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INTRODUCTION 

The nineteenth century in Great Britain was a period 

of transition. As the old agrarian economy gave way to 

the industrial revolution, the changes thus effected were 

reflected in the political parties as well as in the social 

structure of the nation. 

The Reform Bill of 1832, passed under the auspices 

of the Whigs, greatly weakened the opposition Tory party. 

While the Whigs were busily passing reform legislation, 

between 1832 and 1841, Sir Robert Peel reconstructed from 

the old Toryism a new Conservative party pledged to moderate 

reform and the conservation of the basic principles of the 

Tory party. 

The new Conservative party gained in strength until 

it was able to come to power in 1841. Some men, however, 

who thought of themselves as having Tory affiliations and 

who had been critical of Whig rule during the previous 

ten years, began almost immediately to criticize Sir Robert 

Peel's leadership and the principles of the Conservative 

party. Two of these critics were Benjamin Disraeli, a 

member of Parliament and a future prime minister, and 

Richard Oastler, a social reformer and leader in the ten-

hour factory movement, 

Benjamin Disraeli wrote three political novels between 

1844 and 1847 in which he criticized the political and 

iv 



social events of the day. Richard Oastler was also critical 

of the same events in a weekly newsletter, which he wrote 

while imprisoned between 1841 and 1844. The purpose of 

this paper is to investigate the ideas of these men regard

ing the political and social distress of the 1830*s and 

1840's and their views of the attempts of the Whig and Con

servative parties to deal with it. Disraeli's ideas emerge 

from his novels, Coningsby or The New Generation, Sybil 

or The Two Nations, and Tancred or The New Crusade, and in 

his speeches in Parliament. For Oastler's ideas his weekly 

newsletters, the four volumes of The Fleet Papers,have been 

used. 

This work is divided into three main chapters and a 

conclusion. The first chapter sets the background against 

which the critics viewed events. It covers the Whigs in 

power from the Reform Bill of 1832 to 1841, the Conservatives 

in power from 1841 to the repeal of the Corn Laws in 1846, 

and the social and economic distress during those years. 

The second chapter deals solely with Benjamin Disraeli's 

criticisms and the third chapter with Richard Oastler's 

views. 

V 



CHAPTER I . 

BACKGROUND 1832-1846 

In the general election held in August 1841, the 

electors expressed their dissatisfaction with Whig rule 

and brought Sir Robert Peel and the Conservatives into 

power with a sizeable majority. This was the culmination 

of the steady gains in strength and in popularity that the 

Conservative party had made while in opposition during the 

previous ten years of Whig government, 

U/ith the exception of a few months in 1834 a-nd 1835, 

the Whig party had been in office from 1.83.0 to 1841. The 

Whig government in 1832 under the leadership of Lord Grey 

had sponsored and passed the Great Reform Bill, and the 

new reformed Parliament of 1833 had inaugurated many needed 

commercial, legal, and social reforms. But in the summer 

of 1834, after losing the support of John Charles Spencer, 

the leader in the House of Commons, Lord Grey resigned and 

Lord r/lelbourne, a conservative^ Whig, became .the new prime 

2 
minister. 

ITlelbourne was in office only a few months. When in 

George ITlacaulay Trevelyan, British History in the 
Nineteenth Century and After (1782-1919) (new ed.; London: 
Longmans, Green and Co., 1958), pT 266. 

^E, L. Woodward, The Aqe of Reform, 1815-1870, Vol. 
XIII of The Oxford History of England, ed. by G. N. Clark 
(14 vols,; Oxford: At the Clarendon Press, 1938), pp. 
92-93. 

1 



November, John Charles Spencer succeeded his father. Viscount 

Althorp, in the House of Lords, lYlelbourne believed his posi

tion as prime minister to be weakened and offered to resign. 

The King accepted fHelbourne's resignation and called the 

Duke of Wellington, who agreed to form an administration 

until Sir Robert Peel could return from Italy.^ 

All this precipitated the general election of 1835, 

during the campaign of which Peel explained to his con

stituency of Tamworth the principles of what he now chose 

to call the Conservative party. The term Conservative, 

first used by George Canning at a dinner speech in 1824 

and then by John Wilson Croker in an article in the January 

1830 issue of the Quarterly Review, was in general use by 

1835. Though the Conservatives did not receive a majority 

of members in the House of Commons, Peel tried to maintain 

the government and did not resign until he had been defeated 

six times within as many weeks by a coalition of Whigs and 

Radicals. When Peel's short administration came to an 

end on April 7, 1835, it enabled the Whig forces to stay 

in power for the next six years but the prime minister's 

performance had given evidence that he was "the foremost 

Ibid., p. 96. 

George C, Broderick and J, K. Fotheringham, The 
History of England from Addinqton's Administration to the 
Close of William IV's ReiqnTl801-1837), Vol. XI of The 
Political History of Enqland, ed. by William Hunt and 
Reginald L. Poole (12 vols.; London: Longmans, Green and 
Co. Ltd., 1928), p. 6. 



statesman in the country," 

The King attempted to recall Lord Grey, but when Grey 

refused. Lord lYlelbourne was recalled. From the beginning, 

lYlelbourne's ministry was weak and lacked effective leader

ship, but though "apparently always on the verge of sinking, 

the leaky, rickety vessel under the command of its flippant 

and indolent-seeming Captain kept afloat for six years." 

When King William IV died on June 20, 1837, the Whigs 

had been in power for more than two years. Though they lost 

some seats in the general election in 1837, the Whigs still 

managed to retain their majority in Parliament and their 

control of the government. One feature of Lord Tflelbourne' s 

ministership was his education of the new young Queen in the 

nature of the English constitution, in Parliamentary sovereign-
7 

ty, in limited monarchy, and in ministerial responsibility. 

In lYlay 1839, the Whig ministry resigned when the 

Jamaica Bill was carried by the slim majority of five in 

a House of 583 members. The Queen, taking lYlelbourne's advice, 

called the Duke of Wellington, who suggested that Peel be 

commissioned to form a cabinet. Peel accepted, but later 

""Ibid., pp. 355-357. 

D a v i d C e c i l , lYlelbourne (New Y o r k : The B o b b s - F i l e r r i l l 
Company, 1 9 5 4 ) , p . 2 7 3 . 

7 
Sidney Low and Lloyd C, Sanders, The History of Enqland 

durinq the Reiqn of Victoria fl837-1901). Vol. XII of The 
Political History of Enqland, ed. by William Hunt and 
Reginald L, Poole (12 vols.J London: Longmans, Green and Co. 
Ltd., 1926), pp. 5-6. 



declined when the Queen refused to make some changes among 

the Whig ladies in her household. Thus lYlelbourne and the 
o 

Whigs were recalled to office for two more years. 

The Whig party derived its liberal principles from 

a group of men known as the philosophical radicals. These 

thinkers—Jeremy Bentham, David Ricardo, and James lYlill — 

provided the intellectual structure and program of early 

liberalism. This intellectual force was of enormous 

importance in nineteenth-century English politics, as 

the intellectuals provided the ideas and the politicians 

utilized them to make reforms in Parliament, in legislation, 
g 

in law, in commerce, and in administration. 

The social philosophy of reform was based on Jeremy 

Bentham's principle that legislation should aim at ensuring 

"the greatest happiness to the greatest number." This 

principle became known as utilitarianism, because the basic 

idea was that utility should be the criterion for judging 

laws and legislation. A second principle encompassing 

laissez faire was added by Bentham. He believed that every 

man was "the best judge of his own interests," and if left 

alone he would act for the best. lYlany laws in England 

8 Ibid., pp. 15-19, 

George H. Sabine, A History of Political Theory (rev. 
ed. ; New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1950), p"! 698. 

^°Ibid., pp. 674-575. 



hampered the individual's freedom of action, and Bentham 

advocated the abolition of all laws that interfered with 

free expression as well as laws that maintained the privi

leges of the rich or poor. He also advocated reforms in 

criminal law and procedural law. Bentham believed that 

political sovereignty should rest with the people, and 

thus he advocated universal suffrage. In this way, the 

general interests of the nation would be manifested in 

the sovereignty of Parliament. James mill's ideas were 

basically the same as Bentham's, although he more clearly 

indicated that the philosophical basis of the ideas were 

from Thomas Hobbes rather than from David Hume. 

The classical economic philosophy of Benthamism derived 

its theories not from Bentham, but from Adam Smith and David 

Ricardo, In Wealth of Nations (1776), Adam Smith expounded 

his theory of free trade and the natural laws that governed 

it. He dismissed as injurious the whole system of regula-

13 tions that were supposed to benefit trade, 

David Ricardo's Principles of Political Economy and 

Taxation (1817) expounded Thomas lYIalthus's theories on pop

ulation and rent, Ricardo's theory of rent is based on an 

abstract economic world composed of workers, capitalists. 

D, C. Somervell, English Thought in the Nineteenth 
Century (2d ed. ; London: lYlethuen and Co. Ltd., 1929), 
pp. 45-45. 

12 

13 
Sabine, History of Political Theory, pp. 695-696. 

Ibid,, pp, 686-687, 



and landlords. The workers are doomed to a life at subsist-

ence level because every time wages rise, a corresponding 

increase in population drives them down again. The capi

talists accumulate profits to reinvest in their companies 

by hiring more men, but competition and wage rates cut their 

profits. The landlord receives the top benefits, as his 

income in the form of rents is derived from the land and is 

not checked by competition or- population. In this economic 

world, rent is derived from the difference in cost of the 

production of goods on fertile and unfertile lands. Thus, 

rent is greater on fertile land than on unfertile.land. 

As the economic world expands, the demand for more labor 

raises wages which in turn causes an increase in population. 

This brings a demand for more food which in 'turn forces the 

less fertile lands into cultivation. The result of this is 

that the landlords of the more fertile lands are increasing 

their rents while the capitalist is hurt by having his 

profits reduced by wages and rents that have-increased. 

Thus, according to Ricardo's calculations, in a progressive 
4. 

economy with rising production, the landlord receives a 

much larger share even though he does nothing to contribute 

to progress. 

The theories of Ricardo and Smith seemed to indicate 

the necessity of free trade in order to ensure the natural 

Robert L. Heilbroner, The Worldly Philosophers (New 
York: Simon and Schuster, 1953), pp. 85-90. 



self-regulation by competition, and the repeal of the tariff 
* 

in order to stop artificially increasing rents and prices of 

15 
food by legislation. Actually, there was an inherent 

contradiction between the utilitarian philosophies of scien

tific interference by the government in order to ensure the 

greatest happiness of the greatest number and doctrines of 

complete free trade in the economic sphere. 

Jeremy Bentham died in 1,832, but the influence of his 

ideas was only beginning, Benthamites as well as ordinary 

liberals were disciples of Smith and Ricardo and they began 

demands for more efficient government and for more uniform 

laws, English manufacturers adopted the theories of Ricardo 

as their own, as they "seemed to-justify their claims as 

17 against the interests of the class of landlords," This 

liberalism of the philosophical radicals is manifested in 

the legislation of the reformed Parliament of 1833, where 

the men who were trained and educated.in the thought of 

Bentham and Ricardo played an important, if not a leading 

, 1 8 role. 

^^Sabine, History of Political Theory, pp. 692-693. 

^^Elie Halevy, The Triumph of Reform 1830-1841, Vol, 
III of A History of the English People in the Nineteenth 
Century, trans, by E, I, Watkin (6 vols,;""New York: 
Peter Smith, 1949), pp, 100-101. 

17 -• 
Elie Halevy, The Growth of Philosophic Radicalism, 

trans, lYIary morris (London: Faber and Gwyer Limited, 1928), 
p. 342, 

18 Sabine, History of Political Theory, pp, 697-698. 
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The first reformed Parliament, which met in 1833, had 

been elected by the middle-class, but it was, as all pre

ceding Parliaments had been, composed basically of country 

gentlemen and the aristocracy. The extension of the fran

chise and redistribution of seats had not resulted in a 

change in the character and composition of the House of 

19 
Commons as the critics of the Reform Bill had prophesied. 

Parliament still represented the large single interest of 

the landowning, possessing, and employing class. The reason 

there was no change in composition was that the Reform Bill 

had not been a panacea of equality and remedy of electoral 

abuses: the English representative system was still based 

20 

on interests, influence, and patronage. 

The new liberal members of the House of Commons had 

been elected under the auspices of reform, and unattainable 

though it might have been, every reformer professed to apply 

his liberal doctrines to new legislation. As a result, the 

Parliamentary session of 1833 was extremely fruitful in 

remedial legislation concerning economic, judicial, and 
21 

social reforms. 

It was to satisfy the economists that special privi

leges of landed property, such as game rights and monopolies 

that hampered individual freedom to consume, buy, sell 
19 

20 
Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp. 62-63 

J. A. Thomas, "The House of Commons, 1832-1867: A 
Functional Analysis," Economica, old. ser., V (march, 1925), 
56. 

O 1 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp, 68-69, 



or produce, were abolished. The trading monopoly charter 

of the East-India Company expired in 1833, and though the 

government renewed it, it did so with some characteristic 

changes in tune with the times. The China trade was opened 

to other mercantile interests and some changes were made 

in methods of governing India, The Bank Charter Act of 

1834 actually continued the privileges of monopoly of the 

Bank of England, The Bank, though it lost its monopoly as 

22 

a deposit bank, gained the monopoly as a bank of issue. 

Spencer attempted a bold budget plan which was "to 

make the financial system of the country conform in some 
23 

measure to the new doctrine of free trade." The plan 

failed and thereafter, Spencer made no more attempts to 

reform the finances nor to attack the great sugar, timber, 

and corn monopolies. Throughout the rest of the years in 

office, the Whig financial policy became one of minor 

reforms as the circumstances required. 

The Conservative opposition and the critics of Whig 

reforms began to note and to denounce the tendency of the 

Whig ministry to establish new administrative machinery 

and further to centralize the government in all its 
24 

spheres. The Whigs employed thorough methods of investi-

22, Broderick and Fotheringham, History of Enqland 
(1801-1837), pp. 330-331. 

23 

24 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 91. 

Ibid., p. 98. 
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gation in order to understand the complex facts of problems 

before passing legislation. many times royal commissions 

or select committees were established to carry out investi

gations and to report to the legislature. The legislation 

concerning factory regulation and poor welfare was based 

on Benthamite utility and in order to ensure the effective

ness and efficiency of the acts, control was usually centra-

25 lized in London. 

Lord Chancellor Brougham undertook the political task 

of applying Bentham's principles in the area of judicial 

reform. He appointed a commission to begin codification 

of English law and to investigate common law court proce

dures and real property laws. He abolished certain privi

leges of landlords, reformed the Court of Chancery, established 

fixed salaries for court officials, established uniform pro

cedures in the Courts of Westminister, reformed the Privy 

Council, established a bankruptcy court, and established a 

central criminal court in London. Brougham was defeated 

only twice in his efforts at reform: he failed to obtain 

a survey of all the real estate in England for title pur

poses, and he failed in setting up special local courts 

controlled by the government. These two reforms attempted 

too much central control and seemed to threaten local 

25 Trevelyan, British History, pp. 242-243. 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 102, citing laws from 
1-5 William IV. 
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aristocratic power. 
27 

One social area of centralization where the liberals 

failed was in educational reform. Benthamites believed 

that the people should be enlightened through a system 

of compulsory public education. In 1833 John Arthur 

Roebuck introduced into the House a program of compulsory 

education for all children between the ages of seven and 

fourteen. Schools were to be established throughout the 

country under the supervision and control of a cabinet 

minister. Opposition to this proposal was so great that 

Roebuck withdrew it. The only concession reformers could 

obtain was an annual grant of 4^20,000 to be divided among 

the voluntary societies that were engaged in the work of 

public education. The reformers did, however, gain some 

indirect concessions to education in the Factory Act of 

1833 and the Poor Law of 1834. 28 

The factory acts "were carried in defiance of ortho-

29 

dox Liberalism" and "were against the spirit of the age," 

The agitation for factory reform began in 1830, when Richard 

Oastler and John Wood brought to the attention of the 

public the condition of child labor in factories. These 

27 

28 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp. 102-103. 

Great Britain, Parliament, Hansard's Parliamentary 
Debates, 3d Ser., Vol, XX (1833), pp, I'^^-TTW: 

29 Somervell, English Thought, p. 82, 
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reformers, basically philanthropists and evangelicals who 

despised Benthamite principles, originally drafted the 

factory bills, but the Benthamites influenced and shaped 

the final drafts. Benthamites, even those who were followers 

of Smith and Ricardo, were not 100 percent against state 

. ^ *> 30 interference. 

