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ENGLISH NEWSPAPERS

CHAPTER XIV.
UNDER GEORGE IV,

1320—1330,

AS George IV. was virtually king during the nine
years of his regency, his assumption of the title
brought with 1t less apparent alteration in the state of
public affairs than had been incident to any previous
shifting of sovereigns. The actual change, however,
was great. Fifty months before, the peace of Paris had
formally concluded the long period of warfare which,
confusing and desolating all liurope, had brought
grievous trouble upon England, and, though those fifty
months were not sufficient for even a pretence of re-
storing order and repairing the evils that had been
brought en the nation, somethine had been done in
them to tighten the bonds of tyranny which the nation
was not ygt able to burst. George IV. who had
played upon the Whigs, or allowed them to play
with him betore he was regent, had come before he was
king to be in close alliance with the Tories, or at any
rate with the most genuine and thoroughgoing amon®
themy Matters seemed ripe, when his father died*for a
Tory supremacy in some respects more complete than

vOL. If. | B
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had hitherto been known, and only the more .galling
because it was resisted with a growing force which, as
it happened, was in little more than a decade to be
strong enough to overturn 1t. There was a constelft
struggle going on thronghout the ten and a half years
of this reign, in each stage of which newspapers per-
formed important, if inharmonious, functions, and 1t
ended in a crisis to which newspapers largely contributed.
Lord Liverpool, being in office nearly eight years
before the new reign began, had made full nse of his op-
portunities for the repression of public opinion in all
ways,and notablyin crippling and harassing such liberties
as the press had already in theory acquired. New laws
had been sanctioned by a too compliant parliament, and
old laws had been perverted by a servile judiciary.
New methods of corruption and intimidation had been
adopted when the old methods were obsolete or In-
effective, and if King George I11. and his ministers could.
have had their way they would have had no journals
printed which were not abject supporters of their policy,
propounding lies instead of facts, quibbles mstead of
arcuments, and fulsome adulation of the court and
government, and gross abuse of all who opposed them,
instead of criticism. Continuance of the same policy
was aimed at by the king and his ministers, and 1t an-
swered in some respects for a while, but in the main
it utterly broke down before the decade was aver.
Striking cvidence both of the strength and of the
‘weakness of journalism at this time, and of the inca-
pacity of court and courtiers, with all their terrorism
and all their wiles, to make the newspapers subservient,
or, when they were subservient, in any way usetul to
%hem, arose out of the question which through more
than® éhe first year of George IV.'s reign was of
' absorbing interest to the public. Business of vastly



1820. QUEEN CAROLINE'S AFFAIRS 3

greater moment and evils with much more poison in
them were forgotten or ignored by most people in their
exgry partisanship over the long-standing quarrel
,between the king and his wife, which broke out with
fresh violence in consequence of Queen Caroline’s pe. |
turning to Lngland after six years’ abscence to claim
her rank as royal consort, or, if that was refused, to
meet the charges brought against her. Hep past as
well as her present troubles were partly due to her own
very unwise action ; but she was at any rate the lesser
offender and the groater sufferer of the two, and when
she set up the rival court at Brandenburgh House,
which wag an object of ridicule and abuse to all the
king’s supporters, and a centre of agitation for all who
sided with her, these latter included g great many
more than the Radicals, who were most outspoken in
_their sympathy. The official Tories, with the exception
“of Canning, took the king’s part, but grudgingly, and
with full knowledge that his rockless injustice conld
f-_'i:lnly bring farther discredit upon him. Canning’s
“picture of ‘a government brought into contempt and
detestation, a kingdom thrown into such ferment and
- ¢opvulsion as no other kingdom or government ever
- recovered from without a revolution,” ! was only exXag-
_geration of the truth. ‘I think no acdministration with
any regard for him,’ even Lord Eldon wrote concerning
the king in June 1820, ¢ will go the length he wishes,
as an administration, and if they will, they cannot take
parliament hlong with them ; that body is afraid of
disclosures, not on one side only, which may affect
the monarchy itself.’ 2 But Eldon’s Warning was not
heeded.  Lord Liverpool brought in his Bill of Paince
and .Penalties in July, with a view of obtaigime a

! Btapleton, Life of Canning, ps 209,
* Twiss, Life of Lord Eldon, vol. ii, p, 372, .
.
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divorce for the king, and depriving the queen of her
richts and privileges ; but Caroline was so ably de-
fended by Brougham and Denman that, though the has
obtained a third reading by a majority of nine 1y the
"House of Peers, the government did not venture upon
proposing it to the Commons, and the mcasure was
abandoned in November ; to be followed, however, by
further insults and outrages, until the luckless and not
too deserving lady digd of chagrin and despair n
August 1821. In October 1820 fashionable people,
like the Dowager Lady Vernon, had hoped that ‘ the
delightful queen ’ would be ‘ disgusted sufficiently * by
the outrages and insults already offered to her, and
would soon leave Lngland. ¢ But, added this polite
lady, ¢ the Radical party will not suffer her to depart
till a little more mischief is comipleted. This will be
cooked up before the parliament mect for business, and
1 have no doubt is now cooking. ¢ The Times” are
eiving a strong helping hand, no doubt.” !

‘The Times, though for the most part a ministerial
organ, and prompted perhaps rather by a business-like
desire to move with the current of public opinton, for
which it was already conspicuous, than by any worthier
motive, was vigorous and persistent in its opposition
to the king and the government all through their pro-
ceedings against Queen Caroline ; and, strangg as 1t may
seem, ‘ The Morning Chronicle’ was almost the only
respectable and responsible newspaper that did not take
the same line. ¢ The Chronicle’ was now edited by
John Black, who, as we shall presently see, was too
much of a philosopher apd too anxious to distribute
even-handed justice to be diverted by popular clamour
or fidkle sentiment from that pursuit of serious reforms

e and that exposure of vital abuses to which hé had

’ 1 The Jmamai of Mary Frampton, p. 318, 8 ¢
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®
pledged himself and his journal. But such slighting of
Queen Caroline’s woes as ‘ The Chronicle’ seemed to be
guilty of, while it offended the public, yielded no satis-
faction to King George and his courtiers, and it was to
counteract the tide of newspaper sympathy with the
‘royal victim that ¢ John Bull > was started.
The story of this newspaper’s origin and early pro-
gress 1s as curious and instructive as it is ugly and
amusing. Theodore Hook had lately returned in dis-
grace from Mauritius, and was looking out for some
-~ way 1n which he could make use of his venomous and
witty pen, when the Queen Caroline agitation began,
and when the king’s partisans were impressed with
the necessity of doing something to oppose it. It
was by Sir Walter Scott, one of the most ardent of
these partisans, that Hook was selected, we are told,
“as a fit and proper person to make the thunder and
direct the storm that were to blast the budding hopes
of Radicalism.” Hook and some others, accordingly,
400k counsel with the courticrs, and arrangements were
“made to establish a paper ‘in which a thorough sifting
~of, and investigation into, the life and position of every
individual who appeared in ‘the queen's society should
-be published, and every flaw in the reputation, every
weak point in the family history of her adherents, duly
brought to leht,! A nominal editor was appointed, at
a salary of three guineas a week, to correct the proofs
and act as ‘legal lightning conductor to the concern,’
and a mare named Shackell, was induced to run the
risk of 1ssuing the offensive sheet, on condition of his
sharing the profits with Hook. Both risk and profits
were considerable. ) .
The first number of ‘ John Bull’ appeared op De-
oem®¥er 17, 1820. Only 750 copies were at firs® issued,
! Barham, Life of Theodore Hook (1853 edi‘tiﬁn), pp. 140, 142, .

L ]
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‘as no more than that quantity of stamped paper had
" been procured ; but a second edition was speedily called
" for, and the type was kept standing to meet the great.
demsnd. - In the sixth weck the circulation amounted
to 10,000 The new paper took the fancy of scandal-
‘16ving people with money to spare; and Theodore
Hook is entitled to all the credit attaching to the pro-
“jector and continuator of such an obnoxious undertak-
ing. As his biographer and panegyrist says, with some
effrontery, ¢ any man reckless of legal consequences or
beyond their reach, familiar with the current scandal of
the day, and having so powerful an engine as a public
paper at his disposal, may inflict 2 vast amountof injury
upon his adversaries; but to these conditions, in the
present case may be added powers, if not of the very
highest order, doubtless the best adapted to the pur-
- pose, sources of information peculiar and inexplicable, -
a singleness of purpose and firmn conviction of its justice,
that combined to render ““ Bull” the most formidable’
antagonist that had as yet entered the lists agamst the
queen.”  King George IV. told John Wilson Croker
in January 1822, that ‘neither he nor his mimsters,
“nor his parliament, nor his courts of justice, all to-
gether, had done so much good as “John Bull.”” 2
Parliament and the courts of justice, servile as they
then were, fell foul of ‘John Bull” In May 1821,
Henry Gray Bennett complained in the House of Com-
mons of a breach of privilege it had conimitted in print-
ing disparaging remarks about him, and the printer and
nominal editor were committed to Newgate, where they
were detained for two months.®? In the following No-
vegmber, the two publishers were fined 500L a piece in
the Kjng’s Bench Court, for libclling Lady Caroline

1 Parharm i1 149_45 1 (holer Pamers. vol. 1. D. 240,
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Wrottesley ; and during 1822 there were three other
libel cases in the same court, each resulting in a heavy
fine, and one in three months’ imprisonment as well.l- .
‘These various punishments fell on his associates,
not en Heek, His name was caretully kept out of the'
list of persons responsible for the paper, and, though -
his connection with it was well known, he arranged
- that 1t could not be proved. When one day Sir Walter -
Scott, who was sponsor to ¢John Bull,” incautiously
said that no one but Theodore Hook could turn out
such clever articles as appeared in it, Hook wrote in-
~assumed indignation to contradict the Insinuation, and
added to his signed letter this unsigned paragraph :
* The conceit of some people is amusing, and it has not
been unfrequently remarked that conceit is in abund.
ance where talent is most scarce. OQur readers will see.
“that we have received a letter from Mr. Hook disowning
and disavowing all connection with this paper. Partly
~out of good nature, and partly from an anxiety to show
the gentleman how little desirous we are to be asso.
- clated with him, we have made a declaration which will
‘doubtless be quite satisfactory to his morbid sensibility
and affected squeamishness. We are free to confess .
that two things surprise us in this business ; the first,
that anything we have thought worthy of giving to
_the public should have been mistaken for Mr. Hook’s ;
and, secondly, that such a person as Mr. Hook should
think himself disgraced by a connection with * John
Bull” " The mystification was carried on next week.
‘We have received Mr. Hook’s second letter,” it was
then said. “We are ready to confess that we may have
appeared to treat him too unceremoniously ; but wE
will put it to his own feelings whether the terms of his

denifil were not in some degree calculated to produce a;

! Andrews, British J. ournalism, vol. ii. pp. 108, 109.

L
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little asperity on our part. We shall never be ashamed,
however, to do justice, and we readily declare that we
meant no kind of imputation on Mr. Hook’s personal,
character.’ ? _ i
That impudent dishonesty was in keeping with the
whole character of ‘ John Bull.) It was clever in its
way, full of scurrilous jokes, cruel slanders, and elabo-
rate falsehoods and falsifications skilfully kept up;
~and 1t was none the less successful—its profits being
estimated for some years at 4,000l a year, after de-
ducting the heavy fines and law expenses Incurred—
because many were of the same opinion as Sir Robert
Ferguson, who in the House of Commons described it
as ‘a stain on the public press of the country, a most
malicious, false, and rascally publication,” When the
gpecial business for which it was started, the vilifica-
tion of Queen Caroline and her cause, was out of date,
Hook found other game to hunt. For a long while
Joseph Hume, who took the lead in calling for inquiry
‘Into Hook's Maurltms defalcations, was a specml object
of attack. Hook provided him Wlth a motto, ¢ Gralis
expers catenis,” which he translated, ‘I have got rid of
my Greek bonds,’ and made numberless jokes upon his
name and his characteristics as a financial and political
reformer, The true rendering of Horace's ‘ Ne quis
Hum-asse velit,’ Hook said, was ‘Let no man call
Hume an ass,” and ‘Humlh modo loqui’ was trans-
lated as ¢ To talk Scotch like Hume.! Hook provided
his enemy with verses like these to sing :—*

I hastened my genius to show
Though I dealt not in figures of speech ;
| But speaking of figures, we know, -
° Is ever in Maberly’s reach.?

t B¥ham, p. 153, o

e ° Maberly was a mild precursor of Joseph Hume as a financial
reformer.
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And ’tis O, what did become o' me?
O, what did I do?
I proved, with a great deal of mummery,
One and one to be equal to two,
Wo, wo, wo, &ec.

I wish I had atuck to my text,
My fame had continued alive ;
But alas ! I grew bold and tried next
To prove two and two to make five.
And ’tis O, what did become ’o0 me ?
O, what did T do ?
I swore it, and Walter and Finnerty !
Promised to bluster it through,
Ough, ough, ough, &c.?

| Hook appears to have done most of the original
writing for ¢ John Bull’ during the first year or two,
and he wrote in it some things that are still readable,
like ‘ The Ramsbottom Letters,” which were published
at intervals between 1823 and 1828. He continued to
write occasionally and to draw his half profits till his
death in' 1841, but more work was done by others after
‘he'had been sent to prison for his Mauritius frauds in
--1828. At about this time Richard H arris Barham, best
known a8 Thomas Ingoldsby, who did not think it out
- of keeping with his minor canonry of St. Paul’s, began
- to write much for the paper. His chief assistant was
Thomas Haynes Bayley, help coming now and then
from James Smith, of the ¢ Rejected Addresses,” and
other wits, and more sober articles being contributed
by Hook’s elder brother John, who, as Fitz-Harding,
addressed a series of letters to contemporary statesmen,
and perhaps by his younger brother Walter Farquhar,
famous afterwards as a church historian. William
Maginn, who was brought over from Dublin to edit, at
a salary of 20/ a month, a Wednesday companion ta
! Peter Finnerty was at this time chief reporter on the sta St The

Morning Chronicle, i -
- 3 Barham, pp. 165, 166.
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“Jokn Bull,” which Theodore Hook projected but did

" mot produce, also wrote a little for the Sunday paper.t
- While ‘John Bull’ was not allowed by juries and
some of the persons it libelled to go scot-free, the ‘anti-
ministerial papers were far more severely and frequently
punished for much milder offences, or for plain speech
which was only offensive because it was honest and
patriotic. It was John Hunt’s condemnation and im-
prisonment for two years in May 1821, that caused a.
crisis in the affairs of ‘ The Examiner,” and led to its
passing into the hands of the Reverend Dr. Fellowes—
a wealthy, enthusiastic, and noble-hearted Radical, who
had for some time been a sort of secretary to (Queen
Caroline *—and its temporary deterioration under the
too youthful editorship of Henry Leigh Hunt.

The other Radical papers were assailed in every
way, and, as though Lord Liverpool’s government was
not zealous enough in its persecutions, a society of ™
extreme Tories, including forty peers and church digni-
taries, and calling itself the Constitutional Association,
but kHO‘WIl by Uthers as the Bridge Street gang, was
formed in March 1821 to secure enforcement of the law
against all who ventured to question the wisdom of
George TV. and his ministers. It was appmved by
the king, who had written m the previous January
to Lord Eldon :—*‘As the courts of law will now be
open within a few days, I am desirous to know the -
decision that has been taken by the attorney-general
upon the mode in which all the vendors of #treason and*
libellers are to be prosecuted. This is a measure so.
vitally indispensable to my. feelings, as well as to the.
country, that I must insi§t that no further loss of time

should be suffered to lapse before proceedings be insti-

¢
1 Barﬁla.m, pp. 169-162.

* *E B de Fonblanque, Life and Labowrs of Albany Fonblanque, p. 27..
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tuted.”! The angry complaints of Whigempoliticians in
and out of Parliament, however, and the evidencg -
br;)ught forward that its members, when not them. .
selved jurymen, were tampering with juries and officials,
soon broke up the Bridge Street gang. In July it was
itself prosecuted for extortion and oppression, and,
though there was no conviction in this case, it ceased
to be mischievous as a body.? Quite enough mischief
was done by its members as individuals, and by the
duly constituted authorities, to sdtisfy even George IV.
The opponents of the government found some
amusement in a small attack upon it with its own
weapons in I ebruary 1821, when Sir John Newpors
called attention in the House of Commons to a breach
of privilege committed by ‘ The London Gazette, in
stating that among the petitions presented to the king
was one from a Dumfries presbytery complaining of
‘ the violent and unconstitutional speeches of the oppo-
sitton in both houses of parliament, and the infamous
scurrility and misrepresentations of a licentious press.’
The plea that this was only a record of a petition made
in the ordinary course was rebutted by showing that the
particulars had been picked out for publication, while
the details of other petitions were not given, and Lord
Castlereagh had to apologise for the misconduct of the
official newspaper. He retaliated in March by causing
complaint to be made against ¢ The Morning Chronicle’
for having printed the names of members who had
supported a motion for the reception of a petition from
a prisoner against the judge who tried him, with thig
heading :—* The list of the minority who voted against-
- Lord Castlereagh’s admonition to the people of England

' Coyat and Cabinets of Gﬂué*ge IV., vol. i, p. 107. -
¢ Anmual Register (1821), p. 205 ; Hansard, 1821, cols. 891, 1046,
1487-91 ; Knight Hunt, vol. ii, pp. 69, 70. )
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not to trouble and take up the time of the House of
Commons with their petitions.” Of this mild sarcasm
Lord Castlereagh declared that °certainly a more de-
testable and wicked libel had never been published,’
but after a long debate the government had to submit
to the insult it had brought on itself.*

The more powerful papers, like ¢ The Morning
Chronicle,” only gained by the contemptlble efforts
of the king and hls ministers to interfere with them.
They had much to conhtend against, however, and ¢ The
Chronicle,” which was at this time the boldest and
worthiest of them, suffered for its honesty. It had
been edited since 1817 by John Black, who, however,
had only partial control over it until 1821, when, on
James Perry’s death, it was sold to William Clement,
who was already proprietor of ‘ The Observer,” ‘ The
Englishman,” and ¢ Bell's Life; and who, conducting
those Sunday papers with independence, but rather as
weekly detailers of news than as organs of opinion,
allowed Black to go considerably beyond the Whig
traditions of the paper in his bold advocacy of reforms,
and yet more in his bold denunciation of abuses.

Black was a clear-headed, far-seeing Scotchman, an
ardent disciple of Jeremy Bentham, and an intimate
friend of James Mill. ¢ He played a really important
part in the progress of English opinion for a number of
years, which is not properly recognised,” John Stuart
Mill wrote in 1869 ; and he added, ‘I have always con-
sidered him as the first journalist who carried criticism
and the spirit of reform into the details of English
institutions. Those who are not old enough to remem-
_ber those times can havdly believe what the state of
pubhc discussion then was. DPeople now and then
attacked the cansmtutlon and the borough-mongérs, but

[ | r - - ™ - L | F e W Wt .
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no one thought of censuring the law or the courts of
justice, and to say a word against the unpaid magis-
trates was a sort of blasphemy. Black was the writer
who “aarried the warfare into these subjects, and he
broke the spell.’' ‘Up to that time,’ as Mill also
gaid, ¢ it was the almost universal creed of Englishmen
that the law of England, the judicature of England, the
unpaid magistracy of Lngland, were models of excel-
lence. I do not go beyond the mark in saying that,
after Bentham, who supplied the principal materials,
the greatest share of the merit of breaking down this
wretched superstition belongs to Black as editor of  The
Morning Chronicle.”” He kept up an incessant fire
against 1t, exposing the absurdities and vices of the law
and the courts of justice until he forced some sense of
them into people’s minds. On many other questions he
became the organ of opmions much in advance of any
which had ever before found regular advocacy in the
newspaper press. DBlack was a frequent visitor of my
father, and Mr. Grote used to say he always knew by
the Monday morning’s article whether Black had been
with my father on the Sunday.’?

Black’s style was somewhat crabbed, and his judg-
~ment hard. If he instructed thoughtful readers, he
frightened away those who wanted to be amused, and
“The Chronicle’ lost as well as gained influence in his
hands, by acquiring a reputation of being duller and
more severe than it really was. Its philosophical con-
sistency made 1t seem inconsistent, and was irritating
to shallow and fickle people. They could not under-
stand why Black poured out indignation against the
authors of the Peterloo massacre, and yet wrote calmly

' Rebert Harrison, in the Dictionary of National Biography, 8dited
by Leslie Stephen, vol. v, p. 108. .
* Awutobiogravhy of Johm Stuart Ml vpp. 89, 90,
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about Queen Caroline’s grievances, and refused to.admit
that she was a saint as well as a martyr. He offended
the Radicals by demolishing Cobbett’s rhetoric and
questioning his honesty, and he shocked the Whigs by~
recognising virtue in Canning and declaring that
Wellington was sometimes in the right. He alienated
many readers, moreover, by paying scant attention to
theatrical and other concerns, in a paper in which
William Woodfall had patronised the playwrights, and
which had had Hazlitt for its dramatic critic. These
and similar shortcomings were not atoned for by the
slashing articles contributed by Brougham, or Moore’s
occasional squibs in verse. Black had an able con-
tributor, however, between 1821 and 1824, in Albany
Fonblanque, who was now making his mark in jour-
nalism ;' and among other contributors were James
Mill,> and his talented and precocious son, who began
to write for ‘ The Chronicle’ when he was only about
seventeen. John Stuart Mill’s first communications
were five letters, signed Wickliffe, commenting on the
harsh treatment to which the Carliles had been exposed,
Three of these letters were published in ‘ The Chronicle’
in January and February 1823. ¢ The other two,” he
sald, ‘ containing things too outspoken for that journal,
never appeared at all’; but besides these he wrote
much else, ‘ sometimes notices of books, but oftener
letters, commenting on some nonsense talked in parlia-
ment, or some defect in the law, or misdoings of the
magistracy or the courts of law.”® Another® contributor,
supplying dramatic and literary criticisms, as well as
coptous parliamentary reports and occasional leading
-articles, was John Payné Collier, who appears to have

e

~ * Life and Labours of Albany Fonblangue, pp. 14, 63.
* Bain, James Mill: a Biography, p. 212,



- -3821-1830. ‘THE CHRONICLE' AND ‘THE TIMES’ 15
'r | : ° :
transferred his services from ‘The Times’ to ¢ The

Chronicle ’ after his difliculty with the House of Com-
mons in 1819, It was not till after 1830 that Collier
gave any sign of the craze for antiquarian forgery that
marred his good work and wrecked his reputation as a
painstaking and intelligent man of letters.!

The sturdy worth and honesty of ** The Chronicle’
placed it at a great disadvantage in its competition with
¢ The Times,” which, however, gave much offence in
those years to both Whigs and Radicals. ‘It takes up
no falling cause,” it was said too harshly, but with much
truth, about ‘ The Times’ in 18923 ; ‘fights no uphill
battle, advocates no great principle, holds out a help-
ing hand to no oppressed or obscure individual ; it is
“ever strong upon the stronger side ;7' its style is
magniloquent, its spirit is not magnanimous.” And the
same severe critic added, ¢ It is elaborate, but heavy ;
full, but not readable. Stuffed up with official docu-
ments, with matter-of-fact details, it might be imagined
to be composed, as well as printed, with a. steam-engine.
It is pompous, dogmatical, and full of pretensions, but
neither light, variable, nor agreeable. . It sells more,
and contains more, than any other paper, and when you
have said this you have said all.’ 2

Much as it was disliked by some, however, ¢ The
Times’ made wonderful progress from year to year,
under the joint care of the second John Walter, whose
enterprise in business ways had no limits, and of
Thomas Barges, who was scarcely less enterprising as
an editor ; and many of the Whigs and Radicals who
condemned the ministry in ‘ The Chronicle ’ wrote on
such subjects as their conscienees allowed in the minis-

terial ‘ Times.” Albany F onblanque was an occasional

! @.°F. Warner, in Dictionary of National Biography, vol. xi®p. 349,
* Edinburgh Review, May 1823, pp. 362, 364, ° o
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contributor,! and Brougham was throtig'hbﬁ't 'ma.hy"-yémféf
one of its regular leader-writers, at a salary of 100
a month, In August 1822, when Brougham was ill,
Barnes proposed to Moore that he should temperarily
fill the post at the same scale of payment.* . Moore de-
clined that offer ; but he contributed plenty of verse,
and other verse came from Thomas Babington Macaulay. .
Barnes was indefatigable in seeking out clever writers'
and, tepting them with better remuneration than the
other papers gave, and the same policy was pursued
as regards parliamentary and other reporters, Walter
refusing to be bound by a rule agreed upon by his rivals
which fixed the reporter’s wage at five guineas a week.?
Among the leader-writers of ¢ The Times,” however,
Edward Sterling continued to be the chief ‘thunderer;,’ |
at his comfortable salary of 2,000/, a year, and on him
probably devolved the main duty of vehemently sup-’
porting the government of the day in all its tyrannical
and perilous policy. Now and then, as in the case of
Queen Caroline, ‘The Times’ ventured to be independ-
“ent, or to follow the tide of popular opinion ; but as a
rule it was violently ministerial under lLiverpool and
Canning and Wellington alike. Its Whig critic’s scorn
was not unmerited, and all the reforms prepared for in
George IV.'s reign, and worked out to some extent in
William IV.)s, were achieved without its help, and in
defiance of its instructions.

Its policy paid well, and it profited by all its bold-
ness, which its timid contemporaries and rgvals regarded
as reckless extravagance. It startled the world on
January 29, 1829, by appearing as a double sheet,

U Iafe and Labours of Albany Fonblangque, p. 8.

WRussell, Journal, Correspondence, and Memoirs of Thomas Moore,
vol. iifs p. 362. | - o

¥ Knight Hunt, vol. 1. p. 196.
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-giving forty-eight columns in eight pages of the usual
" size, instead of twenty-four columns in four pages. That
- Was In defiance of the Stamp Act ; but it was winked at
- by tQe authorities, as no other and less loyal paper was

likely to follow the costly example, which necessitated
not only a double outlay in paper.and print, but also a
troublesorne and expensive change of machinery ; and

- the freak was rarcly repeated till the following reign,
when a double number of ¢ The Times’ generally ap-
peared once a week or oftener. - The nearest anticipation

of 1t had been on June 22, 1821, when ¢ The Observer,
giving an claborate account of the coronation of
Greorge 1V., appeared as a double paper, of which the

hitherto unparalleled number of 61,500 copies were
sold ; but in that case each of the two sheets was
stamped and charged for.

