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ABSTRACT

In 1873 . there were in Great Britain over ninety republican
clubs, together with another fifty societies that were republican in
sentiment if not in name. Since there is no published book or articie
containing that information, these are significant historical facts of
which very few people are aware. The following dissertation constitutes
the very first synthesis of Victorian republicanism at both the metropolitan
and provincial levels, and is an attempt to fill a gaping hole in
British historical scholarship.

The Victorian republicans had a sound native intellectual tra-
dition on which to draw, and they were inspired further by foreign
examples. Some British republicans would have been happy to duplicate
the American system, but by 1870, an increasing number were becoming
disillusioned with the United States. It was startlingly evident to
republicans that simple political republicanism had done 1little to
better the lTot of the American working man. An oppressor was still an
oppressor whether he be a capitalist or a landed aristocrat. Thus,
the men who looked forward to a truly egalitarian society turned to
France. But, the French opportunity of 1870 was squandered by selfish
politicians, and the resolute Parisian workmen established their own
commune. The result was a civil war between the republicans themselves:
hardly a shining exampie for the rest of the world.

As if trying to emulate their French bretheren, the British



republicans were constantly quarrelling amongst themselves. London repu-
blicanism, being the most diverse, inevitably experienced the greatest
difficulties. By the end of 1872, a working relationship had been pain-
fully achieved, only to be immediately offset by a feud with the repub-
licans of Sheffield. British republicanism was therefore hampered not
only by ideological but also regional rivalry. For the most part, re-
publicanism in the provinces developed independently of the capital,

but on a national level, the movement would certainly have been stronger
had London provided strong unified leadership. Three national conferences
took place between December 1872 and September 1873, but they were or-
ganised by two different groups and only a few clubs sent delegates to
each event.

Disappointment with foreign experiments, disunity within the
movement itself, and the failure to win over substantial numbers of the
middle classes, all contributed to the decline of British republicanism
in the mid-1870's. But equally important was the return of a Conserva-
tive government in 1874 and the establishment of a propaganda campaign
which Tinked the Monarchy with a strong nation and empire. This ideology
was reinforced, moreover, by the longevity of Queen Victoria.

By the late 'seventies, most social republicans had turned to
socialism. Bup, political republicanism, spearheaded by die-hard indi-
vidualists and secularists, persisted well into the 'eighties. The
reason for this was that socialism could not win over a majority of
workers until the generation that had been socialised with the middle

class values of self-help and independence, which socialism seemed to

iv



deny, was replaced. Once that process was complete, the way was clear
for a socialist victory. Republicanism had become an outmoded demono-
logy belonging to a bygone era. Yet, republican ideals did not die

out. Rather, they became dormant, waiting for those opportune moments

to temporarily re-emerge.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

We've Royalists with ample store,

Who crave, or fight, or pray for more;

Who waste the very meat they carve

While merit's children weep and starve;

And have we not a loyal band 1

Who rob for sport our fertile land?

The main purpose of this thesis is to show that republicanism,
particularly in the period from 1870 to 1874, was a major force in
Victorian radicalism. Moreover, it will be argued that in the years
between the fall of Chartism and the rise of organized socialism,
republicanism was the dominant political creed among radical working
men and intellectuals. The republican movement was at least as well
organized as Chartism and unsurpassed by socialism until the esta-
blishment of the Independent Labour Party. In the late seventies and
early eighties republicanism provided an important bridge from Liberalism
and radicalism to socialism. The socialists initially assumed that re-
publicanism would naturally accompany the socialist state, but political
expediency ultimately persuaded them to steer clear of the issue, at least

on an official level.

With one or two notable exceptions,2 historians have either ig-

1 "An 01d Author" (pseud.), Reformation Or Revolution - The Coming
Question (London, 1872), 16.

2 Royden Harrison, Before the Socialists (London, 1965), chapter 5.
David Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh M.P. (London, 1971), chapter 6.
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nored Victorian republicanism completely or dismissed it as nothing
more than a weak parody of foreign experiments, devoid of any substantial

intellectual foundation of its own. The most recent scholar to take this

view is E.W. Sager,3 and a renowned example would be H.A.L. Fisher.4 In

the late Victorian and Edwardian periods republicanism was virtually

written out of history. Biographies of leading theoretical republicans

5 6

such as Joseph Cowen Jr.~ and Henry Fawcett™ played down the republicanism

of these men so as not to tarnish their reputation in a society where such

views had become unfashionable. The most remarkable example of this trend
is a short biography of Charles Bradlaugh, by fellow republican George
Standring, which omits all mention of Bradlaugh's republican activities.7
And Bradlaugh was undoubtedly the single most important figure in the
Victorian republican movement.

The intellectual origins of that movement are not to be found
in France, Switzerland or the United States but in Cromwellian England.
Political theorists such as James Harrington and Henry Stubbe took as
their models the classical republics of Rome and Venice, but adapted

them to the English situation of the 1650's. The ideas of the "Common-

4 E.W. Sager, "The Working Class Peace Movement in Victorian England",
Paper presented to the Annual Meeting of the Canadian Historical Asso-
ciation (London, Ontario, 1978).

4 H.A.L. Fisher, The Republican Tradition in Europe (London, 1911).
5 w5 Duncan, Life of Joseph Cowen (London and Newcastle-upon-Tyne,
1904).

6

Leslie Stephen, Life of Henry Fawcett (London, 1886).

George Standring, Biography of C. Bradlaugh M.P. (London, 1888).




wealthmen" were preserved and embroidered upon by small groups of dis-
ciples, very often freethinkers, through the Restoration to the Hanoverian
period. But it was not until after the American War of Independence that
republican principles began to be something more than the private pre-
serve of an intellectual clique. Especially important in this populari-
zation process was Major John Cartwright and his friends, and their
Society for Constitutional Information. In addition, the French philo-
sophers of the Enlightenment began to return, with interest, the ideas
they had culled from seventeenth-century English repubh’cans.8 Then
came the French Revolution and Thomas Paine, and British republicanism
received at one and the same time an example, a bib]e9 and a messiah.
Paine was revered as a prophet by republicans throughout the nineteenth
century, and his popularity only began to wane after republicanism was
eclipsed by the rising socialist movement.

The period of reaction in Britain during and after the French
wars made 1ife abominably difficult for republicans and freethinkers.
Yet men like Richard Carlile, James Watson, William Sherwin, Henry
Hetherington and J.B. Lorymer fought resolutely for the right to pro-
pagate their opinions. These men and their aides all spent long periods
in gaol for disseminating sedition and blasphemy among the populace.
Their struggles were profoundly important in keeping repubiican principles

alive during the dark days from the end of the French Revotution to the

See below, 25-6.

9 T?omas Paine, The Rights of Man, intro. by G.J. Holyoake (London,
1954).




accession of Queen Victoria.

The most significant factor in popular politics during the first
decade of Victoria's reign was the Chartist movement: the first attempt
in history to organize a working class on a national basis. After 1848
the Chartists split into two groups. There were those who followed
Feargus 0'Connor in continuing to agitate for the original People's
Charter. The second group consisted of men such as G.J. Harney, Ernest
Jones, Bronterre 0'Brien and W.J. Linton, who broadened their demands
to include a republic and varying degrees of social reform which each
believed would make that republic truly egalitarian. Although W.J. Linton
did not go as far as the others in his social policies, he was by far the
most important organizer and made a genuine, if unsuccessful, attempt to
replace Chartism with a national republican movement based on a chain of
local societies.

It was in the fifties and sixties that the link between secu-
1arism10 and republicanism was really consolidated. G.J. Holyoake was
primarily responsible for putting the secular movement on a sound na-
tional footing, but he was not particularly interested in republican
organization. By the mid 1860's Holyoake was forced to concede his

pivotal position to the turbulent enthusiasm of Charles Bradlaugh and

le Secularism in this period was generally understood to mean the
doctrine that the basis of morality should be non-religious. In addi-
tion, there should be complete separation of Church and State, and es-
pecially the exclusion of religious teaching from all schools to be
brought under State control. See Susan Budd, Varieties of Unbelief,
Atheists and Agnostics in English Society 1850-1960 (London, 1977).
Unfortunately, Miss Budd must be added to the list of historians whose
werk fails to recognize the importance of republicanism in the Victorian
radical movement.




his followers. It is ironic that the latter included Holyoake's younger
brother Austin. It was this group that really forged the alliance bet-
ween republicanism and the national secular movement.

The spread of republican principles was enhanced, in the late
sixties, by a number of factors. The Queen's retirement from public
life and neglect of her duties, after the death of her husband in
December 1861, seriously weakened the prestige of the Monarchy and re-
inforced many people's opinion that it should be made redundant, and
the money for its upkeep put to better use. Unlike the Queen, the Prince
of Wales remained constantly in the public eye, repeatedly offending the
more righteous citizens with his hedonistic excesses. Secondly, a num-
ber of working men were led by Professor E.S. Beesly to regard the vic-
tory of the North in the American Civil War as a triumph for republicanism,
and urged their fellows to agitate for a system of government in Britain
which would provide the political advantages enjoyed by working-class
Americans. When the 1867 Reform Act failed to turn Britain into an
authentic democracy, many of those who were disappointed were confirmed
in their belief that the system of aristocratic privilege must be broken
down before any real progress could be made. It was thought that if
the Monarchy was overthrown the rest of the hierarchy would simply col-
lapse. One can only speculate as to the truth of such an assumption.

British republicans were to be found in all classes of society
but most particularly among upper and middle class intellectuals and
the better educated working men. The latter are something of an enigma

in mid-Victorian labour history but there is no doubt that among those




workers who valued education and concerned themselves with politics
and religion, secularism and republicanism were prevalent. The nature,
and indeed the very existence, of the labour aristocracy has been a
bone of contention among historians for many years. For the purposes
of this thesis, the labour aristocracy will be referred to as a cul-
tural rather than an economic entity.]]
Two distinct types of republican were in evidence in Britain
by 1869. Political republicans believed that a change in the form of
government would point the way to a new society based on equality of
opportunity. Social republicans, on the other hand, taught phat if
society was to be genuinely transformed then comprehensive social re-
form must follow the political change. This group identified the enemy
as the commercial, rather than landed, aristocracy. For the social
republican the Monarchy was objectionable "not merely because it exalted
aristocratic privilege, but because it consecrated the principle of
the unworthiness of 1abou\r‘".]2 Social republicanism was encouraged by
poor economic conditions in the East End of London and certain provin-
cial towns and its first society, the International Republican Associa-
tion, was founded as early as July 1869. Conversely, political repub-
licanism really began to thrive early in 1871; most particularly in
areas starting to benefit from the mid-Victorian boom. The British re-

publican movement of the 1870's was not merely a by-product of the Third

French Republic or the Paris Commune, it simply drew strength from the

‘]1 See below, 96, 99.

12 Harrison, Before the Socialists, 213.
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struggles of the French, and Tater Spanish, republicans.

The impact of events in Europe on the British republicanism of
the early seventies was not insignificant but has been exaggerated in
the past. This is particularly true of the Paris Commune. The notion
that the Commune caused irreparable damage to the British movement,
by dividing its adherents ideologically, has absolutely no 1"0undat1'on.]3
There were two recognizable republican schools in Britain at least eigh-
teen months prior to the Commune. Yet the crucial split in the movement
did not come until 1873, and in this division the Commune was not a fac-
tor.

Just as the roots of the movement as a whole were domestic rather
than foreign, the republicanism of the English provinces was indigenous
rather than a straightforward emulation of events in the capital. Except

1 and Norbert Gossman,]5 pro-

for one or two references by David Tribe
vincial republicanism in Victorian Britain has remained uninvestigated.
However, a regional study constitutes the backbone of this thesis and
should go some way towards filling an enormous gap in the history of
British radicalism.

It would be a mistake to tell this story purely from the side

of the republicans, and in order to provide a somewhat broader perspec-

tive on the issues involved it is important to view them also from the

13 Ibid., 232, and Dona Torr, Tom Mann and His Times, 2 vols. (London,

1956), 1:313.
14

Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh M.P., chapter 6.

15 Norbert Gossman, "Republicanism in Nineteenth Century Enaland", Inter-
national Review of Social History, 7 (April, 1962), 47-60.




standpoint of the Royal Family. The Queen was not seriously concerned
about the republican movement while it remained proletarian and intel-
lectual, for neither of those sectors did she understand or regard as
important. But when persons of rank such as Sir Charles Dilke and
Auberon Herbert became involved, she immediately joined in the Con-
servative cry for repression. Yet she could not be persuaded to appear
in public more often, or to diminish her frequent request for grants

of money to members of the Royal Family. To have done this would have
gone a long way towards stifling the movement. But whatever her faults
the Queen did nothing that could be positively identified as being un-
constitutional. She was an honest woman and if at times she lost the
affection of some of her subjects, she always commanded their respect.
This was never true of the Prince of Wales who was always the most popu-
lar target for republican invective. It is ironical that the Prince's
politics were actually far more flexible than his mother's, and he was
much more willing to compromise on issues such as Royal grants. In

the winter of 1871-2 the Prince was seized with a serious bout of typhoid
fever. Several commentators have maintained that republicanism drowned

in a tidal wave of "typhoid 1oya1ty“.]6 The falsity of this argument

16 Many contemporary right-wing journalists made this mistake as did
The Annual Register, 1871, 122. See also: Philip Magnus, King Edward
The Seventh (London, 1964), 151. Magnus states that: "an elemental
upsurge of loyal emotions destroyed republicanism overnight as a signi-
ficant factor in British Politics." Sir Sydney Lee, King Edward VII,

3 vols. (London, 1925), 1:329. Lee maintained that “"the Prince's ill-
ness and the popular sense of loyalty which it intensified beyond re-
cent precedent dealt the republican agitation a blow from which it never
recovered."




is confirmed, though, by the fact that at least fifty new republican
clubs were formed, and three national republican conferences held, in
the two years following the Prince's r'ecovemr'y.]7

A more important influence on the decline of the movement was
the sustained Conservative opposition, particularly after Disraeli's
Crystal Palace speech in 1872, and the ensuing right-wing reaction once
they were returned to office two years later. The Tory ascendancy,
with its exaltation of the cult of Monarchy and Empire, combined with
numerous problems inside the movement itself to initiate a dramatic de-
cline. Although there were several attempts to revive organized re-
publicanism, the last arising out of the opposition to Jubilee extra-
vagance in 1887, none were ultimately successful. It is significant
too, that the five dominant politicians of the Victorian era, whether
Whig, Liberal or Conservative, were all staunch supporters of the
Monarchy. Peel, Disraeli and Salisbury actively encouraged the concept
of Monarchy and were on good terms with the Queen. Palmerston and
Gladstone were disliked by Victoria but their loyalty was never in
question.

The longer the Queen lived, the more respect she commanded and
republicanism became downright unfashionable, even in left-wing circles.
As a result, most republicans were forced to divert their attention to
more respectable causes, or join one of the new socialist groups. In
fact, republicans were very much involved in the beginnings of organized

socialism and in many cases the transition is quite clear. Most social

17 See appendices 19, 20.



10

republicans transferred their allegiance at some time between 1874
and 1880; many political republicans following, especially after
Bradlaugh's death in 1891. Socialists realized that current political
trends dictated the necessity of omitting republicanism from their
official programmes. However, there is no doubt that many socialists
quietly retained their republicanism, preserving the legacy for later
generations. Thus, the light of republicanism flickers in the left-

wing of the Labour Party even today.



