control
the economy and O'Connor and O'Brien, rather more than the Lovett
School, had realised the inadequacy of political democracy without
the economic controls outlined in the 1842 retition. Carlyle also

argued that: '"Democracy is, by the nature of it, a self-cancelling
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business; and gives in the long-run a net result of zero" (p.199).
The economic link was clearly perceived by Carlyle as he argued
democracy to be "the consummation of No-government and Laissez-
faire" (p.200):

Popular é&ducation and emigration were Carlyle's solutions for
the working class. The former was to "impart the gift of thinking
to those who cannot think, ... this, one would imagine, was the
first function a govermment had to set about discharging" (p.228),
Imigration was seen by Carlylewés'mbié practical than birth
control. 'The latter, in fact, would lead to an increased rroportion
of Irish people in the country (p.236). Emigration to the nine-—
tenths of the earth "yet vacant or tenanted by nomades" (p.237),
would be preferable to Benthamite - Malthusian methods of limiting
population by slow starvation.

The periodical press of the Chertist period gave a valuable

insight into ruling class opinion on Chartism. Blackwood's

Edinburgh Magazine was published monthly and gave a high Tory

viewpoint. TIn September 1839 it gave the initial and expected
reaction to Chartism. Universal suffrage, brought about "by

terror; intimidation and violence", would inevitably lead on to

"a universal liberation from taxation and division of property".

The movement was composed of "the most ignorant, and most desperate

of the kingdom", but such a minority was usually at the root of most
revolutions. The main blame was squarely placed on the 1832 agitation

"vhich for party and selfish purposes was so strongly promoted by
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the T;Ihigs".l5 The New Poor Law was condemned, however, and "the
sway of the middle classes" was seen as having proved more
oppressive than even that of the old boroughmongers. No direct

criticism of laissez~faire was made, however, although the economic

basis of the moyement was clearly appreciated: +the Chartists
"would pillage all the rroperty of the kingdom, and divide the
whole possessions of the wealthy classes among themselves" (p.294).
The main cause of the economic difficulties of the masses was
ascribed to drink as "the magnitude of the sums which a large
proportion of these workmen spend upon drink would exceed belief"
(2.297). |

Blackwood's Magazine also argued, in 1842, that the Anti-

Corn Law League conspired to use Chertism to force Peel's govern-

ment to agree to their policies., The Leaguers were supposed to have
shown the Chartists "the breach through which they might storm the
citadel, whilst they retired %o wait the resultl" It was added,
however, that: '"we are no defenders of Chartism or Chartist doings".16

The High Tories also had their spokesmen in the provincial

vress. Felix Farlev's Bristol Journal, for example, stressed the

common Victorian idea that the "maive working class were being
rrostituted by clever men" and the nine-tenths of loyal working men
should "show English manliness" ang speak out against the one-tenth

being misled,l7 The Journal concentrated on the "obvious link"

15Blackwood's Magazine, Vol, XL¥I, Sept., 1839, p.289,

léBlackWood's Fagagine, Vol. XLIX, Nov,, 1842, p.643.

17

Feliz Tarley's Bristol Journal, Feb. 17, 1840,
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between Owenite socialism, and its resultant confiscation of property,
and Chartism: both shared "those dens of infamy, the Socialists’
Halls of Science" (Jan. 9, 1842). The same building witnessed
a meeting of 600 to 700 Chartists on April 6, 1848. At least 400
of these consisted of "the great unwashed", according to the
Journal, and 200 were women and children,

The Journal's Radical rival - the Bristol Mercury - was more

favourable towards Chartism. Like the Tories, however, the
ecpnomic basis of its argument was very clear. The paper argued
that "theqlarge accumulation of wealth is not obtained at the
expense of any class, nor by any process of privation". In fact
greater economic progress would necessarily mean moreleconomio
inequality, although total working class wealth would.increase.
The events of April 10 were condemned as they divided the working
class from middle class reformers and brought a danger of a

republic. The Chartists had to orove that they were worthy of the

vote and not attack the middle class as "ignorant, selfish and
unenlightened" as they had done at the Brandon Hill meeting of
April 4.19

Between 1839 and 1842 relations between middle class radicals
in the House and the Chartist leadership had become strained. The
Philosophic Radigal group had broken up and ex-members, such as

Hume, were beginning to share John Stuart Fill's doubts about the

18Bristol Iercury, April 1, 18

Y 1vid., April 15, 1848.
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immediate concession of universal suffrage. They had always had an
ambiguous attitude towards Chartism as it had seemed to be a class
movement which would divide the "People"; in addition there was the
normal middle class dread of violence. By 1841, for example,
1ill had turned from politics to scholarship because of a feeling
of futility, ard hoped to bring about social regeneration with the
aid of publicity.2o

The industrial novels well illustrate the ambiguity of all
middle class attitudes towards Chartism. Disraeli's Sybil, or

The Two Nations published in 1845, amplified many of the points

he had made in the House. The main purpose of the book was to

attack the Whigs. Laissez-faire was not attacked as strongly nor

as specifically as Carlyle had done. Nevertheless, the unified
countryside, led by an enlightened aristocracy, was contrasted
with the greed and selfishness of the industrial cities. The $rade
unions, led by the Chartists themselves, were, however, condemned
as violent and oppressive. When Dandy Mick was initiated into a
trade union, for example, he had %o promise to "the assassination
of oppressive and tyrannical masters, or the demolition of all
mills, works and shops that shall be deemed by us incorrigible",21
if required. BEventually 'the enli-htened aristocrat" Egremont

is symbolically united with Sybil, "the daughter of the People",
although as Sybil was really a disvossessed aristocrat the

marriage marked the uniting of agricultural and industrial properties

rather than the rich and the poor.

20

G. Himmelfarb, Victorian Minds (New York, 1962), pp.120-130. .

2l5ybil, 1933 edn., .255.
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Irs, Gaskell's Mary Barton, published in 1848, again clearly

demonstrated that the middle class realised that Chartism had an
articulate case which had to be answered. After a moving des-
cription of conditions in the industrial towns, which was more
realistic and imaginative than that of Disraeli, she made John
Barton into a murderer. This obviously yet again emphasised the
bourgeois dread of violence, although such violence was suryrisingly
scarce in Chartism. The characteristic solutions to the Chartist
aquestion were either magic - as in the case of Sybil's inheritance
- or emigration. Mrs. Gaskell chose the latter for Mary Barton.
She differed from Carlyle, however, in her hope - expressed in the
elder Carson - that capitalists and labour would reach mutual
understanding.

Charles Kingsley's Alton Locke, Tailor and Poet, was published

in 1850. The confusion evident in the novel was a clear indication
of Kingsley's ambivalent attitude towards Chartism and the

working class., In his preface‘to the undergraduates of Cambridge,
written in 1862, he praised the young aristocracy for their in-
creasing interest in the welfare of the working man. The upper
classes were urged to strengﬁhen their political power by
labouring“"éfter that social power, which comes only by virtue

and usefulness. Let them make themselves, as the present Sovereign
has made herself, morally necessary to the people”.22 Kingsley's
aim was to avoid the American "tyranny of numbers",

¥ingsley sympathetically described the sweated labour conditions

22 \ton Locke (Dent: London, 1910), p.13,
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of the clothing trade and the living conditions of its workers
amongst '"narrow, brawling torrents of filth, and poverty, and sin"
(p.95). Alton Locke had the chance to "rise in life" because of
his poetic talent and join the middle class. This he refused to
do, but agreed to purge his poems of extreme radical septiments,
bitterly regretted this advice given by the Dean, and then
accepted the latter's comforting near the end. Further ambivalence

was shown towards Malthusian solutions to poverty. Crossthwaite,

the Chartist, urged Alton not to have children as they would

"swell thé numbers of those who are trampling each other dowvmn in

the struggle for daily bread". He added, however, that he believed

there to be "room on English soil for twice the number there is

now'"; and added that "when we get the Charter we'll prove it" (p.118).
Kingsley stressed throughout that»the Charter alone was .

insufficient -~ emphasizing, in Alton's words, that "it was within,

rather than without, that I needed reform” (p.l116)., His book,

however, provided no specific programme of action for the Christian
Socialists to follow; and, like Mary Barton, ended in escape, or
emigration to America. Like Carlyle, Kingsley's ultimate faith
was in the rule of the enlightened aristocracy personified in
the paternalistic Lady Lynedale, rather in the "effiminate
shopkeepers" who called "'God save the Queen!™but meant "Cod save
our shops !'" (p,}ll) and Benthamites who called for "'freedom of
industry'" which meant "'the despotism of capital'® (p.116).

The resmorse in the House of Commons to the events of April
10, 1848 showed the increasing caution of the bourgeois supporters

of Chartism. Only thirteen members voted for the petition,
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including only Hume, Col. Thompson, Welmsley, W. S. Crawford and
Ve J. Fox from the former radical support. These were joined by
O'Connell and a few unattached radicals., O'Connor presented the
petition; in itself a significant departure from previous reliance
on middle class radicals.

The debate on the intended Chartist demonstration on April
T, demonstrated the continuous theme of middle class fear of
violence. Bright expressed fear of "collision and disturbance!,
Sir George (rey declared all meetings illegal if held in "circumé
stances calculated to impart ... terror and alarm into the minds

23 Sir Robert Peel

of Her Majesty's loyal and peaceable subjects."
expressed similar sentiments, vointing out that "considering the
excited state of the public mind at home ... the (demonstraﬁion) ceo
may Pe accidentally excited to disturbances of which it is
impoésible to foresee the consequences" (p.19).

Bright clearly showed his increasingly cautious attitude
towards the Chartists during the debate on the Crown and Covernment
Security Bill on April 10, 1848, He had seen a feeling in the
country which would "at no distant day, array the great mass of
the population who did not possess wealth against that portion by
vhom it was possessed". Nevertheless, Bright believed that this
was not a widespread belief and that a more equal political
representation would lead to a more equal distribution of wealth.