‘The Morning flerald’ was for a few years the
most formidable rival of ¢ The Times,” not in the collec-
tion of foreign news or in the writing of vigorous

- leaders, but in an extension of journalism which took
the public fancy. Until this time, though parliamentary
proceedings were reported fully, cases in the law or
police courts were seldom recorded, or only briefly
hinted at, unless at the conclusion of a trial its details
were considered interesting enough to be set forth at
length and in complete form. Police cases decided in
a few hours were frequently given, of course, if they
were deemed amusing, and as part of the current
scandal, in gach morning’s papers, but with no attempt
at thoroughness till * The Morning Chronicle ’ and ¢ The
Morning Herald * set the fashion. But, whereas ¢ The
Chronicle’ reported serious cases in order to comment
seriously on them and insist upon necessary reforms,
* The Herald,”. with a keener eye to present prefit and
popularity, tried only or chiefly to be amusing or"

AT OTIT .
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sensational in its excursions in this new field of
journalism. Thomas Wright, a reporter on the staff
of the latter paper, has the credit of making the change,
and government interference encouraged it. , On
October 14, 1823, ¢ The Herald’ reported a Mansion
House case in which the captain of a vessel trading
to Honduras described the cruel treatment to which
emigrants were then subjected, and the disease, star-
vation, and premature death that ensued among them,
The lord mayor, who heard this statement, said it was
one to which the newspapers should call attention, and
‘ The Herald ’ acted on his suggestion. Thwaites, the
principal proprietor of the journal, was thereupon pro-

ceeded against for libel by one of the promoters of the
emigration scheme whose honesty and humanity had
been impugned, and who obtained damages on the ground
that newspapers were not jusgfied in repeating accusa-
tions made in a magistrate’s court. This action was
soon followed by another of a similar nature, brought
by a solicitor named Duncan, in which ¢ The Herald’
was again punished for its zealous reporting ; and the
1ssues were in accordance with a ruling of Lord Ellen-
borough’s in 1811, where ‘ The Day’ was concerned,
to the -effect that ‘it was libellous to publish the pre-
liminary examination before a magistrate previous to
committing a man for trial, the tendency of such a
publication being to prejudice the minds of jurymen
against the accused, and to deprive him of a fair trial.”

! Barnewall and Cresswell, Reports of Cases in the @ourt of King's

Bench, vol. 1. pp. 24, 656 ; Campbell, Nisi Prius Cases, vol. ii. p. 563. y

In June 1820, Clement, of The Observer, was fined for entitling a report
‘Shameful Conduct of an Attorney,’ and in June 1821, Walter, of The
Times, was condemned for summ#tising the evidence at a trial by saying,
®The witness proved the allegations contained in the speech of the
learnedbcounsel.” ¢ The defendant,” said Chief Justice Abbott, ¢ oyght to
have detalled and transcribed in the publication the evidence of the wit-

8% T L N . T e
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Thwaites defied the law, however, and his police
reports—some of which were republished in 1824 by
Wright in an amusing volume entitled ‘ Mornings at
Bow Wtreet '—became a great attraction. The circula.
tion of ‘The Morning Herald, only about 1,500 in
1820, was 1ncreased five-fold in the course of the next
eight years," and Wright was rewarded with 2 share in
the property he had done so much to improve. For
the first time in its history ¢ The Herald ’ became an in-
fluential paper, and, being too Liberal in its politics to
please the Tories, and ceasing to be an unscrupulous
supporter of George IV.,in whose interests, while he
was Prince of Wales, it had been established by Bate
Dudley, it was now much less disreputable than for-
merly. -
The old functions of ‘ The Morning Herald, as a
mere dispenser of ¢ fashionable intelligence > and aris-
tocratic tittle-tattle of all sorts, devolved on its Tory
rival, ‘ The Morning Post,” which, with a small and
still dwindling circulation, was only able to pay its
way by reason of the extreme cheapness of the matter
provided in it. But it was of slight importance
as a mimsterial organ ; and in yet worse condition
was the other and more pretentious Tory paper ¢ The
New Times,” which Dr. Stoddart had started in 1817,
Stoddart abandoned journalism in disgust, and went
in 1826 to retrieve his fortunes as chief justice of
Malta, a post for which he was better fitted than for
that of special pleader for the Tories in the columns of
a newspaper, and in which he was but scantily re-
warded for his long services ; and ‘ The New Times,’

selves. If a party is to be allowed to publish what passes 1n a court of ™
justice he must publish the whole case, and not merely state the corclu-
slon which he himself draws from the evidence.’—Barnewall and Alﬁerﬂﬂn,
Reports, vol. 1ii. p. 702 ; vol. iv. p. 605. -

' Westminster Review, January 1829, p. 231.

o |
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bankrupt in 1828, was resuscitated for three years as
‘ The Morning Journal.” Neither this paper, under
either of its titles, nor ‘ The Post,” however, brought
anything but discredit on the party in office ¥ and,
though the party was supported by ¢ The Herald,” with
its circulation, in 1829, of something like 8,000, and
by ¢ The Times,’ of which more than 10,000 copies were
sold each day, while ‘The Chronicle’ issued barely
4,000,! the government was at this time-without a
champion to its liking in the press.

There is grotesque evidence of this, and also of the
way in which at an earlier period the party had managed
to get served in the newspapers, in a letter written by
John Wilson Croker, in August 1829, to a friend who
consulted him about starting a new Tory journal
under ministerial patronage. Croker, it will be remem-
bered, was the Rigby of ‘Coningsby,” whom Lord
Hertford, called Lord Monmouth in Disraeli’s novel,
had ‘ bought.” ¢ He bought him, with his clear head,
his indefatigable industry, his audacious tongue, and
his ready and unscrupulous pen ; with all his dates, all
his lampoons, all his private memoirs, and all his poli-
tical intrigues.” ? Croker, now forty-eight, and soon to
resign his twenty-two years’ secretaryship of the
Admiralty, had written for ¢ The Times’ as far back as
1801, when he addressed to it a scries of letters on the
French Revolution,® and had kept up acquaintance with
the Walters, father and son, ever since. It was evi-
dently to ‘ The Times’ especially that he 4lluded in this

1 Gibbons Merle, in The Westminster Review, January 1829, pp. 2186,
217, who tells us that the entjge circulation of the seventeen daily papers
then published was about 40,000. The morning papers were, in their -
ordgr of commercial value, The Temes, Morning Herald, Morning Adver-
tiser, Morning Journal, Morning Post, and Public Ledger; and The even-
ing papers, The Globe,-Courier, Sun, British Traveller, Standard, and Star.

2 Comingsby, chapter i. % Oroker Papers, vol. i, p. 8.
®
ARy T
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-
curious letter. ‘I have heretofore,” he sald, ‘ conveyed
to the public articles written by prime and cabinet
ministers, and sometimes have composed such articles’
undex their eye. They supplied the fact and I supplied
the fact, and between us we used to produce a consider-
able effect.” He did not give his friend much en-
couragement or any promise of help in the proposed
venture, but he added, with the authority of a veteran
in this sort of work, ¢ If anything of the kind were
-practicable, it ought to be done in the most profound
secrecy, and every possible precaution against even a
suspicion should be taken ; and the minister who should
undertake it and you—his “conveyancer,” as Junius
calls it—should throw in here and there such a slight
mixture of error or apparent ignorance as should
obviate suspicion of its coming from so high a source.
When I used to write, I lived altogether with my poli-
tical friends, and knew what I was doing, and what
ought to be said. The success of that period, of which
I was a humble though an active agent, was so com.-
plete that it turned the press—I mean the preponder-
ating part of the press—right round. The govern-
ment had the voice of the journals, and the opposition
(what had, I believe, never before happened in the
history of English parties)—the opposition complained
loudly of the licentiousness of the press ; which only
meant that they were no longer able to wield it to their
own purposes,’ ! |

The only sort of press licentiousness that minis-
terialists approved was now beyond their contrivance,
the reason being that the Tory party itself was getting
beyond the control of any miister. The king’s per-
- sonal views alienated from him many zealous supporters
of the crown; such popularity as he had fermerly

b Croker Papei*s, vol. ii. pp. 22, 28,

~y
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. -enjoyed was shattered for ever by the Queen Caroline
scandals ; and his stubbornness on the Catholic eman.-
cipation question, though shared by the majority of .
the Tories, was resented by the more enlightened and
more prudent members of the party. So long as Lord
Liverpool remained in office there was no open breach,
but when he was struck down in 1827, the Duke of
Wellington, Peel, and all the old-fashioned Tories held
aloof while Canning formed the promising administra-
tion which his own death put an end to before it was.

- four months old.

It was in anticipation of these troubles that two
bold efforts were made—ane successful, the other a
notable failure—to start new Tory papers. In 1825
~John Murray, the publisher, well pleased with the
progress of ‘ The Quarterly Review’ under William
Gifford’s editorship since its commencement in 1809,

« projected a daily paper through which Tories of
Canning’s school should instruct the world. * The
Representative, pompously heralded and lavishly
prepared for, made its appearance on January 25,
1826." Dr. Maginn was sent to Paris as one of its
foreign correspondents, and several other writers were
engaged at high salaries ; but neither the money nor
‘the brains expended on it made it in any way ac-
ceptable to the public, and after some 15,0004, 1t 1s
sald, had been thrown away, it was discontinued on

July 292

' Another Representative, a Sunday paper, had been stidrted in January
1822 by Murdo Young, sometime proprietor of The Sun, but it only lived
throughout the year., “
“ An absurd statement has been repeatedly made, and was amplified
;1_11 James Grant’s Newspaper Press, that Benjamin Disracli was editor of
Lhe Rﬁprgse-nmtive. The only plea for believing this rumour. is that he
never togk the trouble to contradict it. Disraeli, not more than #wenty- .
~one or twenty-two, was at this time writing the first volume of Vivian.
Grey, and ocoupying his leisure by playing the dandy in such Whiggish

rll
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The other, a more prosperous Journal, was ¢ The.
- Standard,” an offshoot of ‘ The St. James's Chronicle,’
which had existed ever since 1761, as a thrice-
a-weck evening paper, and of which Charles Baldwin
‘had for some time been proprietor, with Stanley Lees.
Giffard as editor, At the nstigation of the Duke of
Wellington, Peel and others, who were not satisfied
with ¢ The Courier, and anxious to have a Vigorous
~organ which, besides in other ways opposing the Can.
ning section, should be particularly zealous in resist-
Ing the movement for Catholic emancipation, Baldwin
started ‘ The Standard’ on May 21, 1827, Ably edited
by Giffard, who was helped first by Alaric Attila
Watts and afterwards by Dr. Maginn, ¢ The Standard’
soon became the chief Tory evening paper. It was too
enterprising for its patrons, however. [t was only seven
months old when great commotion was caused by an in-
Judicious article published a tortnight before the Duke*
of Wellington’s supersession of Lord (Goderich, who had
ventured to take Canning’s vacant place. Wellington,
while out of office and not loth to embarrass those whom
he regarded as traitors in the Tory camp, had felt him-
self free to express his genuine thoughts about Catho-
lic emancipation and other questions, both in his own
speech and by proxy ; but on the eve of his premier-
ship, and with the consciousness that the long-deferred
concession to the Irish people could not be much farther
procrastinated, his attitude was different, and he was
not pleased® by the persistency or consistency of his
- nominees on ‘ The Standard.” The irrepressible Croker

and nondescript society as Lady Blessington brought together. Had he
had anything to do with The Representative his friends or enemies would,
certainly have placed the fact heyond doubt ; but it is easy to syppose
that inMater years his vanity was humoured by the ridiculouns s‘ory. It
is possible, but not likely, that his father had somethine to do with tha
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* saw Herries ' on Janunary 2, 1828. ¢ We talked about
a paragraph of about ten days ago in ¢ The Standard,””’
he reported, * which proclaimed that the Tories coukd -
not come in without stipulating for the dismissal of
the lord steward (Conyngham). We agreed as to the
 mischievous effect of that paragraph, as it was known

that the Duke of Wellington and Peel countenanced -

that paper, and he told me that a certain person took
care that it should go down to Windsor the very night
it was published.” ¢ The king is so displeased with
Peel,” Croker wrote to his patron, Lord Hertford, ¢ and
so indignant at that paragraph in “ The Standard,” that
he 18, they say, resolved to continue what he calls a
mixed government, but from which all Tories will
recede.” The Duke of Wellington lost his temper over
this business. ‘ What can we do with these sort of
fellows 7’ he exclaimed. ‘ We have no power over
them, and for my part I will have no communication
with any of them.’

Wellington was appointed premier on January 8§,
however, notwithstanding the harm he thought ¢ The
Standard’ had done to him, and he had many com-
munications afterwards both with it and with other -
papers ; and ‘ The dStandard’ flourished, though some
time passed before it could oust even ‘The Courier’
from its place as the evening spokesman for the crum-
bling Tory party. ° Saw Peel, Croker wrote in his
diary for February 9, 1829, ¢ who begged of me to
insert in ‘“ The Courier,” as from myself, his letter to
the vice-chancellor of Oxford. I did so, and sent with
it a few complimentary words, but in the character of
- the editor.”?

In 1814 and thereabouts Croker had joined with

v Croker Papers, vol. i. pp. 397, 399, _2 Ibid., vol. ii. p. 9,

Y
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Peel and Palmerston, he tells us, in contributing
~ . political squibs and lyrics’ to ¢ The Courier’ ; but even
- snch help, and the more solid assistance it obtained
from official sources, did not make it a successful or
mfluential paper. Its fortunes were not improved by
the energy of William Mudford, an 0ld friend of John
~.Black’s, who edited it during several years before 1828,
“and who failed in his efforts to adapt its policy to the
varying tactics of the Tories in office.

The career of Mudford’s successor was s melan-
choly example of the misfortunes, by no means rare, of
Tory journalists. Eugenius Roche had been for some
time reporter and, during a year or two, editor of ¢ The
Day ’ before 1810, when he was imprisoned for a year
tor libelling Sir Francis Burdett, this being one of the
few instances of Tories sharing the punishments that
were so frequently incurred by Radicals. In 1813 he
was employed on ‘ The Morning Post,” of which he
became editor in 181 7, and he gave to it, as he said,
“every hour of his time and almost every thought of
his mind’ till 1827, when he unluckily accepted the
editorship of ‘The New Times,” lately vacated by
Stoddart. It was a condition of his appointment that
he should take shares in the concern, but he had
scarcely entered on his duties before he found that he
had thereby rendered himself responsible for old debts,
which swallowed up all his scanty savings and left
~ him penniless. When ¢ The New Times ’ was converted
into ¢ The Mdrning Journal’ in 1828, he went to edit
*The Courier,” which was partly owned by the same
proprietors. That post, however, he only held for less
than two years, and the salary of 1,000/. a year paid.-
or promised to him was not sufficient for lis needs.
‘ Trembling for the ruin which impended over his .
family,” we are told, ‘and expecting each day to be
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consigned to the grasp of the myrmidons of the law,
he died of what is called a broken heart when he was
barely more than fifty.! Soon after his death in 1839,
and on the collapse of ¢ The Morning Journal ’ and the
ruin of its Tory proprietors, ¢ The Courier’ was bought
by the Whigs, and began to be somewhat more pros-
perous as an exponent of different politics.

Another, and sometime notorious, Tory evening
paper, ‘ The Sun, had already changed its politics
and entered on a fresh lease of life, its circulation being
quadrupled between 1825 and 1829.% Its new pro-
prietor was Murdo Young, a pioneer in one phase
of modern journalism., Until his time the evening
papers, as they were called, generally published early
in the afternoon, gave little more in the way of news.
than selections or epitomes of matter contained 1n the
morning journals, with the addition of such original
articles as could be procured at small price. ¢ The
Courier * had set the fashion fifteen or twenty years
before, during the later stages of the Napoleonic war,
of issuing second, and sometimes even third, editions,
when it had scraps of fresh intelligence to offer; but
these supplementary editions were irregular, and often
‘were catchpenny productions. When Murdo Young
altered the politics of ‘The Sun, he also altered 1its.
business arrangements. He laid himself out for pub-
lishing late news, keeping his men at work if necessary
till eleven o’clock at night, in order that he might
publish on the same evening a report several columns
long, it might be, of the day’s proceedings in parlia-
ment, or special communications from the provinces
.or from the continent.” The innovation was acceptable

" - |
' Roche, London in & Thousand Years, and other Poems ; yrefatory

- memoir (1830).
? Westminster Review, January 1829, p. 221.
'F"
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to readers in London, and yet more in the country.
Young established a system of expresses stretching
all round London, and even as far as Manchester and
Bristol, and was thus able to anticipate the morning
papers by at-least twelve hours, both in the collection
and 1n the distribution of news. This was no slight feat
to perform in days when there were no telegraphs and
Dot even any railways, and when the General Post
Office was a nest of jobbery, always dilatory and never
to be depended upon! Now and then Young's zeal
led him into error, as in 1828, when he obtained before-
hand from Richard Lalor Sheil the text of g speech
on Catholic emancipation which Sheil had prepared
tor delivery in Surrey, and published it overnight, to
learn next morning that the speech had never been
spoken.” But such accidents were rare, and when they
bappened they only helped to advertise * The Sun.’ -
The ablest and the most successful of the evening
papers in George IV.’s time, however, was ¢ The Globe,’
especially as it profited by all the experience of ‘ The
Sun,’” and now improved on its cxample in the matter
of news, besides surpassing it as a guide and in-
structor of public opinion.  Started in 1803, along
with ¢ The British Press,’ and both journals being under®
the same editor, George Lane, ‘ The Globe ’ was during
several years a respectable but unimportant organ of
the booksellers’ trade, containing literary advertise-
ments and general news, and paying very little atten-
tion to party 9politics. In this respect 1t was surpassed
by ‘The Traveller, which, commenced at about the
same time, and skilfully edited by Edward QQuin, soon
became more than a trade journal issued in the interests .
-of commercial travellers. Colonel Robert Torrenss an

' Westminster Review, January 1829, pp- 230, 231.
* James Grant, The Newspaper Press, vol. i. p. 334.
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officer of marines who distinguished himself during
the long war with France and, unlike most military
men, was taught Radicalism by experience of soldier-
ship, became a principal proprietor of ¢ The Traveller’
after his fighting work was over, and used 1t for en-
forcement of the opinions he had arrived at in politics
and political economy. He found a congenial editor
in Walter Coulson, who had formerly been amanuensis
to Jeremy Bentham, and was a zealous Benthamite
through life. It was in ‘ The Travéller’ that John
Stuart Mill, when he was scarcely more than sixteen,
near the end of 1822, made his first appearance in
print. ¢ Colonel Torrens wrote much of the political
economy of his paper,” said Mill, ‘and had at this
time made an attack upon some opinion of Ricardo
and my father, to which, at my father’s instigation, I
attempted an answer, and Coulson, out of consideration
for my father and good will to me, inserted 1t." Torrens
replied to this criticism, and a further rejoinder from
the young controversialist appeared in this liberal
journal.! On January 1, 1823, however, ‘ The Traveller’
was absorbed in ¢ The Globe,” which, ¢ The British Press’
having been dropped as an unprofitable speculation,

* had becn bought by Torrens and his friends, and from

that day it appeared as ‘ The Globe and Traveller.
During the next five years Torrens bought up five
other papers, ‘ The Statesman’ and ‘ The True Briton,’
both of long standing but small circulation, °The
Nation,” and ¢ The Evening Chronicle’ and ‘¢ The Argus,’
both of which had lately been started by James Silk
Buckingham,? an indefatigable newspaper projector,

- whose only successfil venture—successful in other

hands—was ¢ The Athenaum,” dating from 1828.
: . . 4
1 Autobtography of John Stuart Mill, pp. 87; 88,

Ty g e it |
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‘The Globe,” in the editorship of which Gibbons
Merle soon succeeded Coulson, acquired great Import-
ance 1n Torrens’s hands. Less enterprising as a col-
lector and prompt dispenser of news than ¢ The Sun,’
it became a vigorous exponent of Whig opinions,
and opinions too advanced for the majority of Whigs.
The evening associate of “The Morning Chronicle,” it
laboured as zealously for the overturning of the Tory
rule, and while that rule lasted, for the promotion of
reforms obnoxious to the Tories. Of the good work
done by both papers we shall sec something presently.

Of the rapid collapse of Toryism during the second
halt of George IV.’s reign, though not of its extinction,
or much weakening to the traditions and prejudices
that were soon to appear in altered forms, clear evi-
dence was given in many ways, but there was no clearer
evidence than came from the scant supply and poor
quality of Tory journalism at this time. While there
was much that was faulty and offensive in the Whig
and Kadical newspapers, these were. plentiful, and
showed no lack of energy ; but the Tory newspapers
were few and feeble, as well as faulty and offensive.
Among nearly three dozen weekly papers now published,
many of them paltry and short-lived, there were
several that bravely and effectively opposed the Can.
ning, Goderich, and Wellington administrations, all
three of which were included in a term of barely more
than three years. The only ministerial supporters of
any note, however, were ‘John Bull’ and its rival in
coarseness ‘ The Age,” which was started in 1825, and
these two were at feud with one another and with the
daily papers of the same politics,” among which also there-
was no cohesion or agreement. ‘The Times’ wag by
far the most powerful of all the journals now published,
and 1t generally used its power against the opponents

™ -
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of tHe government, but it was in no sense at this time a
government organ. The Duke of Wellington’s worthiest
champion was ¢ The Standard,” but it was still young
and weak. ¢ The Standard’ it was said by a competent
critic in 1829, ¢ probably owes its success to the fluc-
tuating policy of ¢ The Courier " at the period when the
seeming liberalism of the Government led to a sort
of coquetry with a better and higher policy. “ The
Standard”’ was set up by the old Tories when they
had not a decided organ in the whole of the London
press, with the exception, perhaps, of “ The Morning
Post,”” which has of late years been in’ the main a con-
* gistent Church and State advocate of high ultra polities.
““ The Courier,” under the direction of another editor!?
than the gentleman who now obeys the mandates of the
Treasury, had fluctuated between Canning and Eldon,
Wellington and Huskisson, Tory principles and Liberal
principles, until its old staunch Tory subseribers began
to leave it In great numbers, whilst its liberality was
thought of such young growth that it had no accession
in numbers from persons of the opposite party. - In this
state of things “ The Standard ” was set up; and although
for a time its success, notwithstanding the skill of the
writers employed upon it, was doubtful, 1t may now be
considered to have succeeded.’ ? | |

‘ The Morning Journal’ did more harm than ¢ The
Standard > could do good to the Tory cause, however,
and in kicking it out of his way, the Duke of Welling-
ton stumbled considerably towards his owr ruin. - ‘The -
Morning Journal’ was a persistent railer against Wel-
lington from the time when, not daring longer to resist
the demand for Catholié¢ emancipation, he introduced a
measure to that intent in the session of 1829. 'Tlle ball.

1 William Mudford, who preeéded Eungenius Rnch&.

* Westminster Review, January 1829, p. 229.
o
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was passed in April, but not accepted as a favour by
the Irish Catholics and English Whigs and Radicals
who had so long been insisting onit. Those Tories
who resented it found no excuse for the Premier in the
exigencies to which he had yielded. Theijr bitterness had
vent i ‘The Morning Journal,” and one particularly
angry article appeared in the number of May 14, which, .
- however, referred particularly not to the Catholic Relief
Act, but to. Wellington’s supposed influence over the
king in other matters, George IV.,” it was said in this
article, ‘ was till now a popular monarch. That he
has been rendered otherwise is the act of his Imperious
‘minister.” ¢ There never was a more ambitious Or a more
dangerous minister in England than the Duke of Welling-
ton,’ it was further asserted. ‘ But if hia ascendency over
the monarch be such as it 18, or rather such as it is repre-
sented to have been, then we are sure that national sym-
pathy must spontaneously flow towards the king. The
people must feel intensely the restraints put upon the
sovereign, and regret that, overflowing with goodness as
he 15, kind to excess, fondly attached to his subjects, and
paternally anxious to see them all prosperous and happy,
he cannot mingle with their public entertainments or
recetve those congratulations which must be gratifying
to his majesty in the course of existence. DBut his
majesty may vet have strength and intrepidity to burst
his fetters, dismiss from before his throne evil coun-
sellors, and assume that station in public opinion which
befits a populas monarch.’ ‘ |
For those spiteful sentences, containing more irony
against King George IV. than the writer can have -
" intended, the Duke of Wellington foolishly instituted
proceedings against the printers of ¢ The Mornirg
Journal® and the case camé on for tria), along with
another against the sate paper, upon which the verdict |

ﬂ
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was more disastrous to it, on December 23. After -
three hours’ consideration the jury found that the king,
but not his minister, had been libelled, and strongly
recommended the prisoners to mercy on .the ground
~ that the conduct of the minister called for public repre-
hension.! This, as Charles Greville said, was ¢ tanta-
mount to a defeat of the prosecution on this charge, and
amply proves the folly of having instituted it at all.”
¢« The whole press have assisted upon this occasion,’
‘Greville reported, ¢ and in some very powerful articles
have spread to every corner of the country the strongest
condemnation of the whole proceeding,” and he added
that Wellington’s unpopularity was certain to be 1n-
creased by his inability to retaliate,  not that he would
be sorry to adopt any measure which should tend to
fetter free discussion, and submit the press to future
punishment ; but this would be a fearful war to wage,
and T do not think he is rash enough to undertake such
a crusade.’ 2 | |

Wellington's soldierly statesmanship was not equal
to that enterprise; but he did other reckless things,
" and, scorned by his own party and its feeble representa-
* tives in the press, and openly jeered at by the news-
papers that.were not Tory, he hastened on the crisis .
to himself and the Toryism of that day which a more
prudent politiclan could not have long deferred. It
was his refusal to accede to the popular demand for..
reform of the civil list which immediately caused his
overthrow after a new parliament had been elected as
a consequence of William IV.'s accession. ‘ Hated,
despised, derided, covered with every gpecies of dis-
orace, Albany Fonblanque then wrote in  ‘ The '
Examiner,’ ¢ the Wellington administration has
fallen—an example and a warning to statesmefi of the

1 Examiner, December 27, 1829, ?2 Greville Memoirs, vol. i. p. 269.
¢
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'.cmtfollfng genius of the age and the power of opinion.
Six years ago the declaration against reform which
passed from Wellington’s lips as his doom, marking
him rash and dangerous—six years ago the same
speech would have been received with cheers, re-echoed
with praise by all the sycophants, parasites, dupes, and "
fools in the United Kingdoms. But a different under-
standing has begun to prevail. The eyes of men are
opened, their wits sharpened against abuses, and the
mere worldlings, even the time-servers and slaves of
authority, saw that the minister was a discredited and
lost man when he nttered the impudent outrage against
truth and the common sense of the nation. He is now
departed from the place of power, and with him are for -
ever gone the antiquated principles of misgovernment,
whose sudden revival caused almost as instant destrue.
tion.” 1 A |
Fonblanque’s blame was too sweeping, and his
forecast too sanguine; but there was more truth in

“both than the Tories liked.