CHAPTER 2
THE BRITISH REPUBLICAN TRADITION
England ... shall henceforth be governed as a Commonwealth
and Free State by the supreme authority of this nation the
representatives of the people in Parliament and by such as

they shall appoint and constitute officers and ministers under

them, for the good_of the people, and that without any King

or House of Lords.

Thus decreed the House of Commons on 19 May 1649. The vast
majority of British republicans in the Victorian era looked upon the
Interregnum as a golden age, and many of those who occupied the poli-
tical stage in the 1640's and '50s were prominent in nineteenth century
republican hagiography. Yet had the men of 1870 inquired more closely
into the political thought of Cromwell, Ireton and Eliot they would
have been forced to admit that their heroes were not bona fide republi-
cans at all. Professor Zagorin draws attention to the fact that "most
of the chief men on the Parliamentary side, both Presbyterian and In-
dependent, regarded their struggle as being waged against Charles I,
not monarchy".2 In actuality, the revolutionary leaders felt the in-

stitution of monarchy to be a necessary symbol of order, and head of a

system of social hierarchy and privilege which they might see fit to

1 Acts and Ordinances of the Interregnum 1642-60 2:122 in Tribe,
President Charles Bradlaugh, M.P., 310.

Perez Zagorin, A History of Political Thought in The English Re-
volution (London, 1965), 147.

L[
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rearrange, but had no intention of abolishing. Cromwell and Ireton
agreed that the 1ink between property and political citizenship should
not be broken. The continuation of the monarchy would prevent poli-
tical and social change from escalating beyond what men of substance
considered reasonable 1imits. This was why considerable efforts were
made to reach an agreement with Charles I long after his armies had
been defeated.

There was, however, a small minority in the Long Parliament who
advocated a republic at an early date. Algernon Sydney was one of these
men together with Henry Marten, the member for Berkshire, who in 1643
was temporarily expelled from the House for remarks he made against the
King. Another member of the group, Edmund Ludlow, christened them the
"Commonwealth men". In 1647, they failed to persuade the Commons to
pass a vote of no addresses by which it was proposed to break off all
negotiations with the king. According to Ludlow they maintained that
"monarchy is neither good in itself, nor for us", and proposed that
Stuart rule be replaced by an "equal commonwealth founded upon consent
of the people, and providing for the rights and liberties of all men ..."3
They participated in the government of 1649 with reservations, but
Cromwell's expulsion of the Long Parliament in 1653 alienated them com-
pletely. Zagorin maintains that:

Even when the commonwealth had been established, republican

thought remained undeveloped and the republicans themselves a
minority. The men who created the revolutionary government

3 Ibid., 148.



were not, for the most part, republicans. They put Charles I
to death, not out of any antagonism to kingship, but because
they had concluded that no other alternative was left them.4
Cromwell justified the King's trial on the grounds of the right of re-
sistance to tyrannical rulers but "at no time was he addicted to re-
publican doctrines".5 Although the new state was called a commonwealth
it was not set up according to systematic republican principles but was
"an ad hoc creation, the offspring of expediency".6
However, those who genuinely anticipated the different shades
of republicanism of the 1870's were not to be found close to the centres
of real political power, but were more in the nature of pressure groups.
There were two major strains of Victorian republicanism: political and
social. The former was anticipated by many Levellers and the latter by
radical sectarians such as the Diggers. Zagorin states that the Levellers
were "among the first to call for the abolition of kingship" and since
their programme also involved the granting of manhood suffrage and an
end to the House of Lords "they may be considered repub]icans".7 By
1646 John Lilburne was urging that "the monarchy be dispensed with, and
supremacy recognised in a free and popularly elected Commons acknow-

8 The Level -

ledging its subjection to law and effecting broad reforms".
lers stopped short of the abolition of private property: most being,
themselves, small proprietors with some sort of stake in the country.
C.B. Macphersontalks about the Levellers' belief in the right to indi-

vidual property and freedom as a function of proprietorship.9 Macpherson

5 6 7 8

4 Ibid. Ibid. Ibid. Ibid., 147 Ibid., 11.

? C.B. Macpherson, The Political Theory of Possessive Individualism
(Oxford, 1962), 137-159.
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also argues that the Levellers' apparent demand for unqualified manhood

suffrage before and during the Putney Debates was always intended to be
qualified by the exclusion of servants and alms takers, the latter being
considered in a "wholly different class" from small independent enter-
prisers.]o Most Levellers therefore were essentially political indi-
viduals as might, in fact, be said of the moderate republicans, espe-
cially the secularist group, in the 1870's. If the differences between
the majority of Levellers and the government were of degree rather than
of kind, the reverse may be said of the Diggers. Gerard Winstanley,
the most articulate member of this almost exclusively proletarian group,
pronounced Jesus Christ to be the "Head Leveller" and extended Leveller
ideas of political democracy to economic democracy. The revolution was
not complete, he said, just because the King had been deposed.
That top bough is lopped off the tree of tyranny,

and the kingly power in that one particular is cast out.

OFF the. sun bt ‘tresdm Sron Hid poort EaREREIT D
The Diggers gained their name from their fundamental belief in free
access to the soil. The following pronouncement by Winstanley cons-
titutes a summation of the essence of their creed: "True freedom lies

where man receives his nourishment and preservation, and ‘that is in the

use of the earth".]2 Such sentiments might well have been echoed by
10" 1bid., 107-159.
11

Christopher Hill, The World Turned Upside Down (Harmondsworth,
1975), 133.

12 ¢ Winstanley, Selected Writings, ed. L.D. Hamilton, 67 in Torr,
Tom Mann, 1:115.
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members of the Land and Labour League and other social republicans of
the 1870's.

Most contemporary writings in defence of the Commonwealth
were not written from a republican standpoint. Some works praised it
as a parliamentary repubiic and superior to monarchy "but as theory",

says Zagorin "these were quite insignificant".]3

[t was during the
Protectorate that republican thought really surfaced. When the Long
Parliament was expelled by force in the spring of 1653 most republicans
felt they could no longer support the government and the last straw
was when the office of Lord Protector was made hereditary.

The violence of the republican reaction to the Protectorate
can be judged from the indictment drawn up by John Wildman, a former
Leveller. He prepared and distributed a broadsheet which aimed to
incite opposition to the government. Cromwell was condemned as a
usurper whose pride and ambition had sold England into s]aver‘y.]4
Sir Henry Vane the younger broke with Cromwell at the end of 1653.
Zagorin contends that "strictly speaking, he ought not, perhaps, to
be called a republican, though that is how he is usually char‘acterised".]5

His guiding political principle was the supremacy of Parliament, al-

though he did not think that was necessarily incompatible with some

I3 Zagorin, A History of Political Thought, 149.

14 John Wildman, A Declaration of the Free-born People of England
now in Arms against the Tyrannie ... of Oliver Cromwell, 1885.
Quoted in Ibid., 149.

15

Ibid., 152,
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kind of limited monarchy. After 1853 Vane's goal was to restore parlia-
ment's supremacy and to try and unite the opponents of the Protectorate

and the Monarchy if an appropriate basis could be found. To this end

16

he produced A Healing Question which appeared in May 1856. But the

most inflammatory republican attack on the government was a pamphlet

entitled Killing noe Murder published by Edward Sexby, a former Leveller,
17

and Siljus Titus, a Presbyterian, in 1657. The work called for the
assassination of Cromwell as aglorious act of tyrannicide. The text
had a pronounced classical influence and glorified stern republicans
like Brutus and Cato who preferred "liberty" before 1ife. This brings
us to the classical republicans of the late 1650's.

John Milton fought constantly throughout the late 1650's to
protect the "Republic" against the encroachment of "burdensome, expen-
sive, useless, and dangerous" k1'ngsh1'p.]8 Milton wanted the government
to be composed of a permanent council of the ablest men in the country,

19 Milton was much revered by all the later repub-

chosen by the people.
licans, as, in fact, were all the important figures involved in the Com-
monwealth. This is reflected in innumerable poems and articles in the

radical press throughout the nineteenth century. For example, "Bandiera"

16 Sir Henry Vane, A Healing Question, 1656. Quoted in Ibid.

e

17 Edward Sexby and Silius Titus, Killing noe Murder, 1657. Quoted in
Ibid., 151.

18 J. Milton, The Readie and Easie Way to Establish a Free Commonwealth,
and the Excellence thereof, compar'd with the inconveneinces and daggers
of readmitting kingship in this Nation (London, 1915; Ist edition 1659), 1.

19 1bid., 2.




wrote the following lines in his "Poetry to be 1ived" column in the Red
Republican, endowing his heroes with an almost divine aura:

See Milton's eyes no longer dim

See seraphs walk with slandered Pym.20

The trend did not diminish over the next thirty years. In

September 1875 the National Reformer printed the English Marseillaise

composed by "Ajax", who was actually Annie Besant. The song consisted
of three verses and a chorus and leant heavily on the legacy of the
Commonwealth: verse three reads as follows:

By the flaming words by Milton spoken -

By the shades of the mighty dead -

By the chains which twice have been broken -

By the blood for liberty shed -

Oh let not the task once begun

Remain thus forever half done: -

Let us finish what Cromwell essayed;

Let Milton's Republic be made.2l
Unfortunately, the Republicans of the nineteenth century all made the
mistake of portraying the likes of Hampden, Pym, Milton and Cromwell
as democrats which they most certainly were not. Milton for example,
was no more in favour of democracy than he was of monarchy. Similarly

the later republicans tended to read their own opinions of the esta-

blished Church back into history. Wita the exception of the extremists

2l J. Saville, ed., The Red Republican and Friend of the People (London,
1966), 6 July 1850, 24.
21

A. Besant (Ajax), "The English Marseillaise", National Reformer,
26 September 1875.
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plus a few people Tike William Walwyn who wanted a secular republic,
most of the Commonwealth men were perfectly happy with an established
Church so long as it approximately reflected their point of view and was
reasonably tolerant of its competitor's.22
Despite the legend surrounding Milton, the most important re-
publican theorist of the period was undoubtedly James Harrington.
Zagorin states that:
Because of the scientific foundation upon which Harrington's
thought seemed to rest, he exercised immeasurably greater in-
fluence upon the republicans than did any other writer. It
is, indeed, no exaggeration to say that he was the creator of
republican theory. The smaller number of important republican
writings of the year 1659 all stand within the circle of his
ideas .23
Heavily influenced by the old Venetian republic, Harrington advocated
government by a senate and a popular assembly. The senate would give
the assembly wisdom, and the assembly would keep the senate honest, or
so he hoped. The assembly could never be too large, and the senate cauld
never be too small as far as Harrington was concerned. One third of each
group must retire every year, their replacements to be chosen by the
people in a secret baHot.24

The year 1659 also produced A Modest Plea for an Equal Common-

wealth Against Monarchy by William Sprigge, a fellow of Lincoln College

22 Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh, M.P., 311.
23 Zagorin, A History of Political Thought, 155.
24

James Harrington, The Commonwealth of Oceana, introduction by
H. Morley (London, 1887; 1st edition, 1656.)
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Oxford. He believed that monarchy was intolerable in England because

it helped perpetuate the unequal distribution of property. But he warned
that the institutions which traditionally supported monarchy must also

be uprooted if a true free state was to be established. Sprigge dealt
with many social problems that Harrington neg]ected.25 Hot on the heels

of Sprigge's work came an anonymous pamphlet entitled Chaos: Or a Dis-

course, Wherein Is presented ... a Frame of Government by way of a Republique.

The author combined borrowings from Harrison and Sprigge with some ori-

ginal ideas of his own.26
The major problem for the republicans, according to Zagorin,

was to "reconcile their allegiance to a free commonwealth with the gener-

ally accepted fact that in any open election, men would be returned who

favoured a Stuart restoration".27

Harrington, though, refused to con-
cede that there was any danger of a restoration and this precipitated a
disagreement with his ablest disciple Henry Stubbe. Stubbe stressed
the necessity of guarding the state against subversion and suggested
that all trusted republicans should be listed in county registers as

liberators of their country. Only these men would be permitted to bear

arms. Stubbe had no fear of the labouring classes and was willing to

29 William Sprigge, A Modest Plea for an Equal Commonwealth Against
Monarchy, 1659, quoted in Zagorin, History of Political Thought, 155-6.

26 Anon., Chaos: Or A Discourse, Wherein Is presented ... A Frame of
Government by way of a Republigue, 1659, quoted in Ibid., 157.

27 1bid., 158.
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arm them and grant them full political citizenship provided they were

loyal republicans. Gentlemen, on the other hand, were not to be admitted
to political citizenship until they had proved their loyalty to the Common-
wealth.

The militia was to elect a number of deputies who would in turn
choose from their ranks a senate of conservators of the liberties of
England. The senators would sit for 1ife but would be subject to a bien-
nial investigation by a commission, also elected by the militia. Both
senate and commission, said Stubbe, would be composed only of proven re-
publicans. The senate was to have no executive or legislative function,
its prime concern being that of securing the republic in its constitu-
tion, together with supervising the militia, the ministry and the uni-
versities. Once these preliminaries had been dealt with, a parliament
could be elected by the entire nation. Short of infringing upon the
fundamental constitution and the senate's authority, parliament was to
have full law making authority. However, for extra security the senators
would also sit in parliament. Zagorin maintains that this was the most
practical scheme for a republic to emerge in 1659 since it "attempted
to combine some of the good features Harrington's republic was acknow-
ledged to possess, with measures designed to reduce the danger of a
restoration“.28

The Restoration removed any chance of the system being put into

practice, but its importance lies in the fact that it was a bold al-

28 1bid., 162.
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ternative and promised a more egalitarian if authoritarian political system
for the future. Once given an airing, a new theory is rarely completely
forgotten and may be resurrected at any moment in time when the political
climate is favourable. The doctrines which nourished the republicans of
the 1860's and 1870's were then, spawned in the era of the English Commonwealth
and it was, therefore essential to begin our story there.

Charles II did not make any systematic attempt to exterminate the
republicans, and punishments were moderate. Harrington and Wildman were im-

29

prisoned, Henry Nevill "sought safety in inconspicuous retirement",”™ Edward

Ludlow and Algernon Sydney moved to the continent. But Z.S. Fink points out
that although the republicans were scattered and silenced, "they remained alive
. and were ready to teach old doctrines should new opportunities occur".30
Fink also states that the Restoration failed to produce "a really effective
attack on the political reputation either of the classical states to which

31 The royalists

republicans looked, or of their supposed modern counterparts".
simply maintained that republican glories were the creation of biased historians.

Despite this, classical republicanism retained a prominent position in
Restoration political thought. A blueprint for the constitution of Carolina
drawn up in 1669, probably by Shaftesbury, included many features of the

Venetian Republic, as did the plan for the government of New Jersey, pre-

pared in 1676 by William Penn. Also influenced by Venice, as well as Rome,

was Henry Nevill's Plato Redivivus published in 1681. Nevill's views did

not in any way constitute the programme of the Whig party although they were

3 7.5. Fink, The Classical Republicans, 2nd ed. (Evanston, 1962), 123.