In 1831, michael Thomas Sadler introduced a factory 

bill proposing a ten hour a day limit on child labor. It 

was defeated, but he was commissioned to conduct 'an extensive 

inquiry into factory conditions. When Sadler was not re

elected in 1833, the Parliamentary fight, fell to Lord 

Ashley, He reintroduced the ten-hours bill, but it was 

postponed when the manufacturers, demanded an inquiry into 

31 ' labor conditions by a royal commission. The central 

board of this commission was composed of two followers of 

Bentham—Edwin Chadwick and Southwood Smith. .The commissioners 

objected to Ashley's bill because it was attempting to 

regulate adults* labor as well as children's'labor by setting 

everyone's hours of labor at ten hours a day. The com-

mission's proposal that only children below the age of 
r 

thirteen were to work a maximum of eight hours a.day was 

enacted in the Factory Act of 1833, In addition, a com

pulsory education clause stating that factory children 

30 
Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p, 114. 

31 
J. A. R. marriott, England since Waterloo, Vol. VII 

of A History of England, ed. by Charles Oman (8 vols.; 
10th ed.; London: methuen and Co. Ltd., 1933), p. 106. 
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should attend school for two hours per work day was included, 

although no funds were granted to enforce this provision. In 

order to ensure compliance with the provisions of the act, 

there was established a commission of four inspectors who 

were periodically to tour and inspect the factories. Even 

though opposed to the basic Benthamite philosophy of no state 

interference, the Factory Act of 1833 included other aspects 

of that philosophy in the provisions for education and central 

32 control. 

The new Poor Law of 1834 was another example of Bentha

mite principles being utilized in Whig legislation. The 

ministry under Lord Grey had in February 1832 appointed a 

commission to investigate the poor laws. Two years later, 

in February 1834, the commission issued its report. It 

concluded that the lax application of the poor laws must be 

ended, that the right to a standard wage must no longer be 

recognized by local authorities, that the poor laws were 

not cures for poverty but merely temporary relief, that the 

poor laws must be strictly enforced, and that able-bodied 

workers must earn their relief in poor houses where con

ditions would be made worse than the poorest who had no 

relief. 33 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp. 112-114, citing Fac
tories Inquiry Commission, Report of Central Board of 
Commissioners, p, 69, 

'̂ '̂ Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp, 119-121, citing Poor 
Law: Report from H, m,'s Commissioner, 1834, pp, 128 sqq. 
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In order to enforce and to ensure the success of the 

new Poor Law on a local basis, a national system of adminis

tration had to replace the system of local enforcement, 

Edwin Chadwick's method of centralization was adopted. 

This established a board of three commissioners to direct 

and control the administrative relief to the poor. The 

board was given extensive powers of rule and regulation-

making and for building and governing work houses. The 

board also undertook several projects in carrying'out the 

provisions of the new Poor Law, It organized the movement 

of labor from the south to the north of England as well as 

35 ' -
emigration to the colonies; it made provisions fo^ the 

education of pauper children; and it divided the nation 

37 into administrative districts. Through an̂  extension of 

the Hobhouse Act, the local rate payers were to elect local 

38 
boards of guardians to administer the poor laws. 

The new Poor Law, with all its utility and adminis

trative centralization was enacted with little opposition 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p, 124, citing 4 and 5 
William IV, cap, 76, ss, 1 to 15, 26, 28 to 37, 42 to 51, 

35 
Thomas mackay, A History of the English Poor Law, 

Vol. Ill (New York: G, P, Putnam's Sons, 1900;, pp. 213; 
227-228. 

36 
Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 125, citing 4 and 5 

William IV, cap. 15. 
37 

Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 125, citing 4 and 5 
William IV, cap. 76, ss, 26 sqq. 38 Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 126, 
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except from the Ultra-tories and extreme Radicals. The 

landed interest favored the bill because as ratepayers 

they had seen the poor rate increasing year after year. 

As it was an unpopular act, it was quickly passed in order 

39 that agitation would have no time to develop against it. 

The English municipal Corporations Act of 1835 was 

the "high-water mark of Benthamite Radicalism acting through 

40 
the Whig machine," A commission had been appointed to 

inquire into the state of municipalities in July 1833, 

and it published its report in April 1835. As a result, 

a bill was introduced in and enacted by Parliament that 

created a uniform government for all boroughs except London 

41 and a few of minor importance. The government of the 

municipalities was to be vested in a mayor, aldermen, and 

councilors, who were to be elected by the ratepayers. 

The corporation was to take care of local administration, 

and was to raise and spend the borough funds which were 

42 

to be subject to an audit. 

After 1835, the number of reform measures declined 

due to the overwhelming Irish and domestic problems that 

paralyzed both Parliament and the melbourne government. 

39 

40 

Ibid., pp. 126-127. 

Trevelyan, British History, p. 244 

Broderick and Fotheringham, History of Enqland 
(1801-1837), pp. 360-361. 

^^Asa Briggs, The making of modern Enqland 1783-1867, 
Harper Torchbooks (New York: Harper and Row, 1959), p. 276. 
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Yet, a few reforms of some importance were enacted. In 

1836, the reform of the Church of England occurred, the 

settlement of the English tithe was solved, and the problem 

concerning Nonconformist marriages outside the Anglican 

43 Church was settled. In 1839, in response to riots 

and public disturbances, a rural constabulary was estab

lished under the authority of the Justices of the Peace 

44 

but subject to regulation by the Home Secretary, 

Throughout these years of reform, other politics— 

the politics of the people—played an important role in 

English history. The people's politics were movements 

coming from the working class, coming from outside 'of 

Parliament, and coming from the unenfranchised masses of 

England. "No real concessions had been made to 'democracy' 
45 in 1832" and the House of Commons and the governing 

classes, absorbed in political controversy,- had little 

46 
understanding of the "industrial and social, evolution" 

that was moving the lower classes. 

One of the earlier movements that the laboring poor 

attempted in order to improve their conditions wa.s the 
r 

trade union movement. The repeal of the combination laws 

43 Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 199, 

44. Halevy, Triumph of Reform, p. 220 citing 2 and 3 
Victoria, cap. 93. 

45 Briggs, making modern England, p. 286. 

^^Low and Sanders, History of England (1837-1901), p. 24. 
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in 1824 and 1825, which removed the prohibition of combina

tions in matters of wages and hours, gave impetus to this 

movement. 

Violent fluctuations in economic activity characterized 

the period between 1825 and 1850, with alternations of 

good harvests with bad and alternations of optimism with 

pessimism among men who were engaged in commercial pursuits. 

During periods of commercial success, the workers benefited 

by fuller employment and increased wages. In periods of 

commercial disaster, the laborars suffered from reduced 

wages and uncertain employment. As a consequence, the 

economic activity was reflected in the successes and failures 

of the working class movements during these periods. During 

prosperous periods, trade union activity increased, while 

in slump years, it dwindled and became ineffective; 

After some small success during 1824 and 1825, the 

trade union effort met with disaster in the economic slump 

of 1826. The leaders of the movement' began "to believe that 

better and larger organizations of combinations would be 

necessary in order to ensure lasting success. John Doherty, 

an Irish Catholic, was one of the most influential union 

leaders of his time. He helped organize the movement 

^ G, D, H, Cole and A, W. Filson, British Working 
Class fflovements; Select Documents 1789-1875 (rev, ed, : 

New York: St, martin's Press, 1965), pp, 184-188, 

48 
Gilbert Slater, The Growth of modern England 

(Boston: Houghton mifflin Company, 1933), p. 355. 
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against the combination laws, he was the secretary of the 

manchester spinners, and he was a prominent figure in the 

agitation for the ten-hour factory bill. In 1829, he 

organized the Grand General Union of All the Operative 

Spinners of the United Kingdom, which was composed of 

cotton spinners from England, Ireland, and Scotland. When 

it soon declined into only a federation of Lancashire 

spinner societies, Doherty in 1830, formed a larger asso

ciation of 150 societies of various trades which took the 

name. National Association of United Trades for the Pro

tection of Labour. It included textile workers, mill

wrights, blacksmiths, mechanics, and*miners. The Voice 

of the People, a weekly paper was published as its spokes

man. Yet, by 1832, the National Association also had 

fallen apart. 

Trade union activity rapidly increased- during the 

period from 1832-1835, being stimulated by "the favourable 

condition of trade produced by good harvests and by the 

50 beginnings of railway development." Various unions such 

as the potters, the clothiers, the spinners, and ^builders 

grew rapidly during this period, and Owenism or Owenite 

Socialism became the guiding force and principles of working 

49 
G. D, H, Cole, A Short History of the British Working 

Class ITIovement 1789-1947 (rev, ed. ; London: George Allen 
and Unwin Ltd., 1948), pp. 70-72, 

50 Slater, Growth of modern England, p, 358 
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class leaders. 

For almost ten years, Robert Owen's theories of social

ism or cooperation had been adopted by groups of workers 

throughout England, At first, these groups were propa

gandist societies concerned mainly with education and the 

spread of Owen's socialist theories; later they began 

setting up cooperative stores and organizations in order 

to eliminate the capitalist middleman. As trade unionism 

grew, Owenism began to appeal to the skilled craftsmen 

and others who saw a way of exchanging goods without the 

middleman. They believed that cooperation would eventually 

supersede capitalism and establish a new system solely 

51 through social action, 

Robert Owen, in 1829, returned from the United States 

after the failure of his cooperative community. New Harmony, 

and took over the leadership of the cooperative movement. 

He believed that the power of organized labor could bring 

about social, economic, and political change in a peaceful 

manner. He was one of the first English thinkers to realize 

that the evils of the industrial revolution could be alle

viated through legislation and that union combinations 

could secure a decent standard of life for laborers. Under 

his trade union scheme, a combination of trades, by con

trolling the economic machinery of the country, would control 

the political machinery. Each trade and occupation would 

51 Cole, British Working Class movement, pp. 75-77, 
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be organized into cooperative producers that would exchange 

products on the basis of the labor-value used in producing 

52 
the products, Owen failed to see the difficulties in 

management that would occur under such a scheme, and he 

failed to realize that competition would not be abolished 

but would only be transferred from individuals to the various 

national unions. Nor did he seriously consider how the 

national unions were to take control of industry from the 

53 employers in a nation with a strong hostile government. 

In October 1833, Robert Owen proposed his plan for 

the formation of one great union for the improvement of the 

working classes to the National Conference of Trade Unions, 

The plan was enthusiastically endorsed, and in February 

1834 a constitution was drawn up. The name chosen for the 

union was the Grand National Consolidated Trades Union, 

The flurry of trade union activity increased, and though 

many unions joined the new organization, several large 

ones, such as the builders, potters, and spinners, did not 

join. Almost immediately, labor disputes and action taken 

by manufacturers began to weaken the G, N, C, T, U, before 

it had any funds with which to finance disputes. manu

facturers began to lock out workers who joined the union. 

52 Woodward, Age of Reform, pp. 124-125. 
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and contributions to help support locked-out laborers were 

not enough to support them for long periods. After a few 

months, the workers were forced to go back to work on 

54 the employers' terms. 

In addition to those troubles, a hostile governmental 

attitude manifested itself in a case concerning several agri

cultural workers. Six laborers of Tolpuddle, in Dorset

shire, in attempting to form an agricultural union, were 

arrested, speedily tried, and sentenced to seven years' 

transportation. They were convicted of breaking a law 

against administering an oath by an unlawful society. Lord 

melbourne's defense of the sentence as being a proper one 

resulted in a huge demonstration,- protesting the tyranny 

and injustice of the case. A petition in defense of the 

victims was presented to the government, but it refused to 

make any concessions. The convicted men were later pardoned 

in 1836 and after a delay of two years, returned to England. 

As a result of the Dorsetshire convictions, oaths 

55 

were dropped from most union ceremonies. Throughout the 

rest of 1834, strikes and lockouts in various trades as well 

as internal dissension among the leaders of the Grand National 

Consolidated Trades Union resulted in the collapse of the 

union. In August 1834, Owen announced the dissolution of 
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the G. N. C. T. U. by changing its name to the British 

and Foreign Consolidated Association of Industry, Humanity 

and Knowledge and by renouncing the strike and coercion as 

56 methods for obtaining its goals. 

The great union perished, but the component parts sur-

vived, though reduced in numbers and with less ambitious 

aims. The trade union movement during the years between 

1830 and 1834 failed because.the employer class was strong 

and determined, and fortified with political power and social 

recognition. The movement also failed because the government, 

in its determination to keep order and to suppress disturb

ances, was against it. Finally, the nature of therworking 

class caused it to fail. The working class—poorly educated, 

poverty-stricken, and inexperienced in concerted action— 

was swept away by enthusiasm for a Utopian ideal without 

57 realizing the tremendous difficulties manifested in it. 

England was experiencing a period of industrial pros

perity between 1832 and 1836, and as a result political 

agitation was not strong. Too, the working classes were 
* * 

busily engaged in the trade union and cooperative movements. 

But with the defeat of the G. N. C. T. U. and the enactment 

of the Poor Law of 1834, the working classes soon turned 

once again to political agitation, this time in the Chartist 

movement. 

56 
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In June 1836, the London Working men's Association was 

organized with the stated purpose 

To draw into one bond of UNITY the intelligent 
^^^ useful portion of the working classes in town 
and country; To seek by every legal means to place 
all classes of society in possession of their 
equal political and social rights;^^ 

Led by William Lovett and Henry Vincent, this association 

began to urge that other towns organize also. 

At this time a period of bad trade and high food 

prices set in, and the new restrictions on poor relief 

were felt seriously for the first time by the industrial 

workers. In the North and in the textile districts, a 

mass movement of unrest rose in protest against the new 

Poor Law, against hunger, and against unemployment. J, R, 

Stephens, a Wesleyan minister, and Richard Oastler began 

leading the protests, but neither had a constructive pro

gram. Fergus O'Connor, a former Irish m, P, and founder 

of the Northern Star, turned the movement into one for 

radical reform. In Birmingham, a strong center for reform 

before 1832, a new movement for agitation rose, not under 

working class impetus, but under the middle-class leadership 

of Thomas Attwood. These two movements, in conjunction with 

the London Working men's Association,made up the main strength 

59 
of the Chartist movement. 
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The basic document, the People's Charter, was drawn up 

by the London Working men's Association in consultation 

with Francis Place, leader of the trade union movement, 

and a number of radical m, P,'s, It called for the follow

ing six points: manhood suffrage; vote by ballot; no 

property qualifications for members of Parliament; payment 

of members of Parliament; equal constituencies with equal 

representation; and annual Parliaments, These demands 

for political reform, essentially the same ones that had 

been used in earlier reform movements, became the rallying 

point for the different groups that made up the Chartist 

movement. 

The Chartists had two tasks before them: to rally the 

country in favor of the Charter and to persuade Parliament 

to accept it. The first task was relatively easy, as the 

working class was ready to join the movement. The second 

task, that of persuading Parliament, was less easy. The 

different groups that made up the movement were divided 

on the methods to use in case Parliament did not adopt the 

Charter. Some favored forceful measures, while others 

believed that only peaceful and constitutional methods 

should be used. This disagreement over methods of imple

mentation eventually caused dissensions within the movement. 
61 
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Throughout the summer and fall of 1838, mass meetings 

and torch-light parades in support of the Charter were held 

throughout the country. Petitions were signed, money was 

collected, and delegates were elected to the Chartist 

convention. The government did not suppress the meetings, 

but began to prepare for any outbreaks of violence. Troops 

were sent to many districts, especially where demonstrations 

*. 1 4. 62 were most prevalent. 

On February 4, 1839, the Chartist convention met in 

London, Representatives from nearly all of the industrial 

areas of England, Wales, and Scotland were there, William 

Lovett was appointed secretary for the convention. The 

major purpose of the convention was to promote and to 

present a petition to Parliament demanding the acceptance 

of the Charter. As this took time, it was not until may 

that the petition was ready to be presented to Parliament 

by Thomas Attwood. Unfortunately for the Chartist cause. 

Lord melbourne's government resigned at this time, and the 

petition could not be presented until June 14, Then a day 

for debate could not be secured until July 12. During this 

period, the convention in London adjourned, but it reassemb

led with considerable excitement on July 1, 1839, in 

Birmingham. In order to keep order, the London police 

were sent for. They dispersed a meeting with force, and 

62 Cole, British Working Class movement, p, 100, 
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a number of people on both sides were injured, William 

Lovett and another Chartist were arrested. The convention 

then moved back to London in time for the Parliamentary 

debate. 