' Fonblanque, England under Seven Administrations, vol, ii. pp. 46,
46,
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CHAPTER XYV,

THE RADICAL REVOQLT.

1826—1836.

TaE year 1769 is often given as the date of ¢ the birth
of English Radicalism, and the first serious attempt to
reform and control parliament by a pressure from with-
out, making its members habitually subservient to their
constituents’ ;! and just half a century later, in 1819,
it is said, ¢ the reformers first assumed the name of
Radicals.’? But the movement here referred to was
not one to which either dates or names can be accu-
rately assigned. There had been democratic dreams and
bursts of action during the centuries before the Revo-
lation of 1688 ; and these were only imitated, varied,
or improved upon during the century and a half that
followed. Wilkes was to some extent a Radical ; and
in Burke, a vastly superior man 1In every Wa,y, the
spirit of Radicalism was purer and more lasting. If
we accept Burke’'s remark in his ¢ Thoughts on the
Causes of the Present Discontent’-——‘ I see no other
way for the preservation of a decent attentlon to public
interests in the representatives but the 111terp051t1011 aof
the body of the people itself’—as the initial statement
of the Radical creed, we can trace the thought that
prompted it 1n the speech and In the conduct of men

1 Lecky, History of England in the Eighteenth Cﬂntury, ‘Fﬂ] f.1. p. 174 |
3 Martineau, History of the Thirty Years Peace, vol. i, p. 226,

——
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who lived long before him ; and not till long after his
time, if at any time at all, was it expressed fully enough
and with sufficient honesty and persistence in either
the speech or the conduct of other men. It is con-
venient and not misleading, however, to attribute to
the political disturbances incident to the early years of
Greorge ITL’s reign the crude commencement of what
is now known as the Radical party, and to the closing
years of that reign its first assuming of something like
1ts present shape. |

Modern Radicalism began to assert itself in England
in the schemes and protests of those students in the
school of thought that produced the French Revolution
who were denounced by their enemies as J acobins, but
among whom there were many and wide differences,
both of motive and of method, and some of whom, at
least, can hardly be credited either with motives or
with methods that were either intelligible or consistent.
In youthful disciples of Rousseau, like Coleridge, Words-
worth, and Sounthey, the Radicalism soon passed into
various grades of Toryism ; and men like Shelley and
Leigh Hunt, starting almost from the same point, but
proceeding in a different direction, though they were
Radicals to the end, were Radicals rather from senti
ment than from reason. Quite another sort of Radi-
calism found noisy spokesmen in men like Cobbett,
‘Orator’ Hunt, and Sir Franecis Burdett, and it was
not all gain.to the -cause of progress that they were
chiefly instremental in stirring up so much angry feel-
ing that the suicidal Tory government was inclined to
meet it with attacks on the populace of which the
Peterloo massacre was the most consplcuous, and with
the despotic legislation that culminated in the Six Acts.
A third sort of Radicalism, associated in some respects
with both the ethers, but distinet from them, was the

- D 2
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- Radicalism of which Jeremy Bentham was the pioneer,
and which had for its first text-books his ¢ Fragment on
Government,” published in 1776, and his ‘ Introduction
to the Principles of Morals and ILegislation,” published
in 1789.

Bentham'’s foremost disciple and apostle was James
Mill, who, settling in London in 1800, when he was
~ twenty-seven, had not found it inexpedient, as a Radical, to
earn money by writing critical essays inand after 1802 for
‘The Anti-Jacobin Review,” which was a monthly sequel
to Canning’s ¢ Anti-Jacobin,” and by editing in 1805
and the two or three following years ‘ The St. James’s
Chronicle,” the tri-weekly Tory paper, which was at.
that time owned by his friend and publisher, Charles
Baldwin.! He soon, however, became the leader, under
the now venecrable Bentham, of the new London school
of Radicalism, and, especially after he had obtained
comfortable employment in the India Office in 1819,
was the centre of -a brilliant circle of deep thinkers and
brave workers, among whom George Grote, his junior by
twenty-one years, Albany Fonblanque,a year older than
Grote, and his own son, John Stuart Mill, yet twelve
years younger, were to be the most famous and service-
able. Other members of the groupswere John Black,
the editor of ¢ The Morning Chronicle,” Walter Coulson,
the editor of ¢ The Traveller,” John Bowring, the first
editor of ¢ The Westminster Review,” which Bentham
started in 1823, and William Molesworth, for whom the
younger Mill edited the ¢ London Review’ from 1834
till 1836, when it was amalgamated with ‘ The West-
minster.” DBoth ‘ The Chronicle ’ and ‘ The Traveller’
were Whig, or, as they preferred to call themselves,

' James Mill also projected in 1803, and edited till 1806, The.Literary
~ Jowrnal, a precursor of The Literary Gazette and The Athenzwm.—Bain,
James Mill; a Biography, pp. 41, 46, 47.
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Liberal, papers, in which Radical views: could only be
discreetly propounded ; but Fonblanque wrote much
and boldly in ¢ The Chronicle’ until ‘ The Examiner’
claimed all his attention, and these two, with ¢ The
Traveller,” afterwards ¢ The Globe and Traveller,” were
valuable instructors of public opinion during and after
the reign of George 1V. ,

~ *The Examiner’ lost ground after Leigh Hunt was
forced to resign the editorship in 1821 ; but he and
Shelley sent contributions from Italy, and new life was
put mto it in 1826, when Albany F onblanque became
its chief political writer, so continuing till the whole
management—leading in some way to sole ownership—
was assigned to him in 1830 by Dr. Fellowes, its then
proprietor. We have seen how John and Leigh Hunt
commenced this excellent Sunday paper in 1808 as a
heroic champion of the wisest and truest Radical
thought that the public was at that time able to appre-
- hend, and how they nobly carried on their work through
more than a dozen years, suffering imprisonment and
losing health and money in so doing. It was a welcome
chance, or more than chance, that the same paper'should
now be the channel for the utterance of stronger, if not
worthier, Radical teaching by a Radical of firmer if not .
loftier mind. Some years afterwards, Leigh Hunt said
gracefully in his old age, ‘I had an editorial SUCCEessOor,
Mr. Fonblanque, who had all the wit for which I toiled,
without making any pretensions to it. He was the
genuine successor, not of me, but of the Swifts and
Addisons themselves ; profuse of wit even beyond them,
and superior in political knowledge,’ 1 Leigh Hunt
and Fonblanque were equals, in different grooves, and
if the younger man, with keener intellect and stabler
judgment, was a better politician and not inferior in
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literary skill, the elder is no less worthy of our reve-
rence, and not alone because he was in many ways a
martyr to the cause he served.

Fonblanque’s connection with ¢ The Examiner’ began
opportunely.  The parliament that was dissolved at
the end of May 1826, the first in which Radicals
showed themselves as a small party separate from the
Whigs in opposition to the dominant Tories, had made
feeble attempts at dealing with several of the questions
now pressing for solution; among them, the wide-
spread commercial depression and industrial distress,
ruining great merchants and threatening the working
classes with starvation, for which the only reasonable
remedies proposed were reduction or abolition of the
corn dues and reduction of public expenditure, and, as
a help towards securing those remedies, parliamentary
reform by extension of the franchise and rearrange-
ment of seats. Lord John Russell’s motion on April 27,
‘that the present state of the representation of the people
in parllament requires the serious consideration of this
house,” had obtained as many as 128 votes to 247 ; but
- Joseph Hume, at this time looked upon as the leader of
the Radicals, had only thirty-four votes in support of
his motion on May 4, for an inquiry into the deplorable
state of the nation, which he set forth under forty-five
distinct counts. In the new House of Commons, which
was elected in June, but did not meet till November,
the Radical force was somewhat increased, but the
Whigs were fewer, and the outlook was notrencouraging.
It was with reference to the elections that Fonblanque
wrote one of the first, if not quite the first, of his
articles in ¢ The Examiner.” ¢ A traveller,’ he said, with
the fondness for apt illustration or parable that was
peculiar to him, ‘ observed a poor Englishman day after

J ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ "I"‘I.'I‘]'I"‘F 'I'Ln"l"“ﬂ‘lT':“m -‘-L.ﬁ. ke e e e Af ﬁ . _'__
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distress of mind. On asking him the cause of hig
trouble, he answered that he wanted to get home to
England, but that he had not the means of paying for
any conveyance. “ My friend,” replied the other, ¢ if
you had daily walked in the direct way towards the
object of your wishes the distance you have daily walked
in despair about the strects of Geneva, you would have
been at your journey’s end by this time.” Let us be
wiser than this poor man, and, instead of being filled
with despair by the length of the distance between us
and our object, let us endeavour steadily and per-
severingly to gain the comparatively small space of
ground immediately before us, neither discouraged by
real difficulties nor resting our reliance on vain hopes,
and trusting to nothing but our own energies and con-
stancy, which will carry us, with small means, to the
attainment of great objects.’ !

In that spirit F onblanque worked on ¢ The Examiner’
through more than a quarter of a century. He was in
some respects what would now be called an Oppor-
tunist, but of the best sort. Tjl] near the end—when
he wavered somewhat, as is natural to old men, who,
having seen the attainment of so many of the objects
they aimed at, have found that they have not all been
as beneficial as they expected—he was 1 thoroughgoing
Radical of Bentham’s school ; seeing clearly what was
wrong in social and political institutions, and zealous
to reform them, but too clear-headed and honest to

ally himself ~completely with any party or section, or .

even to surrender his independence of Judgment by
slavish following of Bentham’s teaching in details;

preferring to stand by principles, with such varying

' Fonblanque, England under Seven Administrations, vol. i, p, 7.

These three volumes contgin gz reprint of articles contributed by Fon-
Tilarnmvie $#04 L. TV = & - B
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methods of obedlence to them as each year's and each_-
week’s conditions and circimstances suggested. The:
motto that he found printed on the first page of ‘ The
Examiner ' when he began to write for it was ¢ Party
18 the madness of many for the gain of a few.” For it,
when ¢ The Examiner’ became his own property, he sub-
stituted these sentences of Defoe’s : ¢ If I might give a
short hint to an impartial writer, it would be to tell him
his fate. If he resolves to venture upon the dangerous
precipice of telling unbiassed truth, let him proclaim
war with mankind—neither to give nor to take quarter.
If he tells the crimes of great men, they fall upon him
with the iron hand of the law. If he tells them of
- virtues, when they have any, then the mob attacks him
with slander. DBut if he regards truth, let him expect
martyrdom on both sides, and then he may go on
fearless.’ -
Boldly and persistently discussing the various
~ phases of the political problem from week to week,
Fonblanque lost no opportunity of calling attention to
social abuses, and to their causes both in remediable
faults among the people themselves, and in the mis-
‘government by which those faults were aggravated. He
zealously denounced the vices incident to maintenance
of the House of Lords and the Established Church.
He was yet more energetic in exposing the defects in
the machinery for administering justice ; the blunders
and shortcomings of the magistracy being with him a
special object of attack, and a constant tkeme for hig
mockery and expostulation. To him, in no slight
measure, were due the reform of the metropolitan police,
and improved arrangements for the detection of crime.

and the treatment of criminals. These were some of =~

his themes.

In his own trade of journalism, and the pernicious
n

Lt
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policy adopted towards it by the crown and its advisers,
he took, of course, particular interest. In an article on
* Liberty and Licentiousness of the Press,’ prompted in
1827 by a renewal of severity in arbitrarily enforcing
the law of libel, we have a good specimen of his satire.
¢ The licentiousness of the press,” he said, * is a term of
the very widest range, including as it does everything
that is offensive to anybody. The liberty of the press,
on the other hand, seems to come under the mathematical
~ definition of a point ; it has neither length, breadth, nor
thickness.” ‘There is one body only which the press
18 permitted to abuse with entire freedom, and which
the more it abuses by falsehood the more highly its
eonduct will be extolled by the authorities. That body,
we need hardly say, is the people. To misrepresent
every circumstance of public affairs, to praise the in-
capable, call pillage necessary expenditure, and distress
prosperity, are falsehoods tending to social inj ury which
will never be numbered among the offences of the
press. While, indeed, it deals only in these untruths,
1t is complimented on the quiet decorum of its conduct.
In the invention of falsehoods for the damage of the
people there is no offence ; in the invention of falsehoods
to the discredit of the government there is the greatest,
The reason of the distinction is obvious ; the hurtful
delusion of the people is not a government concern.’ !
When Canning succeeded Lord Liverpool as premier
In April 1827, many of the Whigs welcomed the change,
and expected tpeedy benefits from hisrule. Fonblanque
recognised the rising statesman’s merits, and rejoiced
in the separation from him of Wellington, Peel, and the
other Tory malcontents ; but he warned his readers
that Canning was not to be trusted because he was a
good man ; and he uttered the same warnings about

v England wnder Seven Administrations, vol, i. pp. 93, 96,
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Lord Goderich, who was in office from August 1827
- till January 1828. ¢¢ Private vices,” says Mandeville,
“ are frequently public virtues,”’ Fonblanque wrote en
the occasion of Goderich’s retirement. ‘We are almost
tempted to maintain the converse, and to hold that
private virtues are often public mischiefs. George I1].'s
constancy to his wife and his shoulder of mutton, his
~ taste for regularity and simplicity, ard the blameless
tenor of his domestic life, enabled him to plunge us
into wasting, unjust, and unnecessary wars. Had he
kept various concubines, and dined off French dishes
at nine o’clock, the people would have had a lively per-
ception of the depravity of his politics and an intimate
persuasion of their wrongs. As it was, he soared to
heaven between the shoulders of mutton and the arms
~ of his wife. Two o’clock dinners and conjugal fidelity
procured the remission of his political sins and his
canonisation as a royal saint. How dearly we have
paid for his mutton and his marital virtue !’ And that
private virtue is no guarantee for public worth, and
may easily be a pretext for grievous wrongdoing, is as
true, said Fonblanque, of ministers as of kings, and
was shown in the careers of Lord Londonderry, Lord
Sidmouth, Lord Bathurst, Lord Eldon, and others.

- Towards the Duke of Wellington, whose adminis-
tration lasted from January 1828 till November 1830,
Fonblanque showed no mercy ; and he found fault with
Brougham, Cobbett, and the other shifty Whigs or
Radicals who supported him. ¢ As premiers have be-
come deities,” he scornfully remarked, ‘politics have
necessarily become a theology, and particular politicians.
are to be examined according to new rules and judged
not as statesmen but as man-worshipping religionists.
Creeds, not ‘speeches, should be the fashion now in

I England under Seven Administrations, vol. 1. pp. 127-30.
-
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parliament, and an “ I believe in Wellington ”” willmost
effectually obviate all inquiry or objection.”* TFonblanque
missed no opportunity of denouncing Wellington, and
when Wellington’s master died in June 1830, the ful-
some panegyrics published in other papers led him to
use plam language in ¢ The Examiner.” *In his youth:
he was libertine and profuse,” it was then said con-
cerning George IV., ‘and from his mature age he
showed a preference for persons possessed of no qualities
entitling them to consideration or respect. They have
been distinguished by the king’s favour, and nothing
else—quacks, serviles, sycophants, and buffoons. The
maxim ‘‘ Noscitur a sociis” would be a severe test of
the late king’s character. When occasions for mag-
nanimity have offered, George IV. has been found
wanting. His persecution of his queen was at once
mean and cruel ; and his conduct towards Napo-
leon Bonaparte, however justifiable in policy, was not
very exalted in sentiment.” ‘As for the public events
of his reign, for which honour is demanded for him,
while in ignorance of his part in the accomplishment
of them we know not how to concur in the praise. We
must distinguish between the fly on the chariot and
the causes of its course.’ 2 |

The chariot had advanced, however, and no small
share of the progress was due to the zeal and wisdom
of the newspaper reformers, among whom Albany Fon-
blanque now held the foremost place. ‘It cannot be
denied,” he said at the close of 1830, ¢ that for the last
ten years step after step has been won, and not one inch
of ground anywhere lost. We have experienced no
defeats ; we have been stayed, indeed, but never thrust
back.’® Catholic emancipation had been gained ; the

1 England wnder Seven Admiﬁs_tmtioﬂ_s? vol, L p. 154,
* Ibid., vol, ii. pp. 16-18. 3 Ibid. vol, iii. p. 80.

~y .
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Test and Corporation Act had been repealed ; great,
though insufficient, changes in fiscal arrangements had
been made ; vast improvements had been effected
the administration of the law, on which both in ‘¢ The
Morning Chronicle’ and in ‘The Examiner’' Fon-
blanque had insisted with special force and perseverance,
though without neglect of other matters ; and there had
been much preparation for a breaking down of the
oligarchic institution styled the House of Commons.
All these victories, and many more, had been gained
In defiance of an obstinate king and a series of Tory
ministries, commanding Tory majorities in parliament,
and with no more help from time-serving Whigs than
they cared to render in languid sympathy with the mis-
governed masses, and in less languid anxiety to oust
their hereditary rivals from office and influence.
Though’as yet there were no daily papers published
out of London—with the*exception of ¢The Free-
man’s Journal’ in Dublin, and of the obnoxious
‘ Saunders’s Newsletter, concerning which and its
Orange compeers Daniel O’Connell said, ¢ They have
“ The Warden,” which lies once a week, * The Mail,"’which
lies three times a week, and sly “ Saunders,” which col-
lects a heap of borrowed lies every morning ’—the
provincial weeklies had made great progress during
George I11.’s reign, and nearly all the more important
of these were Radical journals. Chief of all was ¢ The
- Manchester Guardian,” which had been established in
1821 by John Edward Taylor as a directs outcome of
the reforming spirit that Lord Liverpool’s administra-
tion had merely encouraged by the Peterloo massacre,
and which, issued on Saturdays, had a Tuesday continua-
tion in ‘ The Manchester Mercury’ ; and other vigorous
. ‘papers, like * The Scotsman ’ in Edinburgh, ¢ The Leeds

' Westminster Review, January 1830, p. 89.
¢
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Mercury,” and ‘ The Liverpool Mercury,” which called
themselves Liberal in preference to Radical, were far
in advance of orthodox Whig opinion. It is more re-
markable than strange that, with few exceptions, the
only formidable country papers of Tory views were
those, like ¢ The Birmingham Gazette,” kept up by out-
side help in strongholds of Radicalism, while in Tory-
controlled and aristocratic towns like Brighton, which
had its ¢ Herald’ and its ‘Guardian,” only Radical
journalism was popular.! The high prices necessitated
by the stamp duty, and the poverty of the working
classes, prevented more than a few of the country papers
from having a large sale ; but it was reckoned in 1830
that in Manchester each copy of the ‘(Guardian’ and
the ¢ Mercury " had at least seventy or eighty readers
upon an average, and their influence and authority as-:
promoters of reform was very great indeed.
| In L.ondon, also, several new papers were started in
these years to give utterance to the demands of zealous
- reformers, one such being ¢ The World,” commericed in
December 1826, and edited by Stephen Bourne, which
- was the first and only organ of the Nonconformists
until it gave place, in 1833, to ‘ The Patriot,” under the
management of Josiah Conder

The most notable of the new London weekly
papers, however, were ¢ The Atlas’ and ¢ The Spectator.’
‘The Atlas’ made a very ambitious appearance on Sun-

! Westminster Review, January 1830, pp. 73, 74. ‘A few years ago,’
gays the same informant (p. 77), ‘it was by no means uhusual to.see
advertisements, ‘* Wanted, an editor for a provincial newspaper who
understands the business of reporting and can work at case.” We have
heard of one instance in which a gentleman was offered 80L. per annum,
to compile a paper, write an original leader, report the proceedings before
the magistrates, compose two columns of the paper, and assist in the
evening 1n serving in the shop of the proprietor, who was a stationer.’
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day, May 21, 1826, as ‘a general newspaper and journal
of hiterature, on the largest sheet ever printed,” and
the high price of a shilling was charged for its mxteen
folio pages, with three columns on each page. It was
started as an organ of the Benthamite school, and, after
a few weeks, the editorship was assigned to Robert
Stephen Rintoul, a very able Scotchman, now in his
fortieth year, who, having managed ‘The Dundec
Advertiser’ with great success for more than twelve
years after its commencement in 1813, in the course of
which time he made the acquaintance of Joseph Hume
and other prominent Radicals, was invited to under-
take more important work in London. He made a
promising beginning on ‘The Atlas,” with Hazlitt,
Fonblanque, and others to assist him; but differences
of some sort arose between the proprietors and the editor
of ¢ The Atlas;’ and, Fonblanque going to ‘ The Ex-

~aminer, Hume and others raised a .fund to enable

Rintoul to start ¢ 'The Spectator’ as their champion in
the press.

The first number of the new paper appeared on
July 5, 1828, and it was throughout nearly thirty
years under the absolute control of Rintoul, who used
it very skilfully and worthily as an exponent of what
he called °educated Radicalism.” It was somewhat
crotchety from the first, but unquestionably honest,
ably written, and remarkably well edited as regards
both its selection and epitomising of news and its lite-
rary and political criticisms. ‘He had a natural pro-
pensity to examine every question from all points of
view,” we are told of Rintoul by one of his disciples.
‘He was anxious to free his mind from all prepos-

“sessions that might obscure the truth ; and the fusion

or confusion of parties at the time * The Spectator”
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a joumalﬁconducted in this impartial spirit.’ ! It was a
special school, however, rather than the general public
that accepted Rintoul’s guidance, and he was an apt
Interpreter of views touching parliamentary and other
reform which were held by Benthamites like Grote and
Influential associates like Hume. ¢ He was a reformer
both by conviction and sentiment. He was no party
man ; but here was a national, not a party movement.
The sympathies of all his most valued political advisers
were with the reform movement. After mature and
dispassionate reflection, he came to the conclusion that
1t was his duty as a journalist to throw himself into
the scale of reform.’? ¢ The Spectator’ soon became a
power in his hands.

It was probably the competition of ¢ The Spectator ’
which led Dr. Fellowes to make Fonblanque editor and
‘ trustee,” as well as leader-writer, of ¢ The Examiner’
at the close of 1830, and from that time it was, as
regards news and general information, a far more ener-
getic exponent of the best and most forcible Radicalism
than 1t had been before. ¢ Dr. Fellowes’s politics,” said
Fonblanque in 1847, * were those of an enlightened
Radical reformer, more than Whig but short of Chartist.
The steady progress of improvement was what he
desired. He quarrelled not if it were somewhat slow,
so that advance was made. The spirit of toleration
which was his animating spirit preached patience in
politics as in everything else; and so that evil was
yelding to good, he made allowances for difficulties
and delays.’®  Fellowes and Fonblanque were of one
mind ; and the latter, forcibly and pungently, with
flashing wit and sustained humour, gave voice to the
thoughts and aspirations of both. ¢ There is one thing’

! Spectator, May 1, 1858, * I'hid,
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Lord Durham wrote' to ]ﬂonblanque in -1836, yich’
I admire more than your rare wit, your 11'1'%1& .
humour, and fine scholarship ; ; ancT thai: 18 the thordlgh
healthiness of your political views.” ! - L

The question of parhamentary ref'orniwas not new, .
but assumed new shape, when the death of George IV,
and the political re-arrangements that followed it
brought the Whigs into p{)wer Fonblanque had in--
slsted upon #it all alﬁnﬂ* in ¢ The Examiner’ ; had made
merry over such “Thig suggestions as one that appeared
in ‘ The Morning Chronicle ' in 1828, to the effect that
the best way to improve the quality of the House of -
Commons was to raise the property qualification, seeing
that a low franchise only increased the power of the
- aristocracy over ‘ the proletarians, who have a slavish
worship of rank’ ; had pointed out the pernicious work-
ing of aristocratic tyranny in such articles as one on
‘ The Parliamentary Slave Trade of 1829,” denouncing
the Duke of Newcastle’s ejectiment of tenants who re-
fused to vote as he bade them ; and had emphasised in
every way, by clear argument and apt illustration, the
views put forward by Bentham and the Benthamites.
In a string of ¢ Anticipations,’ containing suggestions
for a political dictionary that might be compiled in the
twentieth century, he defined ° parliament’ as ‘a com-
pound from the French of “parler,” to speak, and
~ “mentir,” tolie.” ¢ Hence,” he said, ¢ truth is called unpar-
liamentary language. DBefore the Reformation the great
business of the houses of legislature was to deceive the
people.. They openly called themselves ‘‘ the estates,”
and were cultivated for the benefit of the aristocracy.’
‘He was not prepared to admit that the reformation he
desired was assured when, in November 1830, the
Wellington administration was defeated by a majority

1 FTife and Fahotirs of Alhany Fonblanmie n 24
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of 233 to 204, and when, in consequence, Earl Grey
formed his composite cabinet of Whigs, Canningites
and nondescripts 5 or even when in December g com-
mittee, consisting of Lord John Russell, the cleverest,
manipulator of Whig compromises, Lord Durham,
the most Radical of the Whigs, Sir James Graham,
- the most Radical of the Canningites, and Lord Dun-

¢annon, was appointed to prépare a scheme for gsuch
| reconstruction of the parliamentary machine gq might
humour the nation without more weakening than wag
1nevitable, perhaps with actual Strengthening, of the
- aristocracy.  And after Lord John Russell had intro-
duced his famous measure in March 1831, while Fon.-
blanque was ready to accept the bill ag it stood, if it
could not be improved, he was especially anxious to
Improve it, and only joined in the popular cry which
Rintoul had started in ° The Spectator '——< The bill, the
whole bill, and nothing but the bill!’—;p the sense of
tolerating nothing less than the hill.