He also observed that the great fact "which the House must soon

boldly look in the face" was "that out of seven grovn men in the

23Ha,nsard, third series, XCVIII (1848), p.6.
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United Xingdom, only one man was directly represented in the

24

Commons House of Parliament!, Bright therefore objected to the
Bill as it meant either the govermment or the people were getting
worse,

Bright expressed optimism not yet typical of his class that
the ever-increasing expansion of the economy would bring benefits
both to capitalists and the working class, and defeat Chartist
extremists. During the 1850's, however, Bright showed that, like
the Radical supporters of Chartism in the Hbuse, he was becoming
increasingly cautious about democracy, and advocated the "ancient
and noble" English constitution based upon a balance of classes.
He admitted that he did pot "pretend .L. to be a democrat" and was
in favour of '"such freedom as will give security to people, but
not "that freedom that will destroy it".25

Bright was unusual améngst politicians in expressing confidence
that 2ll would be well. Russell, for example, repeated his arguments
of 1839 and 1842 that universal suffragé would upset the delicate
balznce of the constitution, endangering the rights of "freeborn
Englishmen". Of more importance %o Russell, however, was the
economic threat of Chartism. He attacked O'Connor's defence of the
"labour theory of value" as "more subversive of industry than any

of those monopolies or privileges the destruction of which has so

recently been effected, or any scheme of political revresentation

241vid., April 10, 1848, p.117.

254, Briggs, Victorian People (Pelican edn.: 1965), 1,209,
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which might be said to be defective or unsound".
Russell's memoirs>! written long after 1848, expressed more

confidence than his speeches in the House. Bright's belief, that

the majority of the working class could be brought within the

capitalist system and English constitution without revolution and
destruction of property, had been proved correct. Rather
cryptically Russell admitted that he had received two anonymous
letters on April 9 "which convinced me that the leaders of the
movement ;., had renounced any intentions of using political
force", ‘Putting the events in their Buropean context, he smugly
pointed out that the people of England "did not wish to be
instructed by their neighbours 'in the principle of freedom, and
did not envy them either the liberty they had enjoyed under
Robespierre or the order which had been established among them
by Napoleon the Great'.

Vore than any other contemporary source, The Times gave the
strongest possible stress to the Chartist "fizsco" of 1848,
reiterated by Victorian and most twentieth century historians.
The paper followed an independent line under two great editors,
Thomas Barnes and J. T, Delane, but gradually moved towards a
position as spokesman for the emerging bourgeois capitalist class

during the Chartist period,

'26Hansard, third series, CVI (1849), 1294-1305,

2Toora 7. Russell, Recollections and Sugzestions (Boston, 1875),
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Unlike the article of April 11, so often quoted, that of April
10 showed The Times was, in reality, not confident that revolution
was impossible. A danger existed "in the coincidence and com-
binations and in the chance which may develop and aggravate the
whole". Danger of revolution would occur if the "mob be excited
by some sudden sight of blood, or the unadvised rashness of some
soldier". Or again, "let a few mischievous foreigners show the
vay, and the Irish confederates follow the lead ... and no human
being can answer for the extent or duration of +he mischief once
begun". The paper concluded that "the Chartists, in fact, are 5ut
tools in the hands of a gang of desperados", linked of course to
the Irish who wished "to make as great a hell of this island as
they have made of their own'",

In contrast, the account in the Annual Register of the events

of April 10 was full of praise for the people of England who had
exhibited a great example to the Continent of how "the benefits
derived from well-tried institutions Proves a sure bulwark in

the hour of trial against the machinations of conspirators and
anarchists". The "tumultuous assemblies" which followed the
procession consisted of "the refuse of the crowded city, thieves,
pickpocksts, and other disorderly characters".28 The main argumeht
was that the false signatures on the petition proved that most
workers accepted the status quo, although it was more likely that
they were deroralised and tired of retitioning, as Thomas Frost

had pointed out (p.135).

28Annual Register, XC, (1848), vp.124-130.
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In the final decades of the nineteenth century, the granting of
a wider suffrage and the growth of unskilled unionism, made Chartism
appear more relevant to historians who had ignored it for so long
in a "conspiracy of silence”,
Spencer Walpole devoted fifteen pages to Chartism in his six

volume History of England. Besides standard sources such as the

Annual Register, he also made use of T. Frost's Recollections and

G. J. Holyoake's Life of J. R. Stephens. Walpole, very unusually,

sympathised with Owenism - hence the use of Frost's book.

Yalwole viewed the cause of Chartism (p.379) as "the misery

of the people", just as Haldvy was later to call it "the blind
revolt of hunger".29 He repeated standard accounts of 1839 and-
1842 =and although T. Frost had appreciated 0'Connor's contribution,
WHalpole largely ignored the latter, stating kp.384) that he
supplied the oratorial power while Lovett "supplied it with brains".
The uneducated masses were led astray by designing demagogues,

in Walpole's view, and 0'Connor "had many of the showing qualities
calculated to captivate mobs. Tall, broad, of high lineage, and
with a rude eloquence he impressed the uneducated audience"
(pD.194-195).

Such historians as Walpole made sincere attempts at
impartiality but Von Ranke's methods of critical scholarship were
usually beyond their graso, Instead, they tended to follow Lord
Acton's esdvice and assume that they "must judge, and judge

fiercely"”. PFurther, most agreed that the Thig concept of liberty

°7B. Helévy, Short History of the Tnslish Poople (1830-41),
)9 D.330.
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was of greatest importance, for "progress in the direction organised
and assured freedom, is the characteristic fact of Nodern History,
and its tribute to the theory of Providence".BO The late Victorian
historians were usually influenced to a considerable extent by

J. R. Green's Short History of the English People and gave a sSyn-—

thesis of national development divided into changes in the mood of
society; an obviously subjective and arbitrary divisiom still
followed by that doyen of Whig historians, G. M, Trevelyan, in his

History of England published in 1926,

Popular historians such as Justin HcCarthy kept to Macaulay's
methods and selected "those facts and elements in the people's life
which bear on the actual progress of events".31 Samuél Gardinerfs
painstaking attemvts at impartiality, careful selection and use of
vrimary material never reached a wide public and, like Stubbs, his
influence was confined to the universities.,

MeCarthy was a journalist and wrote for the Liberal Daily News.
He was also Irish and a Home Ruler but shared none of Devyr's deep
resentment against Bnglish bourgeois capitalism. Instead, he
repeatedly stressed the stability of English bourgeois society -
the defeat of 1848 clearly illustrated England's superiority.
Incredible smugness radiated from the book, especially when the
Chartist creed was dismissed by McCarthy, boasting that '"we have

ceo Outlived the days of political abstraction ... we smile at such

30Quoted in J. R. Hale (ed.), The Bvolution of British

Historiography (Wew York, 1964) p.68.,

Nlnia., p.69.
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odhrases as "the rights of man", "the rights of labour™, "the people™
c.. these have all been deemed unnecessary in these days of free

32

trade", There were no "faces in the crowd" to McCarthy as

"the disciples of mere discontent «+o SwWerved attentively to the
side of leaders or sections who talked loudest and fiercest against
the law-makers and concentrated authorities” (p.102). The

Chartist threats of force were stressed as an "absurd anachronism"
and the notion that "the wage rewarded classes, and they alone"
were " 'the people of England' "(p.372), clearly showed the

danger of Acton's call for value Jjudgments,

J. Holland Rose's, The Rise-of Democracy (London, 1818), very

unusually purported to concentrate on sdcial history. The bourgeois
bias of the author was clear, however, as Rose favoured Lovett and
"moral force" Chartism and value Judgments abounded. In 1848,
for example, "the general disgrace felt by Chartists, except by
such stalwarts as Trnest Jones and Harney, and the collapse of
O'Connor's socialist programme, left the ground clear for a faxr
héalthier influences; thet of Maurice, Kingsley and the school of
Christian Socialists ... these two earnest leaders, by voice and
ven, had striven to point the way to self help as a safe, if less
exciting road, than that of blustering demagogues" (p.44),

The Victorian response to Chartism was complex and many-
sided. It was realised that the Chartists had an articulate case
to answer but the Tesponse of both the aristocratic ruling class

and the middle class was very ambivalent. Even the Radical

*rioCarthy, Vol.1, 94.
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suppvorters of Chartism showed the general bourgeois fear of violence
and threats to property, of the masses easily swayed by demagogues.

The most significant point was that the economic basis of Chartism

was realised by most Victorian writers. Their solutions clearly
showed their confused and unsystematic response to Chartism and

the problems of industrialism in general. This confusion was, of
course, closely paralleled by the thinking of most Chartists. Only

Carlyle attacked laissez~faire systematically, although his

solutions of popular education allied with emigration and the
leadership of an enlightened aristocracy were commonly put forward.
By the final decades of the century, Bright's unbounded confidence
in economic progress, as the key which would bring prosperity for
both capitalist and worker, had become general and Chartism seemed

en anachronism and violence and revolution unthinkable in England.
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CHAPTER IV

The Historiography of Chartism 1900 - 1939

4t the beginning of the twentieth century the British
traditiop of social history was associated with the impressionistic,
if literary, methods of Macaulay., This was continued by the
latter's disciple G. M. Trevelyan.1 The work of both was
characterised by confidence\in their judgments of men and events
combined with the assumption that nineteenth century Eritain was,
in every Sense, an improvement on the past., Trevelyan, in
particular, humanised the sociological abstractions of the new
breed of German economic historians who so influenced Hovell,
Tavney and other historians of Chartism writing in this period.

In view of the hold of the "Whig tradition" on British
historiography it was inevitable that some of the earliest and
best studies of Chartism were by foreign historians such as
Edouard Dolléans in France, Max Beer in Germany, and the
American disciples of Charles A, Beard - Slosson, Rosenblatt
and H. U. Faulkner2 = all three of whom worked a2t Columbia
University.

Characteristic of Beard was his nixing of many Narxian theories

1G. I, Trevelyan, History of Zngland (London, 1926),

°T. Dolléans, Le Chartisme, 1830-48 (2 vols., Paris, 1912-13).