•Thomas Attwood brought forward the motion for the 

House of Commons to consider the Chartist Petition and 

then made a poor speech on its behalf. Lord John Russell, 

the government's spokesman, attacked Attwood's known views, 

not the Charter nor Attwood's speech, Benjamin Disraeli 

spoke in opposition to the Petition, but expressed sympathy 

with the ideas of the Charter, The Petition was subse-

quently defeated by a vote of 235 to 46, \ 

The convention then decided to call a general•strike 

for August 12. After a week of indecision among the 

leaders, the strike was canceled, as poor economic con

ditions left the working classes unprepared'to - support 

it. After the convention disintegratejd and many of the 

leaders were arrested, the local Chartist societies took 

over Chartist activities. The next year was a confused 

period when leaders wrangled over the use of force in 

practice and theory. In November, there was an unsuccess

ful armed uprising led by John Frost, a Newport draper 

and Chartist leader in Wales. Frost and the other leaders 
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were tried, convicted, and sentenced to death, but the 

sentence was commuted to transportation for life. Frost 

was later pardoned in 1854. Due to the climate of fear 

that existed in England, an extensive number of arrests 

occurred and by the end of June 1840, at least 500 

65 Chartists had been imprisoned. 

In may 1841, the Whigs were defeated twice, once on 

the Irish Registration Bill and once on the proposal to 

alter the tariff. Instead of resigning, the Whig cabinet 

decided to stay in office to try to influence the coming 

general election. On may 27, Robert Peel, the leader of 

the Conservative opposition, proposed that a vote be taken 

by the House on the confidence in the Whig ministry. This 

motion was debated heatedly for five nights. The Times 

expressed the nation's general climate of opinion that for 

seven years the demand for Conservative government had been 

increasing and that instead of maintaining a useless 

struggle, the Whigs should get out and let in the Con

servatives, The resulting vote after the debates was 

312 to 311, expressing no-confidence by a majority of one. 

Parliament was dissolved on June 23 and in the general 

election, the Conservatives won a sizable majority, indi

cating "a vote of no-confidence in the Whig Ministry, 
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confirming not only the formal parliamentary vote of June 

1841, but the steady drift of electoral tendencies ever 
fin 

since 1835." When the new Parliament met in August, 

the Whig ministers resigned and advised the Queen to send 

for Sir Robert Peel.^^ 

Robert Peel was born on February 5, 1788, in Lancashire 

into a Tory family of textile factory owners. His father, 

also Sir Robert Peel, was a politician as well as a manu

facturer, having been elected to Parliament in 1790, The 

younger Peel was educated for a future as a statesman. At 

first instructed by a tutor at home, Peel then attended 

mr. Blick's school, then Harrow, and finally Christ Church 

at Oxford, He finished Oxford in 1808, and in 1809 was 

returned to Parliament by the city of Cashel in Tipperary. 

In 1810, he was appointed Under-secretary for War and 

the Colonies, and two years later, at the age of 24, he 

was appointed Chief Secretary for Ireland, At this time, 

he became the leader of the Protestants in the House of 

Commons against Catholic Emancipation. He believed that 

Ireland's troubles were caused by Irish Catholicism and 

that Catholics could never be given civil equality in 

69 
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England because they could never be loyal to any country 

as long as they were loyal to Rome, He was out of office 

from 1818 until 1821, when he was appointed Home Secretary 

under Lord Liverpool. Peel served as Home Secretary until 

1827, during which time he did not change his opinions on 

Catholic Emancipation. Then in the summer of 1828, trouble 

broke out in Ireland, County Clare revolted against the 

Protestant ascendancy and elected Daniel O'Connell as 

member to Parliament, Throughout the summer, huge meetings 

were held in Ireland by Roman Catholics, and more trouble 

was expected. The Duke of Wellington, who had formed a 

government after George Canning ' s death ,_ and Robert''Peel 

realized that Catholic Emancipation was a necessity in 

order to conciliate the Catholics and to avoid an Irish 

war. Peel tried to resign and offered to support Emanci

pation outside the ministry, but Wellington thought that 

he needed Peel's support within in order to overcome expect

ed opposition. In 1829, the Catholic^Emancipation Bill was 

passed, and as a result the Tory party split into three 

factions of anti-Catholic Ultra-tories, liberal'Canningite 

Tories, and the moderates who followed Wellington and 

Peel, Peel's change of opinion about Catholic Emancipation 

produced his defeat in 1829 at his constituency of Oxford 

and was remembered by his political opponents in 1846 when 
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he reversed his opinion of the Corn Laws.*̂ *̂  

Though the Tories were removed from office in 1830, 

"immediately after the triumph of the Whigs in 1832 dissen

sions within their [The Whigs] ranks and the swing of the 

pendulum of public opinion had begun to prepare the way 

for a return of the Conservatives to power," For the 

next nine years, the Tory party under the leadership of 

Robert Peel was reorganized, disciplined, and molded into 

a Conservative opposition with Conservative principles. 

In 1832, Tory party members founded the Carlton Club 

as a social center for men of similar tastes. It developed 

into more than a social club and became the central party 

headquarters circulating electoral information, dispensing 

party policies, and supervising registration committees. 

Local Conservative clubs were organized throughout the 

nation, especially during the period of Peel's first 

ministry in 1834 and 1835; and during the next six years, 

the party organization was strengthened and party princi

ples expounded. 

Although Peel had little to do with the technical 
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reforms of the Conservative party organization, he was 

mainly responsible for the Conservative principles which 

attracted many followers. Peel's personal political philoso

phy was based on his belief in the necessity of strong 

73 

government. This belief made him decide that the Tory 

party should accept the Reform Act and conserve the govern

ment and constitution from further attacks by the Radicals, 

In his first speech to the reformed House of Commons, Peel 

stated his belief that "it was his duty to support the 

Crown" and "to preserve law, order, property, and morality," 

He did not oppose "gradual and temperate reform" but "was for 

reforming every institution that really reguired reform," 

He pledged to support the government on moderate issues 

and policies necessary in maintaining authority and order, 

but he would oppose further attacks on the constitution 
74 

of England, In 1834 during the general election in a 

campaign speech to his constituency of Tamworth, Peel repeated 

his declaration that he regarded the Reform Bill as settled 

and that he would not overturn it, but that he was not in 

favor of continual agitation from public opinion for attacks 

against the ancient institutions. He again stated that he 
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did favor careful reform as long as established rights 

were left intact."^^ 

The traditional principles of Toryism had been the 

idealization of the ancient institutions of the crown, 

the church, and the land. These principles were elabo

rated and broadened by the journalistic endeavors of 

contributors to the literary reviews rather than by 

Robert Peel. Peel "was more concerned with preserving 

and increasing his well merited reputation for political 

seriousness and administrative competence than elaborating 

76 
his party's doctrinal position." Besides, he was an 

administrative conservative, not a philosophical one-. 

At first, he had been alarmed by the reforms of .the insti

tutions, but on the broader issues of industry and economics 

he welcomed the new age. 77 

To the Tories, the Church was "the great bond of 

union in the state, the nurse of civilization, the great 

78 
bulwark of law and order," .The Anglican Church was not 

threatened by reform as much as it was threatened by the 

controversy over the relationship between church, and state. 
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Dissenters attacked the Church's doctrines and its relation

ship with the state as being unscriptural and branded the 

civil disabilities of Dissenters as being outrageous, 

Catholicism was also considered by both Tories and Angli

cans to be a growing menace that should be eradicated. 

Education was another religious issue, since the 

Church considered it as its field of endeavor. Social 

legislation concerning education was always blocked by 

the various denominations. Conservatives argued that the 

"education of the universities must be education in the 

religion of the Church of England" as "it was the very 

79 foundation on which the universities stood." 

The Tory party, as had the Whigs, had traditionally 

protected the land as being the basis of political power. 

The landed interest was traditionally protected by tariffs 

on the grounds that protection "ensured a safe, steady 

food supply, strengthened the navy by encouraging British 

shipping, prevented wages being driven down and held the 

80 empire together," The Conservatives were shocked by 

the rise of liberal economic views, but their use of 

traditional arguments against the supposedly scientific 

ones of the liberal economists left them at a disadvantage. 

Concerning the institution of the crown, the Tories 
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believed that the monarch "should not only reign but rule." 

The Tory ministers tried to defer to the monarch's wishes, 

but many times this proved to be embarrassing and trouble

some. 

Conservative principles were extolled in journals and 

newspapers, usually in articles comparing these principles 

to Whig-liberal ones. In September 1837, an article in 

Blackwood's magazine, titled "The Elections," listed Con-

34 

81 

servative principles as follows: 

Th 
firmly 
princip 
They ar 
the pri 
Establi 
they ar 
of the 
alterat 
Commons 
full pr 
of the 
questio 
permane 

e Con 
unite 
le, o 
e res 
vileg 
shmen 
e res 
House 
ion i 
: th 
eroga 
empir 
ns n 
ntly 

servati 
d on ev 
n every 
olved t 
es or p 
t throu 
olved t 
of Lor 
n the c 
ey are 
tive of 
e. The 
ot now 
and for 

ve party 
ery grea 
true pa 

o oppose 
roperty 
ghout th 
o mainta 
ds, and 
onstitut 
resolved 
the Cro 
y are un 
only and 
ever.°^ 

t con 
rty q 
ever 
of th 
e thr 
in th 
to re 
ion o 
to p 

wn an 
ited 
for 

. ar 
stit 
uest 
y in 
e Pr 
ee K 
e in 
sist 
f th 
rese 
d th 
upon 
a ti 

e more 
utional 
ion • . . , 
vasion of 
otestant 
ingdoms: 
dependence 
further 
e House of 
rve the 
e integrity 
these 
me but 

In 1841, after the Conservatives won office, the Times 

championed them as upholding positive principles of govern

ment and institutions that had been inherited from ancestors. 

It described these institutions as those that "have bound 

together the different classes of British society by a 

thousand links of mutual duties, mutual good offices, and 

•̂'•Davis, Age of Grey and Peel, p. 146. 

^^"The Elections," Blackwood's magazine, XLII (Septem
ber, 1837), 304. 
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83 
mutual affections." 

When the Conservatives took office in 1841, conditions 

in England were in serious shape. The economic condition 

was poor because of a trade depression; masses of laborers in 

manufacturing areas were in real distress. National finances 

showed a deficit, and there was a. war with China and dis

putes with Afghanistan, France, and the United States, 

Finally the internal order and peace of the nation were 

84 threatened by Chartism and social unrest. 

Peel, in forming his cabinet, chose particularly able 

men; it included future prime ministers, future viceroys of 

India, and three former Whig ministers. Sir James Graham, 

a former Whig minister who believed in the supremacy of 

political-economic laws, was appointed Home'Secretary. 

Viscount Stanley received the War and Colonies office; 

the Earl of Aberdeen, the Foreign Office; H. Goulburn, 

the Exchequer; the Earl of Haddington, the Admiralty; the 

Earl of Ripon, the Board of Trade; and the Duke of Bucking

ham, the Privy Seal, Several able men were excluded, 

R6 
among whom was Benjamin Disraeli, , * 

The first session of the newly elected Parliament, 

83 

84 

85 

86 

The Times (London), July 28, 1841, p. 4, col. 2 

Parker, Peel', II, p. 481. 

Woodward, Age of Reform, p. 103. 

Parker, Peel, II, pp. 482-483. 



36 

which met on August 19, 1841, was brief; only the most 

pressing legislation was passed. During the session, Peel 

spoke on the basis of his acceptance of office: 

. . , it 
by no unw 
principle 
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ing extre 
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• • • • X 
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mperfect—perhaps mistaken—but my 
onception of public duty. 

He went on to say that he would resign if he could not main-

87 
tain power and support for his opinions. Parliament was 

prorogued on October 7, 1841, until February 1842. 

In February, Peel introduced his financial reforms. 

He proposed to lower the duties on corn by almost one half 

and to maintain them at that level even if prices fell. 

If the prices rose, however, duties would be lowered at 

a regular rate. The system of duties on the sliding 

scale of 1828 had favored speculation; Peel proposed to 

reform it by imposing stricter controls to keep prices 

at certain levels. This would make scale variations more 

continuous and less abrupt. The proposals on the one hand 

were criticized as being a surrender to the free traders; 

on the other, the Radicals demanded the abolition of all 

duties. Peel defended his tariff proposal on the basis 

that the land was a British institution, and must be 

87 Debates, 3d Ser,, Vol, LIX (l84l), pp, 428-429. 
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protected. As the government was in a strong position, 

88 
the bill passed. 

In order to cure the ailing finances. Peel proposed 

to revive the income tax that had been imposed during the 

Napoleonic Wars. Finances, under Whig rule, had become 

disastrous during the periods of distress. By 1842 the 

deficit had risen to 18,000,000, and another •L2,469,000 

was calculated to be added in the 1842-1843 fiscal year. 

Peel had often expressed himself as being against the 

income tax, but Sir James Graham's arguments changed his 

opinion. The proposal was that all incomes above -tl50 a 

year would be taxed a little less than 3 percent for a 

period of not more than five years. If at the end of 

three years the revenue had recovered, the tax would be 

abolished. The tax was also to fall on the incomes of 

absentee Irish landlords. Peel likewise sought to increase 

the revenue by assisting the recovery of trade by a general 

reduction in tariffs. He reduced all duties on raw mater

ials and removed all the bans on importation of articles. 

He also proposed to reduce the duty on partly manufactured 

articles, none to exceed 12 percent; on manufactured 

articles, none to exceed 20 percent. By reducing these 

duties. Peel sought an increase in output sufficient to 

89 
balance the budget. 
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Debate centered principally around the revival of 

the income tax. Though there was some opposition, it was 

largely ineffective. The free traders wanted free trade, 

but they did not want to pay for it by a tax on incomes. 

90 The budget successfully passed both Houses. 

The budgets of 1843 and 1844 saw increases in revenue 

to such an extent that the deficit of 1843 was paid off. 

The budget of 1845, by abolishing nearly all duties on 

raw materials and exports, introduced almost complete 

91 freedom of trade for the manufacturers. 

Also in the realm of finance. Peel through the Bank 

Charter Act of 1844 introduced currency reform. Tf̂ e Bank 

of England was divided into two departments with distinct 

functions—banking and issuing currency. The act also 

limited the rights of country banks to issue currency as 

• 92 
well as a weekly publishing of its accounts. 

In social legislation and administration, the Poor 

Law of 1834 was extended for five more years; Though many 

Tories on the hustings had promised to remedy the Poor Law, 

Peel and his ministers approved the law as it was. Evi

dently most of the Tories and Whigs approved, as there 
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were only eighteen votes against its extension. 

In 1842, a report on the condition of women's and 

children's employment in coal mines was issued. It described 

the long monotonous hours underground, where half-clothed 

boys and girls dragged coal carts on their hands and knees. 

As a result of the report. Lord Ashley's Coal mine Act of 

1842 forbade women's labor underground and restricted the 

work of boys of ten years of age to three days a week. 

In 1843, Lord Graham, attempting to alleviate the evils 

of child labor in other industries and also to encourage 

education, proposed that children under eight should not 

be employed, that the labor of children under thirteen 

should be restricted to not more than six and one-half 

hours a day, and that labor of girls under twenty-one 

and boys under eighteen should be restricted to not more 

than twelve hours a day. In this proposal, he included 

a half-day school for factory children, which though 

supported by the government was to have religious and 

factory trustees. Dissenters were to receive instruction 

95 by their own ministers, Graham however withdrew his 

bill after its being attacked by the manufacturers on 

the labor clauses and by the churches on the school clauses. 
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In 1844, Graham reintroduced his factory bill without 

the offending educational clauses. It provided a six 

and a half hour laboring day for children between eight 

and thirteen and a twelve-hour day for all women. All 

labor had to begin at the same hour to prevent the inter

mittent employment of relays, which had been an abuse of 

the Act of 1833, Ashley, a leader of the ten-hours 

movement, attempted to fix the hours of labor at ten 

for women and children, but his amendment was rejected 

when Peel indicated that he would resign if defeated on 

this issue, Graham's bill passed, but the ten-hours 

principle did not become law until passed by the Whig 

administration in 1847, 

When Parliament convened on February 4, 1845, Sir 

Robert Peel's government was, because of good harvests 

and the revival of trade, at the height of its popularity. 

The general prosperity had caused favorable social and 

political conditions to prevail throughout the country. 

In this session. Peel proposed to rebuild maynooth College 

and to increase its annual grant and to establish it as a 

permanent endowment, maynooth College was a school in 

Ireland for the training of Roman Catholic clergy. The 

Protestants received many government grants for education, 

but the Catholics, "even though they were now relieved of 

Low and Sanders, History of England (1837-1901), 
pp, 35-36. 
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civil and political disabilities, still received very 

little. Though the debates were many and prolonged and 

though petitions against the bill were received from all 

over England, Peel managed to carry the bill with the 

support of the liberals. William Gladstone resigned over 

the bill and nearly half of the ministers voted against 

.. 97 it. 

For a decade the agitation for free trade which was to 

result in a major political repercussion had been steadily 

growing in England. In 1839, the Anti-Corn Law Associa

tion met for the first time in a national convention. There 

had been attempts to merge corn-law repeal with the Chart-

ists' six points, but this had not been successful, for 

most Chartists distrusted the free traders''meetings as 

being demonstrations organized by the middle-class- against 

them. The Times, in January-1839, abandoned its attack on 

the Poor Law and began to attack the Corn Laws, thus becom-

9 8 
ing the foremost spokesman of the free trade movement. 

The delegates to the Anti-Corn Law Association conven-

tion in February 1839 passed a resolution inviting the 

commercial community to petition Parliament to repeal 

the Corn Laws. Businessmen believed that their staples 

w ere in danger because of the laws that interfered with 

^"^Ibid, , pp, 48-49. 