After the House of Commons, for reJecting Lord
John Russell’s project, had been dissolved ip April,
and appeal made to the people to elect a new hoyge by
‘Which the question shoyld be decided, and after the
revived bill, as passed by that house in September, had
been rejected by the Lords in October—that 18, while
preparation was being made for the fingl struggle and
victory—John Stuart Mill wrote a characteristic lettep
- to Fonblanque. ¢ What T want to talk to you about ig
the critical state of public affairs,” he said. = ¢ T am per-
suaded that everything depends on the attitude of the
people.  Their enemies will give up nothing, but in the
tear of worse following.,  That we may lay down ag a
certain position. Well, then, how is that attitude to be
- secured? The difficulties are very great. The people,

to be in the best state, should appear to be ready and

VOL. 1I. ~
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impatient to break out into outrage, without actually

breaking out. 'The press, which is our only instrument,
has at this moment the most delicate and the most
exalted functions to discharge that any power has yet
had to perform in this country. It has at once to raise
- the waves and to calm them ;. to say, like the Lord,
- ¢ Hitherto shalt thou go, and no further.” With such
words ringing in their ears, ministers cannot waver if
they would ; and I think you have begun to distrust
them, or at least to express your distrust, too soon.
We should do everything we can to prevent even the
appearance of the cabinet not being with us, and I
believe they are heartily in earnest withthe bill ; thatis,
as far as Schedules A and B! and the 10/, qualification.
With these conditions I am at ease about the rest, and
if there are certain things which will enable certain
lords to say, *“ Ah! the bill is now endurable,” I know
no objection. Given A and D and the qualification,
and I say it is the bell. The parliament will meet, if
not on the day to which it is prorogued, certainly on
December 1; that I believe on good authority. We
must, therefore, hold the language of assurance ; tell
the lords that they will have but a short respite, and
that the king—Ilet us not forget him—and the people
will not be disappointed. I am terrified at the idea of
any collapse in the public mind.-—that there should be
~any idea of despondency. This would give heart, and
along with it stréngth, to our bitter enemies ; and  this

! Disfranchising entirely sixty small boroughs, which returned in all
-a hundred and nineteen members, and taking one apiece from: forty-
seven other boroughs, then returning ninety-four members; By Sche-
dules. C, D, E and F it was proposed to add forty-two members to town
and fifty-five to county constituencies in England, and five in Scotland,
one in Wales, and three in Ireland; thus reducing the total strength
of the House of Commons from 658 to 596, These figures were con-
‘siderably altered afterwards.
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would be a sure effect of the opinion that we are aban.-
doned by the ministers.’? |
- In another letter, written early in 1835, Mill showed
himself angry with Fonblanque for not insikting .
strongly enough on the ballot, to which Mill himself
was stoutly opposed in later years, but which, with
his concurrence, Grote had proposed in 1834 to the
first House of Commons elected under the Reform Act
and which Grote again proposed to the next parliament
in June 1885. ¢ Unless you and a few others bestir
yourselves, and give the word to the people to meet and
petition for the ballot during the next few weeks,
Grote’s motion will go off flatly, as it did last year, and
it so the consequences will be unspeakably mischievous.
It is enough to drive one mad to see everybody do
everything except the precise thing which is of im- -
portance at the time, and so every opportunity lost.’ 2
Fonblanque did not deserve Mill’s reproach. Few
men knew so well as he how to use the best weapons
and choose the best occasions for attacking abuses and
promoting reforms, and he got frequent and: valuable
help in both ways from Mill, who in these years wrote
much 1n ‘ The Examiner,” and who acknowledged that
his friend was ‘zealous in keeping up the fight for
Radicalism against the Whio ministers,’ 3 They after-
wards fell apart, however, and F onblanque always de-
clined to be ranked with the * philosophical Radicals,”
deeming that in holding aloof from all sects and chiques
he could best prove himself a loyal disciple of Bentham.
The ‘ philosophical Radicals’ were at this time some..
what at variance aniong themselves, as appeared in the
setting up in 1834 of ¢ The London Review’ in oppo-
sition to ¢ The Westminster ’; and ¢ The Spectator’ was
' Lafe and Labours of Albany Fonblanque, pPp. 29, 30. * Ibid., p. 30.
* Autobiography of John Stuart Mill, p. 197, |
~ E 2

e



52 THE RADICAL REVOLT - - e=m. xv,

lﬂ

the avowed spokesman for their mare important section.
There is curious illustration of the instability of some
of the politicians 1n the fact that in 1834, when Fon-

B bladque proposed to several of his friends that they -

should pay ten years’ subscriptions to ‘ The Examiner’
in one amount, to enable him to set up new printing
machinery, two volunteers to the fund were Edward
Bulwer, at that time Radical member for Lincoln, and
Benjamin Disraeli, lately defeated as a Radical at
Wycombe, and now Radical candidate for Marylebone.

Another and a less wversatile contributor to the fund |

was William, afterwards Sir William, Clay, who, in his
letter to Fonblanque, ¢ trusts the time may yet arrive
when the editor of * The Examiner ” shall be as widely
acknowledged as he justly deserves to rank among the
very foremost of those whose labours have tended to
make truth prevalent, have furthered the sacred cause
of equal rights, of government for the good of all, and
promﬂted conbequently in the highest degree the hﬂp-
piness of mankind.’

Fonblanque had plenty to do in criticising, and
suppbrting where he thought it worthy of support, the
conduct of Lord Grey’s and Lord Melbourne’s admini-
strations until the latter’s collapse in 1834, and after-
wards in more boldly attacking the short-lived govern-
ment of Sir Robert Peel. The "business that most
concerns us here, however, was the increased agitation
now on foot for removing the legal restrictions on
n"ewspapers ‘ The disputes about the liberty of the

press,’ Fﬁnblanque wrote in a lively article on ¢ The

Black Art’ in 1831, ‘will one day be read with as much
wonder as the disputes abﬂut witcheraft, The belief
that helpless old -hags could ride the winds, and dis-

pense sickness, sorrow, and calamity, will not seem less

' Life and Labowrs of Albany Funb!mﬁque_, pp. 36, 36,
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astonishing than the belief that poor scribblers can
exercise baneful powers over the public mind, and order

at’ pleasure the rise and fall of institutions, Libel is

the black art of modern times ; the pen, the broom.-

stick ; the press, the cauldron ; and the viler the

ingredients flung in, of the more tearful potency the

charm is supposed to be.’” But witches, he urged, had

not been got rid of by persecutions, which had only

degraded them and made them more obnoxious and
law-breaking ; and so it must be with the press. ‘By

Imposing taxes on newspapers, which place them out of

reach of the needy, a contraband trade has 'been called,
Into existence, and a cheap 1llicit spirit, ten times above

proof, has been hawked among the working classes, The
cheap publications, of whose inflammatory tendency so
much complaint is made, are the offspring of the stamp
duties. Reduce the price of the journals which have

Some character at stake for truth and knowledge, and

this fry would sink in the competition,’

The complaints of well-to-do and self-satisfied*
people about the so-called vice of the illicit papers, and
the complaints of the producers and readers of those.
papers about the tyranny with which they were treated,
had both been growing for many years: and this
quarrel now became far more serious and important
than the still very frequent recurrence of the old per-
secutions of the high-priced Journals under the Libel
Act. | -

The newspaper stamp, which since 1815 had been,
fourpence, with a discount of twenty per cent., for each
copy sold, together with the tax of three shillings and
sixpence on each advertisement, and the duty on paper,
varying from three half-pence to threepence a pound,
according to quality, was a heavy burden on the pro-
" England under Seven Administrations, vol: ii. pp, 142, 145

L
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+ prietors of the high-priced journals and their readers,
the charge which it was found necessary to make for
¢The Times,” ¢ The Examiner, and most of the daiiy
and weekly papers being sevenpence, and for some, like
‘ The Spectator * and ¢ The Atlas,” as much as tenpence
and a shilline.! But the hardship upon those who could
not afford to pay such prices was much greater. The
law was repeatedly eluded by adventurous publishers of
surreptitions prints, some of which, 1f their circulation
was small, were not seriously hunted down ; and it was

openly évaded in some cases, especially in *Cobbett’s
Register,” which, issued in the form and style of a small
magazine or pamphlet, escaped the stamp duty and was
sold for twopence. The issuing of such publications as
“ Cobbett’s Register ’ without being stamped had, how-
ever, been rendered illegal by the fifth of the Six Acts
passed.in 1819, Joseph Hume proposed the abolition
of this act in 1827, but there werc only twelve members
of the House of Commons, including himself, to support
fhe motion ; and he had been equally unsuccessiul 1n
1825, when he moved the reduction of the stamp duty

! The payments made by the proprietors of The Times to the Ex-
chequer in 1828 were as follows :—

£ s d
3,046,500 stamps . : . . . 48,516 13 4~
Duty on 92,969 advertisements . . 16,269 11 G
" 6,703 reams of paper, at 10s.. 3,351 3 O

| 68,137 7 10

During the same year William Clement paid, on account of The
Morning Chronicle and his three other papers, The Observer, Bell's Lafe in
London, and The Englishman i —

£ s d.

2,735,868 stamps . L e . 45,5697 15 0
Duty on 29,638 advertisements . . 5,185 3156 6
'y 5,471 reams of paper, at 10s. . 2,735 10 0

| 53,5619 0 6

Being in the one case nearly 1,300L., and in the other more than 1,000/
a week.— Westminster Revigw, January 1829, pp. 217, 218.
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to twopence, and the advertisement tax to a shilling.
It was an incvitable sequel to these failures that, in
yéars of such public excitement and demand for news as
those before and after the passing of the Reform Act,
the law and its agents In the stamp office should be
boldly defied. A systematic war against the authorities
began, and lasted till vietory was achieved, in which
Henry Hetherington was the captain and the chief
hero, though James Watson, William Carpenter, Julian
Hibbert, John Cleave, William Lovett, and others were
brave and honest fellow-workers and fellow-sufferers.

Hetherington, born 1n 1792, was a printer and
bookseller in Soho and afterwards in the Strand, who
was onc of George Birkbeck’s earliest and most active
associates in promoting mechanics’ institutes, and
zealous in other work for the improvement of the
people. e was also the chief founder of the Metro-
politan Political Union in March 1830, which was the
germ both of trades-unionism and of the Chartist
movement.! ¢Of all the men in the battle for the
people’s right,” says one of his friends, ‘I have known
none more single-minded, few so brave, so generous, so
gallant as he. He was the most chivalrous of all our
party. Ile could neglect his own interests ; but he
never did, and never could, neglect his duty to the
cause he had embraced, to the principles he had avowed.
There was no notoriety-hunting in him. He would
toil in any unnoticeable good work for freedom, in any
‘“forlorn hope,”’ even, when he saw that justice was
with them, for men who were not of his party, as
cheerfully and vigorously as most other men will labour
for money or fame or respectability. If strife and
“wrath lay in his path, it was seldom from any fault of

L Fafe and Struggles of William Lovett, pp. b4, b6 ; W, J. Linton,
James Watson ; a Memoir, p. 34.

i
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“his ;. for, though hasty, as a man of impulsive nature,
and chafed by some afflictions, he was not intolerant,
nor quarrelsome, nor vindictive,. He was utter'ly |
without malice, and he would not have harmed his
worst enemy, thourrh in truth he detested tyranny
and tyrants.” !

- In the antumn of 1830, followihg the example of
William Carpenter in some * Political Letters’ that he
had published at irregular intervals, Hetherington com-
menced a series of ‘ Penny Papers for the People,” at
first issued daily and afterwards weekly, each being in
the style of a letter addressed to the people of England,
or to some individual, such as the Duke of Wellington,
King George or the Archbishop of Canterbury, and
intended ‘to provide cheap political information’ of a
sort not friendly to the Tory government, but in no
way seditious, and in far better taste than such Tory
utterances as appeared in ‘John Bull’ or ‘The Age.
For 1ssuing these sheets, however, without their being
stamped, and also for printing and selling other revo-
lutionary literature, he was prosecuted and fined.
Thereupon, on July 9, 1831, he started ‘ The Poor
Man's Guardian.” an eight-paged quarto sheet, stated on
the title to, be ‘a weekly newspaper for the People,
established contrary to Law, to try the power of Might
against Right.” ‘Defiance is our ounly remedy,” he.
said in the opening page of his first number. ‘ We
cannot be a slave in all. We submit to much, for it is
impossible to be wholly consistent ; but we will try,
step by step, the power of right against might, and we
-will begin by protecting and upholding this grand
wark of all our rights, this key to all our liberties, the
freedom of the press—the press, too, of the ignorant
and the poor.” Reports of democratic meetings and of

' Linton, James Watson, p. 35.
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acts of oppression by the government, and other items
of information ostentatiously bringing ¢ The Poor Man’'s
Guiardian’ under the definition of a newspaper, were
given, and it contained strongly-worded articles and
letters attacking the authorities ; but, for some time at
any rate, there was nothing that could be reasonably
condemned, and ‘at no time was there anything that a
- prudent government would have chosen to interfere
with. _ |
Earl Grey's government, however, was hardly more
prudent than the Duke of Wellington’s, and ¢ The Poor
Man’s Guardian’ was manifestly issued in violation of
the Newspaper Stamp Act and the act of 1819,
Hetherington, accordingly, was promptly prosecuted,
as also were, in the course of three and a half years,
upwards of eight hundred vendors of his publication,
and of others started, not in rivalry with it, but to
assist In the war with the authorities ; and of these
about five hundred were fined, or imprisoned, or both.
Hetherington himself was sent twice for terms of six
months to Clerkenwell gaol, and once for twelve
months to the King’s Bench prison ; Carpenter was
confined for six months-in the King’s Bench prison ;
Watson for two terms of six months in Clerkenwell ;
Cleave for two months in Tothill-fields : Abel Heywood
for three months in Manchester ; Mrs, Mann for three
months In Leeds ; and so on. A ‘victim fund’ was
started to defray the expenses of trials and to maintain
the families of those in prison ; and all the supporters
of the movement made it their business to circulate
the forbidden literature. ¢ The Guardian’ was printed
surreptitiously, sold by volunteers in workshops and
club-rooms, sent about the country in chests of tea,
packets of shoes, and such-like parcels, and quickly
brought by the persecutions into far wider circulation

F ]
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than 1t would have had if its distributors had been left
alone, Hetherington, when not in prison, ‘ was hunted
from place to place like a wild beast, and obliged ‘to
have recourse to all kinds of manceuvres in order to see
and correspond with his family ’; and his comrades
were driven to similar straits.! At length, after the
hundreds of prosecutions had been carried on in the
lower courts, Hetherington was brought, apparently
for greater effect, before Lord Lyndhurst and a special
Jury in the Court of Exchequer in Jvne 1834. He
defended himself with great spirit, and to everyone’s
astonishment the jury returned a verdict of not guilty.?
That finding, in which Lord Lyndhurst concurred,
though it was evidently contrary to the letter of the
law, established a precedent which public opinion
approved, and nearly put an end to the persecutions
that had hitherto been carried on. Hetherington im-
mediately started a larger paper, ¢ The Twopenny Dis-
patch,” in which ¢ The Poor Man’s Guardian ’ was merged
at the close of the year : and by that time the market
was flooded with other unstamped twopenny papers,
some of them coarse and scurrilous, and all of them
opposed to Lord Grey’s government, which they repre-
sented as in no way better than the Tory adminis-
trations that had preceded it.

One congequence of the popularising of cheap
political literature which Hetherington and his friends
effected was a movement, in itself admirable, and wholly
beneficial in its effects, to provide other and non.
political reading at a low price for the masses. ¢ Cham-
bers’s Edinburgh Journal ’ was commenced in February”

1832 ; and 1t was quickly followed by Charlés Knight's

' Linton, pp. £, 23, 33 ; Lovett, pp. 59-61 ; Knight Hunt, vol. ii,
pp. 75-80.
2 Poor Man’s Guardian, June 21, 1834,
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‘Penny Magazine,” issued under the auspices of The
Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge, of
which Brougham, now lLord Chancellor, was president,
and by several other and less successful serials of a
like sort. These publications were as illegal as were
Hetherington’s, and, although no reasonable person could
wish them suppressed, even reasonable persons were
slow in recognising the monstrous injustice of imprison-
ing Hetherington and his friends, and not their rivals.
When, for example, a young man was charged before
a magistrate in June, 1832, with selling ¢ The Poor
Man’s Guardian,” that official, in committing the
culprit to prison for a month, said that ‘there were
many publications in circulation by the sale of which
in the streets he could make out a livelihood without
running the hazard of punishment ; for instance, there
were ¢ The Penny Magazine,” ¢ The National Omnibus,”
and several other useful and cheap works, which con-
tained none of the inflammmatory trash by which ¢ The
Poor Man's Guardian” was chiefly distinguished.’
‘ This is too bad indeed !’ exclaimed Albany Fon-
blangue, in ¢ The Examiner.” ¢ All lovers of justice must
agree in reprobating the selection of a particular publi-
cation for prosecution, while others are allowed to trans-
oress the same law with impunity. The punishment,
in fact, is not for selling an unstamped paper containing
news, but for expressing opinions offensive to govern-
ment. The magistrate’s recommendation of *The
Penny Magazine,” which is not prosecuted, and which
is started by ministers, and protected by their interest
in its success, is vastly significant. Justice requires
that all publications contravening the law should be
prosecuted, or none. The law, if good, should in every
instance be rigorously enforced ; and, if not in every
instance enforced. it should be repealed, or 1ts operation
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is a scandalous injustice. Journalists who obey the law
are injured by those who defy it ; but we see no reason
—though the solicitor of stamps and attorney-genetal,
doubtless, do—why ‘ The Poor Man’s Guardian”
should be suppressed, while “ The Penny Magazine”
18 suffered to poach with impunity, and recommended by
magistrates on the bench as a better smuggling specu-
lation !’! The authorities and the public, however,
were not easily persnaded by men like Fonblangue to
take that common-sense view.

‘ The Poor Man’s Guardian,’ thou_‘gh an average
number, sold for a penny, contained very much less
than one-seventh as much disloyalty, profanity, and
vulgarity as could be found in an average number of
‘dohn Bull” or ¢ The Age,” sold for sevenpence, was
certainly not as profitable reading as a number of ‘ The
‘ Penny Magazine,” or of ¢ Chambers’s Journal,” and
Hetherington and his editors, at first Edward Mayhew,
and afterwards James Bronterre O’Brien, were neither as
learned nor as clever, though they may have been as
honest, and were certainly as self-sacrificing, as Barnes,
of ‘ The Times, or Black, of ¢ The Morning Chronicle ’ ;
but to them and to their fellow victims is due no
small share of the credit for having encouraged a taste
for cheap literature, non-political as well as political,
and for having shown how it could be produced.
Another debt we owe to them, and a service which
vastly enhanced that other service, was the speedy
reduction and ultimate abolition of the stamp duty and
of all other taxes on knowledge. Fonblanque and his
friends were but auxiliaries in the great battle that
Hetherington and his friends here won for the com-
muntty. |

The agitation for repeal of the stamp duty began
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before ¢ The Poor Man's Guardian’ was started on the
crusade by which it was made successful. Several
petitions to parliament, presented by Lord Morpeth,
Edward Strutt and others, obtained from Poulett
Thomson, on behalf of the Duke of Wellington’s
government, a promise in November 1830, that a pro-
posal for amending the Stamp Act should be brought
forward before Christmas ; but Wellington’s overthrow
annulled that promise, and it was not repeated by Earl |
Grey’s administration, which succeeded. Meetings were
held in London and elsewhere, and petitions were pre-
sented and briefly discussed during 1831, without avail.

The first important handling of the question in the
House of Commons was on June 15, 1832, three days
after the hearing of the police case which has been cited.
Bulwer, in an eloquent speech, then moved a resolution
in favour of abolishing all taxes impeding the diffusion
of knowledge, pointing out ‘that the stamp and adver-
tisement duties, adding to the necessary charge for
newspapers at least three times as much as the money
required to produce them and to yield a fair profit,
tended to throw the trade into the hands of a few worth-
less monopolists, and, keeping sound political information
out of the reach of the masses, forced them to have
recourse to ‘ matter made level to their means, through
defiance of the law, and seasoned for their passions and
prejudices.” He quoted ¢ an intelligent mechanic,” who
had said to him, * We go to the public-house to read the
sevenpenny papers, but only for the news. It is the
cheap penny paper that the working man has by him to
take up, and read over and over again whenever he has
leisure, that forms his opinions.” If the stamp and
advertisement duties were removed, Bulwer urged, much
better papers than were now sold for sevenpence could
be aold for twopence; and if a fair charge was made

g Ty
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for postage, that alone, with the Increased demand,
would soon restore the balance of revenue.! In Ame-
rica, where newspapers were untaxed, and therefore
cheaper, they were far more abundant than in England.
Pennsylvania, with a population of 1,200,000, had a
weekly supply of 300,000 papers, or one to every four
inhabitants, whereas the whole United Kingdom had a
weekly supply of only 638,000, or but one to every
thirty-six inhabitants. It was our iniquitous stamp
duty that caused this difference. ‘The stamp duty,’
Bulwer declared, ‘ checks legitimate knowledge, which
i8 morality—the morals of a nation—but it encourages
the diffusion of contraband ignorance ; the advertise-
ment duty assists our finances only by striking at that

very commerce from which our finances are drawn ; it

cripples at once literature and trade. We have heard
enough in this house of the necessity of legislating for
property and mtelligence, but we now feel the necessity of
legislating for poverty and intelligence. At present we are
acquainted with the poorer part of our fellow-countrymen
only by their wrongs and murmurs, their misfortunes and
their crimes. DBut let us at last open happier and wiser
channels of communication between them and us. We
have made a long and fruitless experiment of the gibbet
and the hulks. In 1825 we transported 283 persons,
but so vast, so rapid was our increase on this darling
system of legislation, that three years afterwards, in
1828, we transported as many as 2,449. During the
last three years our gaols have been sufficiently filled.
We have seen enough of the effects of human ignorance.
We have shed a sufficiency of human blood. Is it not
time to pause? Is it not time to consider whether, as

! The fourpenny stamp, of course, franked papers by post; but one
of the hardships of the Stamp Act was that it forced buvers to pay heavily
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Christians and as men, we have a right to correct before
we attempt to instruct?’ Daniel O’Connell seconded
Bulwer’s motion ; but Lord Althorp, on behalf of the
government, opposed it as ‘ a proposition which he could
not deny,” but ‘ from the affirmation of which no prac-
tical good could result,’ and it was withdrawn without
courting defeat by a division in an unfriendly house.}

The turmoil incident to the passing of the Reform
Ball afforded some excuse for the apathy of parliament
on the newspaper stamp question in 1832 but the
apathy continued after the turmoil was over, and it was
partly due to the shortsightedness and selfishness of
the proprietors of most of the high-priced papers.
Among them ‘ The Examiner’ stood almost alone in
1ts nsistence on the change which was necessary to the
healthy progress of the press. The prosperous daily
and weekly journals, for the most part, were willing to
endure a charge which their readers could afford to pay
rather than join in the popular demand for such a re-
mission of the heavy tax as would facilitate the pro-
duction of cheap papers and strengthen a rivalry that
was sufficiently irritating to them while it was carried
~on only by law-breakers like Hetherington.

It 18 significant that the first concession made by
the government, and obtained without much difficulty,
was a reduction of the advertisement tax from three
shillings and sixpence to eighteen pence in Great Bri-
tain, and from half a crown to a shilling in Ireland.
This was effected in 1833, and was a great boon both
to those newspapers which derived, or could expect to
derive, much revenue from advertisements, and to those

" members of the comwunity who found much adver-
tising convenient or necessary. It was not of great
benefit, or only indirectly beneficial, to the multitude.

¢ Hansard’s Debates, 1832, p. 630 ; Eraminer, June 17, 1832
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When it was ascertained, however, that the public exche-
quer, instead of suffering, at once gained by the reduc-
tion—the income from this source, which was 70,965,
for Great Britain in 1832, being 83,250/ in 1833 '—the
reformers were furnished with a powerful argument
from experience in aid of their demand for the further
reversal of a penny-wise, pound-foolish, fiscal policy.
On May 22, 1834, Bulwer again raised the question |
in parliament. His motion, ‘ That 1t is expedient to
repeal the stamp duty on newspapers at the earliest
possible period,” was seconded by John Arthur Roebuck,
whose restless mind was much exercised on the subject
during these years; but, in a languid and nearly empty
house, it was supported by only fifty-eight members, and
there were ninety votes hgainst it. Fonblanque, who
had objected to the reduction of the advertisement tax
while the stamp duty was not touched, wrote bitterly
about Bulwer’s failure. ‘The people who are craving
for information,’ he said, ‘are not of the electoral body,
and it is easier to vote troops to coerce them than to
yield them access to knowledge by which they may
cuide their conduct according to the common interests
of society. There are the gaol, the convict-ship, the
gallows, for the errors of ignorance ; and besides these,
the misery and ruin which are unseen punishments.
What need then of enlightenment to prevent what there
is ample provision to chastise? Or, if the need be con-
fessed, for the sake of humanity, yet how much greater,
how much more important, the need of two or three
hundred thousand pounds for the revenue? Perish the
people, so that the revenue is sustained ; and let them
be as swine or as rabid brutes, so that the revenue
suffers no abatement. The people are made for the
revenue, and not the revenue for the people. While the

I Andrews, vol, ii. p. 217.
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revenue furnishes bayonets, bullets, and field-pieces,
what signifies the blindness of the people, and their
hability to misguidance? Are there not squadrons to
charge them, and artillery to sweep them down with
grapeshot?’!

A spell of Tory rule, under Sir Robert Peel’s pre-
miership, was needed to convince the Whigs, under

Earl Grey and Lord Melbourne, that they had not, in

passing the Reform Bill, done all the work the Radicals
required of them. During 1835 therc was much activity
throughout the country in holding meetings and peti-
tioning parliament in opposition to the stamp duty ;
and John Cleave, Hetherington's brave but rougher

- colleague, who had conducted an unstamped ‘ Weekly

Police (razette,” which continued more coarsely the
work of *The Poor Man’s Guardian,” became a hero

- and martyr when, on February 5, 1836, he was fined

o~

000/, for his law-breaking. Six days later, on Feb-
ruary 11, Lord Melbourne, being in office again, was
waited upon by a deputation of thirty members of par-
liament and many others, for whom Birkbeck was chief
spokesman, other speakers being Hume, O’Connell, and
Francis Place, the famous ‘ Radical tailor of Charing
Cross’; and their arguments and warnings helped to
fmghten the government into action.? On March 15
Spring Rice, the chancellor of the exchequer, an-
nounced in the House of Commons that the long-
deferred question was being considered ; and on June 20
he moved ‘that it is expedient that the duty now

__payable be reduced, and that the duty paid and payable
upon every sheet whereon a newspaper is printed shall

in future be one penny.”
Much opposition was offered to that proposal. Sir

1 England under Seven Administrations, vol. iil. pp. 60, b1.
* Knight Hunt, vol, ii. pp. 80-86.
Lt
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Charles Knightley urged that the soap duty should be
reduced instead of the newspaper duty. How, he in-
quired, could he ask a man for his vote who was able
to say to him, ‘ Instead of giving me the opportunity of
getting clean hands for myself, and elean garments for
my wife and children on a Sunday, you give me at a
low price a parcel of dirty newspapers’? ‘Every in-
dividual to whom parliament had given the franchise,’
Charles Barclay maintained, ¢ already possessed ample
power of reading the papers, whether at the public-
houses, beershops, or coffee or public reading rooms.’
Henry Goulburn, John Walter, of ¢ The Times,’ and
others, protested against a measure that could not fail
to lower the character of the press, and must seriously
damage the vested interests of newspapers already
established. The ministerial project was acceded to,
however, by a majority of 241 to 208, and the measure
brought in was read a third time in the Commons, by a
majority of 55 to 7, on July 25. The bill was faulty
in its original shape, and 1t was much injured by the
House of Lords; but it became law on September 15,
1836.1 Earlier in the session, as part of the budget,
the paper duty had been fixed at a uniform rate of three-
halfpence a pound.