1%, Beer, History of Socialism in England (2 vols., London, 1920).
F. F. Rosenblatt "The Chartist llovement in its Social and
Zconomic Aspects'; P. W. Slosson "The Decline of the Chartist
Hovement"; H. U. Faulkner "Chartism and the Churches';

Columbia University Studies in History, etc. LXXIII. Nos.1-3,
(Yew York, 1916).
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of economic determinism and hatred of capitalism, with his

admiration of Ruskin's repudiation of laissez~faire on the grounds

of its waste of energies. In addition he was concerned with the
quality of human life as the test of the economic order. Over—
lying these influences was a hard positivist historiographical
conviction that history was a branch of science; the historian
being "a detached investigator, seeking the truth for fruth's
sake"., The duality between the aseptic ideal of scientifie
inquiry and the social emotionalism of Ruskin, was to te a con-
tinued source of difficulty both for Beard and his disciples at

3

Columbtia University. Chartism was studied by these diseciples
as it was seen as the first mass movement of an industrialised
working class, and was therefore important both for social and

economic historians.

In Britain, Mark Hovell's The Chartist Movement, published in

Manchester in 1918, was of paramount importance in Chartist
historiography. Not only was it the first full narrative of the
whole movement, but it was the first study of Chartism based on
extensive use of the\major primary sources in a scientifiec
manner. Hovell made very wide, if often uncritical, use of the
Place Collection of newspaper cuttings and manuscript material
relating to the London Working Men's Association and similar
bodies, and the Place Manuscripts lodged in the British Museum,

In addition to the Northern Star and other rro-Lovett Chartist

3R. Hofstadter, The Progressive Historians (Vew York, 1968),

PPr. 175-80
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Jjournals, Hovell made wide use of the Home Office Papers, although
only between 1839-40, as well as a wide range of secondary
sources and memoirs.

Like most Fabians, Hovell was an outsider to rank and file
workers: he had risen up the precarious educational ladder of
early Edwardian England from humble origins. He became a
lecturer in the Workers' Educational Association from 1910 on-
wards, TFrom 1912 to 1913 he studied under Professor Karl
Lamprecht in Germany and had absorbed the latter's admiration
for German historical thoroughness and interest in social and
economic history. Hovell, however, tempered this admiration with
hatred of CGerman materialism: the moralism of the Whig tradition
continued well into the twentieth centurj in British historiography.4

Hovell began his book by stating that Chartism "... was a
purely working class movement, originating exclusively and drawing
its whole following from the industrialised and unpropertied
working class which had but recently come into existence® (pel).

He added, however, that clearly "the more prosperous and intelligent
organized workers kept‘éloof from the movement" (9.273. o
supporting evidence was offered for this opinion, although it
probably originated from the unsubstantiated Webbian view that the
trade unions had very little to do with Chartism.5

One of the most long-lived generalisations put forward by

Hovell was his argument that the handloom-weavers and stockingers

“Hovell, op.cit., XXVI-XXII.

5Webb, S., and B.,, The History of Trade Unionism, 1666-1920
(1894), ».158.
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"... were the most ardent of Chartist recruits ... and furnished
many 'vhysical force' men" (p.21). His evidence came from Thomas
Cooper's autobiography which, in any case, only referred to the
Leicester area. Recent detailed regional research has revealed
a very much more complex situation: it was by no means the most
destitute who were violent, and certainly not all of O'Connor's
followers in the north were domestic outworkers.6

Although Hovell's was the most important work on Chartism
during the first half of the twentieth century and has greatly
influenced Chartist historiography to this day, he could never
resolve the duality between scientific empiricism and the Whig
tradition of historiography. Evidence of his Whiggish approach
incltuded his pétronising attitude towards Chartist "failures"
such as the Land Plan -~ O'Connor's attempt to revitalise the
movement after 1842 by settling Chartists on self-sufficient
smallholdings - and his great hostility to O'Connor in general,
The Land Plan in fact kept hove alive after the defeats of 1842
and illustrated the desire of many newly industrialised workers
to return to the freedom of self-employment and living close to
the land; Hovell dismissed the scheme as follows: "on the
incoherences of the system as 0'Connor expanded it, it is need-
less to dwell ... But there is no need to doubt the sincerity
of the strange mind which could convince itself eso 0f the
practicability of such a plan” (p.272). Comparative prosperity

after 1842 "cut away the very foundations of the Chartist movement!

6D. Thompson, Bulletin of the Society for the Study of Labour

History, XX (Spring, 1970), 10-12,
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in Hovell's view (p.274); thereby ensuring the doom of the Land
Scheme, oHovell had obviously been profoundly affected by the
economism of the neo-¥arxist historians of Germany and America,
but used no direct evidence to supvort his view.

Hovell condemned O'Connor's "blustery, egotistical,
blérneying" and saw him as an "intellectually and morally very
unreliable Irishman who probably had never done an honest day's
work in his life (p.6T7). A great contrast was drawn between the
"hero-worship, clap-trap speeches ... and even more reckless
oratory" which led to threats of physical force by O'Connor and
the honesty of Lovett described'(p.BZ) as "the noblest of them
all". Hovell simplified these differences in style and appeal
into "moral-force" and "physical force' Chartism: ‘a division
which supposedly destroyed the movement.

The role of O'Connor in unifying a diverse movement was
ignored by Hovell, as was the former's role of increasing the
political education of the masses through the columns of the

Northern Star. Above all O'Connor gave hope to the masses remote

from the relatively privileged world of the London artisans.,

This was clearly shown by Adam's description of O'Connor's

letter being read to the blind cobbler (pp.163-4) and Ben

Wilson's account of how the Star brought Chartists together "to

meet at friends' houses ... and talk over political matters" (v.10).
Throughout the book Hovell argued in terms of abstract

concepts without any real attempt to use historical imagination,

His reading of the Northern Star should have given him some idea
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of the impact of Chartism on the rank-and—file, Instead, he argued
that the masses were blindly led by O'Connor's demagoguery as
"the great Chartist following had ... no policy at all, It
folloved its leaders into whatsoever blind alleys they might go,

The vlain Chartist had nothing to contribute to Chartist doctrine™
(v.307). The historiographical tradition of the "ignorant mob"
led astray by a designing minority was perpetuated, although no
supporting evidence was offered.7

Tout's conclusion to Hovell's book reduced the final years of

Chartism to "ten more weary years'". FErnest Jones' People's Paper

¥was his "final journalistic venture' which "dragged on as long as
sympathisers were found to subscribe enough money to print it"
(ppe291-293). The strong links between Chartists and later labour
movements were virtually ignored and the surviving Chartists were
considered an anachronism. The movement was viewed by Tout solely
within the premises of bourgeois concepts of democracy, individual
advancement and the insﬁilling of the moral values of work dig-
cipline. The Chartists were brought "within the framework of the
congtitution" after 1848 and the main virtue of the movement was
considered to have been that it "taught elementary lessons of
self-discipline and self-government that made the slow development
of British democracy vossible without danger to the national
stability and well-being" (p.311),

Finally, Hovell's most serious mistake was his gross over-

7Compare G. Rudé, The Crowd in History (London, 1963),
0p.10-11, 198203
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simplification of Chartist ideology. It was seen solely in terms
of the ideology of the emerging Labour Partys; thus only the
strands of ideology which led in this direction were emphasised.,
The close links between many Chartists, such as Ben Hilson,

Thomas Frost and Robert Lowery, and liberalism were ignored.
Chartist violence was simplistically equated with the syndicalism
of 1912-14 and Chartist ideology divided between "a reactionary
and a progressive section" (p.306); the former being associated
with O'Connor. Detailed studies of O'Connor's writings have
shown the relative sophistication of his ideology: he made
clear, for example, that his aim in the Land Plan was to "weed
out the surplus labour of idle reserve upon which capitalists
fall back on as a means of reducing Wages",8 and not the des-~
truction of industry.

Hovell's basic historiographical approach was closely followed

by Julius West in his The History of the Chartist Movement,

published in 1920. His sources were very similar to those of
Hovell, and he was, if anything, more anxious to emphasise the
virtues of British moderate socialism which, he believed, originated
with Lovett's moral force brand of Chartism. Vest had fled from

bhis native Russia in "he wake of the Bolshevik rise 4o DpOWeTr.

He came to England in 1918 "full of stories of Bolshevik rascality’.
Yest emrhasised Chartist ideology more than Hovell, again because

of his background, and argue&'(p.S) that to the "working men who

listened to Lovett and O'Conror ideas mattered more than to any

8The Labourer (Vol.l), 1847, ».l.
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succeeding generation',

The Northern Star was widely used by West who rlayed down its

importance, however, as it "gave utmost publicity to O'Connor's
speeches and, in fact, to everything that was said on the
Radical side, provided, of course, that it emanated from quarters
aprroved by the dictatorial orator (pp.86—7). West offered no
supporting évidence and, in fact, Harney -~ editor of the Star
in 1846 -~ wrote to Engels that: "I must do 0.C. the Justice to
say that he never interferes with what T write in the paper nor
does he know what I write until he sees the paper”.9 Like
Hovell, West grossly underestimated the power and influence of
the Star in épreading political ideas and in unifying the
movement,

Hest added very little to Hovell's main conclusions and
repeatedly followed the Whig historians' dictum that "only those
facts and elements in the people's life which bear on the actual
progress of events can be admitted into an historical Work".lo
The Land Plan was condemned out of hand as reactionary, and the
Fational Association of United Trades for the Protection of Labour
which lasted for only three years but succeeded in bringing
Chartism and trade unions together was largely ignored, while
great emphasis was placed on the Rochdale Pioneers of 1844.