31

0 1pid.
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"representative of a certain amount of republicanism which was present in
Whig circ]es".32
In 1677 Algernon Sydney secured a pardon from the King and returned

to England. Around 1680-1 he wrote the Discourses Concerning Government

which argued that because of the hereditary principle, monarchies prevent
the most able man becoming head of state with the result that the nation
could be ruled by "a child, a fool, a supernatural dotard, or a madman".33
Moreover, monarchy tended to degenerate into tyranny because it was lacking

in "those adequate restraints on the defects of human nature which all the
classical republicans saw as an essential of any well contrived government".34
Sydney admired many aspects of the Venetian and Roman republics but for the
most part harked back to Saxon times when, he maintained, titles were conferred
on those who could best guide the people in time of war, give counsel to the
king, administer justice and perform other public duties. The nobility of
England "as thus defined in Saxon times was an 'infinite multitude'’

h."3% A11 power rested

resting solidly on worth, valor and Tanded wealt
with the "nobility-people". Saxon kings, l1ike the Kings of Ancient Briton,
were but temporary magistrates chosen in time of war said Sydney. Like Har-

rington, he believed that the English system of government had progressively

32 1pid., 136-7.

33 Algernon Sydney, Discourses Concerning Government, 1680-1, 2, 21,
186, quoted in Ibid., 152.

34 1pid., 153.

35 1pid., 160.



deteriorated since those early times. Among Sydney's other republican
contributions was the preparation of a democratic constitution for the
state of Pennsylvania.

However, on 7 December 1683 Algernon Sydney was executed for
high treason. He was implicated in the Rye House Plot against the King
organised by a group of disaffected Whigs known as the Council of Six.
Besides Sydney the group included Lord William Russell, who was also
executed, Hampden the younger, the Earl of Essex, Lord Howard and
Monmouth. These men were accused of planning an armed uprising to pre-
vent a Popish and despotic regime being imposed on the nation. Fink
believes that Russell and Sydney died for supposed, but unproven, con-
nections with the violent intentions admitted by some of the lesser men
arrested at the same time. But more than this, Fink holds that classi-
cal republicanism as an actively advocated programme for the reform of

36 yat

the government "perished on the scaffold with Sydney in 1683".
Sydney's memory lived on and he was held in high esteem by later genera-
tions of English republicans. In January 1878, Annie Besant described
him as "one of the purest and greatest of our English Repub]icans".37
Apart from those disgruntled Whigs and a few lone wolves such
as the wit Rochester, who may or may not have been serious in his pro-
fessed republicanism, most republicans of the period were to be found

among the nonconformists. But the Cavalier Parliament had enacted the

36 1pid., 170.

37 Besant in the National Reformer, 20 January 1878.
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Clarendon Code against the sectaries rendering them politically impo-
tent. There were some who wanted a republic in 1689 "and all the old
schemes were discussed at the tl'me”,38 but the republican lobby was weak
and not supported by any great names. In the face of a clear indica-
tion that William of Orange had not come to England to set up a republic,
"they made a small enough showing".39 Yet although no practical repub-
licans were forthcoming there were theoreticians who endeavoured to per-
petuate the spirit for future generations. The existence of such men
served to "maintain a revolutionary tradition and to link the histories
of English struggles against tyranny in one century with those of Ameri-
can efforts for independence in another".40
The leading classical republican of the 1690's was Robert Molesworth.
The third Earl of Shaftesbury was "a self declared disciple of his”,41
John Toland, William Molyneux and Henry Maxwell were "pensioner and
friends respective]y",42 and Walter Moyle, John Trenchard and Andrew
Fletcher were acquaintances and associates. These men advocated a federal
system for Britain; a reorganisation of Pariiament, a diminution of minis-
terial prerogative, increased toleration and some modification of mer-

cantile regulations. However they never received support from any Whig

office holders. In fact their only real achievement lay in the bringing

8 Eink, Classfcal RepubTicans, 170.

39 1bid.

0 Caroline Robbins, The Eighteenth-Century Commonwealthmen (Cambridge,
Mass., 1961), 4.

41

42

Ibid., 6. Ibid.



up of a second generation of eighteenth century republicans. These men
were also divines and teachers rather than practical politicians, and
included Henry Grove, Francis Hutcheson, James Foster, Isaac Watts,
Marchemont Needham, Thomas Hollis and Edmund Law. They all produced
works which maintained and developed Harringtonian principles. But
Robbins states that "the most radical speculation of this middle period

may be found in the sermons of Robert Wallace and his Various Prospects"”.

The third generation consisted of pro-Americans such as Joseph Priestly,

Richard Price, Brand Hollis, Horne Tooke and John Cartwright who, through

the Society for Constitutional Information, tried unsuccessfully to in-
fluence parliamentary affairs.44
Many of the aforementioned individuals tended to deviate from
orthodox religion toward freethought. John Toland, for example, was not
only an ardent republican who published biographies of Harrington and
Milton, but also an influential writer against orthodox Christianity.
Freethought in religion and republicanism in politics have been closely
linked since the Civil War.45 By no means all republicans were free
thinkers but most of the latter were republicans. Edward Royle has ex-
pressed the opinion that many French philosophers of the Enlightenment,
including Voltaire and d'Holbach, took a large proportion of their ideas
from English thinkers of the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries.

Voltaire, he says, learned his deism from Newton, while d'Holbach trans-

lated Toland's Letters to Serena of 1704 and republished them in 1768

43 45

Ibid., 7. %% Ssee below 33. See above, 18.
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as Lettres Philosophiques. Royle maintains that the Frenchmen

... developed the theory of reason and repaid their debt

to England towards the end of the eighteenth century when

English translations of their works began to appear. Re-

publicans in France, England and America were then able to

draw on a common fund of freethinking literature.46

It is hardly surprising therefore, that the authorities assumed
freethought and republicanism to be essentially one and the same thing.
The principal by which they acted was outlined by Chief Justice Raymond
at the trial of one Thomas Woolston (1699-1733) for publishing Six Dis-

courses on the Miracles of our Saviour (1727-1729). He said that "what-

ever strikes at the root of Christianity tends manifestly to the dissolu-
tion of Civil Government". Edward Royle commented that "this statement
was generally true, for republicanism and infidelity were often two sides

¥ The case of Peter Annet, a freethinking school-

of the same coin."
teacher and member of London's Robin Hood Society is a good example. In

1761 Annet published England's first freethought journal the Free Inquirer.

For his pains he was accused of ridiculing the Holy Scriptures, fined,
pilloried and sentenced to one year's hard labour.

Republican murmurings could be heard at the scene of the Middlesex
Election of 1768 when 6,000 voteless Spitalfields workers took possession

of Piccadilly and the Oxford Road and al owed no one to pass without a

paper in his hat inscribed "No. 45, Wilkes and Liberty". There were

% Edward Royle, Radical Politics 1790-1900 Religion and Unbelief,
Seminar Studies in History (London, 1971), 17.

47

Ibid.. 18.
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further demonstrations outside the gaol where John Wilkes had been im-

prisoned for publishing obscenity and treason in the North Briton.

Ironically he later "became a very reactionary City Chamberlain and

48 But if their hero was never as radical as

Lord Mayor of London".
they liked to believe, Wilkes' plebian supporters learnt much from
their initiation into politics. A new class was being formed which
grew rapidly with the advance of industry, and from this time on there
was always a militant wing of the working classes, however small, in
all reform and radical movements; a wing which grew steadily in weight
and sagacity until it became a force to be reckoned with in the form
of Chartism.

As early as 1776 this radicalism, though not organised as such,
was endowed with a programme which recalled that of the Commonwealth

radicals and anticipated that of certain Chartists and the republicans

of the 1870's. Major John Cartwright's pamphlet Take Your Choice demanded

annual parliaments, manhood suffrage, vote by ballot, equal representa-

49 Mainstream working class

tion, payment of members and a republic.
radicalism never seriously shifted from this programme.

Cartwright followed Take Your Choice with several

other pamphlets. In 1780 he published The People's Barrier Against Undue

Influence and Corruption: or the Commons House of Parliament According

to the Constitution which basically expanded on the theme of his earlier

45 Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh M.P., 312.

49 Major John Cartwright, Take Your Choice, (London, 1776).
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work. J.W. Osborne discusses the views expressed in the pamphlet in

his biography of Cartwright:
Liberal in his reading of history, uncritical of his sources [sic]
Cartwright could assert that Alfred the Great was a republican
prir-<e, at one time annual elections were held and that during
this period England was prosperous and serene while art, com-
merce and charity flourished.5]
He went on to state that "Cartwright had 1ittle veneration for monarchy
and noted that the word 'Republic' was used in former times to describe
England's government".52 Like many reformers of his time Cartwright
considered it expedient to appear as reclaiming for the people ancient
rights of which they had been deprived, rather than demanding something

totally novel as was really the case.

The vague references to a republic contained in the People's

Barrier were made definitive in The Commonwealth in Danger which appeared
under Cartwright's name in 1795. He discussed the situation in France and
then said of Britain that "her government is in fact no other than a RE-

PUBLIC a COMMONWEALTH, nor will admit of any other earthly definition".53
Cartwright was asserting here that English political institutions were

more characteristic of a republic than a monarchy. J.W. Osborne con-

80 Cartwright, The People's Barrier Against Undue Influence and Corrup-
tion: or the Commons House of Parliament According to the Constitution
(London, 1780).

51 ).W. Osborne, John Cartwright (Cambridge, 1972), 30.
52 1bid., 31.
53

Cartwright, The Commonwealth in Danger (London, 1795), 97.
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cludes that: "In the People's Barrier, 1780 and then in The Commonwealth
in Danger [sic] 1795, he first implied and then asserted the fact that
England was basically a repubh’c."s4
Cartwright ridiculed persons who demanded an equal division of
property and he assured the government that the most effective way to
halt the spread of republicanism was to grant political reforms. The
real dangers to liberty he felt, were the encroachment of the Crown
Joon the people's liberty and the control by the nobility of too many

g8 Thus, to put Cartwright in the context

seats in the House of Commons.
of the British Republican tradition we must conclude that he belongs in
the Tine that stretches from the Presbyterian Party in the Long Parlia-
ment to those republicans who, 1ike Charles Bradlaugh, shrank from radi-
cal social reform. To his credit, though, Cartwright stuck to his prin-
ciples despite the tremendous pressures on those holding such opinions.
In 1823, a year before his death he wrote: "God makes men equal, kings
make them unequa]".56 We must turn now to Cartwright's main rival in
1eft-wing circles, the prophet of nineteenth century radicalism, Thomas
Paine.

One day late in the year 1789, a Unitarian Preacher, Richard Price,

delivered a radical sermon to the Revolution Society. This sermon occa-

sioned Edmund Burke to write Reflections on the Revolution in France, a

% osborne, John Cartwright, 165-7.

Cartwright, A Letter from John Cartwright Esq. to a Friend at Boston
in the County of Lincoln, 1793, 17-24.

36 Cartwright, The English Constitution Produced and Illustrated
(London, 1823), 231.
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work which Ted to its author being dubbed the champion of reaction in

England. In reply to Burke, Thomas Paine wrote the Rights of Man, part

one of which was published in 1791, concentrating on the situation in
France and that country's constitution. Part two, written in 1791 and
published the following year, dealt with the follies of the so-called con-
stitution of England. By the end of the spring of 1792 an action had been
brought against the publisher of the work, and in June, Paine himself ap-
peared before the King's Bench. However his trial for sedition was delayed
until the end of the year.

Paine received some compensation in that the Convention made him an
honorary French citizen and the Pas de Calais elected him a member. On
the advice of fellow republican William Blake he left England to take up his
seat: he escaped arrest at Dover by a mere twenty minutes. In 1794 the

first part of the Age of Reason was published to try and prevent the French

from plunging head first into a chaotic atheism. The political climate
in France was changing drastically by the very day at this time, and Paine
had the misfortune to be arrested as an enemy alien. Consequently, part

two of the Age of Reason was written in the Luxembourg prison. Eventually

published in 1796, it launched a savage onslaught on the follies and er-

rors of organised religion. In fact, it went too rar for many people and
all but destroyed Paine's good reputation in the United States. Whzn he

finally got out of prison and returned to America in 1802, he disccvered

that his circle of admirers had dwindled to a few extreme republicans

and deists. And so he died "amid lies and scandals in poverty and ob-

scurity in 1809".%7

57 Royle, Radical Politics, 20.
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Thomas Paine enormously broadened current radical proposals for
change to include a progressive income tax, old age pensions, family
allowances, state education, and public works projects. This was radi-
cal reform with a vengeance. Republicanism was bad enough, but when it
was linked to proposals for the reorganisation of society "a shudder

58

went through the ranks of the propertied classes". But we must not

allow such a statement to put the situation out of perspective. As

Edward Royle warns:

Paine's reputation has always been more extreme than his
actual views. In politics he was radical, but not more
so than Jefferson or Priestly. In theology he was neither
extreme nor original. In fact he was a typical product of

the age of reason, a profoundly religious, humanistic deist.”?

The Charles Bradlaugh Collection includes a paper simply headed:

Thomas Paine, born 1737, died 1809. It states that, "During the whole

of the year 1793, Government was mainly employed in stamping out Paine
and his works". The leaflet then goes on to cite examples of persons
prosecuted for selling, publishing or advertising Paine's works. It
ends on the following note: "Thomas Muir of Hunterskill, for simply
advising persons to read Mr, Paine's book before they condemned it

ju60

was actually sentenced to FOURTEEN YEARS' TRANSPORTATION! Besides

the severity and lack of uniformity of the punishments, what is in-

a5 Osborne, John Cartwright, 156.
3 Royle, Radical Politics, 20.
60

Charles Bradlaugh Collection, National Secular Society, Holloway
Rd., London, Env. 989.
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teresting in the account is that most of the towns mentioned became

repubijcan strongholds in.the 1870'g.

The publication of the Rights of Man sparked off an explosion

of literary_propagandafboth supporting and céndemning Paine's asser-
fions. Many writers, who were not unnaturally frightened of prosecu-
. tion, pretended to attack Paine while actually using skillful sarcasm
to support his views. For example a "gentleman" writing in 1799 made
the appearance of condemning Paine and:
. many other rascals in the country too much 11ke him,
who grudge. the poor king his salary *hat he labours so. hard
for, and would dock him two hundred thousand pounds a year.
what ignorant puppies such fellows ‘must be to suppose’ the
dignity of a King can be supported by such a trifling sum!
Why it would be scarcely { 600 per day and what would this
be fér a King! ‘a merg]trff1e, a nothifigs such a:salary would
starve him by inches
While making a superficial pretence of monarchism, the sarcasm of
this excerpt and the rest of the pamphlet, marks the author-as a
republican.
Most of the organised support for republicanism in these years
was found in the various Corresponding Socfeties dotted around the
country. The: prototype was founded in London in 1794 by Thomas Hardy,

Hbfne Tooke and John Thelwall who apparently once blew froth from his

beer with the rejoinger: - "So would I treat all kiﬁgs":sz' J.W. Osborne

61 A Gentleman, Thé Perniciams Pyinciples of Tom Paine e;ppsed in_an
address to Labourers and Mecﬁ‘h1cs“(London_"1799f_'

62 Kingsley Martin, The Magic of Monarchy (London, 1937), 29. See
also E.R. Thompson, Thg Making of the English Working Class (London, 1964)




tells us that: "An assumption that a Republican form of government
was best for the country was held by many members of the London Corres-

ponding Society ..."63

In addition to the latter, John Cartwright
began the Society for Constitutional Information with branches in
London, Manchester and Birmingham and possibly other urban centres
as well. Cartwright disagreed with Paine on certain points, but at
least he was another voice for reform. W.H. Reid reported that anti-
clericalism was rife among the aforementioned political societies and
apparently a common toast was: "May the last King be strangled in
the bowels of the last Pm‘est!!!"64
With revolution and regicide occurring on the other side of
the Channel, the supporters of Royalism were not slow to add their
weight to the campaign of repression launched by the Government.
Throughout the 1790's the Association for Preserving Liberty and Pro-
perty against Republicans and Levellers conducted an active propaganda
campaign and operated a Committee of Sedition Hunters under the chair-

65

manship of John Reeves. A man by the name of John Aitken published

a pamphlet headed: Pain, Sin and the Devil, -- Intercepted Corres-

pondence from Satan to Citizen Paine.66 The essence of this work can

be easily deduced from its title.