The victory thus tardily won satisfied nobody. The
proprietors of the high-priced newspapers made light
of the opportunity afforded them of reducing their
charges by twopence a copy, and deprecated the com-
petition that would be forced upon them by the pro-
prietors and projectors of cheap papers. These latter
reasonably complained that, though the penny secured
freec postage, very few of the copies issued by them
would go through the post, and that they would still
be compelled to charge twopence or threepence apiece

! Andrews, vol. ii, pp. 226-233.
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for their papers, which they could only expect to sell
by hundreds at that price, instead of being able to
sell them by thousands for a penny or three-halfpence.
Economists alleged that the revenue would suffer ; and
politicians urged, with more truth, that the old grie-
vance, whether reasonable or not, had not been removed,
while a new grievance had been created.

Yet the benefits that ensued were great, and even the

exchequer soon profited immensely by the change. In

the half-year ending with April 5, 1837, the first in
which the stamp duty was only a penny, the income
from 21,362,148 stamps sold was 88,592/, as against
196,909/, derived from 14,874,652 stamps sold at four-
pence, with an allowance of twenty per cent., in the
corresponding half-year, showing, on comparison of the
two half-years, a loss of 108,317l to the revenue, and
an increase of 6,487,496 in the circulation ; and the
progressive increase of circulation quickly turned the
scale as regards revenue. Whereas in 1816, the first
year of the fourpenny duty, the circulation had been

only 22,050,354, and it was only 39,423,200 in 18386,

the last year of the fourpenny duty, it reached
83,074,638 1 1846, after ten years of the penny duty.
During the twenty years of the fourpenny duty the
average 1mcrease each year, in spite of heavy fiscal bur-
thens and tyrannical enforcement of tyrannical laws,
had been 868,643, which may be attributed to the
growth of population and spread of intelligence. During

- the next ten years the average yearly increase was
4,365,144, or five times the previous average, and those
. were years 1n which the fiscal burthens were still heavy,

and the laws not clear of tyranny. The progress must

be attributed mainly to the comparative relief from

oppression and to the general improvement of society

which accompanied it ; and the advance continued. In
F 2

]
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1854, the last year but one of the compulsory penny
stamp, the circulation was 122,178,507, more than a
" threefold growth in the coursc of eighteen years. Even
in 1854, however, the complete enfranchisement of the
press was only commencing ; and, significant as 18 the
evidence of figures, they reveal but a small part of the
record. |
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CHAPTER XVI.

BARNES AND HIS RIVALS,

1830-1841.

Waey William IV. became king, Thomas Barnes was
forty-five years old, and had been editor of ‘The
Times’ for some thirteen years. Great as was the suc-
cess already achieved by him in that post, and by John
Walter as general controller of the business, ¢ The Times ’
was now to be a far more successful and influential
paper. All through the reign of George IV. -as well
as during the regency, it had been a vigorous upholder
of Tory politics, in the main supporting the adminis-
tration of the day—whether Liverpool’s, Canning’s,
(roderich’s, or Wellington’s ; but it had always claimed
or pretended to be independent, and especially in the
later years, after Liverpool’s retirement left the party
In confusion, weakened by internal divisions, and only
able to face the advancing tide of Radicalism by yield-
ing sullenly and partially to its more imperious de-
mands. So matters continued, or went ‘on varying.
The variations were more considerable, however, from
the time when Earl Grey took office in the autumn &f
1830, and while, with the brief interruption of Sir Robert
Peel’s first premiership, Lord Melbourne maintained the
Whig supremacy till the autumn of 1841.

To an early stage in this period must be assigned
one of Charles Greville’s anecdotes. ‘Le Marchant

nn]‘nr:l 1n~‘*n [P P -.-..:..-.....LJ. o
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‘on Barnes at his house, and while there another visitor
arrived, whom he did not see, but who was shown into
another room. Barnes went to him, and after a quarter
of an hour returned, when Le Marchant said, ¢ Shall 1
tell you who your visitor is ¥’ Barnes said, yes, if
he knew. ¢ Well, then, I know his step and his voice;
it is Lord Durham.” Darnes owned it was, when Le
Marchant said, ‘ What does he come for ?”7 DBarnes
said he came on behalf of King Leopold, who had been
much annoyed by some article in “ The Times,” to
entreat they would put one in of a contrary and heal-
ing description. As Le Marchant said, here was the
proudest man in England come to solicit the editor of
a newspaper for a crowned head!’!

Before Sir Denis Le Marchant became private secre-
tary to Brougham as lord chancellor, and before Durham
was made lord privy seal under his father-in-law, Earl
Grey, and therefore before either of them could wait as
ministerial intermediaries on the editor of ‘ The Times,’
there had been frequent communications, of which we
have seen something, between Barnes and the Tory
leaders ; and those leaders were in sore straits when
Barnes broke with them, and made political capital for
his paper out of the popular agitation for reform which
was now on foot, and which caused Grey’s displacement
of Wellington as premier in November 1830, Another
passage in Greville’s instructive journals illustrates the
alarm and perplexity, much increased by their lack of
any capable or satisfactory organ in the press, in which
the Tories were now placed. ¢ Yesterday,” Greville,
who was at that time a zealous young Canningite, wrote
on December 19, 1830, ¢ Mr. Stapleton, Canning’s late

- private secretary, called on me to discuss the subject,
~ and the propriety and possibility of setting up some
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dyke to arrest the torrent of innovation and revolution
that 1s bursting in on every side. ‘“John Bull” alone
fights the battle ; but *“ John Bull”’ defends so many
indefensible things, that its advocacy is not worth
much. An “ Anti-Radical,” upon the plan of the ¢ Anti-
Jacobin,” might be of some use, provided it was well
sustained. I wrote a letter yesterday to Barnes, remon-
strating on the general tone of ¢ The Times,” and invit-
ing him to adopt some Conservative principles in the
midst of his zeal for reform.’!

No ‘Anti-Radical” was started, and Canningite
remonstrances with Barnes were futile, The Tories had
to content themselves with such service as could be done
to them by ‘ The Morning Herald’ and ¢ The Morning
Post,” by ‘The Standard’ as their worthiest organ,
though only an evening paper, and by such disreput-
able weekly supporters as ¢ John Bull” and ¢ The Age.’?
All through 1831 they were trying to get ¢ The Times’
to give them at any rate some assistance. On Novem-
ber 21 Greville reported that his friend Henry De Ros
had seen Barnes and ¢ opened negotiations’ with him.
‘Henry’s object was to persuade him if possible, that
the interest of the paper will be in the long run better

v Greville Memoirs, vol, ii, p. 97.

* Nearly at the commencement of his premiership, Earl (irey had to
complain to Sir Herbert Taylor, William IV.'s private secretary, of the
way in which he suspected that people about the court, if not the king
himseif, were endeavouring to undermine his work by divulging cabinet
secrets to Tory journalists and others. The immediate occasion was an
anonymous letter he had received. ¢ It would not have obtained from
me more attention than other anonymous letters,’ he wrote, ‘had I not
heard of a conversation, exactly corresponding with it, which had been
held at the Speaker’s, in a party at which Mr. Croker and Mr. Theodore
Hook were present., It had also been reported to me that several times
there had appeared in Jokn Bull—which I never see—details respecting
the arrangements that were going on, which could not have been obtained
except from persons who had accurate information respecting them.
With this paper Mr. Hook s said to be connected. Mr. Croker is alao
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consulted by leaning towards the side of order and
quiet than by continuing to exasperate and inflame.
He seemed to a certain degree moved by this argument,
though he is evidently a desperate Radical.’?

Barnes was one of those discreet editors who set
policy before principle, and subordinate their own
opinions to the interests they are paid to serve. He did
his work well, and with comparatively few blunders, and
1t may be taken for granted that, like most of the men
placed in similar positions, and fitting into them in
similar ways, he gradually came to hold views and to
follow lines that were at first impossible or uncon-
genial to him. But itis likely enough that his personal
sympathies were still with the reformers, and that he
had kindly recollections of the time when he was really
‘a desperate Radical’—the schoolfellow and the fellow-.
worker on ‘The KExaminer’ of Leigh Hunt, and the
friend of Shelley, Hazlitt, and others. He never quar-
relled with his old comrades, though circumstances
forced him far away from their company.

During more than the first year of Earl Grey's
administration, all through the discussion on the first
and second of its Reform Bills, and till the time when
the third bill had nearly passed the committee stage in
the House of Commons, ‘The Times’ was stoutly minis-
terialist. As early as January 1831 it was understood
by the knowing ones that it was recelving private
information from Lord Grey ;% and such information
continued to be supplied as often as there was ocea-
sion for it, and to be used in emphasising articles in
support of the government, till the spring of 1832,
When, on February 29, much commotion was caused
by the premature appearance in ‘The Times’ of ex-
tracts from a letter of Lord Harrowby’s to Lord Grey,




1881—18392. FROM RADICAL TO TORY 73

Greville wrote : ‘I have little doubt that this, as well
ag former extracts, came from the shop of Durham and
Co:, and so Melbourne told me he thought likewise.’
“*Day after day “The Times” puts forth paragraphs
-evidently manufactured in the Durham shop,” Greville
added on March 6. * Yesterday there was one which
exhibited their mortification and rage so clearly as to be
quite amusing--praising the duke and the Tories, and
abusing Harrowby and Wharncliffe and the Moderates.’
That last sentence, however, shows that a change, not
apprehended by Greville, had already begun. It was
not ¢ Durham and Co.,” but the Duke of Wellington and
the Tories that ¢ The Times’ wanted to please by its
attack on Lord Harrowby and the Moderates.! ¢ * The
Times,” yesterday and the day before,” Greville wrote
on the 9th, ‘ attacked Lord Grey with a virulence and
indecency about the peers that is too much even for
those who take the same line, and he now sees where
his subserviency to the press has conducted him.’ ?

The precise reasons for that sudden turning round
have not been disclosed; but they can caslly be
guessed. John Walter, the principal proprietor of ¢ The
Times,” was now about to enter parliament, and,
though he never called himself a Tory, all his leanings
were towards Toryism, and the threat to swamp the
House of Lords with Whig peers in order to pass the .
Reform Bill, which was now being uttered and discugsed
in the inner political and courtly circles, frightened
‘many besides L.ord Wharncliffe. Henceforth ¢ The Times,’
though it only occasionally denounced the ministerial
policy, gave no more support to Earl Grey’s adminis-
tration than it had given to the Duke of Wellington’s.
Of its attitude when a measure of such importance as
Lord Grey’s Irish Coercion Bill was before parliament,

1 Oyonille Meviaire val 11 nn 084 000 3 TEIT .7 * o
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and of the control which it exercised over divided public
opinion, and all the more*successfully, perhaps, because
of its claim to independence, striking illustration is
furnished by Greville. ¢ The government,” he wrote on.
Febrnary 27, 1833, ¢ assumes a high tone, but is not at
all certain of its ability to pass the Coercion Bills un-
altered, and yesterday there appeared an article in * The-
Times ™ in a style of lofty reproof and severe admoni-
tion which was no doubt as appalling as it was meant
to be. This article made what is called a great sensa-
tion. Always strugghnn' as this paper does, to take
the lead of public opinion, and watching all its turns
and shifts with perpetual anxiety, it is at once regarded
as undoubted evidence of 1ts direction, and dreaded for
the influence which its powerful writing and extensive
sale have placed in its hands. It is no small homage to
the power of the press to see that an article like this
makes as much noise as the declaration of a powerful
minister or a leader of opposition could do in either
house of parliament.’ ?

When Earl Grey, thwarted by his own colleagues,
and especially by his son-in-law, Lord Durham, in his.
Irish coercion policy, resigned the premiership in July,
1834, to be succeeded for a term of only four months by
Lord Melbourne, ¢ The Times,” foreseeing and hastening
the end, was bolder and more persistent in its attacks,
and these for some time were especially directed against
Lord Brougham, who, though he had been for a long
time a regular contributor to its columns, was in no.
way spared on that account. The special occasion was
the very foolish and vain-glorious conduct of Brougham
during a tour of holiday-making and speech-making in
deotland. ¢ For some weeks pa,st Greville reparted on

i T S 4 M~ 7 o 1 - s FTUY
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Times” against the chancellor. It was declared in
some menacing articles which soon swelled into a tone
of rebuke, and have since sharpened into attacks of a
constancy, violence, and vigour quite unexampled. All
the power of writing which the paper can command—-
argument, abuse, and ridicule—have been heaped day
after day upon him, and when it took a little breathing
time 1t filled up the interval by quotations from other
papers, which have been abundantly supplied both by
the London and the country press. I do not yet know
what are the secret causes which have stirred the wrath
of “The Times.” ¢ The Examiner” has once a week
thrown into the gencral contribution of rancour an
article perhaps wittier and more pungent than any which
have appeared in “ The Times” ; but between them they
have flagellated him till he is raw, and it is very clear
that he feels it quite as acutely as they can desire.’?

One of the ‘secret causes’ of ‘the wrath of “ The
Times”’ which Greville had not fathomed was after-
wards explained, not very adequately, in a curious way.
A clerk in the lord chancellor’s court, we are told, one
morning saw Brougham reading a letter, which he pre-
sently tore up and threw on the floor. The treacherous
clerk picked up the fragments and pieced them toge-
ther, showing the letter to be as follows ;—

Dear BroucHAM,—What I want to see you about is ¢ The
Times’: whether we are to make war on it or come to terms,
Yours ever,
ALTHORP.

This document, it is added, found its way to Printing
House Square, and gave such offence to Barnes or
Walter that ¢ The Times’ proceeded to ‘make war’
without recognising an alternative. In its condemna- -
tion of Brougham it predicted that ¢ Lord Melbourne
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community were an overmatch for the knaves ’ ; and the
only excuse it allowed for him was that he was mad, -
‘under a morbid excitement seldom evinced by those
of his majesty’s subjects who are suffered to remain
masters of their own actions.’

‘The Examiner’ had better excuse than ¢ The:
Times’ for attacking Lord Brougham, whose arro-
gance and vanity were always obnoxious to Fon-
blanque, and who was now making unusual exhibition
of these qualities. Brougham had met Earl Grey at a
great banquet in Edinburgh, and had then exclaimed
in insulting allusion to his former chief, ¢ These
hands are pure! In taking office, in holding office, in
retaining office, I have sacrificed no feeling of a public
nature, I have deserted no friend, I have abandoned no
principle, I have forfeited no pledge, I have done no
job, I have promoted no unworthy man, to the best of
my knowledge ; I have not abused the ear of my royal
master, and 1 have not deserted the cause of the
people.” This utterance prompted Fonblanque to
ingert in ‘ The Examiner’ a rhymed ‘ Letter from a
Gentleman who travels for a large Establishment to one
~of his Employers, Mr. William King’ :—

Dear sir, the account here forwarded
Of favours since the 4th

Presents a very handsome stroke
Of business in the North.

- Qur firm’s new style don’t take at all,

So thought the prudent thing

Would be to cultivate the old
Established name of King.

If any friend attention shows,
And asks me out to dine

When company my health propose,
In toddy or in wine,

My heart’s eternal gratitude
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I met with Grrey the other day,
Who since he left the firm,

Has travelled on his own account,
And done, I fear, some harm ;

So thought it right, where’er he went
To whisper round the ring,

‘ Perhaps you don’t know how he lost
The confidence of King.’

It is probable, however, that Brougham made no
objection to the ‘flagellation’ of ¢ The Times’ or ¢ The
Examiner.” Publicity of any sort was delichtful to him,
and, in default of other people’s abuse, he publicly quar- .
relled with himself. It was somewhat before this time
that, as we are told, Barnes called one day on the lord .
chancellor, and, while waiting in a private room till his
contributor had left the bench, took up a copy of ¢ The
Morning Chronicle,” in which he read an article de-
molishing one that had appeared in ‘The Times’ of
the previous day. Barnes recognised the style. ¢ Well,”
he said, when Brougham came to him, ‘it is almost too
bad of you to demolish yourself in this way’; and the
chancellor, finding evasion useless, had to admit that
he had earned a double fee with truly lawyer-like
impartiality.!

Less than two months after the furious attacks upon
him had appeared in ‘ The Times,” Brougham had the
credit of rendering it some service, by an act that
spotlt his chance of ever being lord chancellor again,
When, on November 14, Lord Melbourne tendered his
resignation to the king, he did so without consulting his
colleagues, and did not even take the trouble to inform
them on the same evening, except that, as Greville
reports, he mentioned the important fact to Brougham,
who happened to call upon him ; ¢ but made him pro-
mise not to say a word of it to anybody.’ Brougham
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‘ promised, and the moment he quitted the house went
to “ The Times’ office, and told them what had
occurred.” | |
*The Times’ of November 15 contained this start-
ling paragraph : ¢ We have no authority for the important
statement which follows, but we have every reason to
believe that 1t 1s perfectly true. We give it without any
comment or explanation, in the very words of the com-
munication which reached us at a late hour last night.
‘““ The king has taken the opportunity of Lord Spencer's
death to turn out the ministry, and there is every reason
to believe that the Duke of Wellington has been sent
for. The queen has done it all.”’ Apart from the
impropriety of announcing Lord Melbourne’s resigna-
tion in ‘ The Times ’ before he had communicated it to
his colleagues,” the offence of the paragraph was in its
last sentence. (Queen Adelaide, with her imperious
bearing, herextravagant habits, and her scheming ways,
had always been a more difficult person for ministers -
to deal with than her husband ; but to throw public
blame on her was an intolerable outrage. While the:
Duke of Wellington, having hurried up from Brighton in
obedience to the royal summons, was urging the king to
retain the Melbourne administration, Sir Herbert Taylor
burst into the room, and showed ¢ The Times’ article
to the king. ¢ There, duke,’ said his majesty, ¢ you see
how I am insulted and betrayed. Nobody in London
but Melbourne knew last night what had taken place

' Greville Memoirs, vol. 1il, p. 144, The Examiner and other papers
confirm Greville’s account. Croker, however (Papers, vol. ii. p. 246),
sald it was ¢ Bear’ Allen who played the traitor.

* *When Lord Holland saw the papers next morning,’ Croker re-
ported {Papers, vol. ii. p. 246), * he said *‘ Well, here’s another hoax!”
Lord Lansdowne equally disbelieved it, and I believe one or two others
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here, nor of my sending for you. Will your grace
compel me to take back people who have treated me in
this way?’ ! Melbourne had to be recalled only five
months later ; but Brougham was not reinstated in the
lord chancellorship. |

While Wellington was preparing to take office, with
Peel as premier, his friends were busily arranging for
‘The Times’ to be the thoroughgoing champion of their
policy. ‘I asked the duke if he had seen “ The Times
this morning?’ Greville wrote on November 17, ¢ He
said no, and I told him there appeared in it a con-
siderable disposition to support the new government,
and 1 thought it would be very desirable to obtain that
support, 1f 1t could be done. He gaid that he was aware
he had formerly too much neglected the press, but he
did not think “ The Times” could be influenced. T urged
him to avail himself of any opportunity to try, and he
seemed very well disposed to do s0.” On the same day
Greville gave similar advice to Lord Lyndhurst. ¢ He
sald he desired nothing so much, but in his situation
he did not like personally to interfere, nor to place
himself in their power. I+told him I had some acquaint-
ance with Barnes, the editor of the paper, and would
find out what he was disposed to do, and would let him
know, which he entreated me I would.’2

The negotiations that ensued lasted more than a
fortnight, and tried the diplomatic skill of several busy
politicians.  ‘ In consequence of what passed between
Lyndhurst and me concerning “ The Times,” ’ Greville
reported on November 19, ‘1 made Henry De Ros send
for Barnes (who had already at his suggestion adopted
a conciliatory and amiable tone towards the embryo
government), who came and put on paper the terms on

! McCullagh Torrens, Memoirs of Lord Melbourne, vol. ii, p. 44.
* Greville Memoirs, vol. iii. pp. 149, 151. _
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which he would support the duke. These were, no
mutilation of the Reform Bill, and the adoption of those
measures of reform which had been already sanctioned
by votes of the House of Commons last session with
regard to church and corporations, and no change in our
foreign policy. I have sent his note to Lyndhurst, and
begged him to call here and talk the matter over.”
‘ Lyndhurst has just been here,” it was added later in
the same day. ‘He had seen the duke, who had
already opened a negotiation with Barnes through Scar-
lett. I offered to get any statement inserted of the
causes of the late break-up, and he will again see the
duke and consider the propriety of inserting one. He
said, “ Why, Barnes is the most powerful man in the
country.”  “The Standard ” has sent to offer its sup-
port. The duke said he should be very happy; but
they must understand that the government was not yet
formed.” ‘The Standard’ might be played with, but
not ‘ The Times.” ¢This morning,” Greville wrote on
November 23, ‘I received a note from Henry De Ros,
enclosing one from Barnes, who was evidently much
nettled at not having received any specific answer to
his note stating the terms on which he would support
the duke. Henry was disconcerted also, and instructed
me to have an explanation with Lyndhurst. 1 ac-
cordingly went to the Court of Exchequer, where he
was sitting, and waited till he came out, when I gave
him these notes to read. e took me away with him,
and stopped at the Home Office to see the duke and
talk with him on the subject ; for he was evidently a
little alarmed, so great and dangerous a potentate is
the wielder of the thunders of the press.” Wellington
promised to consult Peel, and on the following day
~armvmntieations: wore made to Barnes. with which he
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with Lyndhurst,’ it was noted on November 26, ‘and a
gastronomic ratification will wind up the treaty between
these high contracting parties.’ The new lord chan-
cellor’s zeal, however, seems to have outrun his discre-
tion. ‘The dinner that Lyndhurst gave to Barnes,’
- Greville recorded on December 5, ‘has made a great
uproar, as I thought it would. I never could under-
stand the chancellor’s making such a display of this
connection ; but, whatever he may be, he is a lawyer,
and how great soever in his wig, I suspect that he is
deficient in knowledge of the world, and those nice cal-
~ culations of public taste and opinion which are only
acquired by intuitive sagacity exercised in the daily
communion of social life.”  Yet all ended happily, for
the time being. Our last note is dated December 6 :
* Lyndhurst is doing all he can to draw closer the con-
- nection between “ The Times” and the government, and
communicates constantly with Barnes,’ !

The Tory ministry that the Duke of Wellington
patched up, with Sir Robert Peel as its head and Barnes
a8 1ts mouthpiece, lasted barely more than three months,
and, though the readers of ‘The Times’ were not in-
formed of the curious arrangements that had been made
for their instruction or beguiling, many of them shook
their heads and chose other political guides even before
the crisis came. ‘“The Times” has made a sad.
blunder,” Rintoul wrote in ¢ The Spectator,” ¢ in going:
over to the Tories, It has been playing for once a
losing game, and we cannot say that it has played with
its usual ability and spirit.” ¢ Never was there a more
complete failure,” he added, referring to the administra.
tion of 1828-30, ¢ than the attempt of “ The Times ” to
induce the public to believe that the duke’s ministry
would be a reform ministry,” and it had been losing

1 Gremile Memoirs val 137 vm 140 AE1 AEeE 4r0m ooe o
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ground ever since, erring in s languid support of the
Grey administration, and yet more in its reckless attack
on the Melbourne administration and its reckless de-
fence of the Peel administration. It became decidedly
more subservient as the cabinet grew more and more
Orange ; and 1t is now the rankest Conservative of all
the journals. It adopts the old Tory theory of ¢ saving
the people from themselves,” and is full of abuse and
detraction of the men who have not changed in any
particular from what they were when cheered on and
lauded by ‘““ The Times.” Within a few weeks, and
while the whole country was staring at a change more
extraordinary than any which the wooden sword of
Harlequin has achieved this Christmas, “ The Times,”
that boasts of ]eadmg three-fourths 0f the people of
England in their opinions, has taken up and supported
two opposite systems of politics. The effect of this
remarkable tergiversation is evident in the leading
articles of the paper. They are impudent without being
energetic, and abusive but not vigorous.’ '

There was some Jealousy in those strictures, but
they were true in the main. Although the articles in
‘ The Times’ of George IV.’s and William IV.’s days
are tedious reading now, they were evidently well suited
to the taste of the majority of those to whom they
were addressed, and for whom Rintoul’s articles were
too sedate and Fonblanque’s too brilliant. The more
important of them were written by Edward Sterling,
who was still, as he had been for twenty years, the chief
‘thunderer’ of ‘ The Times. °An amazingly impetu-
ous, hasty, explosive man, this Captain Whirlwind !
—a remarkable man, and playing, especially in those
years 1830-40, a remarkable part in the world,” said

Thomase (larlvle whe knew hivvy well hitt atirihitard




1830—1840, EDWARD STERLING AS ¢ THUNDERER °* 83

to him too much authority in directing the policy that
he enforced. That policy was directed by Barnes, at
the bidding of Walter, and only propounded in
boisterous words by Sterling,  Yet Carlyle’s descrip-
tion or apology is interesting. ¢ The sudden changes
of doctrine in “ The Times,” which failed not to excite
loud censure and indignant amazement in those days,’
he says, ‘ were first ntelligible to you when you came
to interpret them as his changes. These sudden whirls
from east to west on his part, and total changes of party
and articulate opinion at a day’s warning, lay in the
nature of the man, and could not be helped ; products
of his fiery impatience, of the combined 1mpetuosity
and limitation of an intellect which did nevertheless
gravitate towards what was loyal, and true, and right
on all manner of subjects. Thus, if he stormed along,
ten thousand strong, in the time of the Reform Bill,
indignantly denouncing Toryism and its obsolete, in-
sane pretensions, and then if, after some experience of
Whig management, he discerned that Wellington and
Peel, by whatever name entitled, were the men to be
depended on by England, there lay in all this, visible
enough, a deeper consistency, far more important than
the superficial one so much clamoured after by the
vulgar.” ' Sterling doubtless satisfied himself that the
divers and diverse opinions he gave utterance to at
various times were all sound at the moment of writing,
and he may have not only thought them really his oW1,
but also spiced them with his strong individuality ;
but we must accept as truthful the stateinent which he
. made, when put upon his honour, i reply to a charge
brought against him as part editor of ¢ The Times,” by
Roebuck. I never have been technically or morally
connected 1n any manner with the editorshin of ¢ Tha
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Times,” ' he wrote on June 27, 1835, ‘not possessing
over the course or choice of its politics any power or
influence whatever, nor, by consequence, being respon-
sible for its acts.”’