^^Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp. 309-311. 
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99 trade and artificially enhanced the prices of food. The 

petitions, when presented, were virtually ignored, as 

Parliament twice rejected motions to consider repeal of 

the Corn Laws. As a result, the Anti-Corn Law Association 

turned its appeals to the nation. Local associations 

were combined into a single Anti-Corn Law League with 

headquarters at manchester; and the Anti-Corn Law Circular, 

the League's newspaper, began publishing in April 1839, 

mass meetings were held, monster petitions were collected, 

and lecturers were sent to convert the nation. 100 As the 

propaganda became increasingly successful, a new Radical 

party, composed of manufacturers, middle-class moderate 

Chartists, and the working class, came into existence. 

This radical party was different from earlier ones that 

attacked the monarchy and the House of Lords: this party 

was content to accept an aristocratic constitution as long 

as it could decide commercial policies. It accepted the 

Benthamist economic theories of Smith and Ricardo but 

disliked state interference in any form. 

Today most economists are of the opinion that in 

^^The Times (London), February 7, 1839, p, 5, col, 2; 
February 8, 1839, p, 6, col, 5. 

^°°Archibald Prentice, History of the Anti-Corn-Law 
League, I (2d ed.; New York: Reprints of Economic Classics, 
1968), pp. 124-140. 

^̂ •'•Halevy, Triumph of Reform, pp. 329-332. 
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general the Corn Laws did not keep the price of bread higher 

than it would have been without them; nor did it prevent 

102 depressions in agriculture. Nevertheless, the landed 

interest believed that the laws safeguarded agriculture, 

and the poor believed that through the Corn Laws the* 

aristocracy was keeping them in starvation. Actually, 

between 1815 and 1835, Britain enjoyed an extra-ordinary 

development in industry and trade. Slumps were caused by 

over production, over speculation, and financial break

downs, but the League ignored these facts and to win con

verts used oratory and exaggerated examples to appeal to 

the passions of the poor and the middle-class. The League 

made it a "Holy War" against the wealthy, aristocratic, 

103 unjust landlords. The Quarterly Review termed the League 

"the foulest, the most selfish, and altogether perhaps the 

most dangerous combination of recent times," and declared 

it to be kin to revolutionary Jacobinism in enmity against 

104 

existing institutions using "Cheap Bread" as a war-cry. 

The leaders of the movement in their refusal to accept 

a larger program for the League proved themselves shrewd 

George Kitson Clark, "The Repeal of the Corn Laws 
and the Politics of the Forties," The Economic History 
Review, 2d Ser., IV (1951), 1. 

^°^Ibid,, 2-5, 

^°^Quarterly Review, LXXI (December 1842-march 1843), 
244-245. 
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political tacticians. There was only one single formula— 

repeal. In 1841 and 1842, there was an attempt by Joseph 

Sturge, a friend of the Chartists, to combine a wider 

suffrage and repeal as a platform in the Complete Suffrage 

Union, but though John Bright supported it, Richard 

Cobden was hostile. Both the Suffrage Union and the 

Chartist movement declined, leaving the Anti-Corn Law 

League in the years 1842 to 1846 a clear field in which 

to pressure for its goal. 

In 1841, the League began .putting up candidates for 

elections. As a result, a number of Leaguers were success

ful in being elected to Parliament—notably- Richard Cobden 

was returned at Stockport in 1841—and the League'began to 

be important in national politics. 106 Between 1842 and 

1845, the League pressed on for repeal even though-Robert 

Peel had liberalized trade and reduced the tariff. The 

League regarded these moves as concessions only. Its 

members were not to be satisfied except by total repeal. 

It is uncertain just when Peel's views changed con-

earning protection and free trade or just how much influ

ence the Anti-Corn Law League had on him. Protection in 

the form of the Corn Laws had been reduced in 1828 and 

107 

105 

106 

107 

Briggs, making modern England, pp. 314, 320-321. 

Prentice, Anti-Corn-Law League, p. 226. 

Briggs, making modern England, p. 316. 
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again in 1842 on other articles of food as well as on corn. 

Peel had continuously defended agricultural interests against 

the extreme free traders, but in principle and practice he 

had changed his views to encompass free trade. He had 

already decided to modify the Corn Laws further even before 

the Irish famine: he was merely waiting until the time was 

right. 

In the fall of 1845, the Irish potato crop was ruined 

by the potato blight. On October 13, 1845, Peel wrote 

to Sir James Graham: 

The accounts of the state of the potato 
crop in Ireland are becoming very alarming . . 
. . I foresee the necessity that may be 
imposed upon us at an early period of . . . 
the adoption of every means of relief. 

I have no confidence in such remedies 
as the prohibition of exports, or the stoppage of 
the distilleries. The removal of impediments to 
import is the only effectual remedy.109 

Peel sent two scientists to Ireland to investigate the 

potato blight and they reported on October 25 that the 

damage was more than had been reported. On October 31, 

Peel met with his cabinet and advised calling Parliament 

before Christmas to determine a course of action on the 

Corn Laws, Peel suggested that the Corn Laws be repealed, 

but the cabinet was divided. On November 6, 1845, only 

Aberdeen, Graham, and Sidney Herbert supported Peel's 

Ramsay, Peel, p, 314, citing Robert Plumer Ward, 
memoirs, ii, p. 318. 

109 Parker, Peel, III, p, 223. 
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proposals to open the ports at lower rates of duty and to 

modify the Corn Laws. Peel then decided to resign if the 

cabinet could not agree after further considerations. 

After a month's discussions, the cabinet still could 

not agree; therefore, the Queen accepted Peel's resignation 

on December 6, 1845, The Whig leader. Lord John Russell, 

was called to form a government, but after consulting his 

colleagues, he found that he could not do so. The Whigs 

were just as divided as the Conservatives over protection. 

After being recalled on December 20, Peel announced to 

his colleagues "that he was the Queen's minister, and 

whether supported or not was resolved to propose in Parlia

ment such measures as the public exigencies required." 

On January 22, 1846, Peel announced to the convening 

Parliament that he was going to lower the duty on corn and 

abolish it entirely within three years. He began the speech 

with words to the effect that he was going to explain his 

motives for his conduct, on what grounds he had resigned 

and then had re-accepted the post of prime minister. He 

stated that the Irish famine was a deciding factor in his 

decision, although his mind had been changed for some time. 

He said, concerning his office, that he believed that he 

had "privileges of yielding to the force of argument and 

^^°Ibid,, pp, 224-229, 

^^•••Quoted i n P a r k e r , P e e l , I I I , p, 284, 
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conviction, and acting upon the results of enlarged experi-

112 

ence," After carefully observing the economy, prices, 

wages, and other economic factors for several years, he had 

concluded that in the light of the needs of the nation as 

a whole, protection could no longer be maintained as a 

special interest, 

Benjamin Disraeli and Lord George Bentinck led the 

protectionist attack against Peel, accusing him of being a 

traitor to the landed interest. They argued that' free 

trade would "ruin agriculture; throw away the advantage 

of reciprocal bargaining; wreck the commercial foundations 

of the Empire; and destroy the territorial constitution 

114 

of the country." In addition,to protectionist.argu

ments, Disraeli also used personal attacks on Peel, espe

cially comparing his actions in 1828 on Catholic Emanci

pation to his current ones on the Corn Laws. . 

The struggle in Parliament lasted five months—from 

January 22, 1846, to June 25, when the House -of Lords 

passed the bill on the third reading. On the same evening, 

upon hearing of the Lords' decision on the Corn Laws, a 

combination of revengeful Tory protectionists, Whigs, 

112 

113 

Peel, Speeches, IV, p, 568, 

Ibid,, pp. 568-569. 

Donald G. Barnes, A History of the English Corn Laws 
1660-1846 (New York: F. S. Crofts and Co., 1930), p. 277. 
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Radicals, and Irish defeated Peel's Irish Coercion Bill with 

a vote of 292 to 219. Four days later, on June 29, Peel 

. 115 resigned. 

The Quarterly Review expressed the feelings of the 

majority of the Conservative party concerning free trade and 

Peel's conversion to it: 

the principles and systematical views which 
have been since developed by the advocates of 
what they call Free Trade, and more especially 
by Sir Robert Peel, are fraught, as we think, 
with mischief and danger to all our national 
institutions and interests, not only immediate 
and extensive, but permanent in their nature and 
progressive in their effect.11° 

The journal was more kind than other critics of Peel in 

believing that popular opinion was the overwhelming force 

in Peel's decision and that "an over-cautious and over

sensitive ratiocination . . . reduces him to the level— 

below his spirit and alien from his taste—of a temporizing 

117 
Utilitarian." 

•̂''̂ Ibid., p. 278. 

^•^^Quarterly Review, LXXVIII (June-September, 1846), 
548-549. 

117 I bid., p. 552. 



CHAPTER II 

BENJAmiN DISRAELI 

The Conservative party under Sir Robert Peel's leader

ship was harshly criticized by various factions within the 

broader Tory interest. These factions, from the Ultra-

tories on one extreme to the Tory-radicals on the other, 

disapproved of the new Conservative leadership, in the 

principles it set forth, in the bills it sponsored, and 

in the methods used to achieve them. Benjamin Disraeli, 

a young Tory member of Parliament, was one of the most 

prominent critics of Peel's government and of the political 

and social conditions that were producing unrest in England 

during the 1830's and 1840's. 

Benjamin Disraeli, born December 21, 1804, was the 

oldest son of Isaac D'Israeli and maria Basevi D'Israeli. 

The elder Disraeli was an author of some small fame. Curi

osities of Literature was his most popular work, but he 

also wrote political histories of James I and Charles I, 

using the manuscripts in the British museum. 

As a child, Benjamin Disraeli attended first a miss 

Roper's school and later a liberal school run by an Inde

pendent minister, the Reverend John Potticany, At the 

William F, monypenny and George E, Buckle, The Life of 
Benjamin Disraeli, Earl of Beaconsfield, I (2 vols., rev. ed.; 
Londonl John Murray, 1929), p. 17. 
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latter, in deference to his Jewish fai.th, he received lessons 

in Hebrew and was allowed to absent himself from the regular 

prayer time. In 1817, Isaac D'Israeli left the Hebrew faith 

and had his children baptised into the Church of England, 

Soon after his baptism, Benjamin was sent to Higham Hall, 

a school run by a Unitarian minister named Eli Cogan, At 

the age of sixteen, Disraeli ended his formal schooling, 

but continued his education for one more year by reading 

in his father's library. Then in 1821, just before his 

eighteenth birthday, he was apprenticed to a firm of solici-

2 
tors, where he worked for three years. 

In 1824, Disraeli decided to leave the legal profession, 

in which he had no interest, and "to devote himself to liter

ature. His first manuscript, which he submitted to the pub

lisher John murray, was however never published. It seems 

that literature was unable to command the full'allegiance 

of Disraeli's great energy, for at the- same time, in partner

ship with friends, he began speculating in South American 

mining shares on the Stock Exchange. This venture ended the 

following year, 1825, in financial disaster, from'which it 

took Disraeli many years to extricate himself. During this 

period, Disraeli wrote several anonymous pamphlets, explain

ing the speculation in American mining companies and arguing 

against legislative interference. He also entered into 

Ibid., pp. 23-36. 
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dealings with John murray to begin a newspaper; this venture 
3 

also ended in failure, 

Undiscouraged, Disraeli again turned to literary endea

vors and in four months wrote his first novel, Vivian Grey. 

The novel, which depicted high social and governmental 

circles and featured disguised descriptions of prominent 

people, was believed to have been written by a person of 

high rank; when it was learned that Disraeli had written 

it, he achieved a certain amount of fame. In the years 

1826 to 1829, between bouts of illness and poor health, 

he wrote several other books, but with little financial 

success. Then by 1830, his health was sufficiently improved 
4 

for him to take a sixteen-month tour of the Near East, 

Between 1832 and 1837, Disraeli was busy with love 

affairs, with writing novels, and with his attempts to 

enter politics. He stood for elections as a Tory candidate 

five times before finally being elected at maidstone in 

1837.^ 

On August 28, 1839, Disraeli married mary Anne Wyndham 

Lewis, a widow twelve years older than himself. She had 

been married to a member of Parliament, and as she had a 

'^Ibid,, pp, 58-77. 

Robert Blake,"Disraeli (London: Eyre and Spottiswoode, 
1966), pp. 53-55, 

B. R. Jerman, The Young Disraeli (Princeton, N, J.: 
Princeton University Press, 1960), pp. 277-290. 
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considerable amount of property and wealth, Disraeli became 

at last financially solvent. The marriage was happy and 

successful. 

Between 1837 and 1841, Disraeli's actions in Parlia

ment were rather limited. In 1837, he was one of thirteen 

who voted in favor of repealing the new Poor Law of 1834, 

Then on July 12, 1839, he "made a most capital speech on 
7 

Chartism" in which he sympathized with Chartist attempts 

to gain political rights. Even though he opposed the 

petition, he urged the House to consider the causes of the 
p 

Chartists' grievances. That same session, he voted against 

a bill providing money for a police force to quell the 

Chartists at Birmingham, and a year later he opposed the 

government's harsh treatment of the Chartist leaders, 

"Politically he could be described at this time as a Tory 

radical standing well to the left of centre"; nevertheless, 

he took care not to offend the leaders of the Tory party, 

9 
especially Sir Robert Peel. 

In 1841, after the Conservative party's victory in 

the general election, Disraeli was disappointed in that 

he was passed over when Peel chose his cabinet. Both 

Blake, Disraeli, p, 158, 

Quoted in monypenny and Buckle, Life of Disraeli, II, 
p. 462, 

^The Times (London), July 13, 1839, p, 4, col, 2-3, 

^Blake, Disraeli, pp. 161-163, 
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Disraeli and his wife wrote letters to Peel concerning his 

exclusion, but to no avail. There is little reason to 

believe that Disraeli was even considered for a cabinet 

... 10 position. 

Though Disraeli was bitterly disappointed over being 

excluded from office and though he allowed his attitude 

toward Peel to become more critical, he was careful during 

the Parliamentary session of 1842 to follow the party line 

and not to display signs of rebellion. Restless and 

bored, he soon became the mentar of a small dissident 

section of the party known as Young England, By 1843, 

the Young England group, which was composed"of Disraeli 

and three other young men—George Smythe, Lord John manners, 

and Alexander Baillie-Cochrane--was acting in concert in 

Parliament and was attracting attention, and on occasion 

11 votes, from other members. 

Though the Conservative party remained united, some 

of its members were beginning to be resentful of Peel's 

policies. The Tory faction of the party was becoming dis-

illusioned with the ministry's handling of agrarian and 

industrial dissent and began paying some attention to 

Young England's criticisms. Peel's cabinet was not too 

concerned with the lesser three members of the group, but 

10 

11 

Ibid., p, 166. 

Ibid., pp. 167-174. 
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it did take Disraeli's actions seriously. Because of Dis

raeli's opposition on the Irish Arms Bill in 1843, Peel 

did not send him the customary letter asking all of the 

government's supporters to attend the opening session in 

February 1844. As a result, Disraeli, for the next three 

months, made it a point to support the government's poli-

12 

cies, even on Ireland, Then in may 1844, Disraeli and 

Young England supported Lord Ashley's ten-hour proposal 

against the government's factory bill, which proposed 

to limit the labor of children between the ages of 13 and 

21 to twelve hours a day. That same session, Disraeli 

openly spoke against the government's attempt to rescind 

a vote on an amendment reducing duties on sugar. By 1845, 

Disraeli was in direct opposition to Peel on the Corn 
13 Law question and the maynooth Grant, 

In the fall of 1845 came the Irish potato famine and 

Peel's decision to repeal the Corn Laws, The subsequent 

events—Peel's resignation and resumption of office with 

the intention of repealing the laws—occurred while Disraeli 

was out of England, But when Parliament reconvened in 

January 1846, Disraeli and Lord George Bentinck led the 

protectionist attack against Peel's intentions to repeal 

the Corn Laws, The struggle against repeal continued for 

586. 
^^monypenny and Buckle, Life of Disraeli, II, pp. 583-

13 Ibid., pp. 632-640, 
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five months and ended in a mutual defeat, for the protection

ists on the Corn Law question as well as for Peel, who with 

his government was forced to resign. Thus, the protec

tionist group had its revenge on Peel and the Conservative 

party was split into two factions—the Peelites and the 

protectionists, most of the cabinet ministers and office 

holders followed Peel into banishment which left Disraeli 

in an enhanced position to lead the remnant of Tory pro

tectionists. The split enabled the Whigs to maintain 

office the majority of the time between 1846 and 1886, 

During the forty year period, the Conservatives had only 

one administration with a clear majority in the House of 

Commons. The rest of the Conservative administrations 

were minority governments thrust into office by Whig 

dissensions. "Disraeli was to spend a longer time in 

opposition than almost any statesman of comparable stature" 

15 
in English history. 

During the period of the 1840's when England's politi

cal situation and ideas were in transition and while 

Disraeli himself was fired with the ideas and enthusiasms 

of the .Young England party, Disraeli wrote three political 

novels which were closely related to the events of the day 

and which understandably are referred to as his Young England 

14 

15 

Blake, Disraeli, pp. 221-225. 