West devoted more space to the interrational aspects of

9

G. J. Harney to 7. Engels (1846), Harney Papers (Amsterdam,
1969), p.241,

197, R. Hale, The Tvolution of British Historiogravhy

(¥.¥., 1964), .69,
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Chartism than Hovell - concentrating on the Peovple's League ~

and also to events after 1848, His major source.was the socialist
programme of the Convention of Nay 1851. He realised the diversity

of Chartism in the 1850's, however, as he said that Jones'

People's Paper included "articles on the class struggle and sur-

rlus value (these) alternate with others on limiting the national
debt and emigration" (p.270).

Max Beer's History of British Socialism (London, 1920), was

written in the same Fabian historiographical tradition as the
studies of Hovell and Vest, although he made greater use of
German empiricism and placed less reliance on the Place Papers,
employing instead a wider range of the Chartist press as sources.
Nevertheless his conclusions were almost identical to Hovell's.
Beer attacked O'Connor for his "passionate outbursts of

temper" ... threats of consviracies and threats of thunderous
rhetoric, '"sometimes trenchant but always vulgar" (p.11).

Nevertheless some analysis of O'Connor's ideclogy was attempted
—- 1t was seen as "agrarian reform on soclalistic lines, the
sovereignty of the peopie, the law of nature, hatred of oligarchy
and the absolute necessity for Universal Suffrage" (p.11). But
O'Connor's views on the vital question of industrialism were
omitted, showing Beer's analysis to be rather shallow and not
based on a wide study of 0'Connor's writings,

Beer failed to supvort his contention that "O'Brien remained

a socialist to the very last" with references to O'Brien's vritingss
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similarly no analysis of Harney's vritings was made, although he
vas regarded as a key figure in "the continuity of links hetween
British Chartists and Turopean revolutionaries™ due %o his close
contact with both Marx and Ingels (p.23).

The Fabian historiographical interpretation of Chartism
pioneered by Hovell continued to dominate studies of Chartism
published in Britain until 1939, This was especially true of
R. H. Tawmey's introduction to a reprint of Lovett's auto-
biography written in 19203 Barbara Hammond's short Fabian Tract
on Lovett, published in 19223 and, finally, H. T. N. Gaitskell's
Workers' Educational Association booklet on Chartism, published in
1929. The first two authors showed their bias by their choice of.
subject, while Gaitskell had been a pupil of G. D. H. Cole at
-Oxford, although he rejected the latter's Guild Socialism — based
on Edwardian romanticism and an odd respect for tory traditionalism
-~ in favour of orthodox Fabianism.ll

Tawney was deeply influenced by the Webbian brand of Fabianism
based on the assembly of vast quantities of data about social
conditions., History was used as a method of supporting social
reform - as in the case of the Webbs' study of trade unions and the
Hamronds' portraits of the town and village labourers - and this
led to unconscious manipulation of historical date to support
their case for reform. Tawney used a rhetorical style and

although "he was heavily indebted to German scholarship ..., his

s, Saville and A. Briggs (eds.), Bssays in Labour History

(London, 1960), p.13.
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writings convey, even more than Trevelyan's, a guintessential
Englishness".12

Tawmey argued that "the achievement of Lovett and of (his)
organization was to create an I.L.P. which aimed ... first at
nolitical democrac*".13 In fact Lovett differed from the
I.L.P. in being deeply suspicious of state interference, pre-
ferring, "with the poorest labourer", the individualism that
gave him some freedom of choice” (p.37). Tawney followed the
Tebbian thesis that as "the worst period of economic misery was
over by 1850", Chartists "inevitably" turned o tradé unions as
an alternative (p.XXVII).,

Barbara Hammond condemned O'Connor as "unscrupulous', and

his Northern Star as a "melancholy tribute to the low intelligence

!0f its readers" (p.14). No clearer example could be found of the
scornful, distrusting and elitest attitude of the Fabians towards
the masses. Similarly, Gaitskell condemned "the blind alleys,

14

the lost causes", and the losers themselves, who prevented
Chartism from evolving into a social democratic party.  He aimed
to give students in the Workers"Educational Association an
historical background to the Labour Partys therefore he virtually
ignored "lost causes" such as the Tand Plan, the handloom weavers

and the pre-industrial roots of Chartism. To CGaitskell the break

betveen the working and middle classes occurred in 18323 the

12J. R. Hale, v.76,

13Wm, Lovett, Life and Strugeles of W. Lovett, (1920 edn, ),

DeIXe

14

E. P. Thompson, p.l3.
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"ignorant masses" largely suvpvorted the upper class against the
French Revolution (p.2),

Contempt was expressed towards O'Connor and his "ighorant"
supporters. The Newport Rising of 1839 was dismissed as a pro-—
duct of the "fierce, excitable and almost barbarous temperament
of the Welsh miners", A similar attitude was taken towards the
outbreaks in 1842: +the Webbian myth of complete separation
between trade unions and Chartism was repeated as "trade societies
as such certainly did not declare for Chartism" (p.85). This,
like the whole book, was not supported by detailed footnotes.

The historians of Chartism working at Columbié University in
1916 showed a similar dichotomy of historiographical apyroach
to the British Fabiags. They were, however, rather more influenced
by the new social science of economics and less by Whig historio-
grayhy. To Rosenblatt, for example, Chartism was "the first
compact form of the class struggle” and as "the bread and fork
question" was "the very geed of historical causation", he devoted
the first part of his work to an examination of the economic
conditions of the masses. Te therefore wrote within the frame-
work of Marxist economic determinism,

Rosenblatt argued that the roots of Chartism lay firmly in
the oprosition to the New Poor Law of 1834, He sought to prove
- this with economic statistics taken from the 26th and 27th Revorts

of the Select Comnmittee on the Poor Law Act, 1838; +the des~

crintions of disitress from Hansards; and the tables of population

and death from the Official Rerort census no.460, Vol,25,
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Unlike Hovell, Rosenblatt stressed the importance of early
trade unions and Owenism in providing the roots of Chartism. He
argued that as the workers had lost the industrial battle with
the collapse of the Grand National Consolidated Trade Union, they
turned to trying to capture the government in order to use it
against the capitalists, His source was O'Brien's National
Reformer and reiterated the latter's belief that "from the ruins
of trade unionism arose a magnificent tower which, for over a
decade, allured the misery-striken lowly, and illuminated the
way for millions of devoted and heroic men and women" (pp.82-3),
His only evidence for the non-involvement of Chartism with trade
unions after 1834 was, yet again, the Webbian thesis used by
Hovell,

Rosenblatt further showed his greater detachment from +the
current British political scene by indicating an unuéual sympathy
towards O'Connor. While saying (p.108) that Lovett "lacked both
intellect and plausibility", he remarked that O'Connor "had a
deep passion for freedom" and often proved "his genuine devotion
%o the cause". Unfortunately Rosenblatt failed to exvand on
O'Connor's appeal to the mass of Chartists and his role in giving
unity to Chartism. O'Connor was also criticised as his Land Plan
was not socialist,

Slosson's continuation of Rosenblatt's study gave a valuable
new emnhasis on economic factors underlying the decline of
Chartism after 1842, Unfortunately, like the other historians of
the period, his sources wereAinadequate to support his generali-

sations, He, for examnle, saw 1832 ag marking the final division
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between middle and working class ideology, ignoring, like Hovell,
the complex interaction between the two.

Slosson relied very largely on indirect evidence such as the
reports of several Select Committees set up to inquire'into various
economic issues during the 1840's. These reports often only
covered one group at a certain time; thus many areas were not
covered at all and the structure of the industry being investigated
was rarely studied. In any case most of these investigations
focused on the physical and moral condition of women and children;s
the men having to be left to the mercijes of the free market.l5

Slosson's aim was to show how the three heights of Chartist
activity — in 1839, 1842 and 1848 - coincided with the periods of
greatest industrial depression and the highest rates of death and
emigration; thus he concluded that the major cause of Chartism
was economic, This analysis was excessively simplistic as it
failed to take into account "imponderable" elements in the
- workers' response to industrialisation, such as attitudes towards
7ork discipline, intensity of labour, 1oss of freedom and dignity
of labour,

Unfortunately, in spite of the useful nature of his study,
Slosson tended to repeat the generalisations and negative views
of the Fabians, using the same sources. For the events of 1848

Slosson used Gammage, the Annual Register and Thomas Frost. In

the latter case Slosson omitted the varts on violent outbreaks as

had Hovell and concluded that Chartism had been shown to have heen

15

L. P, Thompson and Eileen Yeo, The Unknown Mayhew
(London, 1971), p.5T.
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"in a weaker state than before'. The violence had been the actions
of "a small minority"-with "no such force of popular aprroval as
the Monmouth insurrection in 1839 or the political strike of 1842n
(9p.93-94).

Slosson was important as he was one of the first historians
to enter the "standard—of—living" controversy - unusually for a
neo-Marxist historian on the "optimistic side. He argued (p.129)
that "in most grades of factory labor and manufacture the general
tendency was toward improvement" = but his evidence was verhaps

to00 slight: the Parliamentary Paver 1887 (C.5172) (XXIX), 273,

which compared wages in 1839 and 1849 in the cotton factories of
Manchester, finding only the weavers o have been worse off., This
survey was, of ooﬁrse, too local and took no account of prices,

2s well as having been carried out long,after the period in
question. Nevertheless Slosson had made & significant initiative
in social and economic historiogravhy,

H. U. Faulkner's Chartism and the Churches - the third work

in the series by historians of Columbia University - was a new
devarture in Chartist historiography. Perhans influenced by
Yeber's religious sociology, linked with Harxist economism,
Faulkner attempted to study a particular aspect of Chartism in
order to go beyond the generalisations of previous historians,
Hovell, for example, had baldly stated (.203) that "Christian
Chartism did not have deep roots’,

In Faulkner's opinion the rank-and-file Chartists were, at

best, indifferent to religion. This was very difficult to rrove -



and has become one of the key historiographical rroblems of
Chartism - but Faulkner used the Chartist press such as Linton's

Znglish Reoublic (1851-55) and McDouall's Chartist and

Republican Journal even though such sources reflected the views

of their editors rather more than the ranks. Linton, for
example, was more interested in poetry and republicanism than
Chartism by the 185O's.16

Faulkner quoted the attitudes of Chartist leaders and tended
to ascribe them to the rank-and-file, but unlike +%he Victorian
historians who emphasiséd the work of only great men, he believed
that the masses could think for themselves and were not merely
led blindly. Unfortunately he was not able to use sufficienﬁ

sources nor carry out detailed local research to modify his

eneralisations. To support his view that there was an "inalien-
g DD

able connection between political radicalism andg infidelity or
indifference to religion (p.16), he pointed out that Holyoake
was an Owenite; Cooper had broken with the Methodists until the
1350's; Harney and Jones were socialistic secularists - Harney
in particular being described by Kingsley as vart of the smoke
of the pit.l7 Further indirect evidence was cited from the Rev.