If Sterling as leader-writer, or Barnes as editor, or
Walter as manager-in-chief, acted indiscreetly, and
really injured ¢ The Times’ in trying to serve it, by the
violent support given to the luckless Tory admimstra-
tion of 1835, and if the business in whieh they were
severally concerned was blameworthy, there is all the
more reason for quoting a remarkable letter which Sir
‘Robert DPeel, on April 18, the very day on which his
first premiership ended, addressed to the editor of ‘ The
Times, and which Barnes handed on to Sterling for
his consolation. Its purport was honourable both to
Peel and to his champions on ‘ The Times.” ‘If 1do
not offer the expressions of personal gratitude,” he wrote,
in acknowledging the ‘powerful support’ he had re-
~ceived, ‘it is because I feel that such expressions would
do injustice to the character of a support which was
given exclusively on the highest and most independent
grounds of public principle. I can say this with perfect
truth, as I am addressing one whose person even 18 un-
known to me, and who, during my tenure of power,
studiously avoided every species of intercourse which
could throw a suspicion upon the motives by which he
was actuated. I should, however, be doing injustice to

1 Note to The Dorchester Labourers, p. 16, in Roebuck’s series of
Pamphlets for the People. ¢ Some time since,” Roebuck had written, I
was in the habit of meeting Mr. Sterling in society, and was not a hittle
amused by the charlatan game he played to hide hia editorship of The
Times. 1f anyone had assumed the fact, he would have taken 1t as an '
affront. There was a painful resemblance between this man’s position

and that of a brave spy in Venice. They both had a secret and irresistible:
rrnwar_ +tho one adow van the other merelv rained vour revutation.’—The
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my own feelings if I were to retire from office without
one word of acknowledgment, without at least assuring
you of the admiration with which I witnessed during
the arduous contest in which I was engaged, the da,lly
exhibition of that extraordinary ability to which 1 was
indebted for a support the more valuable because it was
an 1mpartial and discriminating support.’

Peel, we may safely assume, was not in the mood to
address similar language to the writers of ¢ The Times®
seven or eight years later, when he was in office again,
and at this time an object not of praise but of abuse.
He was never, however, attacked with such coarseness
as was applied in 1835 and 18386 to Daniel O’ Connell.
‘ The Times’ of November 26, 1835, contained these
limes about the Irish liberator :

Scum condensed of Irish bog,
Ruffian, coward, demagogus,
Boundless liar, base datractor,
Nurse of murders, treason’s factor !
Spout thy filth, diffuse thy slime,
Slander is in thee no erime.

safe from challenge, safe from law,
Who can curb thy callous jaw ?
Who would sue a eonviet liar ?

On a poltroon who would fire

Plenty of insult like that, in prose if not in verse,
was hurled at O'Connell by ‘The Times,” of which,
for a long while, he took no notice. At length, in
September 183G, (V’Connell having unwisely hinted -
in parliament that he could, if he chose, disclose

! Carlyle, p. 306. Barnes seems to have been outrageously Tory in
his opinions at this time. On January 7, Greville (Memoirs, vol. iii.
p. 188) received a letter from him, ‘in which he speaks with horror and
alarm of the prevailing spirit. He says the people are deaf with paassion,
and in the abrupt dissolution of the late government, and the bad com-
position of this, will see a conspiracy against their liberties, and, mad
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matters discreditable to the private character of Lord
Lyndhurst,  The Times’ wrote thus : ¢ What an unre-
deemed and unredeemable scoundrel is this O’Connell
to make such a threat, and at such a time too! If he
has not lied more foully than it would have entered
into the 1magination of the devil himself to lie, he makes
the threat with his own wife dying under his very eyes!
O, how long shall such a wretch as this be tolerated
among civilised men! DBut let him mark us well—as
surely as he dares to invade the privacy of the life of
Lord Lyndhurst, or of any other man, woman, or child
that may happen by themselves or their relatives to be
opposed to him in politics, so surely will we carry the
war into his own domiciles at Darrynane and Dublin,
and show up the whole brood of (’Connells, young and
"old.” That paragraph, illustrative of journalism at its
worst—In the columns of a newspaper like ¢ The Times’
at any rate—just before the reign of Queen Victoria
began, provoked a rejoinder from O’Connell of which a
part 1s worth quoting. ‘It is an exquisite specimen,’ he
wrote, ‘ of that party to whose base passions you are
the mercenary panderers. Of course it is not my pur-
pose to bandy words with creatures so contemptible as
you are, Your rascality is purely venal, and has no
more of individual malignity in it than inevitably be-
longs to beings who sell their souls to literary assassi-
nation, and who from their nature would be actual
assassins if they lived at the period of history when the
wages of villains of that description bore a reasonable
proportion to the hire you receive for a different, only
- becauvse a bloodless atrocity.” Much more followed
in neglect of O’Connell’s proposal not to ‘bandy words’

- with his traducers, and he concluded, ‘I do not conde-
scend one remark on the turpitude of the partv to which
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earns by a political and personal meanness hitherto un-
known in the history of British literature. You have
made literary vileness a byword. It is really dis-
creditable to Britain that it should be known that so
much atrocity, so depraved, so unprincipled a vileness
as “ The Times” has exhibited, should have found any
countenance or support. ' O'Connell’s language is
not to be justified, nor is that of ‘ The Times’; and
this altercation 1s noteworthy as an incident in the
centuries-long quarrel between English and Irish poli-
ticians which 1s not yet quite finished.

‘The Times,” fortunately, did not profit by such
- violence, and the loss of influence and circulation in-
curred by its outrageous advocacy of Tory views at a
time when the Whigs were unpopular because of their
apathy about reform brought corresponding advantage
to its chief rival, with the exception of ‘ The Standard,’
among the daily papers. ¢ Now,” said John Black, of
‘The Morning Chronicle,” ‘our readers will follow me
wherever 1 like to lead them.’?

Black did not like, however, or was not permitied
to lead his readers very far. The ¢ Chronicle,” in which
he had been able during more than a dozen years to
propound nearly as much Radicalism as he chose, but
which he had allowed to sink into somewhat humdrum
ways, had fallen off considerably, and had only a daily
sale of about 1,000 copies in 1834, when William
Clement sold it for 16,500/.—scarcely more than a third .
as much as he had paid for it in 1821—to Sir John
Easthope, a stockbroker, and two others who had
smaller shares, Simon MecGillivray, a retired merchant,
and James Duncan, a publisher, Much fresh business.

! R. Barry O'Brien, Fifty Years of Cuncessions to Ireland, vol, 1,
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entérprise was thrown into it, and in the course of five
years its circulation was raised to about 6,000 ; but it
was now converted into a Whig organ.! ‘The Whigs
set to work,’ said Greville, and Hobhouse, N ormanby,
Poulett Thomson, Le Marchant, and several others
wrote day after day a succession of good articles,
‘which soon renovated the paper and set it on its
legs.” The best articles, probably, were written by
Albany Fonblanque, who was induced to furnish a
column a week for fifteen guineas;? but Fonblanque
was crippled by the political restraints imposed upon
him, and the paper, approved by the Whigs, lost favour
with the Radicals. ‘ While we recognise the same want
of vigour, compression, and method by which  The
_ Chronicle” has for a long time been characterised,’
Eintoul complained a few months after the change had
been made, ‘ we miss the philosophy, the sagacity, and
the curious reading which were wont to compensate
for the defects of execution. There seems to be no
unity of purpose, no presiding mind. Antagonistic
principles, irreconcilable opinions, jostle each other on
the same page.’?

Coarser blame of ¢ The Chronicle * was often uttered
- by others, as when ‘ The Times’ spoke of its rival as
‘a disgraceful morning print, which, made up of such
contributions as the licentiousness and leisure of stock-
Jobbing may furnish, actually feeds on falsehood and
lies 50 largely day by day that one might think that
I its case “increase of appetite had grown by what it
fed on.”’ On the very day on which that abuse of
- the ‘ Chronicle ’ was printed by ¢ The Times’ (June 13,

! Charles Mackay, Forty Years’ Recollections, vol. i. p. 71 7 trwgille
MMimanirvg {Sanand Party wnl 3w 10 oo ‘\
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1835), the ‘Chronicle’ declared that ‘the poor old
“Times,” in its imbecile ravings, resembles those un-
fortunate wretches whose degraded prostitution is fast
approaching neglect and disgust, Such spiteful and
vulgar language, however, was only a survival from
the bad manners of a former day, and more common in
papers like ‘ John Bull’ than in those read by respect-
able people.?

Edward Sterling’s denial that he had any power or
responsibility as editor of ‘ The Times’ was provoked
by an intemperate and malicious pamphlet in which, in
January 1835, Roebuck accused Black of ¢ The Chronicle,”
and Fonblanque of ¢ The Examiner,’ as well as Sterling,
of propping up the stamp duty—an allegation which
was quite untrue in Fonblanque's case—and of many
other offences.? Sterling and Fonblanque contented
themselves with stoutly contradicting the charges
and calling for ample apology, which they received ;
but Black, whom Roebuck further attacked in other

' A few other samples may be given. The Times, on June 16, 1832,
called The Standard ‘a stupid and priggish print, which never by any
“chance deviates into candour’;and on August 22 in the same year The
Standard talked of ¢ the filthy falsehood and base insinuation put forward
by The Times.” The Times on one occasion described The Chronicle as
‘that squirt of filthy water,” and The Morning Post was, in the judgrent
of The Chronicle, *that slop-pail of corruption.’ The Cowrier was, ac-
cording to The Morning Herald, ¢that spavined old hack’; and The
Globe was, according to The Standard, ‘our blubber-headed contem-
porary.” The Age of May 4, 1838, had two characteristic paragraphs :
‘1t 1s actually impossible to express the unmixed disgust with which we
have read a series of beastly attacks upon his Royal Highness the Duke
~of Cumberland in that most filthy of all filthy papers, the old Times’ ; and
*0ld Jerry Bentham’s paper, The Glohe, is, we perceive, in high dudgeon
with us for calling Mr. Peel o rat. It adds that we have designated Lord
Lyndhurst a rat also. To the first we answer, no one but such an old
dotard as the author of ¢* Chrestomuathia” doubts it : and to the last, that
it was not we, but Cobbetf, Jerry’s old friend the bone-grabber, who chris-
“tened the lord chancellor Rat Copley.’ |
* Rosbuck, The Stamped Press of London, and its M, orality.
¢
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pamphlets, challenged his slanderer to a duel—perhaps.
the last instance among Englishmen, or rather Scotch-
men, of resort to this mode of settling journalistic quar-
rels. The duel came off in November, when Black,
with McGillivray as his second, went down to Christ-
church, in Hampshire, and there twice exchanged shots
with Roebuck ; but neither party was hurt, and peace-
was concluded over a jorum of toddy."

Black, though Barnes’s senior by only two years,
was an editor of an older school, and found it difficult
to maintain the competition of ‘The Chronicle’ with
“The Times’ with such fresh vigour as was required of’
him by Sir John Easthope. He acquitted himself well
in it, however. With ampler funds at his disposal, he
increased his staff of writers, besides making use of all
the amateur and not always helpful help afforded him
by the leading Whig politicians, both before and after:
Lord Melbourne’s return to office” Charles Buller and
Lord Holland were frequent contributors, and occa-.
sional articles came from many others. Joseph Parkes,
the parliamentary agent of the Whigs, was a constant
visitor at Black’s dingy office in the Strand. ¢ Every
eminent man in the wide world of British and Irish

1 Mackay, Forty Years' Recollections, vol. 1. p. 90.

® ¢T remember once, when assistant sub-editor of The Morning
Chronicle,” says Dr. Charles Mackay (Through the Long Day, vol. 1. p. b2),,
“that I waited on the Duke of Sussex at the Hyde Park Hotel, where he
was resident for a few days, with the proof of a leading article which he .
had either written or dictated. The duke was an earnest and consistent
Whig, and had fallen into disfavour with his royal father and with
George 1V, 1 do not at this distance of time remember the subject of
the royal article, except that it was in support of some Eiberal measure,
and that the style was crude and involved. I remember well that the
proof was a rough one, and contained several grammatical as well as
literal errors that required correction. I also remember that the duke
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politics sought his aid,” we are told, ‘and he kept the
secrets entrusted to him with scrupulous fidelity.’!
Paying special attention to foreign affairs, he appointed
Michael Joseph Quin as foreign editor of the ¢ Chronicle,’
and Eyre Evans Crowe was sent to France as its Paris
correspondent,  George Hogarth was sub-editor for
some time until, on Hogarth’s being made musical and
theatrical editor, and also editor of ¢The Evening
Chronicle,” started in 1837, the post was filled in suc-
cession by John Payne Collier, James Fraser, and
Charles Mackay—the latter being preferred to Thack-.
eray, who wrote art criticisms and was a candidate for
more constant employment.* Among the reporters
were William Hagzlitt the younger and Charles Dickens,
whose father had for a long time been connected with
the paper. Dickens, commencing his literary career as
reporter for ‘ The True Sun,” and working during two
years for ‘ The Mirror of Parliament,” went to ¢ The
Chronicle’ in 1835, when he was twenty-three, and
soon became 1ts most zealous agent in the reporting of
country meetings and important occurrences. ¢ There
never was anybody connected with newspapers who In
the same space of time had so much express and post-
chaise experience as I,” he wrote in the course of a
lively account of his adventures, in rushing across
country, writing his articles as he travelled, and often
breaking down on the way, and being hard pushed to
reach London in time to supply the printers with copy
and to be rewarded ‘with never-to-be-forgotten com-
pliments by the late Mr. Black, coming in the broadest
of Scotch from the broadest of hearts I ever knew.’
Dickens fully earned his five guineas a week, and also
the two guineas extra that were allowed to him for
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some of the ¢ Sketches by Boz,’ of which two or three a
~ week appeared in ‘ The Evening Chronicle’ after 1837.
Of Black and his contributors many anecdotes are
told ; 2 but the most memorable refers to an interview
he had with Lord Melhourne while’ the Whigs were in
office. *Mr. Black,” said the premier, at the close of
a long conversation on political affairs, ‘ you are the
only person who comes to see me who forgets who I am.
You forget that I am prime minister.” Black opened
his eyes, coloured up, and was stammering out a ques-
tion as to the way in which he had offended, when
Melbourne proceeded, ¢ Everybody else takes special
care to remember it, but I wish they wonld forget it,
for they only remember 1t to ask for places and favours.
Now, Mr. Black, you never ask me for anything, and I
wish you would ; for, seriously, | should be most happy
to do anything in my power to serve you.’ ‘I am
truly obliged to you,” answered Black, ‘ but 1 don’t want
anything. I am editor of * The Morning Chronicle ;
I like my business, and I live happily on my income.’
‘ Then, by God, I envy you !’ exclaimed the premier,
‘and you are the only man I ever did.”® '
Black’s philosophy was put to ‘the test in 1843,

1 Forster, Life of Charles Dickens, vol. i. pp. 75, 76, 79, 84.
2 See especially Dr. Mackay’s Forty Years Recollections, and Through
the Long Day, and Grant’s Newspaper Press. ‘Black’s rooms,’ we
' are told (Gentleman’s Magazine, August 1855, p. 211), ¢ were so encum-
bered with books, both on the walls and on the floor—the gleanings of
some half a century—that it was difficult to walk through them. At one
‘time the pair was obliged to creep into bed at the end, the bedsides being
piled with dirty volumes of divinity and politics, and defying entrance in
any other way ; for it was one of the editor’s peculiarities that he would
not have his books moved or dusted by any hand but his own.’ Mrs.
Black was ‘something like Meg Merrilies in person.’ Black’s dog,

" ‘Qato, was nearly as great an object of interest and affection to his friends

a8 the eccentric, but kind-hearted and high-minded, editor himself.
% Gentleman's Magazine, Auguat 1855, p. 213. Some time before,
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when he was summarily dismissed by Sir John East-
hope, whose daughter had lately married Andrew Doyle,
then foreign editor of ‘ The Morning Chronicle,” and
who wanted the post for his son-in-law. By selling the
enormous library he had collected, and in other ways,
Black raised an annuity of 150/., with which, at the age
of sixty, he retired to a small house on the Thames that
his old friend Walter Coulson asmgned to him at a
nominal rent, and there he died in 1855.!

Difficulties in the management of the paper had
arisen as far back as March 1839. ‘They are in a
great rage and no small dismay at the same time,” Gre-
ville then wrote concerning the official Whigs, ‘at the
conduct of “ The Morning Chronicle,” which has turned
half against them in a most extraordinary manner ;
that is, it is urging the Radicals to seize this oppor-
tunity of compelling the government to go their lengths,
and to make such compliance the condition of their
support. (Government are so indignant that they want
to break off with “ The Chronicle ’ altogether, but then
they will be left in the awkward predicament cf having no
morning paper whatever in their service. What nettles
them the more is that they made *“ The Chronicle ” what
1t 1s, and raised it by their exertions from the lowest

ebb to 1its present very good ecirculation. Easthope
makes a clear 10,000{. a year by the speculation ; but
now, seeing or thinking he sees greater advantages to
be got by floating down the Radical strearn than by

1 Gentleman’s Magazine, August 1855, p. 213, ‘I am deeply grieved
about Black,” Dickens wrote to John Forster on May 3, 1843 ; ‘sorry
from my heart’s core. 1f I could find him out I would go and comfort
him this moment.” Some comfort was offered in the ahapg of a dinner
at Greenwich, at which Black was the guest of Dickens, Thackeray,
Fonblanque, Sheil, Charles Buller, Southwood Smith, W. J. Fox,
Mﬂ.craady, Maclme, and Forster. (Forster, Life of Charles Dickens, vol.
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assisting in the defence of this government, he forgets
past favours and connection, and is ready to abandon
them to their fate. It is rather an ominous sign, and
marks strongly their falling estimation. They think it
1s Durham who has got hold of Easthope and persuades
him to take this course. He declares he is so beset
with applications, advice, and threats, that he has no
alternative, and must take the line he does or ruin the
sale of his paper.” ! If Easthope made the change from
policy or under pressure, we may be quite sure that -
Black cheerfully agreed to it on the score of principle.
It was no easy matter to support the Whig adminis-
tration during the six years following Sir Robert Peel’s
defeat in April 1835, The Whigs in the House of
Commons, who really approved of Lord Melbourne’s
shilly-shallying, do-nothing policy were but half as
numerous as the Tories, who, divided among themselves,
united in opposing it; and the government had to steer
its perilous course by constant tackings, in which it
alternately used Tory help to thwart the Radicals, who
were far stronger 1n this parliament than in any previous
one, and the Liberals, as many Whig sympathisers with
Radicalism now called themselves, and made such
grudging concessions to the Radicals and Liberals as
were necessary to secure their aid in keeping the Tories
out of office. In this tedious and discreditable process
the Radicals gained some things, including the reduction
-of the newspaper stamp duty in 1836, and several social
reforms, such as the lessening of death penalties and
other improvements in the administration of justice, the
suppression of the slave trade, and the establishment of
the penny post; and it was for the sake of reforms like
these that independent Radicals, among whom Albany
Fonblanque was foremost in journalism, gave qualified
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support to the Melbourne administration. But the
line taken by Fonblanque in * The Examiner’ could not
be taken, or could only be taken cautiously and spas-
modically, by Black and his writers in ‘ The Morning
Chronicle,” so long as it professed to be a ministerial
organ. The advantages accruing to ¢ The Chronicle’
ag a semi-official journal were of doubtful value, and,
.stﬂ,l}ding alone among the morning papers, its embar-
rassments were to some extent shared by its friendly
rivals in the evening press.

Of these there were now five, three of them being
very ably conducted on different liberal levels. ¢ The
Globe,” still in the hands of Colonel Robert Torrens,
took precedence as the recognised channel for minis-
terial communications, especially favoured by Lord John
Russell. ‘The Sun,” being under no restraint, and with
Murdo Y oung for its enterprising conductor, was bolder
in its politics.  Yet bolder was ¢ The True Sun,’ which,
hke *The Sun,” had ceased to be a mouthpiece of
Toryism, and was at this time owned by Daniel Whittle
Harvey, and edited by William Johnson Fox, who was
also one of the writers for ‘ The Morning Chronicle.
‘The Lvening Chronicle’ was shortlived; and ¢ The
Courier,” though now claiming to be Liberal, was of too
uncertain politics and of too small circulation to be of
any account. |

The Tories had ‘ The Standard’ as their only and
sufficient champion among the evening papers. Tts
success, under Giffard’s editorship, along with the much
greater success of ‘ The Times,” rendered insignificant
the two other Tory papers, * The Morning Herald ’ and
‘The Morning Post.” The kindest thing that a Tory
critic could say about ¢ The Post’ in 1836 was that it was
‘the pet of the petticoats, the darling of the boudoir, the
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room beauties and drawing-room presentations,” ‘The
high favour in which *“ The Post " stands in the bowers
of ladyhood,” it was added, ‘is well deserved by that
journal. In all matters interesting to the female world
of fashion this paper has always the best information,
which it employs in a discreet manner, imparting just. .
as much of private affairs as the public ought to know,
and no more.” According to the same informant, ¢ The
Herald’ was to be commended for ¢ the variety of its

matter and the moderation of its tone,” being, with its
Tory leanings, a more ardent supporter _of Lord Palmer-
ston’s foreign policy than even * The Chronicle,” ham-
pered as it was by Whig traditions, could be.!

More interesting than the commonplace history of”
these papers is the record of a new and unfortunate ex-
periment in journalism which was made in 1836. Fore-
reeing the opportunities for fresh newspaper enterprise
that would result from the reduction of the stamp duty,
but not estimating the expenses necessary to such a
venture, Dr. Black, a friend of Sir William Molesworth,
and others, established the Metropolitan Newspaper *
Company, with a capital of 60,000., of which 42,0001.
~1n all was called up, and, having bought or borrowed
the connection of ¢ The Public Ledger,” merged it in ¢ The
Constitutional,’” which was started on September 15,
the first day on which penny stamps were allowed to
be used. Offering as much matter for fourpence half.
penny as had formerly been supplied for sevenpence,
the new journal fairly claimed to be ¢ the firstfruit of the
- penny stamp, the eldest born of the reduction.” Its

projectors professed no gratitude, however, for such
facilities as were afforded them by the change in the
law. ¢ We must frankly declare, although we may be
 censured for the admission,” it was said in the preliminary
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article, ‘that we do not feel any natural affection, the
- least filial reverence, for this our Whig parent. We
thank him for our existence, and will serve him while
we must ; but our love and sympathy belong to an-
other. Abolition is the spirit whom we serve.” The
reduction of the newspaper stamp from fourpence to
a penny was accepted, not as a boon, but as the im-
position of a new tyranny after the old tyranny had
become too intolerable to be longer maintained. ¢ Know-
ledge must, for the present, go on bearing the badge of
Ignorance in the form of a penny, and Liberty, as let
out by the Whigs, must be content to dance in fetters
for a season. Hope must wear the livery of Fear, and
the new order of things adopt, in a mitigated form, the
symbol of the old.” !

It will be seen from those statements and metaphors
that the originators of ¢ The Constitutional ’ were uncom-
promising Radicals, or, as they said, ‘ reformers in the
fullest meaning of the term.” ¢ The Constitutional,”
they announced, among other things, ¢ will advocate the
shortening of the duration of parliaments, an extension
of the suffrage, and the vote by ballot. To the bene-
ficial influence of these measures, were they now in
operation, 1t 1s difficult to assign a limit. It would
diffuse itself, as if by a magical movement, even over
the House of ’eers. Obstruction would see at once the
1mpossibility- of holding out. To secure quietly a re-
form of the Lords it is only necessary to administer a
little more to the Commons.’ 2

These enthusiasts were too sanguine, both in their
general speculations and in the conduct of their own
keroic little enterprise. They made a brave commence-
ment, however. They appointed as editor Samuel
Laman Blanchard, a smart and versatile writer, who
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had had four years’ experience in the management of
‘ The True Sun,” and Blanchard’s great friend, Douglas
Jerrold, was theatrical critic.! Thornton Hunt, Leigh
Hunt’s son, was sub-editor,” and great pains were taken
to secure lively and accurate intelligence from abroad
as well as from Ireland and various parts of England.
‘The Constitutional’ had its ‘own correspondent’
in Spain, whose letters were signed M. R. M., and it

established a special express from France in opposition
to the organisation already existing and jointly paid
for by the five other morning papers, whose proprie-
tors, tor economical reasons, ignored their differences in
this particular, but jealously excluded the interloper
from their syndicate.® The correspondent sent by
‘ The Constitutional’ to Paris was William Makepeace
Thackeray, now a young man of five-and-twenty, who
here had his first important employment in journalism,
though he had already been an occasional contributor
to ‘The Morning Chronicle’ and other papers.
Thackeray’s letters, signed T. T.—of which there were
.generally three or four a week, and forty-four in all
before the end of February, when, doubtless to save
expense, he was brought home and made foreign editor
~—were written with remarkable vigour and keen ap-
prehension of the political conditions of the time. For
instance, writing on December 26, he said, * You will
complain that my letters have only this one theme of
Louis Philippe ; but recollect that the government in
this country is the king. If it had not been for the

' Poetical Works of Laman Blanchard (introductory memoir by
' Blanchard Jerrold), p. 13. |

? Knight Hunt, vol, ii. p. 188. 3 Constitutional, July 1, 1837.
- * A writer in the Athenzum (February 12, 1887) alleges—I do not
know on what authority—that it was his venture in The Constitutional
that ‘impoverished the youthful Thackeray’ and obliged him to follow

I .
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king, you would have had Spain tranquil ; you would

. not have had M. Guizot or the laws of September ; and

now, please (rod, there is a chance of ridding the country
of both one and the other.,” * Without Louis Philippe,’
he added, ‘the revolution would have spread through
the world. It is one of this man’s boasts and titles to
glory-—he is proud of the cunning apostacy which has
cheated the nation out of the ends proposed by it in
placing him on the throne, which has so dammed and
twisted the great current of public opinion as to leave
that a shallow and muddy stream which was to have
flowed, not through France merely, but through
Europe.’ !