Ibid., pp, 243-247. 
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novels. The first novel, Coningsby or The New Generation, 

published in 1844, develops the political doctrines of the 

Young England party; Sybil or The Two Nations, published 

in 1845, concerns the social creed of the group in relation 

to the condition of England; and the third novel, Tancred 

or The New Crusade, deals with religion and the Church 

of England's duties within the state. The novels were 

extremely critical of the political ideas and programs of 

the period and neither party—Whig nor Tory—escaped 

Disraeli's criticism. Through his descriptions of English 

politics and history, Disraeli developed his conception of 

the "Tory Idea.""'"̂  
« 

Being a Tory with definite ideas as to how a govern

ment and a society should be run, Disraeli believed that 

in order for society and government to interact smoothly 

as they once had in an earlier age, the basic. Tory philoso

phy and principles were necessary as a foundation. Accord

ing to his biographers, William F. monypenny. and George 

E. Buckle, Disraeli's conception of Toryism was embodied 

in two institutions—the throne and the people. The throne 
e 

was at the very center of the state surrounded by the 

people; the balanced interaction between the two produced 

England's general prosperity. As the privileges and pre

rogatives of the monarchy had expanded, so had those of the 

16 The Bradenham Edition of the Novels, 1927. 
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people. Because the monarchy represented the masses' 

special interests, whenever its prerogatives were decreased 

by some powerful group, such as the middle-class, the 

people's privileges decreased also. Disraeli hoped to 

see both the throne and the people rescued from the usurp

ing middle-class and restored to their former prominence. 

Democracy per se was not discounted by Disraeli, although he 
"I 7 

did not wish to see power given to an uneducated people.•*• 

In the structure of society as a Tory viewed it, 

each interest or class in the structure had its privileges 

and duties that smoothly interacted with those of the other 

interests. Surrounding and guarding this hierarchy were 

the national institutions of the English constitution and 

the Anglican Church, As Disraeli saw the breakdown of 

this structure during the 1830's and 1840's, throughout his 

novels, he advocated as a remedy, the return to an idealized 

Toryism of an older time, Harry Coningsby, hero of the 

novel of that name, who in his romantic optimism and enthu

siasm portrays what Young England thought and also surely 

what Disreli imagined of himself, said in a conversation 

with his reactionary grandfather. Lord monmouth: 

What we want, sir, is not to fashion new 
dukes and furbish up old baronies, but to estab
lish great principles which may maintain the 
realm and secure the happiness of the people. 

'̂''monypenny and Buckle, Life of Disraeli, II, pp, 665, 
696-697. 
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Let me see authority once more honoured; a 
solemn reverence again the habit of our lives; 
let me see property acknowledging, as in the 
old days of faith, that labour is his twin 
brother, and that the essence of all tenure 
is the performance of duty; let results such 
as these be brought about . . . ,18 

^^ Sybil 9 Charles Egremont, again resembling Disraeli in 

intellect and attitude, tried to convince Sybil, the 

Chartist's daughter, that the aristocracy produced the 

only true natural leaders of the people and that the 

"future principle of English politics will not be a 

levelling principle . . . adverse to privileges, but 

favourable to their extension. It will seek to ensure 

equality, not by levelling the Few, but by elevating the 

,.19 many." 

The social unrest in England, as manifested in the 

Chartist movement and agitation against the new Poor Law, 

represented to Disraeli that the governing class of England 

had neglected its duties and that the political parties 

had abandoned the principles that were necessary in keep

ing the social balance between the classes of England, 

The Reform Bill of 1832, as an example, had given the 

middle-class a preponderance of power that had upset this 

Benjamin Disraeli, Coningsby or The New Generation, 
Vol, VIII of The Bradenham Edition (12 vols,; London: 
Peter Davies, 1927), Book VIII, Ch. Ill, p, 434. 

^^Benjamin Disraeli, Sybil or The Two Nations, Vol. 
IX of The Bradenham Edition (12 vols.; London: Peter 
Davies, 1927), Book IV, Ch, XV, p, 322; Book V, Ch, II, p, 343, 
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delicate balance. Though reform was to have bettered the 

nation's government, according to Disraeli, the Act did 

not cause an uplifting in the reputation or ability of 

the members of Parliament; the membership basically remained 

the same. The House of Lords had lost its power and had 

decayed until it was only a privileged "court of registry" 

while the Commons had developed into a select body that 

contended with municipal affairs rather than with imperial 

ones. The worst aspect of the Reform Act had been the 

erection of an "altar of mammon" whereby the philosophy 

"to acquire, to accumulate, to plunder" was worshiped and 

whereby that same philosophy had become the major business 

of the newly enfranchised class. The only virtue of the 

Reform Bill was that it caused men to begin thinking on 

history and its social aspects, and thus enlarged their 

20 political experiences, 

Disraeli accurately portrayed the social unrest of 

the people of England in his second novel, Sybil or The 

Two Nations. In this story of the Chartist movement, he 

used as the basis of his descriptions the Reports of the 

Commission of Children's Employment, some Chartist corre

spondence, and his own observations on a journey through 

21 
the industrial districts of Northern England, 

20 

21 

Sybil, Book I, Ch. V, pp. 35-36. 

Ibid,, Introduction, p, vii. 
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Disraeli's main plot in Sybil concerns the education 

of a young noble member of Parliament into the true state 

of England's people through his acquaintance with a 

Chartist leader, Walter Gerard, and his daughter Sybil. 

In one dramatic scene in that novel, Stephen morley, a 

socialist editor and a Chartist, educated Charles Egremont 

in the true condition of the nation's people: 
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Also in Sybil, Disraeli graphically portrayed the 

conditions of laborers, both children and adults, in the 

mines and in the factories. He described the long tortuous 

hours of labor and the workers' complaints that the employ

ers paid them in script, or "tommy" as Disraeli called it, 

instead of cash. Then he described the decline of wages 

in the agricultural and manufacturing districts which 

22 Ibid., Book II, Ch. V, pp. 76-77. 
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resulted in the people's lives becoming more degraded and 

poverty-stricken. A weaver questioned the meaning of his 

condition and that of thousands like him who had struggled 

for years to make an honest living and yet had become 

poorer and more degraded each year. The weaver continued 

to describe the reason for this condition of the people: 

It is that the Capitalist has found a 
slave that has supplanted the labour and ingenu
ity of man. Once he was an artisan: at the 
best he now only watches machines; and even that 
occupation slips from his grasp to the woman and 
the child. The capitalist flourishes, he amasses 
immense wealth; we sink, lower and lower . . . . 
And yet they tell us that the interests of Capital 
and Labour are identical.^3 

Stephen morley and Walter Gerard, Chartist delegates 

visiting Lord Valentine, an aristocratic member of Parlia

ment, warned that the aristocracy governed the "most miser

able people on the face of the globe." The people, they 

continued, are aware of their degradation, and the "rela

tions of the working-classes of England to its privileged 

24 orders are relations of enmity, and therefore of peril." 

In 1839, when the Chartists' Petition was first pre

sented to Parliament, Benjamin Disraeli had spoken sympa-

25 
thetically concerning the Chartists' goals. Egremont, 
the hero of Sybil, made a similar speech in Parliament. It 

23 

24 

Ibid., Book II, Ch. XIII, p. 134. 

Ibid,, Book IV, Ch, V, p. 264. 

^^The Times (London), July 13, 1839, p. 4, col. 2-3. 
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was an aristocratic voice declaring that "the rights of 

labour were as sacred as those of property" and that kings 

and empires were worthless if the social happiness of the 

people was not secured. 

Disraeli's characterizations gave his version of the 

controversy over the new Poor Law of 1834. Lord marney, 

an aristocratic landlord in Sybil, who had considerable 

knowledge of liberal economics, believed in carrying those 

principles into effect in all areas except that of landed 

property. In particular, he "eulogized the new poor-law" 

27 as the "salvation of the country." Lord Everingham, a 

Whig in Coningsby, likewise "looked upon the New Poor Law 

28 as another magna Charta." The-Duke, Lord Everignham's 

father-in-law, had been a supporter of the new Poor Law 

and a zealous administrator of it, for he thought it would 

29 
"elevate the condition of the labouring class^?' Lord 

Henry Sydney, the Duke's son, however,, changed his father's 

opinions on this subject by recounting.his conviction that 

the peasantry was an ancient order with distinct rights 

and privileges. Though these rights had been violated and 

had fallen into disuse, they were just as important as the 

^^Sybil, Book V, Ch. I, p. 339. 

^'^Ibid. , Book II, Ch. I, pp. 53-54. 

28, Coningsby, Book III, Ch. Ill, p, 140, 

29 Ibid, 
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nobility's rights and privileges. He convinced his father 

that the parochial constitution was more important than the 

political constitution of England and that the new Poor 

Law had shaken it to its foundations. Until the peasantry 

had been restored to its former state, in moral as well 

as physical attributes, England's social condition would 

30 remain unsettled. 

Sidonia, a Jewish financier who represented many of 

Disraeli's viewpoints in the novels, viewed England's 

greatest peril as being the decline of English national 

character caused by the extensive social disorganization 

brought about by the new Poor Law and economic instability 

of the period. As the parochial system was "still the most 

ancient, the most comprehensive, and the most popular insti

tution of the country," the Church was the only solution 

31 

to regenerating the national character. 

Benjamin Disraeli viewed the Church of England as a 

great institution that acted as a mediator between the 

aristocracy and the people. In his political novels, he 

criticized the Church for its failings and pointed out 

needed reforms. The Church's greatest failure had occurred 

when the relationship between the church and state was 

altered. After this had occurred, the Church no longer 

30 

31 
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followed its universal principles in caring for the welfare 

of the people. Coningsby thought that the original compact 

between the church and the state whereby the members of 

Parliament had to be members of the Anglican Church was 

a calamity for the nation as well as the church, but to 

him at least, the compact was understandable in that 

Parliament acted as a lay synod on ecclesiastical matters. 

Since the original compact now no longer existed and 

Parliament now no longer was composed exclusively of 

Anglicans, but of Dissenters and Catholics as well, it 

actually interfered in church government. Since the 

alteration of the union between the church and state, 

the Anglican Church, on the other hand, had avoided the 

principles necessary to restore its universal influence 

and had become apathetic and neglectful of its duties 

32 toward the people. In Sybil, mr. St. Lys, the vicar of 

mowbray, in discussing the poverty of the people with 

Egremont, said, "I blame only the church. The church 

deserted the people; and from that moment the church has 

33 been in danger, and the people degraded," 

In his third novel, Tancred, where Disraeli was particu

larly interested in religion, he criticized the contemporary 

Anglican Church as suffering from the lack of "oriental 

32 

33 

I_bidl. , pp. 376-377. 

Sybil, Book II, Ch. XII, p. 129. 
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knowledge" and from the "misconception of the priestly 

character." The Church needed men with higher qualities 

of disposition and intellect. He attributed this lack of 

talent to younger sons of great families being appointed 

bishops. He charged that the Church during the troubled 

times when all sacred and secular principles were being 

questioned had not raised its voice. The only time its 

voice was heard was when the clergy were stoned in a 

riot. In another setting, Tancred in a conversation 

with Sidonia concluded of the Church: "I find its 

opinions conflicting, its decrees contradictory, its 

conduct inconsistent."^^ 

The Church, thought Disraeli, needed to reform 

itself, needed to become less apathetic, and needed to 

reassert its universal principles. Through the Church, 

if it were properly ordered, the low and degraded classes 

of people would be able to "assert the native equality of 

36 
man, and vindicate the rights and power of intellect." 

Benjamin Disraeli favored Roman Catholics enjoying 

political equality with adherents of other religious denomi

nations. Through the several Roman Catholic characters 

34 Benjamin Disraeli, Tancred or The NPW Crusade, Vol. 
X of The Bradenham Edition (12 vols.; London: Peter Davies, 
1927), Book II, Ch. IV, pp. 72-73. 

35 

36 

Ibid., Ch. XI, p. 125. 

Coningsby, Book VII, Ch. II, p. 378. 
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in these three novels, Disraeli portrayed the "Old Faith" 

in a sympathetic light, although he did not advocate the 

return to Catholicism. He opposed the maynooth Grant, 

in which Peel proposed to rebuild the Irish college for 

the training of Catholic clergy, not on religious, but on 

political grounds. He did not like the fact that the 

proposal for the grant had been introduced by men who had 

always previously been opposed to it. He believed that 

such changes of principles threatened Parliamentary 

government which depended upon two opposing parties. When 

one party kept adopting the other's principles, both 

parties would eventually merge into one, and with only 

one party, popular Parliamentary government would collapse 

because there would be no opposition to act as a check. 

Too, Disraeli opposed the maynooth Grant, because it 

was a meager one which he felt was an insult to all Catho-

, - 37 lies. 

Viewing the period since the Reform Bill of 1832, 

Disraeli identified the cause of the social distress as 

being due to the two parties' blatant disregard for society's 

interests in their use of liberal principles or lack of 

constructive ones. Disraeli thought that a return to the 

basic Tory principles and philosophy was essential to the 

future peace and security of the nation and yet, as he 

726. 
'^'^monypenny and Buckle, Life of Disraeli, II, pp. 724-
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viewed contemporary events, he saw only that the principles 

adopted by the parties in the 1830's and 1840's seemed 

determined to erode further the whole foundation of England's 

constitution. 

In particular Disraeli assailed the Whig party's 

liberal principles and the results of its rule in the 

1830's; he also developed a theory of history that went 

back to the seventeenth century concerning the origin of 
k 

the Whigs' effect on English politics. On the contemporary 

scene, his characters made observations about the Whig 

party and its principles, "In this country," said 

Sidonia, "since the peace, there has been an attempt to 

advocate a reconstruction of society on a purely rational 

basis. The principle of Utility has been powerfully devel-
38 oped," Coningsby, in another conversation stated, "And 

yet can we wonder that it found some success, when we 

consider the political ignorance and social torpor which 

it assailed?" He continued to lament^ the state of affairs 

where kings had become magistrates, representation had 

become virtual, and the Church had become a natio'nal estab-

3Q lishment. Disraeli concluded that the Whigs' attempt to 

govern England in 1837 without a decided Parliamentary 

majority did more harm to them than the Reform Bill did 

38 
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to the Tories: due to their weakness, they could not 

carry good measures and as a result carried bad ones. 40 

Disraeli constructed his theory of English history 

around an idea borrowed from earlier writers that the 

Whigs established a Venetian constitution on England's 

form of government. A Venetian constitution indicated 

that a powerful group or oligarchy would control the 

monarchy, thus actually governing the nation. According 
k 

to Disraeli, the fall of the Roman Catholic Church in 

England led to the establishment of the modern Whig 

aristocracy. The great Whig families, in particular, 

organized and excluded the crown and̂  the Church from 

power because they were afraid that the spoils of the 

Roman Church which they had acquired might be' taken from 

them. As a result, the monarchy and the Church were no 
41 

longer able to protect the interests of the people. 

Charles I became a martyr when he attempted to levy 

direct taxes of ship money on the wealthy. Instead, the 

Whigs preferred indirect taxes of excise and custom which 

fell on the poor. It was at this time that the'Whig 

leaders' object was to establish the Venetian constitution 

on England, and it would have occurred in 1640 if Parliament 

40 

41 

42 

I^id., Book V, Ch. II, p. 275. 
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had been able to control Charles I, but instead Charles 

was beheaded and the Puritans took power for twenty years. 

Thus, the Venetian constitution was in the making in 1688 

when the Whigs forced James II from the throne and allowed 

William of Orange to invade, William refused to be a doge 

under a Venetian constitution, and then it was not until 

the Whig nobles had effected the Hanoverian succession 

in 1714 that the Venetian constitution was firmly estab-

44 
lished. 

The persisting effects of the Dutch invasion were, 

wrote Disraeli, responsible for the injurious preoccupation 

with finance that England manifested in the 1830's and 

1840's, Debt had become a national habit and credit had 

become the ruling power of all transactions. The pre

occupation with finance had, Disraeli believed, created a 

"dishonest spirit in the conduct of both public and private 

life" and had "so over-stimulated the energies of the popu

lation to maintain the material engagements of the state, 

and of society at large, that the moral condition of the 

people has been entirely lost sight of. M45 

When it became known in the last years of the eight

eenth century that the Whig oligarchy had permanent access 

43 

44 

45 
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to the national treasury and that the crown's power had 

been transferred to Parliament, the Whig party as a symbol 

of corruption was placed in a precarious position. "Whig-

gism was putrescent in the nostrils of the nation" and a 

revolution might have occurred had not Rockingham with the 

aid of Edmund Burke "restored the moral existence of the 

party," 

Throughout the years of the Venetian constitution, a 

Tory element had attempted to preserve the English consti

tution. The three greatest members of this element were 

Viscount Bolingbroke, Lord Shelburne, and the younger 

William Pitt. But after the last of these great statesmen 

died, according to Disraeli, "the political history of 

47 
England is a history of great events and little men," 

The Conservative party—the heir to the old Toryism— 

professed to follow the Tory principles in preserving the 

basic societal, political, and religious structure of 

England's constitution; but to Disraeli, the party was not 

following those principles and therefore, in his novels, he 

criticized the Conservative party's principles or rather 

its lack of them. In the preface to the fifth edition 

of Coningsby, Disraeli stated that his main purpose in 

writing the book "was to vindicate the just claims of the 

46 
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Tory party to be the popular political confederation of 

the country." He believed that the time was right for 

writing such novels because "England had just recovered 

from the inebriation of the great Conservative triumph of 

1841, and was beginning to inquire what, after all, they 

4 R had conquered to preserve," 

Sir Robert Peel received a share of Disraeli's criti

cism for his role in the reconstruction of the Tory party 

into the Conservative party after it was almost destroyed 

by the Reform Bill of 1832, In Coningsby, which he was 

writing in 1843-1844, Disraeli was not as unsympathetic to 

Peel as he later was in Sybil, which he wrote in 1844-1845. 