63 Osborne, John Cartwright, 48,

64 Royle, Radical Politics, 7.

65 political Broadsheets, British Museum. 8122 F.51.
66

J. Aitken, Pain, Sin and the Devil, -- Intercepted Correspondence
from Satan to Citizen Paine( London, 1794).
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What made Thomas Paine so valuable was his practical vision
and blunt common sense which continued to guide the popular democratic
movement throughout the nineteenth century. Some idea of the reverence
in which Paine was held by English radicals can be gathered from the
fact that they celebrated his birthday, most faithfully, every year

virtually until the turn of the century. In 1875 the Republican Chronicle

ran a series entitled Political Aphorisms of Thomas Paine. In the April

issue the Chronicle quoted from the Rights of Man Part I: "In short,

we cannot conceive at more ridiculous a figure of government than here-
ditary succession" and: "A nation under a well regulated government,
will permit none to remain uninstructed. It is monarchical and aris-
tocratical government only that requires ignorance for its support".67

The May issue contained a short maxim from Common Sense:

King of England. "Individuals are undoubtedly safer in
England than in some countries, but the will of the king is
as much the law of the Tand in Britain as in France, with
this difference, that instead of proceeding directly from
his mouth, it is handed to the people under the more formi-
dable shape of an act of parliament. For the fate of
Charies the First hath only made kings more subtle not

more just".

And from the Rights of Man Part II:

Peers as hereditary legislators. "The idea of hereditary
legislators is as inconsistent as that of hereditary judges
or hereditary juries; and as absurd as an hereditary mathe-
matician or an hereditary géseman; and as ridiculous as an
hereditary poet-laureate".

67 George Standring, ed., Republican Chronicle, April 1875,
68

Ibid., May 1875.
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There is no need to enter into a detailed discussion of the
problems of the new industrial society in the aftermath of the Napoleonic
Wars. Suffice it to say that there were a number of factors which kept
the radical movement and latent republicanism on the boil. Among the
more important factors might be listed the restrictions on the press
and on trade unions, economic problems associated with, and repercussions
of the trade cycle, the inefficient poor law and the urban problem. By
the latter we mean the difficulties experienced by large numbers of people
in trying to adapt to factory work and life in the city. Most were dis-
illusioned by the opportunities, or lack of same, that they found in the
industrial towns. Once the post war boom was over there was much unem-
ployment which was exacerbated by the onset of mechanisation, and the
wages of those who could find work were generally low. On top of all
this the living conditions of the industrial poor were invariably abo-
minab]e.69 Moreover, prior to 1835 the existing local government
machinery, having Leen designed for medieval viilages, was unable to
cope.

The alienation and upheaval involved in the transition to in-
dustrialism contributed to the revival of those old Commonwealth notions
regarding the Tradition of Lost Rights and Norman Yoke. John Clare, a

peasant whose village of Hepstone had been closed in 1809 wrote:

& See R.M. Hartwell, "Interpretations of the Industrial Revolution

in England", Journal of Economic History, 19 (1959) 229-50. E.J.
Hobsbawm, "The British Standard of Living 1790-1850", Economic History
Review, 2, 10, 1 (1957), 46-58. T.S. Ashton, "The Standard of Life
of Workers in England 1790-1830", Journal of Economic History Supple-
ment, 9 (1949) 19-38. For a useful appraisal of the impact of indust-
rialisation see Peter Mathias, The First Industrial Mation (London, 1969),
2-18.
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Oh England, boasted land of liberty

With strangers still thou mayest the title own;
But thy poor slaves the alteration see:

With many a loss to them the truth is known

And every village owns its tyrants now,

And parish slaves must live as parish kings a]]ow.70

H.A.L. Fisher believed that there were two types of republican
minds among English intellectuals at this time. The first was the man
who disliked kings because they lowered his personal pride and he cites
W.S. Landor as his example in this category. The second included those
who hated the king because they cared for the common people. William
Wordsworth, he says, was such a man. Although horrified by the blood-
shed of the Terror, he was initially a supporter of the French republic
and "that England should fight the democracy of France seemed to Wordsworth

the height of impiety".7]

Although Southey and Coleridge were at one
time Gallophil republicans, they both ended up, along with Wordsworth,
as pillars of English conservatism.

Fisher also talks about William Godwin, the author of a History

of the English Commonwealth. He regards Godwin as a rather more subtie

writer than Paine and somewhat more French in his "abstract and genera-

72

1ising cast of mind". But, says Fisher, his work was:

... far too fantastic and loosely reasoned to disturb the
judgement of the country, and had it not been for the singular
influence which Godwin's teaching exerted over the mind of
Shelley, he would have been a neg]igib]e factor in the organic
development of English thought.7

70 Torr, Tom Mann, 1:129.
A Fisher, Republican Tradition, 148.
72 1piq., 144, 73 1pid,



37

Shelley is probably the most well-known and authentic of all English

republican poets, mainly due to his scathing attack on monarchy in

Queen Mab.

Whence thinkst thou Kings and Parasites arose,

Whence that unnatural line of drones, who heap

Toil and unvanquishable penury

On those who build their palaces, and bring

Their daily bread? .

Lord Byron was also known to have some symnathy with republican
principles. Yet what of the Monarchy itself in this period? Kingsley
Martin believed that the 1820's and 1830's mark the nadir of the English
monarchy. The republican and democratic sentiments which had swept
through England on the heels of the French Revolution, were re-emerging
from the period of Tory reaction at the very moment when the Royal
Family was in a most disreputable condition. The outbursts of enthusiasm
which made a heroine of Queen Caroline were due not so much to love of
the Queen as hatred of the King. Englishmen were willing to tolerate
the sordid private lives of members of the Royal Family but the latter
persisted in asking the House of Commons to pay their debts. Martin
maintained that:

The morals of the sons of George III shocked and disgusted

even the less puritannical standards of the pre-Victorian

period, and their interference with politics and their obst-

ructive attitude towards reform;gg legislation was sufficient
to complete their unpopularity.

74 George Standring, ed., Republican, August, 1886.

75 Martin, Magic of Monarchy, 25-6.
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When George IV died, his epitaph in The Times included the following
lines:
It is shocking that foul examples should emanate from so
high a source -- that the very name of modesty should be so
obliterated from the walls of that edifice whose lord is the

"fountain of honour", for all Englishmen and their children.
But let us hope for better things.’6

Although this was one of the paper's more liberal periods, these were

nevertheless, stronaq words.
Larkin, "a celebrated Tyneside orator of his time"

(1831) accused the King of treating the advice of the House of Commons

with scorn and charged the Queen with exerting her influence against the
rights of the people. He asked two questions: firstly, should not

William IV recollect the fate of Louis XVI; and secondly, should not a

Queen who was a meddling politician remember the fate of Marie Anto1'nette?77
Leigh Hunt was imprisoned for calling the Prince Regent "a fat Adonis

of forty"78

but the phrase caught on and was freely used by the Prince's
critics.

Another group of thinkers who added weight to the republican
cause were the followers of Jeremy Bentham. Monarchy was judged as being
incompatible with utilitarianism, and Bentham considered that the only

good act of which a monarch was capable was to abolish his own office.

Even the more sober disciples of Bentham concluded that Monarchy "was

76 28 June 1830.

77 E.R. Jones, The Life and Speeches of Joseph Cowen (London, 1885), 7.

78 National Reformer, § July 1871.
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an indefensible anomaly". If the greatest happiness for the greatest
number was the criterion of government then a majority decision must
always be better than a minority one. Most sinister of all was "the
influence of a single man wielding a final veto and an incalculable

79 However, Bentham's republicanism

80

influence over political decisions".
was always theoretical rather than practical. If the king exercised
his political prerogatives he hampered the drive towards democracy, if
he did not then why pay him for doing nothing? The same argument was
still being used half a century later. James Mill mathematically demon-
strated the advantages of democracy and the evils of monarchy. John
Francis Bray of Leeds, a pioneer socialist of the 1830's, was a repub-
lican for a while but rejected the creed on the grounds that a simple
change in the form of government would do little or nothing to improve

81 Surely he could have retained

the Tot of the average working man.
his republicanism while stressing, like some others did, that social
reform must follow the political change.

However, the most important and active of the English republicans
of the twenties and thirties have not yet been mentioned in this account.

Thus the remainder of this chapter will be devoted to the careers of

Richard Carlile and his associates, and the struggle for the cheap press.

73 Martin, Magic of Monarchy, 29.

80 £1ie Halévy, The Growth of Philosophic Radicalism, translated by
Mary Morris with a preface by A.D. Lindsay (London, 1928), 415.

L T.R. Tholfson, "The Intellectual Origins of Mid Victorian Stability",
Political Science Quarterly, 76, 1 (March 1871), 59-60.
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Richard Carlile probably did more than any other individual to
break down the walls of repression and encourage free discussion in the
first quarter of the nineteenth century. G.A. Aldred, one of Carlile's
biographers, clarified the problem of free discussion by citing the case
of a Baptist minister from Plymouth, the Rev. William Winterbotham. The
clergyman was prosecuted for preaching two seditious sermons in November
1792 and tried on successive days in July of the following year. An ex-
tract from one of the offending sermons will facilitate an understanding
of what was considered to be sedition:

His majesty was placed upon the throne upon condition of

keeping certain laws and rules, and if he does not observe 82
them he has no more right to the throne than the Stuarts had.

At the trial, a Sargeant Rooke made the final speech for the Crown:

The terms on which His Majesty holds his Crown ought not to

be the subject of investigation, for when once people come to
make this a subject for discussion (even among the ablest men)

and to reason and speculate on the great principles of government,
they endanger the constitution, under which they have so long

been hapgy, and which has been the envy of every surrounding
nation.8

After two and a half hours the jury returned a verdict of guilty:
the next day they took five hours but the verdict was the same. Winterbotham

P4
was duly sentenced to four year's imprisonment and fined X 200. The autho-

rities had declared then, that monarchy was not to be a topic for dis-

82 G.A. Aldred, Richard Carlile, Agitator: His Life and Times (London,
1923), 39.

83

Ibid., 47.
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cussion among His Majesty's loyal subjects.

Early in 1817 a young prison officer by the name of William
Sherwin arrived in London with a political pamphiet he had written.
He presented the work to the radical publisher William Hone but "they were
all afraid of it as too strong"84 so he set himself up as a printer and
publisher, and on 1 March 1817 issued the first of a series of weekly
papers called the Republican. Not long after this, Carlile was accepted
by Sherwin as publisher and general risk taker. After only five numbers

Sherwin changed the name of his journal to Sherwin's Weekly Political

Register as the word "republican" was evidently objectional to some of
his friends and associates.

The Six Acts, passed towards the end of 1819 gave magistrates
greater powers to enforce the laws against blasphemous and seditious
publications. In addition to this, the financial restrictions on the
press were tightened. Henceforward, newspapers issued more frequently than once
a month were brought within the terms of the Stamp Act, and as a result many
radical papers were forced to triple their price or go.out of business, or more
commonly, go unstamped. If this was not enough the Society for the Suppression
of Vice was joined in 1820 by its secular counterpart the Constitutional
Association, more commonly known to the radicals as the Bridge Street
Gang. The Gang commenced a number of prosecutions against London and
provincial radicals, especially those who worked for Carlile. Their
method was to threaten booksellers with the crippling cost of a court

action and to obstruct their business by having the accused imprisoned

8% Richard Carlile, ed., Republican, 3 March 1820.
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while awaiting trial. However, in the first two years of its existence
the association only managed to obtain four convictions, just one of

those being carried through to sentence. But their tactics did succeed
in slowing down the distribution of radical literature. Thus, the odds

were heavily stacked against Carlile and his compatriots.

By 1819 Carlile had become increasingly dissatisfied with Sherwin
and decided to edit his own Republican. But before the first issue went
to press he was in gaol, ard it was from there that the paper was often
produced over the next seven years. Julian St. John took over when, from
time to time, Carlile found it absolutely impossible to edit the paper.
CarTile made little or no money out of his newspapers. In 1820 the cir-
culation of the Republican soared to an all time peak of fifteen thousand
copies, but thereafter the paper lost money as its popularity waned.85
His other papers such as the Lion, the Prompter and the Cosmopolite were
relatively short-lived and not an enormous success.

What then was the nature of Carlile's Republicanism? Patricia
Hollis gives sound reasons for her belief that there was not one but
two "radical rhetorics" in the unstamped press of the period. The first
and older of these was formulated around 1819 and denounced aristacracy,
monopoly, taxes and "Old Corruption". Carlile, along with that other
great pioneer of the popular press, William Cobbett, fits into this cate-

gory. The second concentrated more on questions of exploitation, property

85 See P. Hollis, The Pauper Press (Oxford, 1970), 102-3, 117.
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and power and boasted such men as Hetherington, Carpenter, Lorymer and
Bronterre 0'Brien among its adherents.86
Carlile first achieved notoriety for the republication of Paine's
proscribed works. This was in 1818 while he was still running Sherwin's
shop in Fleet Street, and indeed Carlile was entranced with the writings
of the master. He wrote in a pamphliet in 1821 that:
The writings of Thomas Paine; alone, form a standard for
anything worthy of being called Radical Reform. They are not
Radical Reformers who do not come up to the whole of the poli-
tical principles of Thomas Paine ... There can be no Radical
Reform short of -- a Republican form of government.87
Yet Carlile made much of Paine's doctrine of individual rights and

neglected others: the vista of social proposals opened up in the second

part of the Rights of Man being the area that touched Carlile Teast. He

disliked political parties and associations of any kind; his view of
authority was anarchistic: "The power of reason was the only organiser
which he admitted, and the press the only mu1tip1ier".88 0f paramount
importance for Carlile was the power of knowledge, the "zetetic principle”.
He stated in the Republican:

Let us then endeavour to progress in knowledge, since knowledge

is demonstrably proved to be power. It is the power of knowledge

that checks that crimes of cabinets and courts, ... it is the

power of knowledge that must put a stog to bloody wars and the
direful effects of devastating armies.39

86 1hid., VIII.