* The Constitutional’ was as outspoken in its discus.
sion of home as of foreign affairs. Though it scrupu-
lously avoided all coarseness of language, and set an
example 1n polite controversy which ¢ The Times’ op
* The Chronicle’ might have followed with advantage,
1t found as much fault with its Whig as with its Tory
contemporaries, ‘“The Globe” is a Whig paper,’ it
sald In one of its articles, ¢ which ¢ The Constitutional ”’
1s not.”? It expressed its policy in ridicule as well ag
In argument, in rhyme as well as in prose. In a string
of verses entitled ¢ The Two Criminals,’ for example, it
made fun of the indiscriminate way 1n which Daniel
0'Connell and Joseph Hume were held responsible for
all the blunders and misfortunes of the time -

While English laws exclude the many
From all the social rights of man,

While votes shall be withheld from any,
The blame must fall on Joe and Dan :

If Tory tricksters make Lord John ill,

It is the fault of that 0’Connell

If Whigs for ever fret and fume,

It is the fault of Joseph Hume.?

1 Oomathititional Janiinveo & 139 2 Firl W ox e e
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But the promoters of ‘The Constitutional’ soon
found that its impartial condemnation of both Whigs
and Tories was not agreeable to any large body of
readers, or that they had not money enough to keep it
alive till it could force its way into public favour. At
~ the close of 1836 they published a list of influential
supporters who had promised to pay a twelvemonth's
subscriptions in advance, and the list included the names
of George Grote, Sir Wilham Molesworth, Joseph
Hume, Charles Buller, Roebuck, William Ewart,
Perronet Thompson, Benjamin Hall, and Richard
Potter. In kebruary 1837 they increased the size of
the paper, and raised its price from fourpence-halfpenny
to the usual fivepence ; but early in June they returned
to the original size without altering the price. On
June 22 they put the paper into mourning on the
occasion of William IV.s death, and they continued
the mourning till July 1, when, in No. 249, they bade
farewell to their readers. ¢ The mourning border which
we recently put on,’ it was then orimly said, ‘was but
the shadow of the coming event.” ¢ The Constitutional ’
disappeared, and ‘ The Public Ledger ' was revived by
its former proprietor, to be carried on on its old lines
as a medium for shipping and other mercantile intelli-
gence. Laman Blanchard then became editor of ‘ The
Courier, until, on its being converted 1nto a Tory

journal, he was employed by Fonblanque on ‘ The

Examiner.’ ! |

Radicalism was not strong enough at this time to
support a daily paper, especially in the face of such for-
midable competition as was offered by ° The Times,” in
which a far ampler supply of news than any other
paper could afford to collect and issuc atoned, in the
~ opinion of many readers, for whatever faults they might.

e —m— — - - p——



718301840, ‘THE WEEKLY DISPATCH 101

find in its political views; and the Radicals had now
a good choice of weekly papers on which could be spent
88 much money as most of them had to spare. ¢ The
Examiner ’ and ‘ The Spectator’ satisfied the more in-
telligent readers, and, among others adapted to less
fastidious tastes,  The Weekly Dispatch ’ took the lead.
For some time after its commencement in 1801,
and styled ¢ Bell’'s Weekly Dispatch’ until it passed out
of its founder’s hands, ¢ The Dispatch’ had no very
pronounced politics, and catered chiefly for the lovers
of highly-spiced news, reports of prize-fights and such
matters. But it was a Radical paper before it be-
came the property of Alderman James Harmer, and
under his control it was a vigorous advocate of re-
form. Harmer was a remarkable man. The son of a
Spitalfields weaver, and an orphan at the age of ten,
he worked his way so successfully that in 1833, before
he was sixty, he was able to retire from a solicitor’s
business, which had for some time been ylelding him
about 4,000/. a year. When he died, in 1853, his
estate was valued at more than 300,000.' Most of that
wealth had been derived from ¢ The Dispatch,” which he
had managed with great skill from a commercial point of
view, and in which the weekly article signed Publi-

~ cola, written by various hands, and for some time by |
William Johnson Fox, was famous for its scathing de-
nunciation of political, legal, and social abuses. Before
the reduction of the stamp duty, which, with a short-
sighted view to the interests of the proprietor, it stoutly
opposed, ‘ The Dispatch’ claimed to have a circulation
of thirty thousand, at the high price of eightpence-
halfpenny ; and when most of the papers reduced their |
price from sevenpence to fivepence, it continued to
flourish as a sixpennv paver. selline. 1+ was ceatd  <lvio
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thousand copies a week in 1840. One among many
tokens of its popularity was the imitation of its title,
not only by Hetherington in his unstamped ‘ T'wopenny
Dispatch ’ in 1834, but also by the proprietors of ‘ The
New Weekly Dispatch,” which was started in 1833.
The latter ran for no more than seventy weeks, how-
‘ever, and the former was suppressed by the more rigid
enforcement of the law after the lessening of the stamp
duty in 1836. Alderman Harmer’s paper continued to
prosper, and prospered all the more in consequence of
the frequent attacks that were made upon it and him.
Those attacks were especially violent in the autumn
of 1840. Elected alderman of Farringdon Without in
1833, and having served as sheriff in 1834, Harmer
expected to be made lord mayor in his turn at Michael-
mas 1840 ; but the scandal, as they said it would be,
was averted by his Tory opponents, who had a mighty
champion in ¢ The Times.’
~ The crusade was begun on September 21, when ‘ The
Times’ published an elaborate protest against Harmer's
election, signed by several liverymen of the city of -
London, who quoted against him a number of Radical
utterances that had appeared in * The Dispatch.” * The
paper,’ they declared, ‘can only be appropriately
described as a public nuisance, and that ¢f the most
fearful character.” They complained that it assailed not
merely Whig government and Tory government, ‘but.
all government whatever, ridiculing alike all systems
and all views, and plainly counselling anarchy and con-
fusion’ ; that it had ‘ personally insulted the sovereign and
her consort,” had ‘ broadly and repeatedly recommended
the overthrow of the monarchy,” and had ‘extolled

and encouraged every instance of rebellion ' ; and, worst
e 4 - . : . | . 7 A T . R T e P
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- and forms of religion whatever,” and ¢ constantly and
“deliberately reviled the Christian faith and its profes-
sors of every class and denomination, and gave the pre-
ference to infidels and blasphemers of every description.’?!
These complaints ¢ The Times’ endorsed in a furious
article published on the same day as the liverymen’s
protest. ¢ The object is not merely to reject Alderman
Harmer,” ¢ The Times ’ avowed. ‘It is far higher and
more important than this; it is to stamp with the
blackest possible mark of public reprobation the prin-
ciples of  The Dispatch ” in the person of its chief and
responsible proprietor.” The battle was fiercely fought.
Nearly every day between September 22 and October 7
‘ The Times’ published a column of argument and abuse,
and when, as the result of the poll taken among the
citizens, it was found that Harmer had obtained only
2,294 votes against 2,713 given for the alderman next
in rotation, the prose song of triumph, issued on
October 9, extended over more than two columns.
‘ The Times ’ took credit for having saved London from
the appalling disgrace of having Harmer for lofd

mayor ; but it had provided ‘The Weekly Dispatch’

1 Here are a fow of the more cobnoxious sentences quoted by these
shocked liverymen :—* Protestantism, Catholicism, Methodism, or any
other ism, is only a cant term to facilitate the 1mpositions upon the mind,
which impositions arc always tricks to arrive at the breeches’ pockets’
(Weekly Dispatch, September 1, 1839).—*BSocilalism and Chartism are
only the misdirected efforts to throw off the dreadfully intolerable curse of
superstitious systems’ (February 2, 1840).—fThere iz no more moral
depravity in being an infidel than in being a clergyman. . . . Blasphemy
is a word of no meaning whatever. It is a cunning coinage of priestcraft’
(March 15, 1840). And, on the occasion of the government’s proposal to
make provision for Prince Albert, * A young girl of eighteen governs
about four-and-tweénty millions of people at home, and about a hundred
millions in the colonies and India. For this task the young lady takes
871,400!. per annum, and when she marries she pleads poverty, and calls
upon her people, who are in a great state of distress, to support her hus-

band by a further allowance out of the taxes’ ‘Fahruar}r 2, 1840).
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with a splendid advertisement, and had only damaged
its own reputation among all who were not bigoted
Tories. .

~ Though in the main a consistent advocate of Tory
views at this time, and giving them more powerful help
than they obtained from the combined or rival assistance
of all the other and avowedly Tory papers, ¢ The Times’
continued to be independent when it chose. ¢ The
question of absorbing interest is now,” Greville wrote,
on January 24, 1839, ‘the repeal or alteration of
the corn laws, and the declaration of war against
them on the part of ““ The Times” has produced a great
effect, and 1s taken as conclusive evidence that they can-
not be maintained, from the rare sagacity with which
this journal watches the turn of public affairs. Besides
that, its advocacy will be of the greatest use in advanc-
ing the cause which 1t already had perccived was likely
to prevail. The rest of the Conservative press, ¢ The
Morning Herald,” * Post,” and * Standard,” support
the corn laws, and the latter has engaged in a single
combat with ' The Times,” conducted with a kind of
chivalrous courtesy, owing to the concurrence of their
general politics, very unusual in newspaper warfare,
and with great ability on both sides.’! The attitude
~ taken up by ‘The Times’ on the question of corn-law
reform was only one among many instances of its
prescience and skill in shrewdly directing both ministers
and the people in ways that, rightly or wrongly, it
approved. In such clever journalism as Barnes
achieved it was by no means easy to distinguish
between leading and following, between the drivers

and the driven.,
A curious instance of the use that politicians had
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Lord Durham had just handed in to the government
his momentous report on the administration of Canada,
chiefly prepared by Charles Buller, which was to revo-
lutionise the whole colonial policy of the British empire ;
but 1t contained two paragraphs respecting church or
crown lands to which the government objected, and
which Durbam consented to alter. These paragraphs
had been inserted at the instigation of Gibbon Wakefield,
who was determined that they should not be tampered
with. Ile accordingly sent to Barnes a copy of the
original report, before it or any new edition of it could be
laid before parliament, and the whole lengthy document
wag printed in ‘ The Times’ of February 10. Lord
- Durham’s indignation thereat was great but futile. The
original document had been published, and could not
therefore be modified with decency. ¢ The Times’ had,
moreover, given another proof of its importance, and
had forestalled the ministerial organ, ¢ The Morning
Chronicle,” in its procuring of official information,
Lord Durham, Greville tells us, had handed a copy of
his report to Sir John Easthope, ¢ but with an injunction
not to publish it ; and Easthope told him he wished he
had kept his copy to himself, for he could have obtained
one elsewhere which he should have been at liberty to
publish if he had not accepted his with the prohibition,’!

The Melbourne administration, more impotent
than ever during the two years after it obtained a
new lease of feeble life in consequence of the queen’s
quarrel with Sir Robert Peel over the °‘bedchamber
question,” was further weakened by dissensions in the
cabinet throughout 1840, which were chiefly due to-Lord
Palmerston’s adoption, as secretary of state for foreign
affarrs, of a different course from that approved by
most of his colleagues. The English bearings of the

Y Greville Memoirs (Second Part), vol. i. p- 163, and note
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policy of Louis Philippe’s government and the Syrian
question were the special grounds of dispute, in which
the newspapers took sides. Peel and most of the Tories
agreed with the orthodox Whigs in favouring Thiers,
Gruizot, and their party, and ¢ The Times’ shared their
views. ‘The Morning Chronicle,” on the other hand,
was a zealous supporter of Palmerston, and gave great
offence to Lord Melbourne, Lord John Russell, and
others by its plain speaking. Greville reports on
October 1 that Lord John had written a letter to
(ruizot, then ambassador in London, in which ¢ he begged
he would not consider that the articles which had lately
appeared in *“ The Morning Chronicle ” and “ Observer "
were approved of by the government, and repudiated any
connection or concurrence with them:; he had pro-
nounced in the cabinet a violent philippic agamnst the
newspapers, which was entirely directed at Palmerston,
who he knows very well writes constantly in them.’
*An article appeared in “ The Times,”’ Greville adds,
“strongly in favour of peace and harmony with France,
and the acceptance of the Egyptian pasha’s offers.
Guizot, of course, was delighted with it And next
day we read, ¢ “ The Morning Chronicle puts forth an
article having every appearance of being written by
Palmerston himself (as I have no doubt it was ), most
violent, declamatory, and insulting to France, I made
the Duke of Bedford go to Lord John and tell him this
ought not to be endured, and that, if I were he, T would
not sit for one hour in the cabinet with a man who
could agree to take a certain line (with his colleagues ).
overnight, and publish a furious attack upon the same
the next morning. Lord John said he had already

written to Melbourne about it, that Palmerston had
positivelv denied havine anvihene +n de wiel ¢4 T .
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“eould do ; but he owned that all his confidence in him
‘Wwas oone.” ! This is amusing, yet instructive withal,
‘and not solely as a scrap of newspaper history.

The writer of the troublesome articles was not Lord
Palmerston, but Eyre Evans Crowe, who, for some time
Paris correspondent of ¢ The Morning Chronicle,” had
now come back to l.ondon to write leaders for it on
foreign policy, and in opposition both to the temporising
Whigs and to Peel’s friends in the ¢ Times’ office. The

line taken up by ‘ The Chronicle,” however, was evi-
dently sanctioned, if not.dictated, by Palmerston,? who
never forgave ‘ The Times’ for opposing him. ‘Mel-
bourne told Clarendon,” Greville wrote in January 1841,
‘that Palmerston was still very sore at the articles
which had appeared in ¢ The Times.”” Clarendon said he
could not imagine what Palmerston had to complain of
~in “ The Times,” as, though there had been some articles
attacking hin, the far greater number had been in his
favour. Melbourne said there had been a great deal
the other way, and that Palmerston and his Tory friends
with whom he had communicated had been constantly
surprised to find that there was an influence stronger
than their own in that quarter.” ®

Though it supported the Russellites, who in this

respect were In some agreement with the Peelites,
against the Palmerstonians, ‘ The Times,’ all through
the seven years of Lord Melbourne’s premiership, and
with variation from its usual practice; sided with the
party out of office, and its Toryism was as consistent as

1 Greville Memoirs (Second Part), vol. 1. pp. 323, 324, 326.

2 ¢ Sir John Easthope,’ says Dr. Mackay ( Through the Long Day, vol. i.
p. 268) ¢ was particularly noted for his all but slavish worship of Lord
Palmerston. His devotion to that chief was ultimately rewarded by a
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Sterling and other writers under Barnes’s editorship
could make it. On other than party politics, however,
and on all questions that were not directly concerned in
the support of the Tory views at that time in the
ascendant, Barnes allowed great freedom to his con-
tributors, and, so long as they did work he liked,
accepted and invited contributions from men of all
parties. Though Moore was still the chief writer of
the verse for which room was often found in ¢ The
Times,” other poets or rhymers were admitted to its
columns, Macaulay being of the number.?

A more frequent contributor was Thackeray, who
appears to have undertaken the reviewing of books
under Barnes, for about a year at any rate, almost
immediately after the failure of ¢ The Constitutional,” as
well as some ten years later. ‘I turned off far better
things then than I do now,’ he said when he had be-
come famous, ‘and I wanted money sadly ; but how
Little I got for my work ! It makes me laugh at what
“The Times” pays me now when I think of the old
days, and how much better I wrote for them then, and
got a shilling where I now get ten’? One of his
earliest articles, and perhaps the first, appearing on
August 3, 1837, was a long review of Carlyle’s ¢ French
Revolution.” Others were on ¢ The Duchess of Marl-
borough’s Private Correspondence,” on ¢ A Diary Illus-
trative of the Times of George IV.’'? on ‘Memoirs

' Russell, Memoirs &c. of Themas Moore, vol. vi. p. 213.

* J. T. Field's Yesterdays with Authors, p. 27.

° This was the book that Thackeray, in The Yellowplush Papers, de-
nounced in Fraser’s Magazine, As Thackeray elsewhere spoke plainly but
honestly about George IV, and his court, these sentences from the article
i The Times are interesting : * We never met with a book more pernicious
or morg mean. . . . It does worse than chronicle the small beer of a

court ; the materials of this book are infinitely more base ; the loud tittle-
tlaitt’le 'Df th& EWeaenesrr ﬂf thE P'I"iﬂﬂl'—'!ﬂ.ﬂ ﬁF Wﬂ.lnn‘,ﬂ hodaharm ot e el v oo o ew
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of Holt, the Irish Rebel,” and, besides much else, on
“The Poetical Works of Dr. Southey, collected by him-
gelf,’ the latter being published on April 17, 1838.}
After that date no other contribution of Thackeray’s
during this period can be traced, except an article on
Fielding, which he wrote in 1840. ¢“ The Times”
gave me five guineas, he said in 1850. ‘I recollect I
thought it rather shabby pay.’*

Another of the large number of writers who helped
to increase the interest and consequently the circulation
of * The Times,” was Benjamin Disraeli, who made his
first known appearance among journalists as an indig-
nant controversialist with ¢ The Globe,” which in 1835
had called attention to his change from Radicalism to
Toryism. Disraeli defended himself in ‘The Times,’
and followed this with the Runnymede letters ® which, in
feeble imitation of Junius, he wrote in the early months
of 1836,

The ¢ Times ' now furnished a constant succession
of letters from outsiders, and miscellaneous articles, in-
cluding a much greater amount and variety of foreign

room, her table or ante-room, the reminiscences of industrious eaves-
dropping, the careful records of her unguarded moments, and the
publication of her confidential correspondence, are the chief foundations
for this choice work. . . . There iz no need now to be loyal to your
prince. Take his bounty while living, share his purse and his table, gain
his confidence, learn his secrets, flatter him, cringe to him, vow to him
an unbounded fidelity, and, when he is dead, write a diary and betray
him !’

1 The Athenzwm, July 30, 1887,

? ¢ My wife was just sickening at that moment,’ he said in the same
letter, to Mrs. Brookfield. ‘I wrote it at Margate, where I had taken
her, and used to walk out three miles to a little bowling-green, and write
there in an arbour—coming home and wondering what was the melancholy
oppressing the poor little woman. How queer it 18 to be carried back all
of a sudden to that time, and all that belonged to it, and read this article
“over ! Doesn't the apology for Fielding read like an apology for some-

body else too ?’-— A Collection of Letters by W. M. Thackeray (1887), p. 125,
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correspondence than any other paper could procure or
find room for, The page was not quite so large as it -
afterwards became, but * The Times’ regularly appeared -
as a sheet of eight pages, whereas all the other journals,
except on rare occasions, were still limited to four ; and
if the chief credit for the enterprise thus shown devolves
on Walter, as the principal proprietor and business
manager, 1t must be remembered that Barnes was re-
sponsible for filling what was for those days a Journal |
of enormous size Wlth readable matter. ‘The Times’
was vastly improved as a newspaper, in the sense of a
collector and retailer of information, during the twenty-
four years of Barnes’s direction of it, and whatever
might be thought of its political honesty or political
wisdom, it had in his time, and largely through his
influence, acquired such authority as an instructor and
controller of public opinion, especially with the well-to-
do portion of the community, which considered itself,
and was m large measure, the ‘ governing class,” as no
previous editor could have dreamt of. Barnes was the
precursor of Delane.

He died in harness, and almost without warning,
when he was only fifty-six, on May 7, 1841, four weeks
before the defeat of the_ Melbourne admmlstmtlon
which led to Sir Robert Peel’s return to office.
‘His death,’ Gireville wrote next day, *is an incalculable
loss to *“ The Times,” in whose affairs his talents, good
sense, and numerous connections gave him a preponde-
rating influence. The vast power exercised by “ The
Times ” renders this a most important event, and it
will be curious to see in what hands the regulating and
directing power will hereafter be placed Latterly, it
must be owned that its apparent caprices and incon-
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“but that has been the consequence of the extraordinary
‘variety of its connections, and the conflieting opinions
which have been alternately, and sometimes almost if

not quite simultaneously, permitted to discharge them-
selves in 1ts columns.’? |

' Greville Memoirs (S8econd Part), vol. ii. p. 2. Greville adds:
‘Barnes was 2 man of considerable acquirements, a good scholar, and
well versed in English, especially old dramatic literature.’ At dinnep
Greville found him (vol. i. p. 123) ‘an agreeable man enough, with evi-
dently a vast deal of information, but his conversation bears no marks of
that extraordinary vigour and pungency for which the articles in The Times
are so distinguished.” In 1827 Sterling had told Moore that Barnes was
‘the best good man with the worst-natured tongue’ ; he ‘neverheard him
speak of anyone otherwise than depreciatingly, but the next moment after

abusing aman he would go any lengths to serve him.'—Moore’s Diary,
vol. v, p. 171.
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CHAPTER XVII.

WITH A PENNY STAMP.

1836—1850.,

Ox the lowering of the stamp duty from fourpence—
or rather, as a discount of twenty per cent. had been
allowed, from threepence and a fifth of a penny—to a
penny, which took place on September 15, 1836, the
price of most newspapers was reduced from sevenpence,
till then the usual charge, to fivepence, but for several,
especially the weekly papers, a reduction of only a penny
was made, and in nearly all cases the proprietors gained
more than the readers by the change.” They were gainers
~also, and to a yet larger extent, by the lowering of the
tax on advertisements from three shillings and sixpence
to eichteenpence, which had come into force in 1833,
as the reductions they were thus able to make in their
charges, without risk or expense, led to a great deal
more advertising and a corresponding increase of income.
A large proportion of that income, it is true, was at
once used by the more intelligent and enterprising pro-
prietors in improving their establishments, extending
their arrangements for procuring local, provincial, and
foreign news, and in other ways meeting the growing .
demands of their readers for newspapers at least as
- much better in every way than those issued twenty or
thirty years before as these earlier ones had been
~ guperior to the newspapers of the previous century.
- There was no lack of well-directed energy in this respect *

~ .
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- on the part of “ The Times’ and of the other journals
- which it had surpassed in wealth and influence, and
- which were now compelled, unless they were willing
~ to be altogether outstripped, to compete with it more
" vigorously than ever; and the public benefited con-
siderably. There was too much disposition among the
successtul newspaper managers, however, to profit in-
ordinately by the fiscal reform, and to labour at uphold-
ing and extending their monopoly with a narrow-minded
zeal which did not comport in all instances with their
own interests or with those of the public. During the
nineteen years of a compulsory penny stamp, pre-
eminently successful managers like John Walter made
more money than they could have hoped for under the
old system, and newspaper properties on the whole were
much mereased in value ; but there were many failures,
and people who could ill afford to pay for their news-
- papers fivepence a day, or even sixpence a week, had some
- reason for complaining that they were not quite honestly
catered for. | |
The complaints were freely uttered, and addressed
especially to the government which had refused to make
‘a clean sweep of the stamp duty, by the producers and
the readers of such cheap papers as ¢ The Poor Man’s
- Guardian,” in which Hetherington had bravely fought
- the battle for complete liberty of the press. *The Poor
Man’s Guardian " had been succeeded by ‘ The Twopenny
- Dispatch ’ before the change of 1836, and this and other
papers had flourished for a time; but the greater
stringency with which the new law was enforced crip-
pled and soon crushed them, and it was a very real
. hardship to the masses who had learnt to look for the
twopenny papers, and who felt there was no good reason
~why they should not have penny papers, that they were -
*deprived of their weekly reading except when they.
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contrived to get it by help of law-breaking. The anger
thus provoked was shown in resentment of what were
considered other acts of tyranny besides the imposition
of the penny stamp, which, it was reckoned, generally
cost nearly twopence in the case of papers with small
circulation, seeing that they had to bear the expense of
getting the paper stamped, and loss of the money laid
out on all copies stamped but not sold. ¢ Reader,’ said
Feargus O’Connor, in the first number of * The Northern
Star,” which was issued from Leeds on November 18,
1837, ¢ behold that little red spot in the corner of my
newspaper. That i1s the stamp ; the Whig beauty spot ;
your plague spot. Look at it : I am entitled to it upon
the performance of certain conditions. I was ready to
comply, and yet, will you believe that the little spot
you see has cost me nearly eighty pounds in money,
together with much anxiety, and nearly one thousand
miles of night and day travelling ? Of this they shall
hear more, but for the present suffice it to say there it
18 ; it is my licence to teach.’
‘The Northern Star,” soon transferred from Leeds
- to London, was during more than ten years the chief
‘newspaper advocate of the Chartist movement, edited
for some time by Julian Harney, and contributed to by
Ernest Jones and other violent agitators, and it carried
on in rowdy style a quarrel with the government,
whether Whig or Tory, which would hardly have arigen
or would have meant very little, if the authorities
had not courted defiance. The  teachings * of Feargus
O’Connor and his associates and rivals may have been
offensive and pernicious ; but they were only dangerous,
if they were really that, in so far as they received.
encouragement - from the follies of mischievous rulers.
Chartism, Socialism, and the other heresies that the
 comfortable and conventional classes resented and
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;;i'"fi-deslred to put down, were promoted, instead of being
- restrained, by the penny newspaper stamp and the'
- wrath it stirred up.

The history of this rebellious journalism, fitful in
its progress, of erratic politics, and of no literary merit,
18 interesting and instructive, but it does not call for
~detailed notice here : nor is more than passing reference
necessary to the swarm of other serials issued after as well

a8 before the appointment of the penny stamp, in forms

designed either to evade the law or, without violating .
it, to achieve the objects aimed at. A taste for periodical
reading had arisen and was growing rapidly, and while
this was partly met by increase in the numbers and im-
provement in the quality of regular newspapers and
dignified magazines, it also led to an ample supply of
other publications, cheaper and coarser, and therefore
more accessible and perhaps acceptable, to vast numbers
of readers. Some, like ¢ The Poor Man’s Friend,’ a sequel
to ‘ The Poor Man’s Guardian,” and, like it, published by
Hetherington, ‘ The London Dispatch "and ¢ The London
Mercury’ and ¢ The Moral Reformer’ in which Joseph
Livesey preached temperance, were penny weeklies
with serious, if misguided, political intent, but not
newspapers within the scope of the Stamp Act; others
also handled politics as well as social affairs with a
pretence of humour, like ¢ The Penny Age,” ¢ The Star of
Venus, or The Show-up Chronicle,” ¢ The Penny Satirist,’
and two twopenny but not more respectable miscellanies
of scandal, ‘ The Town’and ‘ The Fly ’; and others, still
purporting to expose political and social abuses, were
chiefly collections of fiction, like ¢ Cleave’s Penny Gazette
~of Varieties.”! These, and such as these, competed

' A scathing article on some of these and other weeklies, entitled
Ha&f—m&uwmwm th of C‘hcc&p Knowledge, Whlﬂh appeared anonymously
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with ¢ Chambers’s Edinburgh Journal, ‘The Penny
Magazine,” ‘ Leigh Hunt’s London Journal,” a short-
lived but admirable publication, and other magazines, as
well as with the regular newspapers, and, untouched by
either the old or the new Stamp Acts, were only in-
directly encouraged by the change in the law ; but they
were part of the development in periodical literature now
in progress, and some, being reprehensible in themselves,
were pioncers of much that was healthy..