Henry Solly's book James Woodford - Carpenter, pubiished in 1881,

This was a biased source, however, as Solly had been forced out

of the Unitarian Church because of his Chartist sympathies,

16}':{ovell, P.299,

17A. R. Schoyen, D.219,

€8,
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Faulkner's evidence did not suprort his argument, therefore, in the
case of the rank-ard-file,

Faulkner nioneered the study of subjects such as the Scottish
Christian Chartist, the Rev., Patrick Brewster, using the local
nress, sﬁch as the Chartist Circular published in Glasgow 1839—41,
and figures such as Vincent and Robert Lowery, who had played
important roles in Temperance Chartism. Alex Wilson's studylS
has shown Christian Chartism to have been more widely practiéed
than Faulkner suggested, and it has been argued that in Cornwalll9
Temperance Chartists often opposed "official" delegates and
were later absorbed into radical liberalism. Nevertheless
Faulkner identified aspects of Chartism previously totally
neglected.

Paulkner was more successful when explaining the attitudes of

the Churches towards Chartism; sources were plentiful and included

the Christian Observer and Christian Guardian. Nost were deenly

hostile, such as the Rev. Jerkins who likened Chartism to the
"revolt of the angels" (p.59). Similarly the Methodist Conference
MNinutes showed that the Weslyan Church '"hated democracy as much

28 1t hated sin" (p.347). 1In the case of the FPrimitive Methodists,
however, official sources were scarcer and Faulkner only

tentatively concluded that their attitude was more favourable —

lBA. Wilson, The Chartist Movement in Scotland (Manchester,
1970).
19J. G. Rule, Chartism in Cornwall, Bulletin of the Society

for the Study of Labour History. 1968, No.4,
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a conclusion confirmed by detailed research by Wearmouth.zo

The French historian Elie Halévy included a chapter on

Chartism in volume III of his History of the Znglish People in

the Nineteenth Century — The Triumph of Reform, 1830-1841,

published in 1923, translated in 1927. His sources were largely
those of Hovell to whom his debt was obvious. The terms moral
and physical forée were used to describe the two factions in the
movement (p.BOl), although unlike Hovell Halévy placed some
emphasis on violence in the North in 1839 (p.311). He repeated
Hovell's contention thet most Chartists were either miners or
silkweavers and very few were factory workers (p.321).

Halévy added very little to Fabian orthodoxy; in fact he
simnly reinforced it, The simplistic economism of the Columbian
"school" of historians was repeated: Chartism was seen (p.323)
as "the blind revolt of hunger'. Even more guestionable were
Halévy's unproven assertion that "the English are not a people of
reﬁolutionary temper, quick to take up with any theory which
provides a justification for their destructive passions. The
mass meetings which were attended by vast crowds were amazingly
peaceful™ (pp.323-24). His main Justification for this view was
the peaceful nature of 1848 in England compared to the Continent:
the Chartists were '"a minority ... demonstrating against the over—
vhelning majority of the nation (p.345).

The historians of the Interwar years shared many aspects of

QOR. Y. Wearmouth, Methodism and Working Class Movements

1800-50 (London, 1947).
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their historiograrhical avpproach to Chartism. Nuch valuable work
had been accomnlished: +the basic scurces of Chartism had been
used in a systematic manner and a clear picture of the movement
in general had emerged. The influence of developing social
sclences had been muted, however, and only economics was given
any prominence. Similarly the impact of Marxism had been slight,
particularly in Britain. Here the Left had become involved in
the political system, uﬁlike on the Continent, and basically
accepted the capitalist system. Tawney and Cole led the Left
among historians and not the Marxists Wwho were forced by the
prevalent factual and anti-intellectual aprroach of Namier,

J. B. Bury and H. Butterfield to provide a mountain of foot-
notes with each theoretical point.21 |

The studies by Rothstein and Croves were, therefore, the
only major Marxist works published in England during these years,
Bignificantly, Rothstein had been born at Kouno, Russia, and
had joined Hyndman's Social Democratic Federation after arriving
in Pritain in 1891, He had suprorted the Bolsheviks and returned
to Russia in 1920 and was not allowed to return to Britain. He
served the new régime in Russia; thus he doubtless began to
view British labour in Bolshevik terms,

Rothstein's From Chartism to Labourism (New York, 1929) was

frankly a study whose value lay "ot so much in facts quoted, as
in their analysis and interpretation" (p.66), An example of his

technique was his descriotion of the 1842 factory lock-outs

21G. Stedman Jones, "The Pathology of English History",

Tew Left Review No.46, Nov,-Deoc, 1967, pv.36-38,
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which he concluded were an Anti-Corn Law League plot. Such a
theory would fit the Narxist thesis of a growth in bourgeois
class-consciousness, which would be used to frighten the aristo~
cracy with workers' vpower into granting free trade, Quoting
from direct evidence, Donald Read has made use of (George
Vilson's papers to show that Bright and other Leaguers actively
encouraged such a consPiracy.22

Rothstein studied basic Chartist sources such as the

Northern Star and those exploited by Hovell and others as well

as less well-known sources such as the London Democrat - organ'
of Harney's London Democratic Association - and the Poor Man's
Guardian edited by Pronterre O'Brien. Unfortunately he took
insufficient care to conclusively prove hisg analyses. The
L.D.A., for example, was praised for anticivating Marx and as
"the only organization to connect the ultimate aim of the
economic emancipation of the working class with volitical class
action" (p.50), Unfortunately the strong Jacobin flavour of the
L.D.A. was not mentioned and no attempt was made to describe its
size, comvosition and influence,

Again, in his description of O'Brien as a great influence on

arx, Rofhstein'carefully selected extracts from the Poor Man's
Guardian such as the following: 1'as long as labour's existence
depends on the capital of others, so long must he (the worker )
continue a pauper and a slave ... there is but one remedy, It is

to upset the whole system".z3 It was also argued that the writings

229, Read, Cobden and Bright (London, 1967), pp.48 and 50,

23P.H.G., Ccted, 18343 quoted Rothstein, p.l116.
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of O'Brien "were read by the pfoletarian multitudes”, T
supporting evidence was given; indeed the statement appeared to
contradict Rothstein's earlier view that London was not a rro-
letarian centre like the industrial north (pp.49~50), O'Brien's
biographer has argued that O'Brien was very much vart of the
British tradition of pragmatic socialism. This would appear to
be true if O'Brien's full career is studied; his Nétional Reform
League in the 1850's advocated compensation for land nationalisation,
rather than confisca,tion.24

Rothstein minimized Chartist violence and argued that either
it was due to a conspiracy of the bourgeoisie, as in 1842, or
that the workers had been "bought off" by factory acts, Following
Marx, he argued that the working class ﬁas not sufficiently
developed to defeat the dominance of the bourgeoisie; thus
O'Connor's tactics were right in 1848 ang Rothstein repeated the
standard accounts of events. It is now clear, however, that the
ruling class had an underlying fear of Chartism in 1848 bvefore
Avril 10, and were determined to smash it,

Rothstein, like Fabian historians, used a simplistic correlation
between economic trends ang the success of Chartism, After 1848,
in his view, Chartism entered "the Babylonian captivity of working
class leaders",'by the bourgeoisie at the zenith of their economic
Dower (p.88)j He used the figures given in A, L. Bowley's "History

of Wages in the 19th Century" in the Journal of the Statistical

Society (March, 1901) as proof of a Tising living standard. These

24,. Plumner, Eronterre (London, 1971), p5.194-199,



showed a rising average wage after 1848, but Rothstein did not
guestion their method of compilation, nor the fact that a rising
average could conceal much poverty.,

Of sreat imvortance in Rothstein's study was the section
devoted to the international aspect of Chartism after 1850, This
consisted of sixty pages which, in contrast to West, ignored the
moderate "People's League" in favour of Harney's "Fraternal
Democrats'". Rothstein used carefully selected excerpts from the

Red Republican and the Democratic Review to prove Harney to be

a follower of Marx. Schoyen pointed out, however, that Harney

remained faithful to the Babeuvian Communism of his youth. The

Democratic Review being a "forum for socialist thought, rather
than a propagator of one particuler socialist view".25 Similarly

Rothstein discontinued quoting from Jones' People's Paper affer

1856 when the latter entered his final liberal phase.

Reg Groves' But We Shall Rise Arain (London, 1938), was the

other major Marxist interpretation of Chartism of this period,
Groves was a life-long member of the British Communist Party

and his aim was frankly to use Chartism as a means of exhorting
Workérs to renew their efforts and not reveat Chartist mistakes.
Yo footnotes were used but his sources were very similar to those

of Rothstein, with the addition of the Northern Liberator, a

ninor Newcastle paper published betvween 1837 and 1840, urholding
a strong vhysical force viewpoint.