In the former novel Disraeli described Peel as having per

sonal qualities such as political knowledge, fair character 

and reputation, talent for speaking, and in general the 

ability to lead. But unfortunately, Disraeli maintained. 

Peel was identified with mediocre politicians who pursued 

a policy founded either on no principles at all or on 

principles contrary to those once followed by the great 

Tory leaders. The present group of politicians had gained 

power "by clinging to the skirts of a great minister [PittJ, 

the last of Tory statesmen," Their "policy was a mere 

pandering to public ignorance" and they "made Exclusion 

49 

48 
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the principle of their political constitution, and Restric

tion the genius of their commercial code," Peel had 

attempted to escape from this clique, but "was at length 

caught in 1834; the victim of ceaseless intriguers, who 

neither comprehended his position, nor that of their 

51 country," If Peel had been able to escape and if the 

national mind had been allowed to develop its convictions, 

then he would have taken power with basic Tory principles 

52 as the foundation of his government. 

Disraeli thought that Peel should have taken office 

in 1839 when he had the opportunity, because at that time 

he would have had an excellent prospect of restoring the 

authority and prerogative of the monarchy which had been 

declining since 1688. This waning of royal authority had 

resulted in the decline of social welfare and the liberties 

of the people. The young Queen on the throne presented an 

excellent opportunity for restoration of the Tory ideal of 

monarchical authority. In the same discussion, Disraeli 

lamented that the Tory party based on such lofty principles 

no longer existed except in the thoughts and memories of 

the English nation. He concluded however that Toryism 

would once more rise from its tomb "to bring back strength 

50 
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to the Crown, liberty to the Subject, and to announce that 

power has only one duty: to secure the social welfare 

of the PEOPLE,"^^ 

In Sybil, Disraeli was extremely hostile to Peel's 

leadership of the Conservative party. He depicted Peel 

as "the gentleman in Downing Street" who had his secretary, 

mr, Hoaxem, tell two delegations—one composed of farmers 

and the other composed of manufacturers—two opposite stories 

in order to satisfy their questions about Peel's auctions 

on the tariff, on protection, and on the income tax. Peel 

said, "I have no doubt you will get through the business 

very well, mr, Hoaxem, particularly if you he 'franl̂  and 

explicit'; that is the right line- to take when youwish to 

54 
conceal your own mind and to confuse the minds of others." 

During the general election of 1834, Peel spok.e to his 

Tamworth constituency, elucidating Conservative party princi

ples. In the following passage from Coningsby, Disraeli 

attacked this speech and its principles of conservatism: 

The Tamworth manifesto of 1834 was an attempt 
to construct a party without principles; its basis 
therefore was necessarily Latitudinarianism;^and 
its inevitable consequence has been Political Infi
delity, . . . There was indeed a considerable 
shouting about what they called Conservative prin
ciples; but the awkward question naturally arose, 
what will you conserve? The prerogatives of the 
Crown, provided they are not exercised; the inde
pendence of the House of Lords, provided it is 

^^Sybil, Book IV, Ch, XIV, pp, 316-318. 

^^Ibid,, Book VI, Ch. I, pp. 405-406. 



74 

not asserted; the Ecclesiastical estate, provided 
it is regulated by a commission of laymen. . . . 
Conservatism assumes in theory that everything 
established should be maintained; but adopts in 
practice that everything that is established 
is indefensible. , , . Conservatism discards 
Prescription, shrinks from Principle, disavows 
Progress; having rejected all respect for Antiquity, 
it offers no redress for the Present, and makes 
no preparation for the Future,^^ 

Disraeli conceded that these tactics might succeed in 

favorable circumstances, but at critical moments facing 

the nation, paralysis would result and the Conservative 

constitution would be found to be a dead one. 

The Conservative party and Conservatism were attacked 

in other sections of the novels, as Disraeli's characters 

discussed the political events of the day, Eustace Lyle, 

in Coningsby, could not follow the Whig party because it 

was destructive and yet the other, the Conservative, seemed 

only to be based on concessionary principles. He stated, 

"This party treats institutions as we do our pheasants, 

they preserve only to destroy them, . . . It seems to me 

a barren thing, this Conservatism, an unhappy cross-breed; 

56 

the mule of politics that engenders nothing." The Con

servative cause was described by Coningsby and his friends 

as the cause of the monarch without prerogative, the cause 

of a church controlled by governmental commission, and the 

cause of an aristocracy that did not lead. Under these 
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conditions, peasants had become serfs, and political infi

delity had been spread throughout the nation. In Parlia

ment, the Conservative party refused to yield to its 

opposition, but when outside agitation occurred it yielded 

57 instantly. 

In comparison to the Conservatives, the Whigs did have 

distinct principles even though these were destructive of 

the constitution. The Conservatives had no principles at 

all, but in order to appear to have some, they had adopted 

the forms of ones that they had in fact already destroyed— 

the prerogative of the crown, the union between church and 

state, and the independence of the lords. 58 

Lord montacute, in Tancred, declined to enter Parlia

ment, because he could not determine the principles of 

faith and duty on which religion, government, and social 

life were based. He admitted that the pillars of the state 

were visible, but that they did not support anything. The 

church, the monarchy, the aristocracy, and the people had 

all been robbed of rights, duties, and prerogatives. He 

concluded, "The people of this country have ceased to be 

a nation. They are a crowd, and only kept in some rude 

provisional discipline by the remains of that old system 

57 
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59 which they are daily destroying," 

mr. Tadpole and mr. Taper, Disraeli's characterizations 

of political party hacks, summed up the Conservatives in 

an amusing conversation: 

"True, terribly true," said mr. Taper, "That 
we' should ever live to see a Tory government again! 
We have reason to be very thankful," 

"Hush!" said mr. Tadpole, "The time has gone 
by for Tory governments; what the country requires 
is a sound Conservative government," 

"A sound Conservative government," said Taper, 
musingly, "I understand: Tory men and Whig 
measures,"^0 

Benjamin Disraeli had had no connections with the agri

cultural protectionists before the Parliamentary sessions 

of 1845, when Peel declared his intentions of repealing 

the Corn Laws, After Peel's and Lord John Russell'.s speeches, 

Disraeli rose and delivered a brilliant attack on Peel and 

his proposal, thus coming to the leadership of the pro

tectionist faction in Parliament, In the speech, Disraeli 

compared Sir Robert Peel to a man appointed commander of a 

Turkish fleet who after preparing for war, sailed into the 

enemy's port and declared that he was against war. He com-

pared Peel's actions on the Corn Law question to Pael's 
r 

conduct on Catholic Emancipation in 1828 when he suddenly 

reversed his opposition to civil rights for Catholics and 

began to favor them. Disraeli compared protection to a baby 
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whose nurse dashed its brains out in a frenzy of patriotism. 

He then expressed the opinion that political parties with 

distinct principles were necessary in order to carry on the 

Parliamentary government, and finally he urged the House, 

Do not, then, because you see a great 
personage giving up his opinions, do not cheer 
him on—do not yield so ready a reward to political 
tergiversation. Above all, maintain the line of 
demarcation between parties; for it is only by 
maintaining the independence of party that you can 
maintain the integrity of public men, and the 
power and influence of Parliament itself.^1 

The Agricultural Protection Society and the protectionist 

members of Parliament organized their plan of action for the 

coming debates. In February 1846, on the eighth night of 

debate, Disraeli gave his defense of the Corn Laws, He argued 

that in maintaining the balance between the two branches of 

national industry the government should give a preponderance 

to agriculture because England had a territorial constitution. 

Such a constitution implied that "the revenues of the Church, 

the administration of justice, and the estate of the poor" 

were burdens upon the land, all of which secured England from 

a centralized system of government like that found in other 

nations. As he continued his speech, Disraeli stated, 

I have always maintained these opinions: 
my constituents are not landlords; they are not 
aristocrats; they are not great capitalists; 
they are the children of industry and toil; and 
they believe, first, that their material interests 

^•^Great Britain, Parliament, Hansard's Parliamentary 
Debates, 3d Ser,, Vol, LXXXIII (1846), pp, 111-123, 
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are involved in a system which favours native 
industry, by insuring at the same time real 
competition; but they believe also that their 
social and political interests are involved in 
a system by which their rights and liberties have 
been guaranteed; and I agree with them—I have 
these old-fashioned notions. 

He concluded his speech by expressing concern that repeal 

would bring the transfer of power from the landed interest 

to the manufacturing interest, and he expressed the hope 

that if a change occurred it would result in the new 
k 

force found in "that novel power in the invigorating 

69 
energies of an educated and enfranchised people," 

^^Ibid,, pp. 1346-1347, 



CHAPTER III 

RICHARD OASTLER 

Richard Oastler was another Tory-radical who was 

critical of the social disorganization and the political 

events of the 1830's and 1840's, Outside of the Parlia

mentary circle and less prominent than Benjamin Disraeli, 

Oastler was much more influential with the working classes 

and common people. While imprisoned for debt from 1841 

to 1844, he wrote a weekly newsletter titled The Fleet 

Papers, in which he made known his theories of government 

and his ideas of the principles on which society should be 

based. In doing this, he also sharply criticized the 

principles of both political parties, the leaders of the 

parties, and the legislation sponsored by them, 

Richard Oastler was born on December 20, 1789, at 

Leeds in the West Riding of Yorkshire. His father, Robert 

Oastler, was a Wesleyan and a cloth merchant, Richard, 

Robert and Sarah Oastler's eighth and last child, was reared 

in a religious, philanthropic, reforming household, Robert 

Oastler preached, helped found new chapels and Christian 

societies, and worked in the anti-slavery movement. Later 

in his life, in 1800, he left the cloth business and became 

Thomas Thornhill's steward at Fixby, an estate near Hudders-

field. 

79 



80 

Between the ages of nine and seventeen, Richard 
« 

attended a school at Fulneck which was run by brothers 

of the moravian Church, a Protestant sect with doctrines 

similar to methodism. Though on leaving Fulneck Oastler 

wanted to become a lawyer, he bowed to his father's wishes 

and was apprenticed to an architect. After four years, 

he had to leave that profession because of weak eyesight. 

He then became prosperous as a commission agent between 

the wholesalers of Leeds and the retailers of the West 

Riding. During this period of his life, he did philan

thropic work among the underprivileged, preached for the 

methodists, and worked for the emancipation of slaves. 

In 1816 he married mary Tatham, who came from a prominent 

Wesleyan family from Nottingham, misfor tune.fell when 

two children died soon after their births, and when in 

1820, Oastler went bankrupt. After paying his-creditors, 

he became steward of Fixby, thus taking the place of his 

father mho had died that same year. On Januar'y 5, 1821, 

Oastler moved to Fixby, where for the-next eighteen years 

he devoted himself to the stewardship of the estate. By 
r 

his personal diligence he attempted to overcome the loss 

caused by the landlord's absenteeism. As deputy and 

trustee, he oversaw the estate and tried, just as if he 

w ere the owner, to make the tenants prosperous and happy. 

^Cecil Driver, Tory Radical, The Life of Richard 
Oastler (New York: Oxford University Press, 1946), pp. 4-29. 



81 

During those years, Oastler changed his outlook. "He 

had been brought up in an atmosphere of Radicalism and 

Wesleyanism; now he moved over to Toryism and Anglicanism."^ 

His change in life from town to country and his change of 

associations, from businessmen to farmers and country gentry, 

contributed to his changed outlook. He became concerned 

with fulfilling the duties and obligations in accord with 

his station in life. As these opinions developed, Oastler 

became suspicious of the forces that "seemed to be weaken

ing the established bonds" of the age. As a result, he 

campaigned in local elections for Tories against the Whigs, 

and he protested against Catholic Emancipation.^ 

In September 1830, Oastler made a visit to John Wood, 

the result of which was to thrust him into prominence as 

a social reformer. Wood, a Bradford manufacturer, awakened 

Oastler to the evils of child labor in the factories and 

made him promise to help remedy them. Almost immediately, 

on September 29, Oastler wrote a letter to the Leed's mercury 

describing the sad working conditions of children, and thus 

did he strike one of the first blows in the agitation for the 

factory labor reform that became known as the ten-hours move

ment, Oastler, along with the methodist clergyman, James 

Rayner Stephens, and others, organized the working men in and 

around Huddersfield into groups to work for the reduction of 

hours of labor, meetings and protests were arranged through-

Ibid,, p, 29, 

I bid., p. 33. 
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out the industrial districts of England. Throughout the 

1830's, Oastler worked for factory reform and as a result 

became known as the "Factory King." 

After the new Poor Law of 1834 was passed, Oastler 

began leading the agitation against it. In his view, not 

only did the Poor Law unconstitutionally give powers to the 

poor law commissioners, but it also severed the traditional 

relationship between the ratepayer and the poor. When 

Oastler continued to resist the poor law commissioners, 
k 

one of them asked his landlord, Thomas Thornhill, to help 

them in enforcing the Poor Law in the area of Fixby, As a 

result, Thornhill dismissed Oastler on may 28, 1838, Thorn-

hill did not favor opposition to the Poor Laws even'̂ though 
5 he had previously approved Oastler's public works.. 

During his eighteen years' service to Thornhill, 

Oastler had gone into debt to Thornhill to the amount of 

-L2,000, After dismissing Oastler, Thornhill brought suit 

against him to recover the debt, Oastler, unable to pay 

the debt, was sent in 1841 to Fleet Prison. During the 

three years of his imprisonment, Oastler. wrote a weekly 

newsletter. The Fleet Papers, in which he maintained a 

running critique of the day's political events and called 

for social reforms. In February 1844, he was freed after 

his friends had raised enough money to pay"his debts. He 

continued to contribute to the ten-hours movement until 

Ibid., pp. 39-48. 

Ûi. H. S, Hewins, "Oastler, Richard," 
National Biography, XIV, 738, 
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the factory act of 1847 ended the agitation. Between 1851 

and 1855, he edited a weekly paper. The Home, and six 

years later on August 22, 1861, he died,^ 

Richard Oastler's philosophy as a Tory began with a 

certain feeling about life, and during his career as a 

social reformer, this feeling developed into an explicit 

theory of society based upon a theory of history. His 

social and political theories anticipated ones that more 

prominent men such as Benjamin Disraeli, Lord Randolph 
7 

Churchill, and John Ruskin made famous in later years. 

Oastler's theories were thoroughly developed in his weekly 

newsletter, The Fleet Papers, which he wrote while imprisoned 

between 1841 and 1846. 

Oastler's theory of society was based on the idealized 

historical tradition of social harmony that once had existed 

among the rulers and ruled of England. He believed that 

traditionally rulers had conceived that their duty was to 

regulate society in such a manner as to protect the general 

welfare of all subjects. When English rulers accepted the 

modern economic theories of struggle and survival, they 

abdicated their responsibilities of overseeing and regulating 

society for the benefit of all. Statesmen had failed to 

control society in a time of expanding economic enterprise. 

'ibid., pp. 739-740. 
r 

Driver, Tory Radical, p. 424. 
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and as a result personal and selfish interests had become 

too powerful to control. This state of affairs had divided 

England's society into two classes—the exploiters and the 

exploited. According to Oastler, England in such a state, 

was doomed unless the government resumed its ancient 

responsibilities of regulating society for the general 

IP 8 welfare, 

Oastler's convictions about society caused him to refer 

to himself as an old fashioned Tory "who firmly believes, 

that the farther we wander from our sound constitutional 

and Christian institutions into the labyrinth of expediency, 

the nearer we approach to anarchy or despotism," He 

defined a Tory as 
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8 Ibid., pp, 425-428, 
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Thomas Thornhill, Esq^, of Riddlesworth, in the County of 
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others, for peace and prosperity, and that, al
though there "are many members, yet there is but 
one body,..."10 

Another time, he defined Toryism to the Duke of Wellington 

as "a place for every thing, and every thing in its place," 

meaning the king, the nobles, the businessmen, the tradesmen, 

and the laborers—all respected, honored, and secure in 

their respective abodes, 

Oastler's expressed purpose in writing The Fleet Papers 

was to establish the security of English institutions from 

attacks by the Whigs, the Conservatives, and the manufac

turers, and also to warn the legislators that unless they 

began to legislate according to the principles of the English 

constitution it would be fruitless to attempt to govern 

12 

because the fabric of society would be destroyed. He 

believed that "the Church, the monarchy, the Aristocracy, 

and the present arrangement of private property" would "be 
13 

entirely removed" if the legislators continued their 
present policies. 