The rise of comic journalism is noteworthy. Hu-
morous verse and prose had been combined, on occa-
sion, with the scrious mews or comments in most of
the daily and weekly papers from the commencement
of the nineteenth century, and in earlier days, as when
Charles Lamb included poems and jokes in his ‘ fashion-
able intellicence’ for ¢ The Morning Post,” and when
Thomas Moore contributed his squibs in rhyme to ¢ The;
Morning Chronicle,” after the fashion set by Canning
and his friends in ¢ The Anti-Jacobin,” and competing
with Theodore Hook, Barham, and others in *John
Bull’ ; but independent comic journalism was some-
what of a novelty in 1831, when, on December 10,
Gilbert Abbot a’Beckett and Henry Mayhew commenced
¢ Figaro in London.” As many as four other humorous

(Athenzwm, March 19, 1887). A Lkindlier critic, Mr. Thomas Frost,
says of Cleave’s Gazette (in Forty Years Recollections, p. 83) : ‘A roughly
executed political caricature on the first page, and some vigorous writing
on the rights and wrongs of the people, recommended the paper to the
working men of the metropolis and the large towns of the manufacturing
districts, and there was an ample provision of fiction and anecdote for
~ the mental regalement of their wives and the rising generation. The
Penny Satirist differed from Cleave’s paper only in containing a larger
quantity of political matter, and in reflecting, in that portion of its con-
tents, the views of the Anti-Corn-Law League, rather than those of the
National Charter Association. It was said, indeed, that it was subsidiged
by the Lieague, tha coarse woodcuts which embellished the front of the

paper, and which were graphic arguments for the repeal of the imposts.
- « 9 + o wxpm 2 3% . P A0 ~F et >
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- papers were started within the next six months:
¢*Punch in London,” under Douglas Jerrold’s editor-
ship, on January 14, 1832 ; ¢ Punchinello ; or, Sharps,
Naturals, and Flats’ with illustrations by George
Cruikshank, on January 20 ; ¢ The Devil in ILondon,’
afterwards called ¢ Asmodeus ; or the Devil in London,’
and finally ‘ Asmodeus in London,” on February 29,
and ‘ The Schoolmaster at Home,” on June 9 ; and these
were followed by ‘Dibdin’s Penny 'llumpet on
October 20, and by the ‘Nlug Dresser ’ on January 3,
1833.} ‘l*lgmo in London,” however, alone took the
public fancy. Giving in four small quarto pages for
a penny, as it announced, ‘ good-humoured squibs on
passing events of primary popular interest,” along with
witty ¢ brevities’ and funny paragraphs, and with a
column or two of theatrical criticism as its most solid
item, it had at first only one caricature, repeated on
the front page of every number, though before long
other pictures—two or three each week—were intro-
duced. The jokes were generally feeble, and sometimes
very coarse ; but they were amusing, and the publica.-
tion lasted till August 10, 1839, Henry Mayhew being
at that time the editor, and perhaps the only writer.

Its plan was revived, with great improvements, in
¢ Punch ; or the London Charivan)’ the first number of
which appeared on July 17, 1841, under the editorship
of Mark Lemon, with Henry Mayhew as his assistant,
“and Douglas Jerrold and other old venturers in comic
- journalism as contributors. Ebenezer Landells, William
Newman, and ‘Archibald Henning supplied the illus-
trations, dnd from the commencement there was an
abundant supply of racy wit in the twelve pages,
for which, no stamp being required, threepence was
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charged.! ‘ Punch’ was an unprofitable speculation for
some time ; but it began to thrive when it became the
property of Bradbury and Evans, under whom Mark
Lemon continued to edit it, helped by a staff of bril-
liant contributors which soon included Gilbert a’Beckett,
Thackeray, Stirling Coyne, Watts Phillips, William
Henry Wills, Thomas Hood, and Horace and Augustus
Mayhew, and with Leech and Tenniel among its illus-
trators. lts rise in popularity dates from December 16,
1843, when ‘ The Song of the Shirt’ appeared in it and
trebled its sale. This poem had been forwarded to
Lemon with a letter from Hood, saying that it had
been rejected by three editors, and asking that, if not
now used, it might be thrown into the waste-paper
basket, as the author was ‘sick of the sight of it.’
Some of Lemon’s colleagues objected to its publication
in ‘ Punch’ on the ground that there was no fun in its
humour, but Lemon liked it; and this clever editor,
assisted by so many clever writers and artists, was soon
able to draw a salary of 1,500/, a year, instead of the
thirty shillings a week with which he started.?

Mark Lemon had a hand in the commencement of
another and a yet more successful enterprise. Herbert

! Besides other illustrations, the first number had a large cartoon,
‘Candidates under different Phases,” &c. &e. ; one of its jokes, some-
what ponderous, but indicative of its political Intent, was ‘ A Synopsis of
Voting, arranged according to the Categories of Cant,’ crowding a whole
page. Its main divisions were as follows :—°‘I. He that hath not a vote
and voteth. II. He that hath a vote and voteth not. IIT. He that hath
a vote and voteth,’ the last being thus subdivided :—(A) intentionally ;
(1) corruptly, that is, either (&) bribed directly with money, place, or
drink, or (b) bribed indirectly, or (c) intimidated, or (d) voluntarily cor-
rupt ; (2) conscientiously, in accordance either (@) with humbug—political,
moral, or domestic, or (b) with principle-~hereditary, conventional, or
philosophical ; (B) accidentally, through either (¢) blunders of himself,
or (b) blunders of others.

* The True Story of Punch was told at length, and for the most part
accurately, by Mr. Joseph Hatton in eleven numbers of London Society
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- Ingram, at first a compositor, was a newsagent in Not-
- tingham, where his experience of the great Increase in
" gale consequent on the appearance, now and then, of
- rough wood-cuts in ¢ The Morning Chronicle * and other
Journals, inclined him to believe that a regularly illus-
-trated newspaper would prosper. He is said to have
been mearly twelve years cogitating the project and
endeavouring to raise the necessary capital, and in the
meanwhile the popularity acquired by several humbler
undertakings, both the early comic papers and such
cheap publications as the ¢ Police Gazettes’ that were
- plentiful, favoured his view. At length, on May 14,
1842, in conjunction with Nathaniel Cooke, who had
married his sister, and William Little, whose sister he
had married, and with Lemon as his chief adviser, he
produced the first number of ‘ The Ilustrated London
News,” which gave, in sixteen three-column folio pages,
along with the usual news, about twelve small pictures, -
besides humorous sketches and drawings of costumes,
The illustrations, far in advance of anything that had
yet been attempted, though for the most part very
poor work in comparison with subsequent achieve-
ments, were the special attractions of Ingram’s venture ;
but it aimed at much else. ‘We shall be less deeply
- political than earnestly domestic,’ it was announced in |
the second number. ¢ QOur business will not be with
the strife of party, but with what attacks or ensures the
home life of the empire ; with the houschold gods of
the English people, and, above all, of the English poor;
with the comforts, the enjoyments, the affections, and
the liberties, that form the link of that beautifyl chain
which should be fashioned at one end of the cottage,
at the other of the palace, and be electric with the
happiness that is carried into both.’ * Three essential
elements of discussion with us.’ it was added ¢ w1l T
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the poor laws, the factory laws, and the working of
the mining system in those districts of our soil which
nature has caverned with her treasures, and cruelty dis-
figures with its crime.’

Under its first editor, known, because of his wealth
in baptismal names, as ¢ Alphabet’ Bailey, ¢ The Illus-
trated London News’ was somewhat pompously and
clumsily written. Among its contributors, however,
were Mark Lemon, Stirling Coyne, and Henry, Horace,
and Augustus Mayhew, who combined social teaching
with grotesqueness of phrase, while Howard Staunton
soon made it an authority on chess, and the antiquarian
and topographical concerns proper to a pictorial paper
were zealously looked after by John Timbs, its sub-
editor. It had, moreover, a competent staff of artists,
who made a name for themselves as well as for the
journal by their good work, in John Gilbert, William
Hervey, Kenny Meadows, Birket Foster, ¢ Alfred Crow-
quill,” John Leech, and others.! |

The opposition that Ingram met with in one direc-
tion had memorable results. Prominent among the
followers of Hetherington and other producers of cheap
literature, before and after the reduction of the stamp
duty, was .IEdward Lloyd, born in 1815, who was a
bookseller, and a publisher as well, and even an author,
before he was twenty years old. ‘ Lloyd’s Stenography,
or an easy and compendious System of Shorthand,” a
sixpenny pamphlet, appeared in 1833, and it was fol-
lowed by a succession of tales, issued in penny num-
bers, some of them being imitations of ¢ Pickwick,’
 Oliver Twist,” and other popular novels.?. Tales were

- ! Mason Jackson, The Pictorial Press; its Origin and Progress, pp.
-234—296

+ = % On the first appearance Df Liﬂyd‘ Pickwick, Dickens threatened to

j obtain an injunction restraining its publication. He soon admitted,

- however, that it was a good advertisement of his own work.
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. also given, along with scraps of information, notices of

books and plays, and miscellancous gossip, in‘ The Penny
Sunday Times,” a large four-page sheet, adorned with
rough lustrations of exciting occurrences, which Lloyd
1ssued, and this publication, which was as much like a
newspaper as it ventured to be without coming under
the Stamp Act, was so successful that in 1842 two
other weeklies, ¢ Lloyd’s Penny Atlas’ and ‘Lloyd’s
Penny Weckly Miscellany of Romance and General
Interest,” which did not attempt to be 1ICWSspapers, were
started from the same establishment.! More important
was ‘ Lloyd’s Illustrated London Newspaper,” also com- -
menced in 1842, with the object of competing with
‘The Illustrated London News’—for which sixpence
was charged—by a much cheaper publication, providing
a certaln amount of news, but in such a form as, it was
hoped, would render a penny stamp unnecessary.

The first number of  Lloyd’s Illustrated,’ g1ving eight
folio pages, with three columns ina page, and a few small
woodcuts, and sold for twopence, appeared on Novem-
ber 27 ; and the publication was continued for seven
weeks. “Then, however, the authorities interfered, and
Lloyd was informed that he must either suppress his
paper, or Issue it as a stamped newspaper, the special
1tem of important information which he was condemned
for publishing without a stamp being a report of the
escape of a lion from its cage, The result of this arbi-

! *The ““march of intellect,” as it was called,” says Mr. Thomas
Frost (Forty Years' Recollections, p. 83), who did much of this work in
his youth, ¢ had not then advanced far enough to suggest the possibility,
since realised, of its being a remunerative undertaking to engage authors
of high literary repute to write for penny publications ; but, as in all
cases, the existence of a demand creates a supply, authors were soon
found who were very willing to write any number of novels and romances

-for the honorarium offered by Mr. Liloyd, that is, ten shillings per weekly

instalment of the story.’ The London Journal, very different from Leigh
Hunt’s London Jowrnal of 1834 was cnmmarinad smmm afbaw $hie et
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trary proceeding was a prompt reshaping of the journal.
‘Lloyd’s Weekly London N ewspaper,” called No. 8,
but the first of the fresh series, appeared on J anuary 15,
1343, as an eight-page paper, with five columns on the
page, but without illustrations, for which twopence-
halfpenny was charged. On September 24 the price
was raised to threepence, but, at the same time, the size
was Increased from eight to twelve pages. ‘Lloyd’s’
was now a cheaper paper than before, and much cheaper
than any stamped newspaper that had preceded it.
A rival soon entered the field. The first number of
‘ The News of the World,” giving in eight larger pages
about as much matter as Lloyd’s ’ contained, and also
sold for threepence, was published on OQctober 1, 1843.
*Journalism for the rich man and journalism for the
poor,” it was said, not quite accurately or grammatically,
in the opening article of this new paper, ‘have up to
this time been as broadly and distinctly marked as the
manners, the dress, and the habitations of the rich are
from the customs, the squalor, and the dens of the poor.
- The paper for the wealthy classes is high-priced ; it
- 18 paid for by them, and it helps to lull them in the
security of their prejudices. The paper for the poorer
- classes is, on the other hand, low-priced, and it is paid
for by them ; it feels bound to pander to their passions.
Truth, when it offends a prejudice and shows the evil
of passion, is frequently excluded from both. The first
1s often as remarkable for its talent, for its early intelli-
gence, as the other, we regret to say, is for the absence
of talent and the staleness of its news.’ Promising
to emulate all the virtues and to avoid all the vices of
other papers, ‘ The News of the World ’ hardly kept its
word. Its Radicalism was more violent than that of
‘ Lloyd’s,” and it was more freely supplied with offensive
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- of twelve years it attained a circulation of nearly 110,000,
~. being some two or three thousand ahead of ¢ Lloyd’s.’
More dignified, in its earlier stage, than either of
‘those threepenny papers was another, ‘ The Weekly
Times,” which was started on January 24, 1847, and
the temper of which was fairly expressed in an article
In the first number, temperately criticising the queen’s
speech with which parliament had just been opened,
and contrasting it with the recent American presidential
address. ‘ Last year,” it was said, * Queen Victoria in-
timated briefly the freedom of trade in corn, and this
year the queen indicates a commencement of free trade
in land. For ourselves, we must confess that in these
announcements we see a superiority, both in matter and
In manner, to the message of President Polk, in which
he ponderously bullies Mexico, harangues on theories of
government like a professor, quibbles like a lawyer about
repudiation, and flatters his constituents as if he were
on the hustings. Of course the superstition of royalty
1s gone by. Loyal spirits of old deemed the monarch
the representative of the Divinity. Nowadays kings
and presidents are more justly regarded as the repre-
sentatives of the nation and the people. If this notion -
of them be more true, it is also, therefore, more august,
To our ancestors the notion of Jove, instead of sitting
on Olympus and deciding the fate of nations with a nod,
becoming a lecturer on mythological philosophy was
not more preposterous than the spectacle of a king
delivering a farrago, on the theory of government,
of dialectical subtleties and rhetorical declamations.’
Somewhat smaller than ¢ Lloyd’s,” ¢ The Weekly Times’
mixed with its epitome of news a larger proportion of
original writing, claiming in its title to be ‘a London
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succession of able writers supplied a weekly article of
less extreme Radicalism than the Publicola article in
‘ The Weekly Dispatch.’

‘ Reynolds’s Weekly Newspaper,’ then sold for four-
pence, and of ruder politics than any of the threepenny
Sunday journals that preceded it, was commenced on
May 5, 1830, and five years later it had a circulation
of nearly 50,000, that of ‘ The Weekly Times’ being
at the same date about 75,000, while the circulation of
‘The Weekly Dispatch * was only 38,000. In 1843, when
‘ Lloyd’s,” then the only cheap Sunday newspaper and but
three months old, issued 32,000 copies a week, at two-
pence halfpenny, ‘ The Weekly Dispatch’ sold upwards of
61,000 at sixpence. Of‘ The Illustrated London News,’
on the other hand, which in 1855 reached a circulation
of nearly 110,000, the circulation in 1843, when 1t was
only a year old, was 25,000. Among the other leading
weekly papers sold at sixpence, the average sale of ‘ The
sunday Times '—which had been started in the autumn
of 1822 by Daniel Whittle Harvey as a more Radical
journal than ‘ The Dispatch’ had by that time come to be,
but which, in other hands, was, like ¢ Bell's Life,” more
of a sporting than a political paper—was 20,000 in 1843;
that of ¢ Bell’'s Weekly Messenger,” a steady-going Tory
organ, paying special regard to the interests of farmers,
was 16,000 ; that of * The Weekly Chronicle,” an enter-
prising journal which had but short life, was less than
16,000 ; and ¢ The Examiner’ had only a weekly sale of
6,000, though this was nearly four times as great as the
weekly sale of ‘ The Spectator.’

Those figures help to show how great was the change
.. coincident with, and partly consequent upon, the
~ : cheapening of newspapers by the reduction of the stamp.
* The Examiner,” which had never had a circulation at

aJl proportlonate to its great influence, was still read by
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middle-class Radicals and others on account of Fon-
" blanque’s brilliant and pungent writing, but it had lost
credit through its too loyal support of the Whig policy
of Lord Melbourne and his successors, who were at
variance among themselves ; and ¢ The Spectator,” always
more pedagogic, and only professing to address itself
to a select audience, was now much occupied in riding
unpopular hobbies, of which the advocacy of Gibbon
Wakefield’s colonisation schemes, deplorably illustrated
in the Canterbury settlement in New Zealand, was per-
haps the principal. Neither of these papers satisfied
the great body of Radicals, for whom stronger fare was
offered by the sixpenny ¢ Weekly Dispatch * and the three-
penny ‘ Lloyd’s,” while readers who cared most for amuse-
ment were well satisfied with ¢ The Illustrated,’ in which,
besides pictures and light essays, special attention was
paid to many social abuses. ‘The Dispatch,’ to the
assistance of which William Johnson Fox had by this
time brought his vigorous pen, writing as Publicola,
was, however, until the cheaper papers had outstripped
it, the great and acknowledged exponent of social abuses
and champion of political reforms among Radicals who,
insisting upon sweeping changes and agreecing in some
respects with the extreme party, declined to call them-
selves Chartists. ’

The Chartist movement, never so strong as it was
supposed to be, had violent support from many of the
unstamped publications of the day, and was taken at its
worth in the more intelligent of the regular weekly
journals ; but by many others it was almost ignored,
and such mention as was made of 1t by the daily papers
was generally in the way of excessive denunciation
prompted by quite unnecessary alarm. On all the
orievances that gave unhealthy life to Chartism, the
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. fa,ctorjr life, the capitalist tyranny against which trades
unionism revolted, the despotism of the Established

Church, the perversion of the inadequate Reform Act of
1832, and much else, and above all on the widespread
and steadily increasing disasters consequent on the corn
laws, the Radical weeklies commented boldly and per-
sistently, and none with more energy or better effect on
public opmion than ‘ The Weekly Dispatch.’

One important branch of journalism was almost
begun 1n these years. There had been newspapers
especially interested in religious questions long before
“The World " was started in 1826 as the organ of the
congregational dissenters, and the work undertaken by

— 4 The World’ was less temperately carried on for some

—
e
3

time by ‘The Patriot’; while ¢ The Record,” established
in 1828, was a formidable exponent of the views of the
‘evangelical " section of the Church of England. Among
other papers of this class, representing diverse views,
moreover, ‘ The Watchman,” started in 1885 as the re-

. presentative of the Wesleyan body, held a respectable

place. Soon after the reduction of the newspaper stamp
to a penny, however, and as one of the popular move-
ments that accompanied it, a new era began in religious
periodical literature, which was now and henceforth
much more polemic in its style and purport. |
The first number of ¢ The Tablet’ was published on
May 16, 1840, under the editorship of Frederick Lucas,
a talented and amiable young barrister who had left
the Society of Friends to become a devout and broad-
minded Roman Catholic. ILucas’s ¢ brief confession of
political faith,” uttered in that first number, was an
interesting document, illustrative of more than his own
fine temper of heart and mind, and of more than the posi-
tion then taken up by the most enlightened portion of
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. served as a lay apostle, * Legislative reforms and enact-
ments n any higher sphere than that of police,” he
declared, ‘are very necessary to remove obstructions,
and very powerless to effect much positive good.” ¢ His
comparatively low estimate of the good that can flow
from them,’ he promised, ‘ will not dispose him to be
seized with vehement, undiscriminating, and unfounded
admiration of the measures of his political friends, nor
vehement, undiscriminating, and unfounded hostility
to those of political opponents” ‘We believe,’ he
-added, ‘there is very little difference between Lord
John Russell and Sir Robert Peel in the desire to main-
tain the present, or very nearly the present, mixture of
~anistocracy and democracy ; the present mode of exer-
cising the prerogative of the crown, the present mode
of administering and amending the laws ; and, in short,
the present distribution of political, legislative, and
administrative power. Both of them are desirous to
maintain the Anglican establishment in a certain
degree of pre-eminence over the Catholic Church and the
sects which the establishment has brought forth. On
many points we should agree with both; but we
should give our support to the party to whose exertions
the triumph of the principles of toleration and Justice is
owing, rather than to the party on whose acceptance
they have been forced.’ | . |

Therefore Lucas preferred the party of Lord John
Russell to the party of Sir Robert Peel. Many mem-
bers of the latter party, he said, could not be con-
sidered sane. ‘¢ Their opinions are a strange medley of
truth and falsehood, of sense and nonsense, of maxims
borrowed with little judgment from other times and
other systems than their own, and therefore harmonia-
ing neither with those times nor with thejr own SY8-
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purposes but unscrupulous in their means, and capable .
of waiving their principles for a time in order to secure
their ultimate more sure triumph ; ruthless, meddling,
rash, heedless, and impatient ; they have in England made
hateful the designation of ultra-Tory, and in Ireland
have consigned to eternal infamy the name of Orange-
man.” ¢ On the subject of Ireland,” he went on to say,
‘it is difficult to speak with moderation. We are no
repealers ; but we look upon the cry for repeal to be
the most natural for the inhabitants of a country which
has been governed with such fatal disregard of all the
plainest rules of justice and prudence.” ¢ Absenteeism
and the strengthening of the hands of the Orangemen
of the north by aid of their brother bigots in England,
he averred, had brought about a grievous state of
things, which afforded much excuse for the repeal cry ;
‘but we think that no impartial person who considers
the change which late years have introduced into the
character of our Irish legislation, the immense stride
that has been made from the more than Orange bar-
barities—if that be conceivable—of the last century, to
the mild and moderate injustice of the present day, can
hesitate in belicving that the troubled waters will work
themselves pure, that patience (Heaven knows the
Irish have been patient hitherto), moderation, and firm-
ness will suffice for the accomplishment of what remains,
without giving up the country to the horrors of civil
war-—the inevitable result of . any serious attempt to
obtain the repeal of the Union’

In that spirit, speaking gently when he thought
gentlencss was honest, and speaking fiercely when he
thought fierceness was right, and aided by a number
of English and Irish Catholics of dispositions like his
own, Lucas instructed his féllow-religionists and offered
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of his day, and to fight, not merely for removal of the.
small persecutions it was exposed to in England, but
- for redress of the grievous social and political wrongs
. endured by its followers in Ircland. He did both with
a strange blending of meekness and firmness, of arace
and fiery zeal ; and he achieved much, and with none
- the less effect because some of his associates objected so
strongly to his tactics that, leaving them to carry on
‘ The Tablet,” be started ¢ The True Tablet’ on F ebruary
26, 1842, and continued the rivalry till the opposition
collapsed, and ‘The Tablet,’ reverting to him, was
brought out in an enlarged form on J anuary 1, 1843,
In curious contrast to ¢ The Tablet,” yet resembling it
in some respects, was ‘ The N onconformist,” commenced
on April 14, 1841 with Edward Miall for editor, as an
indignant protest both against the hardships to which
dissenters were exposed as regards the payment of
church rates and other impositions, and against the
cowardice of many of the victims themselves. ¢ Dis.
senters as a body,” Miall wrote in his first number,
*have uniformly acted as though they were ashamed of
their great leading principle, and secretly distrustful
of its efficacy ; and they have wasted their efforts in a
-series of petty skirmishes, which have served only to
‘win for them more comfortable quarters, without bring-
ing them a whit nearer to the attainment of their
ultimate object. Before dissenters can hope to make
way, they must make the basis of their operations
national rather than sectarian, must alm not so much
to right themselves as to right Christianity.” ¢The
primary object of “ The Nonconformist,”’ he explained,
‘18 to show that a national establishment of religion is
vicious in its constitution, philosophically, politically,
and religiously ; to bring under public notice the
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innumerable evils of which it is the parent ; to arouse
men, and more especially those who, avowedly and on
religious grounds, repudiate 1t, from the fatal apathy
with which they regard its continuance and extension ;
to ply them with every motive which ought to prevail
upon them to come forward and combine and act for an
equitable and peaceful severance of church and state.
This is the great design of the projectors of this paper.
They have no other object, pecuniary or party, to serve.’
¢ As regards general politics,” he added, ¢ we ask nothing
more from the state than protection, extending to the life
and liberty the peace and prosperity of the governed ;
and to secure this to all classes of subjects we advocate
a fair and fall representation to all.’

But that demand involved much. Objecting as
strongly as did Lucas to Tory domination, Miall had
no liking for the Whig administration that was breaking
up when ¢ The Nonconformist’ appeared. ‘Will our
ministers and representatives,’ he exclaimed, ‘ never see
till too late that a silent people is not necessarily a con-
senting people or an indifferent people, that often when
" most quiet they only bide their time ? An increasing
expenditure and a declining revenue, hunger for
bread among the masses, Ireland on the verge of
rebellion, and foreign affairs in derangement, popular
discontent, commercial embarrassment, intestine party
divisions, anti-poor-law pledges that were never meant
to be redeemed, furious Protestantism that cannot be
soothed into subordination, a frowning court, a discon-
tented people | The question is no longer one of party.
With more than half our population it is one of life or
death.’ | | |

¢ The Nonconformist’ can hardly be ranked among
velioions paners. 1t cave more space than its contem-
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the dissenting body to which Miall belonged ; but it
was always and pre-eminently a political journal,
making its chief business the discussion of ecclesiastical
questions, of faults in the State Church machinery, and
of hardships endured by those who held aloof from it,

and dealing freely with all other concerns of the hour,

~domestic and foreign, from its editor's Radical stand-

point ; and it did good service in its own way. To it,
and to Miall’s work upon it during nearly forty years,
the nonconformists and the public at large owe much.
A year after * The N onconformist,” on J uly 9, 1842,
“ The Inquirer’ was started as the organ of the Unitarian
body, and in January 1843 ¢ The English Churchman ’
undertook to support the cause of the High Church
party, in opposition to the ¢ evangelicalism’ of ¢ The
Record.” ¢The Guardian,” a much more enterprising
and comprehensive newspaper for Church of England
readers, and with William Ewart Gladstone as one of itg

- tounders, was not commenced til] 18486,

Other papers whose appearance must be noted as part

- of the great extension of journalism in these years were

‘The Era,” which was commenced in 1838 as a cham-
pion of publicans’ interests, but which soon devoted
itself more particularly to theatrical matters ; ¢ The
Britannia,” a Conservative paper, which, however, had

Thackeray for one of its contributors, dating from 1839 ;
‘The Builder,’ dating from 1842 ; ¢The Farmer,’

- dating from 1843; and ‘ The Economist,” in which,

also in 1843, James Wilson began to propound safe
views on financial questions and their social and political
bearings. The services 