Groves wanted to prove that Chartism "was the first mass

25Schoyen, op.144, 186,
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political movement of labour, engaged in a bitter and bloody fight
for class power" (p.2)., He was only able to use indirect evidence,
and this was selected with even more care than by either Roth-
stein or the TFabians. Only detailed regional analysis could prove,
for example, his claim (p.5) that "the handloom weavers were
doomed and were therefore a drag on the movement". Fore recently
it has been shown that the weavers were ardent Chartists and very
militant in Nanchester.26

Unlike Rothstein, Groves argued (2.10) that the masses were
ready to revolt bt were betrayed by their lezders. His language
was very flamboyant and designed to exhort the contemporary
working class into making a new effort. The new towns became
"erucibles of revolution" out of which "came white-hot the Weapon
of working class struggle ... a passionate readiness for revo-
lutionary struggle" (p.10),

Groves followed the Fabian and Whig historians by roundly
condemning any Chartist who did not act according to his expect-
ations. O'Brien, forx example, he criticised for Jibbing '"at
following the logical path of revolutiornary struggle inducedlby
Chartist demandg" (pp.25—26). He also blamed 0'Connor for
Chartist failure, although giving him credit for his command
over the masses,

In contrast to Rothstein, and indeed all previous historians,
Groves believed that revolution had been possible in 1848 if

Chertist leaders had not betrayed the masses. THis major source

261). Read, "Chartism in Nanchester" in Chartist Studies (1959),

0.48,
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vas Thomas PFrost:' he carefully selected those varts describing the
various risings after April 10, ignoring the ridicule of the
actual day. Frost, however, only believed violence was planned
in self-defencej; many plots being instigated by agent provocateurs
(p.149).

Groves ended by drawing a parallel between Ramsey MacDonald's
"betrayal" during "a period of capitalist decline" and that of
the Chartist leaders. He believed that revolution was possible
in 1938 and concluded that "we can never establish our debt to
the Chartists: we can repay it only by bringing their work to
fruition" (pp.255-6).

The interwar period had'witﬁeésed the domination of Fabian
historiography-amongst writers on Chartism, Very little progress
had been made beyond Hovell's work aﬁd the influence of the social
sciences and indeed Namier was very limited. Certainly, no real

attempt had been made to assess the influence of Chartism upon

the masses and rank-and-file reaction to the movement, beyond
the obvious examples of demonstrations at periods of crisis.
There was now an obvious need to study Chartism beyond the broad

generalizations of Hovell,



CHAPTER T

The Aze of Biogravhy: 1938 - 1958,

Fuch of Vietorian historiogravhy had concentrated on the
great men of the past rather than the masses. This method well
suited the dominant philosovhy of liberal individualism and pro-
vided a means by which historians could make use of sufficient
source material to exercise scientific scholarship. Concepts
later used by social and economic historians, such as culture,
class and mode of vroduction, were not empirically verifiable,

Eritish historians of this period were very little arffected
by Zuvropean progress in the social sciences, pioneered by Weber,
Freud and Sorel. By 1939 several general histories of Chartism
had appeared which, although laying a sound foundation of basic
scholarship, necessarily over-generalized and added little to
Hovell's work. Historians now had the choice of either concen-
trating on regional Chartism, perhaps using techniques borrowed
from infant social sciences, or studying individual Chartists
in.order to reach beyond vrevious over—simplifications,

The biogravhical form had the advantage of oroviding the
historian with at least some sources in the form of written

‘memoirs or letters, In the case of the majority of Chartists,
hovever, their biographies had to be carefully pieced together
from writing by and about the subjects in newspapers, entailing
much labour and involving the difficult question of represen-—

tative selection. A full study of all aspects of the subject's
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life, firmly placed within the historical context of the veriod and
the social, economic and political background of his region, is
necessary if a narrow concentration on an individual Chartist
is to be avoided,

David Williams successfully used this technique in his John

frost: A Study in Chartism (Cardiff, 1939). This was the first

attempt at a full-length biography of a Chartist leader. Trost
was a middle-aged, life-long radical who had lost his vosition

28 a magistrate in Newport, Mommouthshire, because of his Chartist
Sympathies. His position as a local radical leader with strong
community links forced him into heading the Newport rebellion,
against his will, in 1833.

Williams quite succéssfully related Frost's career to the
Tegional economic and social structure of South Wales; thus hig
work was the first to bring out the rich diversity of Chartism
by local study. He was fortunate in having some rersonal papers
relating to Frost, althdugh far fewer than usual for political
biographers. The bulk of his Sources came from the reports in
the Home Office papers and in the Public Record 0Office. These
were largely revorts of trials of rioters and would thus emphasise
violent aspects of events. Williams also used various pamphlets
and erhemera, »lus a wide range of secondary sourcess mostly
vritten long after the event by usually hostile authors,

Williams necessarily reinforced the Yelsh Chartists!' repu-
tation for violence by his concentration on the FHewport Rising,

The rcle of the violent "Scotch Cattle" was stressed amongst the
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elsh trade unions, although Williams added (p.2) that as wages
were higher in South Wales, the miners were more likely to listen

"to a purely political appeal, such as that of Chartism", This
comment reflected the unsophisticated interpretation of Marxism
general amongst British historians of the period,

Detailed local research into Welsh Chartism,l using a wide
range of the Chartist and provincial press, as well as Williams'!
sources, has discovered that each area in the South Wales coal-
field had a different economic and social structures; violence
being largely confined to Blackwood and district, A study of
the sociological siructure of the area has shown the widespread
influence of NMethodism and temperance alongside the incorporation
of Chartism into the social 1ife of the ares,

In 1941, @¢. D. H. Cole published a selection of short

biographies of Chartists in his Chartist Portraits, His own

political philosophy - Fabianism mixed with fomanticism - and
the availability of secondary sources largely detérmined hig
choice of subjects. Both the large scove of the work and the
lack of personal bapers as sources severely limited the useful-
ness of Cole's book. Nevertheless the work brought together
short biographies of widely varied Chartist leaders, indicating
the complexity of Chartism,

Cole provided a summary of previous work on Chartist leaders

which had been buried in general histories. Cole found, however,

1 , . S s . s .
O. R. Ashton, "Chartism in Iid-Hales", I.A., University of

Hales, 1971,



80.
that very little had been written about O'Connor - an obvious
reflection of historians' bias - and was forced into using Thomas
Frost's memoirs as his major source which should have been
treated with more caution.

In his study of George Julian Harney, Cole had only news-
paper sources available. His research was not extensive and he
repeated most of Hovell's ill-founded generalizations. In Cole's
view the recruits for Harney's London Democratic Association
came from the poorest weavers, dockers and Irish labourers., T+
was, to Hovell, "a violent and reckless body"(p.126) and Gammage
declared weavers to be its main supporters. Cole added dockers
and the Irish without citing any source. The historian of the
L.D.A., after extensive searching of the Home Office papers, could
find only one labourer mentioned, and very few Trish members as
O0'Connell was the béte-noire of the L.D.A,2

Cole's treatment of O'Brien clearly showed his failure %o
place Chartist leaders fully into their historical context., He
praised O'Brien for believing that political Dower was necessary
before social revolution, but concentrated on his life before 1841

when he was writing for the Poor lan's Guardian. After this date

he "could make no sustained effort" (r.265) and Cole criticised
O'Brien for falling between the two stools of outdated agrarian
democracy and living too soon to rouse the people against monopoly
capitalism. Recent research has indicated the imvortance of

O'Brien's later writings in showing his contribution to British

2A J. Bennett, "4 S+udJ of the London Democratic &88001at10n”

.A.Thesis, Unlver ity of Sussex, 1968,
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pragmatic socialism clearly visible in the programme of the Mational
Reform League which advocated land nationalization alongside the
inviolability of private property.3

Similerly Cole called Trnest Jones "the first English Merxist',
although he concentrated on Jones' Wwritings btetween 1848 and 1858
which gave an unrepresentative impression of Jones and the develop-
ment of his ideology. Cole virtually ignored Jones' diary as it

referred to his early Jears as an "idle aristocrat" and his con—

tributions to The Labourer in which he advocated the "lost cause”

of O'Connor's Land Scheme. Jones' poems attacked the landowners
as the main enemy of the workers rather than the capitalists. Tn
1847, for example, Jones stressed the need for factory slaves o
return to the land in a poem entitled "The Factory Town”,4 After
1858 Jones increasingly reverted to his radical reforms of 1847,
vhen his speeches at the Halifax election in 1868 would no% have
been out of place in the orogramne of any mid-Victorisn radica1.5
Cole argued,'however, that Jones "had in no wise modified his
essentially socialist viewg" (p.353).

Cole's historiogravhical technigue wns therefore very similar

to that of Hovell and the Fablans with perhavs even mnore elements

of Thig-style selectivity and moral Judgement, combined with a
similar reluctance to employ social scientific methods of analysing

sources.

3 b -~
4. Plummer, Bronterre (London, 1971), pp.194-~199,

e Labourer, Vol.I, 1847,

o7, Seville, Trnest Jones: Chartigt (London, 1952),
TD. 81-2 ) 95-70




82,
The immediate post-war ¥years were a period of increasing interest
in social and economic history. The great Labour Party viectory
of 1945 avvreared to mark the final and conclusive dominaﬁion of

volitics and society by the common man., It was obviously necessary,

therefore, for historiars %o study their masters. The deter—
mination of the Labour govermment to move towards a planned
economy rather than return to pre-war capitalism, associated with
unemnvloyment and voverty, increased interest amongst.economists in
the historical evolution of British socialism, as well as
developing British historians' interest in social and economic
history.