To Oastler, the theories behind the English constitution 

were "as perfect as the wisdom of man can devise; and every 

departure from it, in theory or practice, is a step towards 

10 

11 

Ibid., 39. 

Ibid. 

^^Ibid., No. 39 (September 25, 1841), 305; No, 36 
(Septem15eF"4, 1841), 282, 

^^Ibid,, No, 8 (February 20, 1841), 61, 
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14 poverty, tyranny, and anarchy,"""^ The constitution embodied 

the principle of man's rights and means to liberty and life: 

those were the reasons why man had given up his savage 

state to join society. The constitution sought to secure 

the rights of all, both weak and strong, but with neither 

group being dominant. Whenever one group or interest began 

to predominate in rights at the expense of the others, then 

the constitution's vitality would be destroyed; and as a 

result, the constitution would be unable to restrain the 

powers, and social disorganization would result. 

Oastler believed that "every effect is produced by a 

cause" and that even though government was complex, man 

had the wisdom to use his talents "to produce peace, 

plenty, and contentment." When the government announced 

that improvements in machinery and advances in science had 

created an unmanageable power, it had, according to Oastler, 

abdicated its responsibility to regulate by constitutional 

principles and by so doing had violated the constitution 

by allowing man's inventions to become the means of man's 

destruction. 

Oastler deplored the liberal philosophies that were in

fluencing both Whig and Tory legislators. He could not under-

^^Ibid., No, 48 (November 27, 1841), 380, 

^^Ibid,, III, No, 6 (February 6, 1843), 44, 

^^Ibid,, No, 32 (August 12, 1843), 249; I, No, 
(November 13, 1841), 368, 

46 
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stand a philosophy of liberty that rejected lawful restraints 

and rules. He described the conflicting spirits of the age 

as being anarchy versus order. Anarchy called itself 

"liberal and enlightened" while calling its opponent, order, 

17 
"tyranny and monopoly," He attacked malthusian doctrines 

as encouraging the capitalists to make the nation one great 

workshop, where the poor perished and the capitalists became 

enriched. The doctrines were also responsible for under

mining the basic relationship of the landlord and the people. 

Hatred of the landlord had replaced the respect and esteem 

that tradition had once accorded the relationship between 

18 

him and the people. Thus, to Oastler, the liberal, enlight

ened philosophies also undermined the constitution by denying 

the traditional values of England and by instituting changes 

and innovations through so-called reform measures in politi

cal and social legislation. The changes seemed to be 

advancing only one group, the bourgeoisie, to the detri

ment of the rights and liberties of all other classes. This 

placed the English nation in danger, because as the laws 

reflected the character of the people, unjust legislation 

would endanger the people's character by destroying their 

allegiance to the government. With that allegiance destroyed. 

^"^Ibid,, I, No,- 52 (December 25, 1841), 411, 

^^Ibid,, No, 1 (January 2, 1841), 7-8; No, 12 (march 20, 
1841), 95, 

iffiMî '''.:̂ '̂ 
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the people would begin to hate and eventually degenerate 

into a savage state. 
19 

During the period of Tory rule before 1830, the Whig 

party had raved about the wicked Tory government and the 

ignorant and incompetent Tory legislators. The Whigs 

claimed that Whig-reformed government would be wise and 

practical; however, according to Oastler, "their governing 

has been one entire system of tyranny, extravagance*, and 

trafficking,"^° The Reform Bill of 1832 did not produce 

quiet in England, but resulted in attacks being made on the 

rights of the aristocracy and the poor and succeeded in 

incorporating tyranny into the legislature. The Whigs, he 

insisted, used commissions to govern the nation; they argued 

needlessly about Ireland and were "totally ignorant of the 

21 

condition and character of the working people." Through 

their own ignorance and to the detriment of the nation's 

welfare, the Whigs passed laws that should not have been 

enacted, 

Oastler deplored the Whig tendency to centralize control 

of the government. He believed that self-government was the 

essence of the British constitution. Each locality should 

be the manager of its own affairs; the national government's 

^^Ibid,, III, No, 6 (February 11, 1843), 41-42. 

^°Ibid,, I, No, 34 (August 21, 1841), 265, 

21 Ibid,, 266, 
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only duty was to regulate and balance the parts of the whole 

with no intention of influencing or controlling them. To 

Oastler, the object of centralization was "to create one 

ruling, prying, irresponsible, despotic power, which is 

incapable of co-existence with our constitutional monarchy 

22 
and republican social system," Oastler demanded the 

immediate end to legislating and governing by commissioners 

and the return of original powers back to the local authori

ties. He believed that if centralization did not end, 

England would degenerate into a London, and the people's 

freedom would be destroyed along with England's social 

23 

system. 

Throughout The Fleet Papers, Oastler's concern about 

the condition of the people was one of his major themes. 

He believed that misery and distress in society were not 

necessary, but observed that even after twenty-five years 

of peace, unexampled industry, unprecedented developments 

in science, and accumulation of wealth,national affairs 

remained in a wretched condition. This was because people 

had turned from the wisdom of their ancestors, had revolted 

at restraint and order, had adopted principles of free trade 
in neglect of domestic trade, and had allowed science and 

24 
machinery to become tyrants rather than helpers. The 

^^Ibid., No. 15 (April 17, 1841), 122. 

^^Ibid, 

^^Ibid., II, No. 14 (April 2, 1842), 106. 
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acceptance of l iberal philosophy had qstablished in England 
or 

a "trinity of industry, skill, and wretchedness." 

In 1841, Oastler described the alienation and hostility 

of the English workers and pointed to the fact that as 

poverty increased, members of Parliament uttered common

place remarks and put forth little effort to alleviate the 

distress that was so obvious around them. Though conditions 

in England improved during the years 1842 to 1844 due to 
k 

increased trade and revenue, Oastler, viewing the conditions 

of the common people, considered the half-clothed and half-

fed factory operatives and the increase in the crime rates 

as indicators that something was radically wrong in^English 
. . 26 society. 

Though Richard Oastler, like Benjamin Disraeli, was 

concerned with the social legislation passed by both Whig 

and Conservative governments, Oastler was much' more explicit 

in his condemnation of certain acts. 'In particular, since 

the Poor Law of 1834 was to him a symbol of ̂ 11 that was 

wrong in English society, he had led the agitation in Hud-

dersfield and the surrounding area against the Poor Law 

97 
of 1834. He hated every phrase and clause of it, for 

^^Ibid., I, No. 23 (June 5, 1841), 178. 

^^Ibid., IV, No. 5 (February 3, 1844), 90-91. 

^"^michael E. Rose, "The Anti-Poor Law movement in the 
North of England," Northern History, I (1966), 70. 
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under the cover of philanthropy it masked cruelty and brought 
on 

"the people of England to live upon a coarser sort of food," 

The powers of the poor law commissioners to make rules 

and regulations were, wrote Oastler, not only unconstitu

tional but unchristian as well. The access to parish relief 

as stated in the Poor Laws of Elizabeth was a traditional 

right of the poor. The landlords had a duty to pay rates 

for the support of the poor, and it was in their interest 

to bring about the security and prosperity of the people 

for whom they were responsible. If a landlord did not 

provide outdoor relief for the poor, then it was he who 

was committing robbery, not the poor people who were only 

29 

claiming what was rightfully theirs. 

The new Poor Law expressly ordered the poor to be 

refused relief only if they refused to go into the work

house. But in order to keep the poor from seeking relief, 

conditions in the workhouses were made extremely harsh. 

These rules were made by the poor law commissioners. 

When as a last resort a man was forced into the workhouse 

he was separated from his family. Thus, according to 

Oastler, the new Poor Law besides breaking the traditional 

relationship between the aristocracy and the poor, was 

^^The Fleet Papers, III, No, 8 (February 25, 1843), 
59-60. 

^^Ibid,, No, 41 (October 14, 1843), 321-323, 
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also undermining the traditional Christian ties of family,^° 

The protection of the poor was taken from the clergy, 

the crown, and the aristocracy and was given to the com

missioners. Therefore, the rights of the poor as English 

citizens were subverted and discarded. The rules made by 

the commissioners were equivalent to a warrant for arrest 

and imprisonment without a trial by jury, Oastler, concerned 

with the state of things, said, "Poverty is treated as a Sin 

or a Leprosy, to be restrained to a prison or a lazaretto. "'̂•'' 

According to Oastler, the new Poor Law was responsible 

for decreases in revenue, for increases in crime, and for 

the growing number of irreligious people. He reasoned that 

since the law had removed protection from labor and had 

made relief so irritating, a man facing the poorhouse would 

offer to work for lower wages than others who were employed. 

The employer would accept the man's offer and thus lower all 

of his employees' wages, more reductions would be offered 

by other unemployed until wages were so low that only the 

meanest existence would be possible. As a result, there 

would be increases in pauperism, in crime, and in irreligious 

32 
beliefs among the people. The new Poor Law, concluded 

Oastler, destroyed "the happiness, security and respectability 

30 

31 

32 

Ibid., No. 43 (October 28, 1843), 340. 

Ibid., No. 2 (January 14, 1843), 12. 

Ibid., No. 9 (march 4, 1843), 66-67. 
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of the cottages, and the stability of the houses, mansions, 

castles, and palace," and it was the cause of the working 

class being at war with the superior classes. Oastler 

maintained that the war should not cease until the new 

33 Poor Law of 1834 was removed from the laws of England. 

Oastler disapproved of the Whigs' establishment of a 

rural police force and considered it another unconstitu

tional act that would keep the local areas under the control 

of the central government. He viewed it with the same 

horror that he would the establishing of a standing army 

in England. In addition, he declared that other instances 

of Whig social legislation, especially Althorp's factory 

act of 1833, did not go far enough to remedy the distress 

and discontent among the workers and therefore they were 

35 failures. Two prime examples of England's condition were 

the rise of the Chartist movement and the Anti-Corn Law 

League. Oastler believed that the League was in fact in a 

plot with the poor law commissioners to transport agri

cultural workers to the manufacturing districts. This in 

turn produced more distress which caused the workers to 

believe that the Corn Laws must be repealed, moreover, 

migration of agricultural workers to the factories was 

-^^Ibid., I, No. 5 (January 30, 1841), 39. 

^^Ibid., No. 16 (April 17, 1841), 123. 

^^Ibid,, III, No, 17 (April 29, 1843), 133-134. 
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necessary only because the conditions in the factories 

36 
killed so many workers. 

Richard Oastler, although a reformer and a leader in 

agitations against the Poor Law of 1834, did not join the 

Chartist movement. He refused to be called a Chartist 

at any time, although like Disraeli, he sympathized with 

the workers in embracing Chartism as a means to secure 

fairer wages. Not until then would England's institutions 

be secured. He viewed the original charter of the movement 

as a Whig trick for taking the people's minds off the new 

Poor Law agitation. Also, he did not approve of the main 

points of the Charter, He wrote. 
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Oastler thought the universal suffrage that the Charter called 

for would be as great a danger to English institutions as 

was the middle-class suffrage to England at that time. 

^^Ibid., II, No. 34 (August 20, 1842), 268. 

'̂ '̂ Ibid., No. 49 (December 3, 1842), 390-392. 
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Oastler preferred the pre-Reform Bill principle "of varied, 

and thus, in classes, universal suffrage, excluding no 

3R 
man—giving preponderance to no class." Like Disraeli's 

characters, Oastler believed that pre-Reform principles did 

not level, but elevated, as the aristocracy had everyone's 

interests in mind. 

The relationship between the church and state in England 

was of great concern to Oastler. He believed that a union 

of the church with the state was necessary so that Christian 

principles would predominate in all aspects of government. 

It seemed to Oastler that this union was threatened and 

under attack by the Whigs' and the Conservatives' actions 

in the sphere of social legislation. The new Poor Law and 

the liberal philosophy were direct attacks on the Church's 

doctrine concerning charity, poverty, and humanity. Oastler 

stated his belief, "It is vain any longer to attempt to 

keep up the delusion—to persuade the people that the State 

is Christian, when the laws are in direct opposition to the 

39 
Church of Christ established in these realms." Peel advised 

the House of Commons that it was dangerous to pass a resolu

tion specifying what was or was not conformable with Chris

tianity. When the resolution in question was defeated, 

Oastler's reaction was, "Yes, although the Conservatives 

38 

39 

Ibid. 

Ibid., III, No. 1 (January 7, 1843), 7. 
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were supposed to be great champions for the union of the 

Church and State, they have . . . virtually decided that 

Christianity shall no longer be part and parcel of the laws 

of England." He concluded, "The truth is, that England 

has changed her religion for Expediency or Secularism, and 

that whatever appears to be profitable is pretended to be 

J • • II41 divine." 

Oastler's fears concerning religion did not deal solely 

with the state relationship question: he was also concerned 

with apathy among the clergy. The Church was in danger 

because the clergy had neglected its duties and responsi

bilities concerning its charitable doctrines and care of 

the poor. The clergy had been silent concerning the passage 

of the new Poor Law and most of the bishops had voted for 

it.^^ In Oastler's opinion, the clergy, silently permitting 

the oppression of the poor, were just as guilty as the 

oppressors. He believed that "had the Clergy always occupied 

the station assigned to them,—had they used the influence 

of their holy office . . . the murderous monster of the 

1,43 
Factories could not have obtained his power," 

Another threat to the Church, seen by Oastler, was the 

^°Ibid,, No. 14 (April 8, 1843), 105. 

^^Ibid., II, No. 50 (December 10, 1842), 395. 

^^Ibid., No. 33 (August 13, 1842), 261; III, No. 
(September 9, 1843), 287, 

^^Ibid,, I, No, 8 (February 20, 1841), 59, 

36 
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government's attempt to establish a national system of edu-
a 

cation. Sir James Graham's introduction in Parliament in 

1843 of a factory bill with educational clauses aroused 

Oastler's wrath. The educational clause establishing a 

ministry of education was, he felt, a Conservative plot 

to make the Church a tool of the politicians as well as 

to corrupt people's minds. It would take education out 

of the hands of the Church and the parents; the next step, 

Oastler believed, would be to suppress all private schools,^^ 

The object of education, according to Oastler, was to 

impress on children's minds their responsibilities to 

God and how to use his will to secure the happiness'of 

all members of society. The children really did not need 

education in Christianity as badly as the masters and 

employers, whose lack of these were the basic caus&of 

45 poverty and destitution. Oastler wrote, warning Sir 

James Graham: 

If you persist in placing the education 
of the people in the hands of "the committee 
of Privy Council"—thereby making the Clergy 
the mere puppets of that Committee—you will 
lay a mine under the Church, which, when it ' 
is blasted, will involve every institution, 
from the Throne downwards, in irremediable 
ruin.^6 

44 

45 

46 

Ibid., Ill, No. 25 (June 24, 1843), 194-195. 

Ibid., No. 21 (may 27, 1843), 165-167. 

Ibid., No. 17 (April 29, 1843), 136. 
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Catholicism posed another threat to the Church of 

England. Oastler believed that people who thought that 

Catholic Emancipation had settled the question between 

Protestants and Catholics were deluded. Though Oastler 

professed to respect religious feelings, he held that 

Catholicism was founded in error and he hoped to prevent 

further spread of such errors, Catholicism was a danger 

because of its principles which called for Catholics to 

use all means to convert others. The eventual result of 

present tendencies would be the destruction of the union 

between church and state, the repeal of the union between 

Ireland and England, and a change in the dynasty. In 

general. Catholic principles were despotic, were at war 

with English institutions, and produced slavery of the 

mind,̂ ''' It was evident to Oastler, that there was a papal 

spy in the Conservative cabinet because the Catholics 

seemed to receive special privileges and favors in legis

lation, Oastler continually gloried in the fact that he 

had always opposed Catholic Emancipation and he believed 

that until it was repealed England could not follow the 

tenets of the constitution,^^ True to his convictions, 

he had in 1837 lost an election as a Tory opponent of the 

Poor Law by twenty-two votes when he told a group of Roman 

^"^Ibid,, IV, No, 6 (February 10, 1844), 97-99. 