87 Carlile, An Effort to Set at Rest Some Little Disputes and Mis-
understandings between the Reformers of Leeds (London, 1821), 7.
88

89

Thompson, The Making of the English Working Class, 764.

Carlile, ed., Republican, 26 April 1822.
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This reminds one of the stress laid on education by Charles Bradlaugh
and his republican followers in the 1870's, and more immediately in

W.J. Linton's English Republic.

Professor E.P. Thompson has accused Carlile of what he likes to
call "petit bourgeois individualism". He says that:

What Carlile was doing was taking the bourgeois jealousy of

the power of the Crown, in defence of their political and pro-

perty rights, and extending it to the Shoreditch Hatter or

the Birmingham toymaker and his artisans.90
Like Cobbett, Carlile regarded one of the great evils afflicting little
masters and artisans as being taxation by sinecurists and placemen. He
believed there should be as little government as possible and that little
. must be cheap. He said that every man must be free to think, to write,
to trade or to carry a gun, but he was preoccupied with the first two to
the point where freedom of the press was no longer a means but an end in
itself. Thompson disapproves of this but surely it is understandable
considering the pressures on the radical press and freedom of speech at
the time, together with Carlile's long spells in unpleasant prisons,
that this struggle would become so overwhelmingly important to him.

Patricia Hollis is- also fairly critical of the development of
Carlile's political thought. She states that his writings never advanced
beyond the stage they had reached in 1819. For his description of "Old
Corruption”" as "kingcraft, lordcraft, and priestcraft" he went back to

Paine and the Age of Reason and seemed incapable of going beyond this.

L Thompson, The Making of the English Working Class, 765.
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Ironically, he criticised as narrow minded, other writers who thought
taxes were the sole source and mainstay of corruption, and that univer-

9

sal suffrage was the remedy. Only republicanism and the end of priestly

and aristocratic power, said Carlile, would free the people from "Ol1d

92 The clergy he

Corruption"; taxes would then disappear automatically.
detested as the chief buttress of "0ld Corruption" for they, 1ike the
nobility, lived off the financial manipulation of that corruption, namely rates
tithes and taxes; ~“but they were even worse because they used religion
to make the people acquiesce in the situation.

David Tribe has observed that Carlile effectively established
the pattern for mainstream British Republicanism for at least the next
half-century. Moreover, he expressed the opinion that "all the essential
ideas of the movement led by Bradlaugh came from this source“.93 There
is much truth in what Tribe says. We have seen how Carlile emphasised
individualism and education together with his hostility to government
interference in society. Such views were certainly prominent in Bradlaugh's
make-up. Tribe's opinion is reinforced by Carlile's notion of a republic
as explained in the very first issue of the Republican. Carlile defined
a republican government as one "which consults the public interest --

the interest of the whole people". He asked for a "fair and equal system

of representation without excluding the suffrage of any one man of sound

o1 Carlile, ed., Republican, 24 May 1822.
9 4o114s, Pauper Press, 206.
93

Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh, M.P., 315.
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mind and unimpeached conduct: then let every other thing stand or fall
94

with it". The only other necessity stipulated by Carlile was "a
House of real representatives possessing a Democratic ascendancy, renewed
every year, free from the influence or control of any bodies or esta-
bh'shments".95 This certainly anticipates the republic pure and simple
as advocated by Bradlaugh and other political republicans fifty years
later. Of course Carlile, like Bradlaugh, was also an unbeliever: "That
I have since my imprisonment avowed what is vulgarly called Atheism I
confess".96
We must surely conclude, therefore, that Carlile's publications,
whatever their shortcomings, made a lasting impression on the history
of English radicalism. The support given to him was phenomenal, over
f 1,400 being collected towards his legal expenses. A large proportion
of that sum was made up of hard-earned pennies contributed by the poor.
In 1822 alone almost é 900 was donated by fifty-seven localities through-
out Britain. Nearly 5400 of this came from London, but other towns
that sent over 5,20 were Edinburgh, Huddersfield, Leeds, Manchester,
Stockport and Nottingham. Apparently forty or fifty localities boasted
hard-core Carlileite groups, and notwithstanding their hero's dislike

of organisation, about half of these reported organised societies.97

According to Aldred "150 persons suffered incarceration for acting as

94 Carlile, ed., Republican, 24 September 1819.
9 1bid. % 7Ibid., 28 March 1823. 7 Ibid., 30 December 1825.
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Carlile's agents in this struggle", that is, for selling forbidden litera-
ture.98

It is now appropriate to analyse the group of republicans that
effectively took over from Carlile and spearheaded the movement in the
late twenties and early thirties. These are the men who fit into Patricia
Hollis' aforementioned second category of more progressive and original
radicals. Reformers Tike James Watson, Henry Hetherington, John Cleave,
William Lovett, William Carpenter, and J.B. Lorymer were, besides being
involved in the radical press, all prominent figures in the National Union
of the Working Classes: no distrust of organisation here. E.P. Thompson,
for one, maintains that they and their associates left Carlile far behind

2 Notwithstanding Thompson's judge-

in their political and social theory.
ment, these people really were in debt to Carlile as it was he who began
the struggle they had chosen to continue. Incidently, it should not be
forgotten that Carlile himself continued to put out various publications
in the early thirties but none of them managed to rekindle the fire of
the original Republican.

James Watson was a young radical publisher from Leeds who moved
to London in the twenties to replace the drain on Carlile's rapidly
vanishing shopmen. It was not long before Watson himself was forced

to serve a year's imprisonment for reissuing Elihu Palmer's Principles

of Nature, the most popular radical work after those by Paine. Ten

98  Avdred, Richard Carlile, 131.
99

Thompson, The Making of the English Working Classes, 768.
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years later he served a further six months for selling Hetherington's

unstamped Poor Man's Guardian. Despite these setbacks Watson survived

to publish radical literature well into the 1850's and was responsible
for teaching a good deal to the young Bradlaugh.

In 1830, Charles X of France was forced to abdicate, and Louis
Philippe, the "Citizen King", replaced him. For many "the revelation
of the July Revolution was that history is made by the peop]e"]00 and
this sparked off a new wave of political activity in Britain which

merged with the agitation for the Reform Bill. On 26 March 1831, Henry

Hetherington published his first weekly Republican: Or Voice of the People

price %d, and, like the Poor Man's Guardian, unstamped. This was followed

in August by the Radical which became the Radical Reformer until merging

with the Republican in the winter of 1832. When Hetherington was impri-

soned in December, the paper merged with Watson and Cleave's Working Man's

Friend. In contrast to Miss Hollis, David Tribe thinks that "Hethering-
tonian republicanism was in the bland Carlile-Bradlaugh tradition".10]
What is certain is that Hetherington's publications were republican,
favoured universal male suffrage, and were vehemently anticlerical. His
papers also reported regularly on debates at London's Rotunda, where all
the patrons referred to each other as "citizen" in emulation of their

continental brethren.

The editor of Hetherington's Republican from the beginning of 1832

100 Douglas Johnson, Guizot -- Aspects of French History 1787-1874
(London, 1963), 241.

101

Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh M.P., 316.
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was James Baden Lorymer. This young man was a former barrister whose
"apocalyptic radicalism made the columns of Hansard, edited over six
years a profusion of Radicals, Republicans and Reformers, adding or sub-
tracting papers as they caught his fancy“.]oz When Hetherington was sent
to prison, Lorymer struck out on his own, launching a library of republi-

can books and a tract society. In fact, he eventually turned his office

into the Western Republican Repository and from it published the Bonnet

Rouge from February through April 1833. He replaced the Bonnet Rouge

with his own Republican which ran for a year.

Since Carlile distrusted organisation the republican movement
was robbed of its natural leader. Lorymer tried to use his papers to
organise the London republicans, and along with associates such as Lee,
Davenport and Mee, he suggested that a National Convention be called to
discuss the means by which land might be restored to the people: "they
tapped a land hunger and an agrarian dream that passed through Owen into

the various land schemes of the 1840‘5".]03

But more than this, such
aspirations take one back to Winstanley and the Diggers and forward

to the Land and Labour League. Although separated by over two centuries,
both groups argued on the basis of the Norman Yoke. This was the no-
tion that the land belonging to the English people had been sequestered

by foreign oppressors following the Norman Conquest, and what they

left was seized by an unauthorized church at the time of the Refor-

102 Hol1lis, Pauper Press, 127.

103 1pid., 213,
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mation. Such arguments were used by both Cobbett and Paine at the turn
of the century, and Lorymer combined them with an attack on "01d Corrup-
tion" and the aristocrats who prevented the people from being represented
in par‘h'ament.m4
The Great Reform Act was passed in 1832 but it left most of the
radical world feeling thoroughly disillusioned as there was almost
nothing in it for the working man. In July 1833 in the wake of this
disappointment Lorymer founded the Republican Association which linked

up small societies and met frequently at a house in Theobalds Road. In

addition to his own projects he wrote for the Working Man's Friend and

sent a couple of letters to Carpenter's True Sun, for the first of which
he was prosecuted. He also lectured intermittently at the Rotunda.]05
More than Hetherington then, Lorymer was a very different breed of re-
publican from Carlile. He was infinitely more practical and made a
genuine attempt to organise the republican movement and put it on a
sound footing.

Unfortunately for the republicans, they had no support in Parlia-
ment during these years, but there was hope for the future vested in
such persons as T. Wakley, a middle class radical who stood for Finsbury
in the General Election of 1832. His platform was extremely radical
for a Parliamentary candidate at that time. It included demands for an

end to primogeniture and entail, tithes, monopolies, taxes on knowledge,

flogging, the press gang, negro slavery, assessed taxes, a variety of

104 1pid. 105 1pi4., 263.
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customs duties, and the repeal of the Corn Laws. The Cosmopolite, the
Reformer and the Destructive printed, at the same time, a list of propo-
sals to be submitted to a National Convention. The 1ist included Wakley's
programme and in addition called for a republic, the disestablishment
of the Church of England, the end of the National Debt, foreign troops
in England, standing armies, capital punishment, the game laws, and all
wars. It was also stated that Ireland should legislate for itself and
that there should be laws against public nuisances, adulteration of food,
and a sliding scale on machinery according to the number of men out of
work. Church, Crown and charity lands should be taken over by the people,
but no individual should possess more than 1,280 acres and anti-reformers
and absentees no more than 60 acres. Every soldier who co-operated with
the people should receive 16 acres free for life.

Thus were the details of a new society envisaged. Patricia Hollis
remarks that:

. the radicals of the unstamped press disagreed only about

its broad outlines -- whether it would be primarily agricultural

or industrial; organised in communities or on a profit-sharing

basis within existing businesses and whether it should be demo-

cratic or paternalistic.
Mrs. Hollis makes Tight of these differences but they are absolutely
fundamental and illustrate perfectly the lack of cohesion in the British
left wing at this time.

But whatever the limitations of the republican movement in the

106 1phid., 253.
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two decades prior to the accession of Queen Victoria, one cannot stress
enough the value of the work of the journalists and publishers whose
story has occupied the last few pages. Their message would undoubtedly
have reached a wider reading public had it not been for continual harass-
ment by the authorities and "burking" by many retailers who thought such
newspapers were simply too hot to handle. As it was, the people they

did reach formed the nucleus of English radicalism for the ensuing de-
cades. G.A. Aldred stated that between 1831 and 1834 at least 750 people

went to gaol for selling the Poor Man's Guardian and Poor Man's Conser-

vative. However, it would appear that the authorities were slowly be-
ginning to realise the futility of trying to prevent people from reading
the literature of their choice:

On the last prosecution of Hetherington, Lord Lyndhurst,

a Tory judge, exhibited disgust with the prosecution, and

practically told the jury to legalise the sale. This was

done, and the stamp tax prosecution collapsed. Carlile's
policy won the day and knowledge became a public right.107

The first encounter had been won, but the battle was only just beginning.

107 pvdred, Richard Carlile, 132.




CHAPTER 3
THE CHARTER AND SOMETHING MORE: 1837-1867

George the First was always reckoned
Vile, but viler George the Second.
And what mortal ever heard

Any good of George the Third?

When from earth the Fourth descended
(God be praised!) the Georges ended. !

Those lines were composed by W.S. Landor and it is probable
that his opinion of William IV was no better. However, the acces-
sion to the throne of the young Queen Victoria in 1837 did much to

restore the popularity of the Monarchy. Lytton Strachey remarked that

... the spectacle of the 1little girl-queen, innocent, modest,
with fair hair and pink cheeks, driving through her capital,
filled the hearts of the beholders with raptures of affec-
tionate Toyalty. What above all, struck everybody with
overwhelming force was the contrast between Queen Victoria
and her uncles. The nasty old men, debauched and selfish,
pig-headed and ridiculous, with their perpetual burden of
debts, confusions, and disreputabilities - they had vanished
like the snows of winter, and here at last, crowned and
radiant, was the spring.2

Even so, the affection shown to the new Queen at her accession did
not prevent people calling "Mrs. Melbourne" after her during the

Bedchamber Crisis.3 Nor was the hard core of English radicals likely

U W.s. Landor, Atlas, 24 April 1855.

2 Lytton Strachey, Queen Victoria (New York, 1921), 72.

Martin, The Magic of ‘Monarchy, 31.
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to be seduced from their cause by a pretty royal face.

The Reform Act of 1832 certainly did not go far enough for
most radicals. However, at least they thought it could mark the be-
ginning of a societal transformation that would lead not only to
universal suffrage, but also to the disestablishment of the Church
of England and the abolition of all hereditary institutions inclu-
ding the House of Lords and the Monarchy.

Henry, Lord Brougham, was very much in tune with current trends
in political thought, and knew that the Monarchy as an institution was
far from being unanimously applauded. Brougham committed his beliefs
to paper and sent the article to Queen Victoria, predicting what might
happen if the shortcomings of the Monarchy were not remedied. More-
over, he warned the Queen that:

A year has made great changes in the feelings of exuberant

Toyalty and affection which greeted you on your first public

appearance, - feelings which, if they were sincere, and

meant anything more than curiosity, did the people little

credit; for what possible claim to national gratitude, or

to public confidence could you possess, when you had never

rendered a single public service.

Brougham stated that he perceived the most manifest increase in the
prevalence of republican doctrines. Moreover he suspected that the
favourite occupation of the community at large was, "to dwell upon
the anomalies of kingly government, and to count its cost, while no

5

pains whatever are taken to recommend it". However, he reassuringly

i Henry Brougham, Letter to the Queen on the State of the Monarchy
by a Friend of the People (London, 1838), 11.

5 Ibid., 22.




added that he considered most people to be "favourable to monarchy;
and that the republican party is, in point of numbers, not a majority;
in point of weight from property, rank and capacity, a most incon-
siderable minority 1’ndeed".6 Above all, said Brougham in this loyal
warning to his Sovereign, the franchise must be extended further if
serious political and social strife was to be avoided.