The Annales: &conomies, socidtés civilisations, first ;

published in 1929 aﬁd founded by Marc Bloch and Lucien Febvre,
ploneered the use of social sciences in the study of soecial history
and its influence increased during the war years. Hobsbawm has
pointed out,s hovever, that their aim was 4o produce a complete
history of society rather than Just social history and further
that, unlike economic hisﬁofj;‘SOCial history cannot be studied in
isol=tion being inextricably linked to economics, philosophy and
volitical structure. Iot until 1958 was the Fipat journal pub-

lished which svecialised in social history - Comparative Studies

in Society and History = and in Britain historians were more

influenced by Sir Lewis Famier than by social sciences,
Historians of Chartism, rarticularly after 1945, attempted

to use Namier's techniques of studying élite groups and individuals

6Hobsbawm "From Social History to the History of Society™,
pp¢25-26o .
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— their psychology and motivation - rather than Chartism’'s social
and economic roots, social composition, regional diversity and
national significance. Unfortunately, while Namier's techniques
were eminently suitable for +he study of political histofy with
its wealth of sources, the production of a mass of small Chartist
biographies would be neither possible nor very productive,
Namier's techniques were those of a conservative who denied the
possibility of the continuity and cohesion of movements such as
Chartism and indeed some historians have argued7 that Namier's
empirical methods and anti-intellectual approach owed much to
Nietzsche., It has been further argued by Jones that Namierization
could lead 1o antiquarianism and an eéxcuse not to use social
scientific techniques, Instead of DProgressing, British historians
were trapped in "antique liberal individualism" (p.42) but
without the idea of rrogress, the latter being tainted with the
label "historicism",

John Saville's Trnest Jones: Chartist, published in 1952,

clearly indicated these historiographical influences. Saville

was a MNarxist anxious to prove that Jones was Marx's Tirst important
Inglish discivle, in an effort to show the continuity of the
Pritish Marxzist tradition and thus its congrulty with modern
British socialism. By 1952, d4sillL81onment with the Labour Party
ard the Tory victory in 1951 hag grovn amongst socialist
intellectuals, making them anxious to break away from the trad-

itional Fabian aprroach. In the absence of the techniques of

7 5
G. Stedman Jones, "The Pathology of English History, New Lef+
Review No,46 (Tov.—Dec. 1967), pp.36-38,
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the social sciences, the FNamierite biographical apvroach seemed
useful, especially when linked to Marxian historicism or the
liberal concept of Drogress,

After an introductory biography of eighty vages, Saville
selected a variety of Jones' speeches and writings during the
preriod after 1848 ~ his most radical period. Like Cole, Saville
also ignored his writings after 1858 when Jones entered his
Liberal phase. Saville replaced NVamier's vsycho-analysis and
empiricism with Farxist historicism of an unsophisticated nature
and failed to bring out the full complexity of the evolution of
~Jones' ideology, placing him in his historical context. The
importance of the influence of Jones! early‘romanticism on his
Chartist poetry and suprort of the Land Scheme was largely ignored.
To Saville (p.24) the latter was "unquestionably reactionary"
and "distracted the atténtion of the movement from the realities
of a society which was being rapidly industrialised". In fact
O'Connor's views were far more sophisticated than usually
supposed and doubtless shared by Jones.8 The latter wrote many
poems in favour of workers giving up the slavery of the factory
and becoming independent smallholders. The Irish famine was ob-
viously in his mind when he called for "repeal of the unions the
land; and the Charter" and told the "factory nartyr" and farming
slave thzt "to keep the land the best way was to gain the Charter”,9

Seville ass'med that because Jones joined Harnev's Fraternal

8

Above, 62,

9
“The Labourer, Vol,1l, 1847,




Democrats and met MNarx and Ingels his political education was
largely comvleted by them. Schoyen has pointed out, however,
that during the 1850's Marx and Engels were often viewed'as Just
another faction of the international socialist movement, often
arrogant and with no mass following.lo Both Jones and Harney
also supported nany bourgeois revolutionaries such as Kossuth
and Magzini,

Saville portrayed Jones' conversion to socialism as "progress
-+ evidenced in his speeches and writings" which were carefully
selected to stress any emphasis on socialism or physical force.
On the land question, for example, Saville did not provide an

extract from The Labourer which advocated that.smallholdings

should be privately ovned, but rather from the People's Paper,
June 5, 1852, in which Jones advocated land nationalization,
Saville also failed to indicate that in spite of this, Jones
also suggested that (p,156) "the state should buy (the land) up
- not to confiscate or to seize, but to buy at a fair price",
Saville argued that Jones was the first disciple of Harx
"with any claim to mass influence'", an assertion which he could
produce no evidence to substantiate, Certainly the circulation

of the People's Paper was very small (never above 3,000 according

to Saville, 51, n.4). Saville admitted that the factory Proletariat
was not fully developed until the end of the century, but he
condemned the Labour Parliament of 1854.as "wildly unpractical

and utopian® (pe54) for completely ignoring the importance of an

lOA. R. Schoyen, 205, n,12,



organized trade union movement. In all Jores' "mass influence
would appear to have remained small,
Saville's major source for Jones' career after 1852 was the

People's Paper., The limitation of this source was that during

events such as the Crimean War, very little space was given to
either Chartism or trade unionism and it was not possible,
therefore, to determine whether such activities had ceased or
were merely not reported. Saville also minimised the importance
of Jones!' "decline" into bourgeois radicalism between 1858 and
1869, devoting only twelve DPages in his introduction to this
period and one extract in the documentary section. The People's
Paper had been sold in 1858 and sources were more scattered. By
1867 Jones showed the deep influence of tory romanticism and
O'Connor in a pamvhlet which calied for a return to smallholdings
"as the only safeguard against the assaults of capital™® (p.230).
Saville's biography had provided = valuable but incomplete

portrait of a leading Chartist and the evolution of his ideology.

Jones!' complex analgam of tory romanticism, Spencianism, Owenism,

O'Brienism and Marxism combined with the prevailing bourgeois
liberalism was not brought out, and Saville had failed to provide
much iinsight into Jones! psychological motivation,

A. R. Schoyen's biography of George Julian Harney - The

Chartist Challenge (1958) - continued the biographical approach

to Chartist historiography, Schoyen wrote from a strongly left
wing, although not Marxist, position., Schoyen had to use a

large degree of historical imagination +o vortray Harney's early

86,
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life as he lacked any diaries or letters which Saville had utilised,
The rest of Hsrrey's career was pieced together from newvspaper and
periodical sources and Schoyen attempted more Namierite psycho-
apalysis of his subject than did Saville.

Schoyen's basic approach was empirical but within a framework
of the traditional liberal and Fabian belief in the progressive
evolution of a social democratic rarty in Britain, combined with
moralism. Schoyen's major source for Harney's early carcer was

the London Democrat, the organ of the Jacobin and revolutionary

rival to Lovett's London Working Men's Association — the London
Democratic Association., He also made rather superficial use of +the
Home Office papers and their reports of meetings of branches in
order to show the social compesition of the L.D.A. Only one
reference was cited (p.3é) which contained a report of a police
raid on an Association meeting at which a coal-whipper, boot—
maker, tailor and porter were present. Schoyen assumed (p.Sl)
that the Spitalfield's silk-weavers were the dominant force in
the Association =zs they were the most oprressed grouvn, although
he provided no evidence to vrove this assertion. Similarly no
diféct oroof was offered to substantiate the view that the
L.D.A. had become "the nass-party of the Metropolis by the
avtumn of 1838" (p.32),

Affer 1840, the Northern Star became Schoyen's major source.

Harney was at first a correspondent in Sheffield, later & writer
on German affairs and closely linked with Ingels, and finally

assistant editor until 1847 when he became editor with Srnest
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Jones as assistant, A fairly accurate picture of Harney's carecer

energed by using the Northern Star and Harney agreed that 0'!'Connor

gave him a fairly free hand and rarely interfered with his work.l1
Harney's viewpoint sometimes gave a distorted picture of Chartism
as a whole. Sheffield was violent in 18403 while the large

mumber of small artisans divided the trade unions in 1842,
versuading Harney to vote against the strike. Engels did not have
a very large influence on Chartism as a whole, and Harney's
involvement in the Fraternal Democrats and internationalism after
1841 weas certainly not typical of the whole movement,

Schoyen realised this and devoted over half the book %o the
period after 1848 when Harney's activities illuminated many
important aspects of Chartism in decline, although like Jones,
these were from the left of the movement. As a non-Marxist,
however, Schoyen was more ready than Saville to point out (p.130)
differences between Harney's "empiricism" and Harxian attempts
"so systematize his observations and fit them into a philosophical
framework", Schoyen drew the opposite conclusion to Saville from
this point and argued (p.131) +that Harney 's "inveterate empiricism
and indifference to theoretical system-building" éhowed him to be
the prototype of British socialism rather than Ingels or, indeed,
Irnest Jones in his socialist phase,

Schoyen relied heavily on Harney's journals — +the Democratic

Review, the Red Revublican and the Friend of the Peovle - Tub-—

lished between 1849 and 1852, Te pointed out (.186) that the

lHa.rney Pavers, p.241,
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Review in particular Provided a unique “cross-section of collecti-
vist thought in the post-1848 period”. This empirical apovroach
Was a more accurate analysis than Saville's selection oflJones'
material which attempted to prove the latter to be a disciple of
Marx. Schoyen could not use the very small circulation figures
of these journals - never above 3,000 - to prove that Harney had
a large influence over the emergence of a social democratic move-
ment in England, especially as he left Ingland for Jersey in 1853,

Nevertheless Schoyen made some attempt to provide evidence
of the strength of Chartist mass supvort in the 1850's, Only
around five hundred members continued to subscribe to the Fational

Charter Association, while Harney admitted in the Red Republican,

in fugust 1850, that local associations were almost non-existent
in the South. Schoyen pointed out, however, that there were
only 2,000 members of the N.C.A. in 1848, but the Charter was

suprorted by two million signatures., The Democratic Review con-

tained reports of many small groups‘of Chartists in factory

towns but they were isolated. Only local research and a full
sociological study of the structure of each region could prove
how Chartism lived on amongst the rank-and-file - either by the
oral tradition, in a tenuous organization of one or two exe-
Chartists, or as a contributor to the evolving ideology of
Gladstonian liberalism, Schoyen had come to a similar conclusion
to . P. Thomoson who argued that historians of Chartism have
thought 400 much in terms of the institutionalized politics of

today, instead of the modes of the period - egquivalent to today's
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African and Asian nationalist movenents, The time had come for
Chartist historiogravhy to make use of the techniques of social
sciences and study regional Chartism in more depth than possible
in a biography, if some of the basic problems of Chartism were to
be solved, -