^^Ibid., Ill, No. 24 (June 17, 1843), 187; II, No. 44 
(October 29, 1842), 347. 
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Catholics that he would vote for repeal of Catholic Emanci

pation if he were elected. 49 

In the summer of 1841, Richard Oastler imprisoned in 

the Fleet for debt, looked forward to the change of govern

ment from Whig to Conservative. He hoped that the Whig 

policies would be reversed or stamped out, and that Tory 

principles based on the constitution once more would be 

the basis of legislation. This hope soon turned to dis

illusionment when the men Oastler had hoped to see in office 

were not included in Peel's cabinet, and former Whigs such 

as Sir James Graham were given office. He was further dis

turbed when the Conservative leaders praised the former 

Whig ministers instead of beginning impeachment proceed

ings against them. Oastler expressed fears that the 

elections resulted in a change of men in office, but not 

a change in principles. In case this fear were true, and 

the Conservatives under Peel did not follow their promises 

made on the hustings, Oastler stated his future plans: "I 

will wage a steady, and, I have no doubt, a successful, 

war against him, as I have done against the Whigs, under 

my own banner, of 'The Altar, the Throne, and the Cottage. 

After the Conservative victory and Peel's succession 

tnSO 

^^G. D. H. Cole, Chartist Portraits (2d ed.; New York 
macmillan and Co. Ltd, 1965), p. 101. 

^^The Fleet Papers, I, No. 38 (September 18, 1841), 
297-304. 
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to office, Richard Oastler listed various problems that 

Peel should attempt immediately to solve. Peel should 

settle the question of whether to tax the property of the 

rich or the labor of the poor. He should investigate and 

reform the currency, bills of exchange, notes, and credit. 

He must restore the Church of England to its primitive 

simplicity, purity, and usefulness. He must discard the 

doctrines of liberal philosophy and govern England accord

ing to the English constitution and the tenets of Chris

tianity. Finally, as the distress and disorders of the 

nation needed immediate attention. Peel should encourage 

the legislators to give up their customary sports and 

concentrate their attention on the governing of the 

r.o 4- 51 

country. 

Oastler, rejoicing that he had never become a Con

servative, began his war against the Conservatives almost 

immediately. The main factors that caused Oastler's dis

illusionment were the new government's extension for five 

more years of the new Poor Law in February 1842 and its 

opposition to the ten-hour factory bill. 

Of the financial reforms introduced by Peel in the 

spring of 1842, Oastler favored only one—the income tax. 

According to him, the tax on incomes derived from realized 

property (i.e,, rent from land) was the wisest, fairest. 

^^Ibid., No. 40 (October 2, 1841), 316-317. 



101 

and most legitimate tax Peel could impose, although he 

questioned the justice of the tax exemption on incomes 

below 1150, He believed that a graduated tax on property 

would be even fairer. He was also happy to see that 

absentee landlords were to be taxed,^^ 

The other economic reforms caused Oastler apprehen

sion. He feared that the tariff revisions would only 

increase the poverty and wretchedness that it sought to 

remove. He criticized Peel for assuring Parliament that 

it was better to reduce effectively the duties on one 

article and then in fact proposing to reduce the duty 

on 750 articles at once. He accused Peel of "lulling 

5 3 
the House of Commons into a vain security" by promising 

that the tariff reforms would revive trade and improve 

manufacturing in such a way as to cure the ills of the 

nation. In addition, he attacked Peel's policy on the 

Corn Laws. In the address to Parliament on February 9, 

1842, Peel had stated that the Corn Laws were not the 

cause of distress and that repeal would injure agriculture. 

Oastler then observed that Peel once again contradicted his 

previous words by reducing the protection on corn as a 

method of relieving distress. Peel also stated that the 

major causes of the distress could not be cured by 

^^Ibid., II, No. 22 (may 28, 1842), 173-174; No. 14 
(April 2, 1842), 105. 

^^Ibid., No. 26 (June 25, 1842), 207, 
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legislation; general prosperity would return only by the 

operation of natural laws. Oastler's answer to that 

statement was a reminder to Peel that even the force 

of an army could restore only temporary quiet and not 

keep the peace forever. He admonished Peel to heed William 

Pitt's words that if Parliament no longer had the power to 

redress grievances, then it had no power. If this were 

the case, Oastler thought, then the people had a right to 

54 
take power into their own hands. After critically ana
lyzing Peel's economic proposals, Oastler wrote, 

I have no hesitation in pronouncing the 
Tariff of Sir Robert Peel to be essentially a 
revolutionary measure, which is calculated to 
undermine the "power and greatness" of the 
empire, to shake her institutions, and cause 
the decay of our agricultural, manufacturing, 
mining, and fishing interests,bb 

As the months passed, Oastler continued to call for 

Peel to govern by the constitution in order to forestall 

the disaster that unregulated competition and liberal 

principles would bring. In July 1842, Oastler began to 

call Peel the "Dictator" and to refer to his deceitful 

56 
action of favoring the new Poor Law. By the middle of 

1843, Oastler was advocating that Peel should either resign 

^^Ibid,, No. 10 (march 5, 1842), 77-78; No, 
(September 10, 1842), 290-291, 

^^Ibid,, No. 26 (June 25, 1842), 207. 

^^Ibid,, No. 28 (July 9, 1842), 217. 
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or be dismissed. From Oastler's viewpoint, Peel had been 

called to office because he claimed that he could cure 

the distress of the nation by following the principles of 

the constitution. Oastler wrote. 

In these days we hear a Prime minister 
boasting of his determination "to walk in the 
light of the Constitution," whilst almost 
every measure which he proposes wars against 
the vitality of our institutions, by under^^ 
mining the foundations on which they rest. 

There can be no doubt—the proof is 
written in every line of Sir Robert Peel's 
policy—that notwithstanding his new name— 
Conservative,—notwithstanding his recent 
declaration, "I will walk in the light of 
the Constitution"—he is a Destructive.58 

Oastler was suspicious of Peel's activities concerning the 

free trade versus protection question, because of Peel's 

economic policies and because the government did not stop 

59 
the agitation of the Anti-Corn Law League. 

In the free trade-protection controversy, Oastler was 

a protectionist. He regarded free trade as a liberal 

principle that would undermine the basis of British life— 

agriculture. To allow unregulated trade would be to allow 

foreign goods and produce to compete with those of England, 

thus resulting in the ruin of English producers. English 

labor, English trade, and English growth were intricately 

^'^Ibid., Ill, No. 15 (April 15, 1843), 113. 

^^Ibid., No. 34 (August 26, 1843), 266. 

^^Ibid,, II, No, 46 (November 12, 1842), 363, 
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intertwined for English prosperity, and according to Oastler, 

foreign trade was needed only as a surplus. Free trade, 

Oastler believed, would destroy the property and the influ

ence of the landowners, for it would remove all protection 

from the laborer. This would cause the laborer to go to 

the manufacturer for work, and the end result would be 

that the manufacturer would control the population and the 

wealth of England. 

Oastler's opinion on the Anti-Corn Law League was 

extremely hostile. To Oastler, it was composed of fraudu

lent dealers, reckless traders, and speculators who only 

had one object—to gain all they could by any means. This 

group of manufacturers was not governed by any ties of 

humanity. They all called themselves enlightened and 

liberal while at the same time they were taking advantage 

of their ignorant and poverty-stricken neighbors. The 

object of the League was to convince the government ministers 

and the common people that the Corn Laws were harmful. The 

League had declared war on agriculture and the landlords 

"under the hypocritical plea of obtaining 'cheap bread' for 

the poor." The League's lecturers, without hindrance 

from the government, were preaching treason and sedition 

^^Iki^., I, No.. 21 (may 22, 1841), 161-166. 

"̂'•Ibid,, II, No, 4 (January 22, 1842), 25-27, 

62 Ibid., No. 38 (September 17, 1842), 302-303; No. 36 
(September 3, 1842), 283-284. 
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to starving people and were inciting them to riot and to 

hate the aristocracy. 

Oastler believed that the League would be successful 

in achieving its goal because Peel's scheme of reducing 

the duty on corn was to yield to the Anti-Corn Law League 

agitation. He recalled that Peel was in the free trade 

ministry of 1824 to 1826 with William Huskisson and wondered 

if Peel was still an apostle of free trade. If he was, 

then even though a Conservative, free trade principles 

would be just as ruinous as if he were a Whig,^^ 

The free traders falsely claimed, said Oastler, that 

the Corn Laws caused famine in England and that England 

could get along without growing corn at all if necessary. 

These claims disgusted Oastler because he believed that 

the lack of food was due not to the Corn Laws, but to the 

government's lack of regulation of manufactured goods in 

the correct proportion to agricultural goods. To Oastler, 

the solution to the problem was first to protect native 

agriculture and then second to protect native manufacturing. 

Sir Robert Peel was not the only minister to be criti

cized by Oastler. The Home Secretary, Sir James Graham, 

was also singled out for criticism, Oastler called Graham, 

a former Whig, a 'borderer,' a term referring to Scotsmen 

64 

63 

64 

Ibid,, No, 8 (February 19, 1842), 57, 

Ibid,, I, No, 21 (may 22, 1841), 165-166, 
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and Englishmen who lived on the borders who were ready 

to make raids on either side in order to gain a large share 

65 of the spoils, Oastler also charged Graham with being 

neglectful of his duties as Home Secretary and being zealous 

only in exhibiting his power to torture the unfortunate 

poor, Oastler believed that Peel only kept Graham in 

office because he was useful in the House of Commons for 

doing all the shabby tricks that Peel did not want to do 

himself. 66 His final characterization of Graham was as 

"a minister whom the people hate, whom even his supporters 

67 
distrust, and whom his colleagues do not honour," 

Conservatism and its principles were ridiculed by 

Oastler, To him. Conservative was a term "adopted not 

only to betray the people, but especially to beguile the 

6 R 

Tories," He could see no difference between the Con

servative party and the Whig party once the Conservatives 

gained power. He wrote on may 14, 1842, "It is now evident 

that the Conservative Government, so far from having learned 

wisdom in the school of adversity, have returned to power 
69 

resolved to follow in the tyrant steps of Whiggery." In 

^^I_bid,, III, No. 7 (February 18, 1843), 52, 

^^Ibid,, No, 14 (April 8, 1843), 110. 

"̂̂ Ibld. , No. 5 (February 4, 1843), 33. 

^^Ibid., II, No. 48 (November 26, 1842), 379. 

^^Ibid., No. 20 (may 14, 1842), 153. 
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another letter to Abraham Sutcliffe, Oastler expressed his 

opinion: 

I have no hope from any party. I cannot, for the 
life of me see why the Whigs have been turned out, 
unless it was that their measures might be more .,« 
readily adopted and enforced by the Conservatives. 

Then in referring to the Conservative government's opposi

tion to the ten-hours bill and defense of the new Poor Law, 

Oastler stated, " . , , it has been reserved for the 

Conservative Government to out-Whig the Whigs, by placing 

71 the top stone on the citadel of oppression!" Even though 

he detested the Whigs, Oastler granted that they were at 

least honest in their support of their philosophical beliefs 

behind their legislation, such as the new Poor Law, because 

they believed that it was for the good of the people. Con

servatives dishonestly approved of such legislation while 

verbally declaring that its foundations were diabolical 

72 

and harmful to the nation. 

To Oastler, all Tories who had become Conservatives 

and then acted upon principles contrary to the constitution 

were traitors. Under their rule, Tory principle had become 

folly, and expediency had become the major maxim. He con

cluded that the distress of the nation, the increased 

expenditures, the destruction of agriculture and manufacture. 

"^"ibid.. Ill, No. 20 (may 20, 1843), 160. 

"^^Ibid., II, No. 20 (may 14, 1842), 153. 

"^^Ibid., Ill, No, 14 (April 8, 1843), 111, 
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the disorganization of society were all caused by the fact 

that "Conservatives were no longer Tories, but malthusian 

Philosophers!" 73 

73ru.. Ibid,, II, No, 37 (September 10, 1842), 292-293 



CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUSIO 

The unsettled social and economic conditions in England 

in the 1830's and 1840's caused people who were politically 

conservative but socially humanitarian to form a combination • 

known as Tory Radicalism, The purpose of Tory Radicalism 

was to resist the changes in the organic structure of English 

society that had been brought about by the liberal ideas and 

the industrial revolution. Although Tory Radicalism attracted 

some attention through the Young England party, it never 

had much influence in Parliament between 1832 and 1846 because 

the politics of the center dominated that period: both the 

Whigs and the Conservatives sponsored the fashionable and 

dominant ideas of the time. There was little room for the 

Tory Radicals' program of a return to an older age when all 

classes in society were thought to have enjoyed prosperity, 

Benjamin Disraeli's and Richard Oastler's conceptions 

of Toryism were basically the same. Each viewed the Tory 

party ideally as the popular party composed of a union between 

the crown and the masses of people. Each had his idealized 

version of English history with its pyramid of social classes 

and interests interacting in such a way that none had a pre

ponderance over the others. 

Each, as a Tory, looked at the distress and disorders 

in the condition of England in a similar manner and each 

109 
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found similar causes for the distress. The liberal economic 

philosophies and the philosophical radicalism that were 

prevalent occupied an important place in their criticisms 

of the Whig party, of its methods of governing, and of its 

legislation. To Oastler and Disraeli, the distress and 

disordered condition of England stemmed from the fact that 

the political parties and the government had abandoned the 

basic principles on which England's government and society 

were founded. These abandoned principles included the con

stitution and the institutions of crown, church, aristocracy, 

and peasantry. Both critics advocated a return to the prin

ciples of pre-industrial days when, in their opinion, those 

principles governed England to the happiness and prosperity 

of all. 

As Tories, Disraeli and Oastler had similar ideas of 

an English national character. They both viewed this as 

being endangered by the social disorganization brought about 

by the increase in manufacturing. They believed that only 

through the Church of England would the national character 

be restored. Their criticisms of an apathetic clergy were 

similar too, but they differed on their views of a Roman 

Catholic threat, Oastler believed that Catholics were a 

real threat and that their civil and religious liberties 

should be revoked. Disraeli believed just the opposite. 

Both Disraeli and Oastler were protectionists, Disraeli 

based his defense of protection on the fact that England had 
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a territorial constitution, meaning that land was the basis 

of administering justice, of collecting church revenues, 

and of caring for the poor, Oastler too, based his pro

tectionist views on the belief that agriculture was the 

basis of British life. To both, free trade would ruin 

British agriculture, trade, and property, and in the end 

manufacturing interests would control the nation. 

As Tories, Disraeli and Oastler were extremely criti

cal of Sir Robert Peel's attempts to lead the Conservative 

party. They had expected Peel to lead the nation back to 

the basic Tory principles, as he had professed he would 

do. When the Conservative party, in power, did not return 

to the principles of pre-Reform Bill days but instead began 

with the help of the Whigs to legislate in paths more in 

keeping with the problems facing industrial England, 

Disraeli and Oastler became harsh critics. 

Richard Oastler, being outside Parliament circles and 

being a reformer with a crusading spirit, was the more 

vehement in his condemnation of the Conservatives. He 

did not seem to understand the slow processes and realities 

of governing a complex nation. To him, all was black or 

white; a party either governed according to the strict 

constitutional lines preserving all English institutions 

or it destroyed them by not doing so. There was no half-way 

mark for compromise, 

Benjamin Disraeli, as a member of Parliament, realized 
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the necessity of compromise and of following the party line 

at certain times. Though sharply critical of Peel and Con

servative principles as is shown in his novels and later in 

his speeches as a leader of the protectionists, Disraeli 

did not always follow the dictates of his philosophy nor 

of his sympathy when opposition meant exclusion from 

government circles. 

One thing both critics seem not to have realized, or 

at least ignored, was that the industrial revolution had 

changed the nature of English society. No longer was the 

aristocratic landed interest the predominant one. manu

facturing had increased to such an extent that a new 

wealthier class had arisen. The Whig party, recognizing 

this, had given the middle-class the suffrage in 1832. 

The Conservative party under Peel's leadership also 

realized that England had changed. Peel, as he reconstructed 

the Conservative party in the 1830's, attempted to base the 

party on more than just the aristocratic landed interest. 

He realized that to be a national party, the Conservatives 

had to widen its political base to include the manufacturing 

interest. In order to gain and to keep political power, 

the Conservatives had to represent the city as well as the 

rural areas. 

In retrospect, Oastler and Disraeli had valid criti

cisms about the prevalent economic and social philosophies 

which rejected human kindness and charity for the poor who 
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were caught in the industrial revolution. Their criticisms 

of the working conditions in factories and mines and of 

laissez-faire ideas that prevented government regulation 

of these conditions were also valid. Concerning their 

solutions to the problems facing England, both men wanted 

a return to pre-industrial England, They wanted the people 

to look backward to the aristocracy for leadership, instead 

of advocating the extension of the suffrage so that the 

people could elect their own. In this, both were unreal

istic in their not facing the fact that democracy was the 

coming force in the world. 

Sir Robert Peel's Conservative administration of 1841-

1846 marked the "transition of the country from an agri

cultural to a manufacturing basis." The Tory-radical 

critics, Benjamin Disraeli and Richard Oastler, failed to 

make that transition. Instead of looking forward in 1846 

for a solution to the problems which faced an industrial 

England, Disraeli and Oastler were still looking backward 

to an idealized aristocratic rural paternalism. 

^Ivor Bulmer-Thomas, The Growth of the British Party 
System, 1640-1923, I (New York: Humanities Press, 1966), 
p. 86. 
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