By the time Victoria came to the throne an entirely new force
was at work in society. As an almost exclusively proletarian move-
ment which bitterly attacked class domination of the social and poli-
tical system, Chartism was unique in the nineteenth century. In fact
Trygve R. Tholfson has described it as "a working class movement of a
scope and magnitude that has not been approximated before or since".7
Chartismsprior to 1848, was neither revolutionary nor socialist, and,
in most cases, its demands did not extend beyond parliamentary reform.
However, leaning heavily on the left-wing legacy of the past, it formu-
lated its own ideology rejecting that which an aggressive bourgeoisie
was trying to impose. J.T. Ward has commented that

. with a few exceptions, the middie class reformers kept
aloof from a predominantly proletarian movement. One excep-
tion was Dr. John Taylor, who was, however, hostile to the
moderate Birmingham-oriented leadership. His New Liberator

had failed in May 1838, but a month later the energetic demo-

crat was establishing a new Republican Club on the very day
of the Coronation.8

Ibid.

Trygve R. Tholfson, Working Class Radicalism in Mid-Victorian England

(New York, 1977), 23.
8 J.T. Ward, Chartism (London, 1973), 95.
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However, the first Chartist-affiliated republican club of the new reign
was founded by the aforementioned G.J. Harney, along with Allan Davenport
and Charles Neesom. It was called the East London Democratic Associa-
tion and declared its object to be the promotion of the moral and poli-
tical condition of the working class "by disseminating the principles
propagated by that great philosopher and redeemer of mankind, the im-
mortal Thomas Pa1‘ne“.9 The group advocated a democratic and repubiican
England, a natural society based on the principles of liberty, equality
and fraternity, announcing that:

Kings, aristocrats and tyrants of every description ...

are slaves in rebellion against the sovereign of the earth,

which is the people, and against the legislator of the uni-

verse which is nature.
They went beyond the political moral force Chartism of Lovett and
Attwood, while rejecting the doctrines of 0'Connor as incoherent and
impractical.

As the Queen matured, she and her husband Prince Albert played
an increasingly active role in executive government, especially foreign
affairs, and as a result were looked on with suspicion by some people
who thought they might be going too far. On top of this the young
couple persistently took advice from Albert's old friend and coun-

sellor Baron Stockmar. Such reliance was not popular in radical circles.

Among the more useful studies of London Chartism are: D.J. Rowe,
"The London Working Men's Association and the People's Charter", Past and
Present, 36 (April 1967), 73-86. D.J. Rowe and Iorwerth Prothero, "The
London Working Men's Association and the People's Charter", Debate and
Rejoinder, Past and Present, 38 (December 1967), 169-176. Iorwerth Prothero,
“Chartism in London™, Past and Present, 44 (August 1969), 76-105.

10 | ondon Weekly Dispatch (4 June 1837).
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It was bad enough that Royalty should interfere in ministerial affairs
at all, but the notion that English foreign policy was being controlled
by a pair of German aristocrats was simply intolerable.

The radical press of the period was not slow to use this as
a pretext to attack the Monarchy. Also decried was the need for a
costly Court with its useless trappings and entourage of placemen and

pensioners. In August 1850 The Red Republican printed an anonymous

article entitled "Royal Paupers and Plunderers".

The Royal line has indeed been, and still is "DEAR" to the
people of England. From the accession of George the Third,
to the year 1848, THE TOTAL COST OF THE ROYAL FAMILY WAS
ONE HUNDRED AND ONE MILLIONS, NINE HUNDRED AND FIFTY SEVEN
THOUSAND, EIGHT HUNDRED POUNDS. Dear enough, in all con-
science.l1

This particular attack on the Royal Family ended with a statement of
the need to:
... impress the too unthinking millions with the importance
of the lesson left to them by Milton that the cost of the

mere trappings of monarchy would more than cover the legi-
timate expenses of a Republic.

By 1851, the paper had changed its name to the Friend of the

People but its tone remained the same. On 15 February the paper's

founder and editor, George Julian Harney, sarcastically reported on

i Anon., "Royal Paupers and Plunderers", The Red Republican,
3 August 1850, 52.

12

Ibid., 53.
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the opening of Parliament:

The display of "colour" was, according to the Times,
truly gorgeous. The horses were of the colour of cream,
the Peelers - blue, the courtiers - bronze, and the loyal
spectators - green!13

Harney went on to heap scorn upon the "landlords and money lords, who make

the Queen their puppet, and the people their s]aves".]4

Harney was
very much the spearhead of radical republicanism in the 1850's and

one of his earlier publications, the Democratic Review, greeted the

birth of Prince Arthur as "... a royal burden from whom the greatest

and most potent monarch in the world has condescendingly allowed her-

self, in her magnanimous deference to natural law, to be r'eh'eved".]5

A parody of the Prince Consort's chorale for the same event illustrates

further the Review's irreverent attitude towards the Monarchy:

Bring forth the babe! From foreign lands
Fresh royal vampires come to greet

This new one in its nurse's hands

For royal mothers give no teat.

Bring forth the toy of princely whim
And on your knees fall down and pray,
For ought we not to pray for him

Who'11l prey on us enough someday?]6

Ibid.

15 Democratic Review, July 1850, quoted in A.R. Schoyen, The Chartist
Challenge - A Portrait of George Julian Harney (London, 1958), 188.

I& pad,
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Prince Albert was particularly sensitive to any adverse criti-
cism in the press, and to his dying day never accepted or understood
the ways of the British newspaper industry. In July 1860, only a few
months before the Prince's death, W.E. Adams writing under the name of

"Caractacus" said in the National Reformer that the Prince must not

complain if his writings or speeches were attacked in the press. He
must learn that this is customary in England and his rank is no pro-
tection against valid academic criticism. "Caractacus" stated that "a
sham elevated so high as the throne" is corrupting everyone beneath it.
But, he continued, most Englishmen were contemptuous of rank "when
no natural qualifications support it" because the "divinity of king-
ship is obsolete".]7 He went on to maintain that by and large Englishmen
were fired by patriotism rather than loyalty to the Crown.

A Tater chapter will be devoted entirely to the topic of the

Crown and Republicanism so no more need be said on the subject at this

juncture save to quote William James Linton from the English Republic
aated November 1851. Bearing in mind that Linton was one of the most
ardent republicans of his generation, it is highly significant that
he thought Queen Victoria to be "undoubtedly our best Monarch for
centum‘es".]8 Notwithstanding the failings of the Monarchy as an in-

stitution, Victoria, as a person, was infinitely more popular than any

17 W.E. Adams (Caractacus), "To the Prince Consort", National Reformer,
7 July 1860.

18

W.J. Linton, ed., English Republic (Londoh, 1851) November 1851, 355.
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of her predecessors since Elizabeth I, and this was a major stumbling
block for the republican movement after 1837.

It is extremely difficult to separate the various strands
of radicalism in the late forties and early fifties. Chartism, re-
publicanism and freethought intertwined making it almost impossible
to distinguish one from the other. Moreover, trade unionism and co-
operation occasionally intruded, to complicate matters even further.
For the purpose of this thesis, however, it may be safely asserted
that republicanism was nurtured on Chartist bitterness due to the
failures and suppression of 1848. Those Chartists who were imprisoned
were not cured of their radicalism but driven to greater extremes. The
six points of the Charter, which could be put into effect within the
existing constitutional framework, were deemed to be insufficient.

In order to significantly reorganise society, it was stipulated that
political change must be accompanied by a republic and some degree
of social reform.

A serious attempt was made by William James Linton and his
followers to haul republicanism out of the radical morass, and or-
ganise it on a national basis through a chain of local societies.
Unfortunately, the latter were far too intellectually demanding to
attract the average working man. The result was that the total number
of people in Linton's organisation was never more than a few hundred.
But if Linton was too much of a purist to succeed in establishing a
national republican movement, he set up many precedents, both organisa-

tionally and ideologically, for his successors in 1870.
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The Chartist movement, throughout its history, was notoriously
prone to factionalism, and republicanism was always a subject of contro-
versy. The Chartist Convention sent a loyal address to Queen Victoria
indicating that, at least prior to 1848, there were fey republicans in
their ranks. Moreover, Feargus 0'Connor, probably the most important
Chartist leader in the forties, devoted much time and energy to preventing
Chartism being swamped by r‘epubh'cam'sm.]9

The majority of Chartist newspapers with the exception of those
with which Harney, Ernest Jones and Bronterre Q'Brien were involved,
tended to be cynical, resenting courtiers and sinecurists, but with no
deep aversion to the monarchy per se. But Harney and his associates
were of the school for whom monarchy embodies, in a single identifiable
form, a1l the evils of class government. It was propped up by a decadent
aristocracy who seduced the workers from asserting their independence.

There is evidence of some radical republicanism in earlier
Chartism. Alexander Somerville, the Scottish artisan, in his autobio-
graphy, discussed a plan in 1839 by certain republican Chartists and trade
unionists to take over the country.20 Somerville was pressed to partici-
pate in this enterprise but refused. Whilst in the army he had been
flogged for writing newspaper articles supporting parliamentary reform,
and had also co-operated with Richard Carlile on a short-lived publica-

tion entitled the Political Soldier. But Somerville was neither revolu-

19 See the Red Republican and Friend of the People, 1850-1.

20
396.

A. Somerville, The Autobiography of a Working Man (London, 1848),
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tionary nor republican and:

On seeing the criminal folly of those who solicited me to
join in the military part of the intended revolution in
1839, I, at once, set myself to counter them, by writing and
publishing a series of pam?hlets entitled Warnings to the
People on Street Warfare.?Z

He attacked the American republic as an uncivilised country ruled by

the Bowie knife, and accused the Swiss Republic of religious intolerance.
He also criticised the French Revolution as having bred more chaos and
violence than freedom. Somerville's faith in Britain as the home of
1iberty was unshakable and he naively clung to the belief that his home-
land could boast complete freedom of speech and the press. This is
remarkable for someone who had been bruta]]y flogged for speaking his

mind on a current political question. However, his attitude illustrates
perfectly the stubborn patriotism and deference of some British ar'tisans.22
What is particularly important for our purpose though, is that Somerville
had no doubts about the existence of a republican element in the Chartism
of the late thirties and early forties.

For most English republicans in this period the holy gospel was
that according to Thomas Paine, and their heroes were the nationalist
freedom fighters from the Continent, such as Mazzini, Garibaldi and
Kossuth. It did not seem to matter to the English republican that his

idols were mostly bourgeois with Tittle or no interest in specifically

21 1bid., 422.

2z See Robert Roberts, The Classic Slum (Manchester, 1971), 141-4.
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working class concerns. George Howell, who became a Chartist in 1847,
mentioned later that Kossuth, Mazzini, Blanc and Ledru-Rollin '"were
familiar to me as household words of that period“.23
These foreign agitators were forced to spend a good deal of
their time in Britain owing to the reactionary nature of the govern-
ments in their homelands. Their opinions were diverse, ranging from
the bourgeois nationalist to the revolutionary socialist. However, the
latter were by no means as popular as the former. Harney and his friends
were in close contact with these eémigrés and, on 22 September 1845, at
a banquet held to celebrate the French republican constitution of 1793,
succeeded in bringing together most republicans, democrats and socialists
in the Society of Fraternal Democrats. John Saville has described this
as "an organisation that preceded the First International by some twenty
years; and it has good claim to be reckoned as the first open inter-
national association of the world socialist movement".24
Mazzini, though, was opposed to socialism and stood for the 1i-
beral bourgeois republic. The fact that he was generally regarded in
England as "the apostle of Repubh’cam’sm",25 therefore tells us something

about English working class attitudes. W.J. Linton translated Mazzini's

Republic and Rovalty in Italy into English and commented that "It is the

23 George Howell Collection (Bishopsgate Institute, London), McMaster
University Microfilm, 95922/1, 35. .

24 Saville, introduction to The Red Republican and Friend of the People,
viii.

25
38.

Linton, "The English Republic", Friend of the People, 11 January 1851,
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same question the world through; Republic or Royalty; and this would be
(even if the name of Mazzini were not) sufficient apclogy for transla-

ting"26

this work. But some members of the radical community fervently
warned Englishmen against becoming too enamoured of the doctrines of
bourgeois liberals. J. George Eccarius, a disciple of Karl Marx who
later became prominent in the First International, wrote in Ernest Jones'

Notes to the People that "Kossuth's professed republicanism does by no
27

means alter his character as a bourgeois politician".
Whatever the particular views of these continental personalities,

it can be said that every instance of republican fervour in Europe, es-

pecially France, acted as a catalyst for the English movement. Ernest

Jones, addressing a public meeting at the Literary Institute in London

on 28 March 1848, proclaimed that "we won't be intemperate and hot-headed -

but we will be determined - we'll respect the law if the law-makers res-

pect us - if they don't - France is a Repub]ic“.28
Jones seemed to see republicanism as a middle class phenomenon

and that the only advantage in co-operating with middle class radicals

was that they would help spread republican doctrines to the rank and file.

This sentiment was expressed in an open letter to the Chartists written

sometime between his arrest on 6 June 1848 and his trial on the 10th:

26 Linton, trans. Joseph Mazzini, "Republicanism and Royalty in Italy",
The Red Republican, 29 June 1850.

27

Ernest Jones, ed., Notes to the People (London, 1967), 2:887.

28 Northern Star, 1 April 1848.
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But the time is rapidly, very rapidly, approaching when

the democracy of the middle class will join the working
classes, and that very middle class will imbue the Chartists
with a spirit of republicanism.

Jones was probably referring here to former Philosophic Radicals such

as J.S. Mill and Joseph Parkes.30

While in the dock of the O1d Bailey
on Monday, 10 June, Ernest Jones wrote a passage which he intended to
address to the judge before sentence was passed. Part of it reads as
follows:

Oh! my lord, instead of enlarging your prisons, multiply

your schools. Depend on it, the schoolmaster is the best

policeman ... I warn you the stream may greaten as it flows,

and the word "Charter" may be changed to the shibboleth

"Republic!™...31

Most recent authorities on the Chartists now accept the view that
the decline of the movement was partly due to the spread of republicanism
among certain Chartist 1eaders.32 At the end of 1847 a new publication ap-
peared on the news stands. Published by James Watson and edited by gas
inspector Cornelius George Harding, it bore the name Republican, and
advocated the sovereignty of the people plus the exposure of priestcraft

and statecraft. However the paper died after a few months. In the sum-

mer of 1848, W.J. Linton and George Jacob Holyoake discussed the develop-

29 Ibid., (1 July 1848).

30 Joseph Hamburger, Intellectuals in Politics - John Stuart Mill and
the Philosophic Radicals, (New Haven and London, 1965), 271.

31

J. Saville, Ernest Jones - Chartist (London, 1952), 209.

a2 P.W. Slosson, Decline of the Chartist Movement (London, 1967), 96, 106.
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ment of the republican wing of Chartism and the possibilities of forming
a republican party. They appear to have been quite ready to co-operate
with the Star Chartists, namely Feargus O'Connor and his followers, but
the latter were not interested. It is necessary now to take a closer
look at the republicans vis-a-vis declining Chartism after 1848.