Schoyen made much use of Harney's articles which appeared in

the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle in 1892 and 1897. Here he criticised

capitalist America as had Devyr. Unlike Lovett, Cooper, Frost and
others, Harney rejected Gladstonianism in favour of linking Zmpire
to England in a mutually beneficial pact. A close study of
Harney's correspondence with Engels during the 1880's and 1890's
would have enabled Schoyen to provide an analysis of Harney's
contribution to working class ideology. Certainly, iike nearly
all old Chartists, he expressed great disappointment and contemnt
2t the love of the masses for trash and their "lack of moral
fibre". 1In 1894 he wrote to Engels, for example, on the
anniversary of the 1848 revolutions when to his "bitter sorrow"

he "believed in the sovereign people".13 Harney supported the
I.L.P. and Ben Tillet's "New Unionism" but had a truly English
suspicion of Marx's rigid ideology. He accused not only Gladstone,
in 1877, of a "lust for Power" (r.307), but accused trade
unionists of being as selfish as the ruling class., In 1894 he
vrote that: "to not one of them at present before the public

would I give a vote". He remained loyal to the Charter, however,

12E. P. Thompson, pp.935-6,

1
3Harne,v Papers, 355,
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and lived long enough to have his views against free trade vindicated
by the agriculfural devression. He wrote in 1885 that: "slowly
but surely Time is vindicating the action of the Chartists
against the llanchester School and that School's hired agitators
and journalists" (p.360, 306),

Harney's views came very close to Fabian élitism. He
expressed faith in the "disciplined progress" of German socialists,
but none at all in the English - "at once servile and tyrannicalj
the tools and creatures of the $raitor Gladstone and his gang;
and either the participants in or abjectly submissive to the
new Trades Union Tyranny" (p.350). Harney had lost faith in the
British working class rather than Chartism or socialism, but his
views clearly showed the complexity and empirical nature of much

of Chartist ideology,
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CHAPTIR VI

The Current State of Chartist Studies

By the end of the 1950's Namier's influence had become
paramount amongst British historians. Namier was not followed
comnletely, however, as his empirical methods were used by

historiars, such as Hobsbawm aznd E. T. Thompson, within a Marxist
framework and combined with techniques borrowed from psychology

and sociology. Non-Marxist historians, such as Trevor—Roper,
also used similar techniques or, like G. R. Elton, rejected
sociological techniques entirely and retreated into administrative
history which was more conducive to the use of pure Namierite

. N 1
techniques of empiricism.

The publication of Chartist Studies (ed. A. Briggs), in

1959, therefore marked a pivotal point in both Chartist historio-
graphy and British historiography in general. The aim of the

book was to provide detailed regional studies of Chartism in order
to encourage a building up of a new synthesis of Chartism that
went beyond earlier generalizations, Three chapters on Chartism
as a "series of responses” were also added, including one on the
Land Plan, a detailed study of the relationship between the

League and the Chartists, and firally a study of the relationship
between the government and Chartism. The danger of such an
prroach was, of course, that a very disparate picture of Chartism

would evolve and minimize its importance as a national working

lStedman Jones, lew Left Heview, pwn.39-40,.
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class movement,

Zach chapter showed a different historiogravhical approach.
Hugh Fearn's chapter on Chartism in Suffolk and R. B. Pugh's
study of Chartism in Somerset and Wiltshire were severelj limited
by lack of sources. Fearn relied very heavily on the sympathetic‘

Suffolk Chronicle which emphasised activity in Ipswich rather

than in scattered villages, although he concluded that Suffolk
farm labourers were not cavtured by Chartism with no direct
suprorting evidence except the survival of 18%h century-style
incendiarism in 1344 (p.172). Pugh showed Namierite emviricism
at its worst: +the reports in the Home Office bapers were used to
provide lists of meetings and members without comment or inter—
pretation and the chapter came clbse to being an exercise in anti-
quarianism. Local Chartist leaders were studied closely but no
attempt was made to build up a picture of the social and economic
structure of the region linked +o the total Chartist membership,
Possible extra sources could have been oral traditions, perhaps
published later in the century in the local presss the Poor Law
Guardians' minute books; reports of trials and local histories

such as Ward H, Raynburd's On the Agriculture of suffollk, published

in 1849,

The work of historians such as Christopher Hill, Trevor-Roper
and Lawrence Stone, with their use of the framework of sociology
and other social sciences, influenced Dorald Read's chapter on
Chartism in Manchester znd J. T. C. Harrison's study of Leeds'

Chartism, Read attenpted one of the first comparative studies of
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working class radicalism in a varticular region. He traced the
radical tradition from the 1790's to the Peterloo Masszcre in
1819-;nd the trade union and anti-Poor Law agitation of the 1830's
and related this to Manchester Chartism. He did hot, however, go
on to determine the svecific characteristics of the social structure
and relate them to sociological models.,

Read too often accepted the oprinions of his major source -

he Manchester Quardian - in spite of its strongly anti-Chartist

bias. He accepted, for example, the paper's onpinion that the
second Kersal Moor demonstration of 1838 was not successful and
that most of the demonstrators were "more interested in the horse
races which followed .., than in the meeting (p.47). Read's
basically neo-Whig historiograrhical apvroach was thus clearly
demonstrated - the rank-and-file Chartists were assumed to have
been easily led or disinterested in Chartist ideas.

Harrison's sources for Chartism in Leeds were more plentiful,

The ¥orthern Star originated in the Yest Riding and gave detailed

reports for the aresg — easily checked with the radical Leeds

Earqggz and the Leeds Times, Harrison found two radical traditions

in the area: +he socialist intellectuals associated with J. 7.

Bray whose Labour's Nrongs and Labour's Remedy was a great influence

on Marz; and the tough, proletarian tradition which thrived on
anti-Poor Law demonstrations., George Yhite was in the latter

tradition: +the Northern Star reported in 1844 that on his release

from prison he was returning to the militant Bradford area - lLeeds

being too moderate (pr,71-2, 5.20 )
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Harrison's study of Chartist infiltration into municipal
rolitics, through vestry meetings, gave a valuable insight into
the complexity of the Chartist response, but a list of the
successful candidates' occupations showed them to be anything bﬁt
typical of the rank-and-file, Concentration on Leeds' Chartism
gave a distorted view of the Yorkshire movement which, as Ben
Wilson has shown, was often violent in tﬁe West Riding.

Harrison balanced his study of moderate Leeds with one of

"vhysical force" Leicester, using the Northern Star and the

Leicester Chronicle rather than Cooper's autobiography. The

radical Chronicle gave Teports of mass meetings, indicating
rank-and-file strength, although its estimates of people varied
wildly and were not checked against other sources.

Harrison attempted to place Chartism within the social frame-
work of the region by describing, from reports in the Star, open-—
air meetings, lectures, a Chartist Sunday School and activities of
Land Scheme branches, in the post-1842 period when repeorts in the
local vpress declined. Earlier historians had accepted this as
evidence of decreased rank-and-file interest due to a revival of
trade and good harvests,

Great emphasis was placed on studying local Chartist leaders,
which, although limited in Scope, greatly extended knovledge of
Chartist roots, ideoclogy and complexity. Although known as
moral~force men, many local Chartist leaders emphasised that
physical force "was a time honoured method of securing social

and political change used by all classes in all sociseties since
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ancient times" (p.135). This showed the falseness of the Hovellian
dichotomy made between moral and physical force and confirmed the
complexity of Chartist violence.

David ¥Williams' chapter on Welsh Chartism largely concentrated
on the violent events a2t Newvort and Llanidloes in 1839, Detailed
recent research by Owen Ashton and Angela Johns has modified most
of Williams' conclusions. Their detailed investigations were
concentrated on very small regions and individual tovwns using the
local press and Home Office papers. They found that the Llanidloes
riot had very little to do with Chartism and the Llanidloes and
lerthry Chartists formed literary and debating societies and
temperance groups after 1839, Radical nonconformist influences
were very strong in South Wales, shown by the election of Henry
Richard as Liberal M.P. for Merthyr in 1868, Even this latest
research, like Williams', could not measure the true feelings of
the rank-and-file and their participation, or otherwise, in social
activities or nonconformist politics. Voting in 1868 was res—
tricted and open to intimidation and the local rress often over-
emmhasised peaceful activity if they could gain supvort for their
nonconformist voliticians.

Alex Wilson's chapter on Scottish Chartism, in contrast,
emphasised the moral force nature of Chartism. Iumbers of Chartist
schools, cooperatives, temperance societies and, above all,
Chartist churches were listed; the figures teken from the Chartist
and local press., %Wilson directly equated the strength and nature

of Scottish Chartism with the numerical strength of the organized



97,
movement. He concluded thet there was a "fairly strong agitation
until 1842", and then "the stagnation and virtual decay of Chartist
organization thereafter” (pp.249-50). Wilson appeared completely
unable to think outside the institutional political mode'of today
and vrite in terms of the whole social framework and the non-
political activities of Chartism.

Like the other contributors, Wilson emphasised the role of
the leaders, such as John Fraser and William Pattison of the
steam-engine makers union, described by Wilson (pp.64—5) as
"prudent and zealous, reliable, self-reliant and self-assured
and convinced that middle class aid was crucial although his
model Chartist was Lovett",

Joy Facdskill's chapter on the Land Plan provided an important
national study of a neglected topic. Sources used included +he
reports of the Select Committee on the National Land Companys; the
Labourer, published between 1847 and 1848, edited by T. Jones and

O'Connor; the Northern Star; various vamphlets written by O'Connors

and the provincial press. The Labourer was used to show the
relative sophistication of O'Connor's views. He accepted
industrialism and did not simply want a return to a "golden age"
(pp.306—7).2 It was not shown, however, that O'Connor's
political rhilosophy owed more to Cobbett than O'Brien as he
attacked the aristocracy in class terms, both in England and
Ireland, and "the barbarous laws of primogeniture, settlement

and entail'., O'Connor also believed the division between rich

ZCD. above, p.59,

&