The Reverend Henry Solly, Christian Chartist and later editor
of the Bee Hive newspaper, remarked in his memoirs that the government
was in no doubt of the existence of a republican element in Chartism.
He lamented "the deplorably mischievous and foolish Chartist gathering
on Kennington Common, 10 April 1848", blaming the disastrous outcome
of the demonstration on 0'Connor's bad planning. He says the government
was:

. glad to make 0'Connor's folly and criminal vanity the
pretext for attacks upon free speech and the right of public
meetings. They hastily carried through Parliament a Bill for
the "Security of the Crown and Government, making the_ open
and advised advocacy of Republican opinions, felony!"33
Very much in the vanguard of republican Chartism was a man whose

name has occurred several times in this chapter already; G.J. Harney.
By autumn 1849 reaction in Europe was stronger than ever. The June
Days had marked the defeat of the revolution in France, the Roman Re-
public had been suppressed and the Hungarian nationalists crushed by a
combination of Austrian and Russian troops. Finally, in England the

Chartist movement had taken a severe tumble from which it would never

33 4. solly, These Eighty Years (London, 1893), 2:59.




completely recover. The future looked bleak for Europe's radicals, but

Harney's Democratic Review offered a channel of communication that was

of the utmost value. The Review folded in May 1850 but its policies and

functions were continued by the Red Republican, the first issue of which

appeared on 22 June 1850.

The columns of the Red Republican were open to foreign radicals

of all shades of opinion, the most regular contributors being Mazzini,
Blanc and Ledru-Rollin. Thus, the journal became the standard source
for the narratives and propaganda of foreign émigrés after the defeats
of 1848-49. In fact the catholicity of Harney's editorial policy was
the source of considerable irritation to Marx and Engels who wanted the
paper to represent only socialist doctrines.

It seems likely that Harney was not particularly interested in
the way his two German friends approached political, social and economic
problems since, "eloquent declamation and denunciation were more suited

to his cast of thinking than inquiry and ana]ysis".34 John Saville has

stated that "he seems to have remained at heart an internationally minded

35 However, after a few months

Jacobin. That is his place in history".
the paper was brought somewhat closer to the day-to-day struggles of

ordinary working people. Harney printed an appeal to trade unions and

67

co-operative societies to send in accounts of strikes, examples of oppres-

sion by employers and results of co-operative experiments. Unlike his

- Saville, introduction to The Red Republican and Friend of the People,
viii.
35

Ibid.
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compatriot, Ernest Jones, he did appreciate that a swing to trade unions
and co-operatives was a natural enough reaction to political defeat among
working people.

The Red Republican lasted for twenty-four numbers, the final

issue being dated 30 November 1850; Harney then changed the name to

Friend of the People. The main reason for the change was that the paper was

being "burked" by booksellers on account of its title, so Harney simply
decided to make the paper less conspicuously seditious. In fact, the
Friend ran for eight months before closing due to financial problems.

It reappeared for twelve numbers in 1852 and in May of that year amal-

gamated with the Northern Star, which Harney had recently purchased, to

become the Star of Freedom. The latter failed to endure for very long

and Harney embarked on his last Chartist publishing venture, the Vanguard,
a weekly, which ran for just seven numbers from January to March 1853.
Throughout this time Harney received valuable support from Gerald Massey,
Helen McFarlane, G.J. Holyoake, and Ernest Jones until a quarrel broke
their friendship.

An increasingly disillusioned man, Harney wrote in the third
number of the Vanguard that Chartists had:

... fallen from their once lofty position, destroyed by

egotism, their very remains the prey of factious mendacious

charlatans! ... In truth there is not on the soil of the country

any party, or popular organisation, willing and competent to

continue the struggle for the triumph of pure unsullied demo-
cracy.36

36 Ibid., xv;
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From the Vanguard Harney went to Newcastle where he joined forces
with Joseph Cowen Jr., the wealthy republican industrialist and prominent
city politician. Together they founded the Northern Republican Brother-

hood and its literary organ the Northern Tribune. After that he slid

out of the mainstream of radical journalism to a six year sojourn with

the Jersey Independent. Shattered by the death of his wife, he emigrated

to the United States in 1855 and thenceforward, except for a few articles

he sent to the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle, the British establishment was

free from the sting of his pen. John Saville has pertinently summarised
Harney's contribution to radical journalism:
... during these black days of defeated hopes and dispirited
movements, Harney provided a centre for international discus-
sion and contact that was of inestimable value both at the
time and for the movements of the future.37

But what of the creed that Harney was initially representing?

He wrote in the Red Republican in June 1850 that:

In future numbers of the Red Republican I shall proceed to

an examination of the institutions of this country with a
view of deducing therefrom the absolute necessity for a grand
national movement to obtain the establishment of THE CHARTER
AND SOMETHING MORE!38

That last phrase became the slogan for republicans throughout the land.

In the same issue columnist Howa:rd Morton, probably the pseudonym of

37 1Ibid., xi.

38 Harney (L'ami du Peuple), "The Charter and Something More", The
Red Republican, 22 June 1850, 2.
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Helen McFarlane, explained what was meant by this in the 1ight of the

development of Chartism over the last decade. Morton wrote that:

... CHARTISM IN 1850 Is a different thing from Chartism in
1840. The leaders of the English Proletarians have proved
that they are true Democrats, and no shams by going a-head
so rapidly within the last few years. They have progressed
from the idea of a simple political reform to the idea of a
Social Revolution.39

In the tradition of social republicans stretching from the Diggers

to the Land and Labour League, the Red Republican advocated a public

economy with nationalisation of the land and currency reform. Moreover,
it attacked not only the Monarchy and aristocracy but those members of
the middle classes who liked to consider themselves allies of the working

man. Take, for example, an article written for the Friend of the People

by Alexander Bell. He recommended the workers to "distrust the 'liberals

for "history hath proved them to be deadly enemies of the people ..."40

In fact, a campaign was launched in the Red Repubiican to oppose the

Working Men's Memorial to Sir Robert Peel. It was indignantly asserted
that "no circumstances within our recollection has [sic] been to us so dis-
gusting as the attempt of certain professing Chartists and middle class
liberals to exhibit the late member for Tamworth in the light of a "working

man's friend"."4]

39 Helen McFarlane (Howard Morton), "Chartism in 1850", Ibid., 3.

40 Alexander Bell, "What have the "Liberals" done for the People",
Friend of the People, 28 December 1850, 20.

41
69.

Anon., "The Peel Monument", The Red Republican, 17 August 1850,
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As a logical extension of this suspicion of the middle classes,
it is only to be expected that Harney and his friends would be most
anxious to imbue the workers with a sense of class consciousness, and
to ultimately aim at abolishing the class system altogether. Harney's
editorial for the Friend on 25 January 1851 declared that:

... political rights must be used to enforce the acknowledge-

ment of SOCIAL RIGHTS, especially the right of all to live by

free labour on a free soil. The cooperative and industrial
movement will advance the discussion of social principles

and thereby prepare the way for those Social Revolutionists

who seek, through Universal Suffrage, THE ABOLITION OF CLASSES

AND THE SOVEREIGNTY OF LABOUR.42

The republicans were extremely fond of ridiculing the various
industrial exhibitions that were held in this period. These were
branded as just another instrument of class oppression since the arti-
sans themselves received little or no recognition for their labours.

If their idea or product was sold abroad, the profits went straight
into the purse of the employer. The Great Exhibition of 1851 naturally
qualified for special attention. It was denounced as "a remarkable feat
of flunkeyism", and it was declared that a genuine industrial exhibition
could only take place
. when the working classes shall first have renounced
flunkeyism and substituted for the rule of masters, and the

royalty of a degenerated monarchy - tne supremacy of Labour
and the Sovereignty of the Nation.43

42 Harney, "Social and Political Reform", Friend of the People,
25 January 1851, 50.

43 Harney (L'ami du Peuple), "The Great Exhibition", Friend of the
People, 10 May 1851, 190.
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There was also on this subject, a fascinating letter signed "Christopher",
which guardedly spoke of a plot to set fire to the Crystal Pa]ace.44
This is somewhat ironical in the Tight of the ultimate fate of that
structure.45

It might seem inconsistent to the modern reader that a newspaper
advocating opinions such as those described above, could be an enthu-
siastic supporter of the British Empire. Nevertheless, Harney himself
wrote two articles on the subject. Taking care never to attack the con-
cept of Empire per se, he merely grumbled that the lower classes had not
received their fair share of benefits from the colonies. He stated
that "the integrity of the British Empire must be maintained; but the
advantages of that empire must be no longer monopolised by privileged
usurpers and Moloch-Tike Mammom'tes".46

Probably the best summary of the creed of those social republi-

cans among the latter days Chartists, is to be found in Harney's final

editorial for the Friend of the People. He belittled the Monarch as a

"puppet in the hands of a ruthless oligarchy of landlords and capitalists"

and went on to proclaim that:

44 "Christopher", What Exhibitions have done for the People, Ibid.,
7 December 1850, 2.

45 The Crystal Palace was destroyed by fire.

46 Harney (L'ami du Peuple), "Qur Indian and Colonial Empire", The
Red Republican, 24 August 1850, 32.
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It is not enough to abolish what are termed "class distinctions",
classes themselves must be abolished; otherwise the reign of
democracy is impossible ... the SOCIAL REPUBLIC as I understand
it, means the abolition of classes, and the extinction of wage
slavery. Instead of the present order of things the STATE would
be THE ONLY LANDLORD, CAPITALIST AND TRADER.47

However, as was stated earlier, by no means all Chartists were
in favour of a republic, let alone the sort of social republic that
Harney and his friends wanted. E.F. Nichol was a republican but he was
unhappy at the prospect of the new trend dividing the left-wing:

There is little doubt that if the Chartist party prove

themselves practical men, and make themselves a party worthy

of the respect of earnest, thoughtful men, that it will ab-
sorb this small body of determined Republicans. Should the

Chartist party not prove worthy, I, for one, would gladly

see the Republicans take its place. But would unworthy
Chartists make worthy Republicans?48

A stream of letters to the Red Republican called for the unifi-

cation of the Left. Thus James Williams pleaded for the "consolidation

49 and

of the democratic mind of the country into one entire body",
Richard Marsden echoed these sentiments.50 These two letters provoked

a short editorial comment on what Harney considered were the miscon-

S Harney (L'ami du Peuple), "The Republic-Democratic - Social and
Universal", Friend of the People, 26 July 1851, 278.

48
255 .
%9 ). Williams, "The Great Obstacle to Union", The Red Republican,
24 September 1850, 115.

50

E.F. Nichol, "Aids and Hindrances to Democracy", Ibid., 5 July 1851,

R. Marsden, "Popular Organisation", Ibid., 114-5,
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ceptions of the two men:

If we understand Mr. Marsden aright, he would have all
parties unite simply for the obtainment of the Charter.

So would we; but with this difference, that we would have
the people instructed in a knowledge of their social rights
while struggling for the obtainment of political power.ol

It is doubtful whether Harney was as willing to co-operate with
the non-republican Chartists as were Linton, Holyoake and Ernest Jones;
but this hardly mattered because on the other side Feargus 0'Connor re-
mained implacable. O0'Connor, unlike Jones and many other Chartists,
had avoided imprisonment. A.R. Schoyen suggests that it was a sojourn
in gaol that had converted a goodly number of 0'Connor's colleagues.
When referring to the republican aspect of Chartism, Schoyen states
that "still another accession of strength came with the freeing of
the London Chartists sentenced in 1848, whose imprisonment had, as one
declared, converted them into "Red Repubh’cans"."52

In a letter to Engels in March 1849 Harney spoke of:

... 0'C's villainous denunciations of our principles. I say

"our principles" for his denunciations were levelled against

more than Republicanism - against every principle we hold dear.

The fact is he is a thorough aristocrat masquerading in the

outward profession of democracy. More still; he is worse than

an aristocrat, he has all the vulgarism, the money-grabbing

(in spite of his boasting to the contrary) of a dirty bourgeois.53

T Harney, "Union", Ibid., 116.
2 Schoyen, The Chartist Challenge, 196.
53

Harney to Engels, 19 March 1849, E.G. and R.M. Black, eds., The Harney
Papers (Assen, 1969), 249,



For a while Ernest Jones made a real effort to compromise for which he
was attacked by G.W.M. Reynolds, Marx and Engels. His address "To The
Chartists" was an impassioned plea for Chartist unity stating that:
. to divide the movement in two separate and rival associa-
tions. This is just what the government want - if they can
neutralise the Chartist agitation, by following one portion

of it against the other, during the stormy times that are 54
coming, they will be able to weather the crises in safety.

On 4 January 1851 the Friend of the People contained a report

of the first meeting of a new Chartist Executive.55 0'Connor had been
elected to the body in the hope that factionalism would be forgotten.
Unfortunately, this was not to be. O0'Connor and his supporters on

the Manchester Council refused the overtures of the republicans and

the Northern Star declined even to print Jones' appeal. One can easily

see how "Servo" could sorrowfully remark that "Chartism is only known

to the nation by its squabbles and impotence ..."56
Mirroring the decline of orthodox Chartism, the circulation of

0'Connor's newspaper, the Northern Star, dropped from 21,000 in 1848 to
57

1,200 in 1852. As stated, Harney bought the Star planning to merge

it with his Friend of the People. Ernest Jones was most upset at this

4 Jones, "To the Chartists", Friend of the People, 25 January 1851.

55 Friend of the People, 4 January 1851.

"To the Ernest and Thoughtful of all Classes",

56 E.F. Nichol (Servo),
161.

Ibid., 12 April 1851,

1 Schoyen, The Chartist Challenge, 223.
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new venture and he accused Harney of trying to ruin the chances of

his proposed People's Paper, by direct competition. This, together

with Jones' temporary inclination to co-operate with middle class radi-
cals, caused a rift between the two leading republicans that damaged
the movement considerably. However, they were reconciled some years
later, ironically when neither was any longer a force in public life.

It would appear that the majority of hard-core Chartists had
turned to some form of republicanism, while those who had favoured the
Charter pure and simple fell away, probably to concentrate their energies
in co-operative societies and trade unions. As a result 0'Connor lost
ground rapidly. He

... damned Harney and Reynolds as "Red Republicans" and

denounced socialism and communism at a public meeting. In

a pitiful scene he was told flatly that, while they owed much

to his past efforts, his usefulness was at an end - a judge-

ment which evoked loud cheers.58
The Reynolds referred to here is, of course, G.W.M. Reynolds who was
to become one of the leading radical journalists and newspaper pro-
prietors of the century.

What then did the future hold? The rank and file who had sup-
ported the Charter pure and simple were fast disappearing and the process
was hastened by the decline of 0'Connor's mental powers. On the other
hand, the republicans were few in number and, though very enthusiastic,

disorganised and prone to factionalism. The clearest head in the crisis

58 Schoyen, The Chartist Challenge, 196.
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turned out to belong to W.J. Linton who hoped to:

. supersede the present associations by a more vital, a
further-purposed, and a more powerful organisation ... if

an altogether new organisation is to be commenced, what can

it be but Republican? Taking the enduring principle of the

Charter as its first object; the foundation upon which to

build.59
He went on to put the whole matter in a nutshell and give the soundest
advice possible: "Chartism is indeed dead. Bury it decently, and go
home to think about what next is to be done".60 Linton at least, did
just that.

It would be meaningful to pause at this juncture to put this
narrative in the context of national politics as a whole. Throughout
the 1850's both major political parties were weak. The Tories had not
yet recovered from the Corn Law crisis, and the Whig party had still
to discover its Gladstonian identity. Lord Derby and Benjamin Disraeli
guided a minority Tory government gamely through 1852, and Disraeli
even attempted a curious alliance with the radicals in an effort to
prolong his survival in office. However Bright would have none of it,
but, as Robert Blake suggests, even if he had been prepared to play,
"the game would have been effectively ended by Derby".s] The Tories
were defeated by a coalition of Whigs and Peelites which inevitably

became the next government. Lord Aberdeen, the Peelite leader, al-

59 | inton, ed., The English Republic, February 1851, 85.
60 1bid., 175.
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though commanding only about forty votes in the House, became Prime
Minister and secured five more places in the Cabinet for his followers.
Russell and Palmerston were both unhappy but forced to make the best
of things.

The next ten years saw a succession of weak minority and coali-
tion governments with no party appearing capable of providing strong
national leadership. In addition to this, the Crimea was the scene of
a futile and bloody war. One might think that this situation presented
a golden opportunity for republicans and radicals to strengthen their
hand and endeavour to influence the course of national politics. The
opportunity was not taken advantage of because the Left was hopelessly
fragmented and incapable of uniting over anything. Thus, out of apparent
instability arose stability. Equipoise reigned supreme and Palmerston
to some extent kept the working classes occupied with xenophobia of
varying descriptions. In fact, not until Palmerston died in 1865 would
the road to reform be open once more.

The one man who did try to impose some order on the prevailing
left-wing chaos was Linton. His father had been a republican and the
atmosphere in which Linton was raised was thick with the spirits of
heroes of the English commonwealth. Linton was trained as an engraver,
but from an early age pondered rel-gious and political questions deeply.

He became a secularist and contributed to the Oracle of Reason, one of

the country's first atheist magazines. His own first editorial effort

was on the National in 1839.
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Linton's importance lies in the fact that he devised an entire
political, social and economic system for his English Republic, and this
justifies a thorough examination of his theories. None of his con-
tempories endeavoured to construct such a utopia, being generally con-
tent to present a rough outline of the type of republic they wanted.

In 1867 Linton published a brochure which Kineton Parkes believed to
contain the best definition of his idea of republicanism, and indeed,
this included all the fundamental tenets of Linton's ideo'logy.62

During the last four months of 1850 Linton contributed a series

of ten letters on Republican Principles to the Red Republican. Much of

the material for the social and political theory behind these letters

was based on the pamphlet To the Peoples - the Organisation of Democracy,

issued by the Central European Democratic Committee in London on 22 July
1850, and compiled by Ledru-Rollin, Albert Darasz, Arnold Ruge and
Mazzim’.63 One of Linton's disciples, W.E. Adams, tells us that most of
the work for the pamphlet was done by Mazzini whom he called "the greatest
teacher since Christ". He continued his eulogy as follows:

I do not hesitate to say that it is loftier, broader, and

more enduring than even the Declaration of Independence.

The Declaration ... was meant for a nation: the Proclama-
tion was meant for Mankind.®

62 Linton, "Ireland for the Irish, Rhymes and Reasons against Landlordism
with a Preface on Fenianism and Republicanism", (New York, 1867), quoted

in K. Parkes, "William James Linton", Bookman's Journal and Print Collector,
8 July 1921. See Appendix 1.
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The French Revolution had deified Rights, but it was reserved for
Mazzini to "preach the higher doctrine, Duty, which meant sacrifice,
service, endeavour, the devotion of all the faculties possessed and
all the powers acquired to the welfare and improvement of humam’ty".65
Devotion to duty in the Mazzinian sense was a priority for Linton and
his disciples.

Linton's economic ideas, says F.B. Smith, mostly derived from

James Bronterre 0'Brien's contributions to the Southern Star and the

Poor Man's Guardian.66 Linton never took a doctrinaire position on

economics and could always be relied upon to support middle class de-
mands for tax reduction and cuts in government expenditure. He was al-
so influenced to some extent by the semi-socialist Christian Republi-
canism of Lamennais, together with the pamphlets of William Hone and
Richard Carlile.

Linton had no wish to kill Chartism. On the contrary, he
believed that "universal suffrage is the first step of republican pro-

gr‘ess",67 and what he wanted to do was:

.. to form ... within the Chartist body a knot, however
small, of further Tooking men, determined to teach themselves
and others what use thev should make of the Suffrage when
obtained, and acknowledging the Republic as the end for which
they require it.

05 1bid., 265.
66 - o
1973). 31.

67 W.Jd. Linton, "Republican Principles Letter X", The Red Republican,
30 November 1850, 187.

68 14id., 187.
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He was elected to the Chartist Executive in 1850, but on losing his
seat the following year decided the movement had nothing left to
offer and resolved to devote his attentions entirely to his brain-

child; a periodical entitled the English Republic.

The publication started as a monthly but was issued weekly
throughout 1852 and 1853. However, in 1854, it reverted to being a
monthly and remained so until it folded in April 1855 "because the
response I meet with is not sufficient to justify the further con-

69

tinuance of my endeavour'. The paper was produced, along with the

Northern Tribune, from Linton's home at Brantwood in the Lake District.

That estate, incidently, was purchased for him by Joseph Cowen. The
staff consisted of himself, W.E. Adams, and two other young men named
James Glover and Thomas Hai]ing.70 They were joined for a time by
George Robert Vine who felt his historic mission to be the task of
converting England to republicanism. He was wont to push around a
handcart decorated in republican colours of blue, white and green, and
inscribed with the motto "God and the People". The cart would be
filled with democratic publications which he would peddie to passers-
by. The paper was printed at Leeds and distributed in London by James

Watson. Joseph Cowen of Newcastle paid the bills for paper and printing.7]

69 English Republic, 15 April 1855.

70 W.E. Adams, Memoirs, 1:280-1.

"V Ibid., 1:285-6.
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F.B. Smith remarks in his absorbing biography of Linton that

"the English Republic, manifesting the teachings of Lamennais, Mazzini,

and Ledru-Rollin's La Voix du Proscrit, is the fullest and most ven-
72

turesome transposition of European republicanism into English". But
more than this, the paper supplied a complete social democratic pro-
gramme. It encompassed a focus for egalitarian fervour and a commit-
ment to parliamentary reform and class harmony that kept alive the
essence of "moral force" Chartist ideology through a demoralising period.
Consequently, such values were allowed to survive to be taken up again

by the reform movement of the 1860's and the republicanism of the 1870's.

Linton's scheme did not provide for the supremacy of the pro-
ducing classes. Like Hetherington and Watson, he was content to be
vague about the distribution of authority between classes once uni-
versal suffrage was achieved. He looked forward ultimately to a class-
less society but in the meantime was content to hope for an equal dis-
tribution of powers and mutual respect between classes. In fact, he
believed that the aristocracy and gentry would disappear automatically
once hereditary possession of land was abolished.

He wanted everyone's needs to be provided for by an economy to
which all would contribute and whose goods would all be distributed
equally. In such an economy, hours of labour could be progressively
reduced and a proportion of the profits invested in beautifying fac-

tories and improving machinery. He was determined that the "natural

72 ¢ B, smith, Radical Artisan, 105.
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balance" between the resources of the nation and its people be restored.
Whether or not it had ever existed is open to question; but Linton,

like many earlier radicals including Algernon Sydney, Richard Carlile
and John Cartwright, clung to the notion that such a situation had
existed during the reign of King Alfred.

Factories were to be small and conducted by groups of hand-
workers. This idea reflects Linton's background of industry in London
where independent, respectable craftsmen in small workshops predominated.
He had no understanding of the great northern mills and semi-skilled
factory workers, let alone the great mass of unskilled labourers, and
the different problems they presented to reformers. His citizens would
be well paid and not overworked and supposedly would labour from a com-
bination of altruism and the pleasure of making the product of their
choice.

The republic was to embrace ongoing social reform but would not
be thoroughly socialist. The citizens' wages and the objects they pro-
duced were to remain inviolate from the community. The land, and in
some cases, the factories, were to be state owned, but small personal
properties were sacred. His scheme echoed the first clause of the
"Declaration of the National Union of th; Working Classes" in 1831 which
stated that "all property (honestly acquired) to be sacred and inviol-

73

able". Linton himself stipulated in one of his "Republican Letters"

that:

73 . Lovett, Life and Struggles (London, 1876), 73.
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Qur complaint is not that there is too much individual pro-

perty but that there is too little; not that the few have,

but that the many have not. Property, wherever it is the

real result of work - "its sign and its fruit" - we deem in-

violable, sacred as an individual right.74
There are shades of John Locke here together with a liberal dose of
Mazzini, but no Karl Marx save for the labour theory of value.

At times, Linton's stance on the subject of private property
seems decidedly ambiguous, but one must simply remember that, antici-
pating Henry George, he treated land in a slightly different way from
other types of property. He thought the earth had been bequeathed to
mankind as the source of communal well-being and its possession was
not Tinked in any way to the owner's individuality. He opposed O'Connor's
land scheme on the grounds that it encouraged individual ownership and

would therefore be a barrier to nationalisation.

Linton wrote in the English Republic in April 1852 that "Re-

publicanism is not republican unless it is social as well as democratic.

75 What he

But on the other hand, Socialism may be republican or not".
meant by this was that socialists frequently ignored those libertarian
and ethical aspects of republicanism that were so dear to him. There
was no point in replacing the tyranny of a number of small capitalists

with oppression by an even stronger corporate majority.

More than anything else though, Linton stressed the importance

74 Linton, "Republican Principles Letter IV", The Red Republican,
20 October 1850, 147.

75

English Republic, April 1852, 69.
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of free, compulsory state education in both technical and academic
discipiines. He held that education is the "business of Government,
because only Government can be intrusted with it, and because only
Government can officially manage it".76 Citizens must learn to recog-
nise their duty to practise altruism and help everyone realise their
potentiality for personal expression. The representative assembly was

to formulate national legislation but this would be ratified by referen-
dum, so obviously the populace would have to be well educated and know-
ledgeable about current affairs. Local government would demand even mcre
public participation. ATl restrictions on the press, speech or associa-
tion, whether for political, social or religious purposes, must be abo-
lished, as such limitations necessarily hampered the spread of knowledge.
Among his other schemes was a system of central banking and national
credit. People needing additional capital for tools, further education,
housing, or to help them in time of sickness or unemployment, would
receive loans from the People's money to be held in the Treasury.

W.J. Linton's goal can best be summed up in his own words. He
was anxious to revive "the soul of earnestness which marked the brief
days of our Commonwealth as the grandest period of English history ..."77
He did not merely wish to change society; he knew that if his English
Republic was to work, he had to change the people as well. Although he
looked back to the Commonwealth as a time when England's prestige abroad

had never been higher, he was neither a militarist nor an imperialist.

76 77
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Rather, he envisaged an international government based on a global federa-
tion of national republics. He stated that "the object is to found a
Republican Church, in harmony with the European Republican Party; not
to add to the great number of Republican sects already existing".78
Fundamentally, he believed in the perfectibility of the human
race; that is to say in its power of continual improvement. Further-
more, he advocated that this improvement may be systematized and acce-
lerated by men acting in association, freely organised under a govern-
ment of the wisest and most virtuous. What he really wanted was the
harmonization of individual welfare with national progress. Linton's
writings inspired the formation of several working men's republican
clubs. One was formed in the Leicester area by John Sketchley, a dis-
illusioned Chartist.79 Others started groups in Bethnal Green, Maccles-
field, York, Manchester, Liverpool, Nottingham, Banbury, Cambridge,
Plymouth and Che]tenham.80
W.E. Adams was very much involved with the Cheltenham society.
Adams received his political education from the works of Paine, and
G.W.M. Reynolds' early publications, but the young man's imagination was
really captured by the events of 1848 in France. He was barely seven-
teen when he became a member of the National Charter Association, and
two years later was taking the Chair at Chartist meetings and corres-

ponding with M.P.'s regarding the treatment of Chartist prisoners. He

tells us that:
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... even at that time I was "a Chartist and something more",
for it appeared to me that the Charter fell far short of the
ideal that ought to be sought and must be attained before
society could be constituted on a proper basis. And so,
while still active in Chartist circles, I was at the age of
eighteen years and a half elected president of a Republican
Association.8

Adams says that he and his Cheltenham friends disliked Harney's

Red Republican because it "savoured of blood ... We were Republicans

but not Red Repub]icans!!"82 Even so, he joined the Fraternal Democrats
and was a lifelong admirer of Harney. He goes on to explain the stand-
point of the Cheltenham group: "The Republic as they understand it,
was not so much a form of government as a system of morals, a law of
life, a creed, a faith, and new and benign gospe]".83 One can de-
tect the influence of their mentor 1in the quasi-religious nature of
their republicanism. And again they closely followed Linton's instruc-
tions in not attempting to disturb the established order by agitation:
We wanted to make Republicans not a Republic. When we had
done that, we felt and knew that the change would come as
naturally and with as 1ittle disturbance as the fruit succeeds
the flower.84
Inspired by the high ideals of Linton, these young men worked
hard at distributing tracts and leaflets in whatever locality they found
themselves. Generally, their meetings would be small and held in mem-
ber's houses. At these gatherings political works would be discussed,

tracts circulated and members' essays read and debated. Their idealism
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was such that they never stood a chance of creating the mass movement
necessary to put their ideas into practice. Adams confessed that they

could never have converted the ignorant masses "for our rules were so

88

strict and our demands on the understanding of our associates too exigent ..

Every member. of the society had to thoroughly comprehend each aspect of
the principles he was going to teach; it was not enough merely to call
oneself a republican.

Among Linton's other followers may be numbered William Newton
of the Amalgamated Society of Engineers, and Thomas Mottershead, later
to become a prominent Trade Union leader and member of the General Coun-
cil of the I.W.M.A. James Thompson, a poet and activist in connection
with George Standring's Republican of the 1880's, was an old associate
of Linton's, as was George Dawson, who for many years preached ethical
religion and republicanism in Birmingham.

The influence of Linton and his associates on the history of
British republicanism was considerable. He had reservations about
socialism on the same grounds as that other great secularist republican
Charles Bradlaugh, considering that it endangered individual l1iberty.
Yet his republic would be more social than Bradlaugh's and he believed
his system to contain most of the important features of the socialist
creed. For him the socialists' main deficiency was in the department of

ethics and morals. But more than this, the Lintonites were the first to

attempt to begin a nationwide republican movement based on local societies,

and boasting its own newspaper as an organ of propaganda. They failed

85 Ibid., 1:268.
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because their ideals were too high and their utopia too remote for the
average working men to grasp. The education system they proposed for
the final scheme of things would have needed to be in existence at the
outset to create the new citizens who could make the dream come true.
A more material legacy bequeathed by Linton to the later republicans
was the English republican flag, the Tricolour. He composed a poem of
thirteen verses about his chosen banner: the second verse reads thus:
Choose for hope the blue sky serene, freedom
Albion's cliffs so white,
And the eternal ocean's green choose we for
our native right:

Blue and white and green shall span England's
flag republican.

Throughout British history there has been a tendency for repub-
licans to be prone to secularism or at least anticlericalism. The Red
Republican ran a weekly series entitled "The Crimes and Frauds of Priests",
and in fact George Jacob Holyoake, the most prominent secularist of the
period, wrote the editorial for the preliminary issue of the Friend of
the People when Harney was i11. For the most part though, Holyoake was
involved in enough projects of his own to keep him more than occupied.

From 1843-1845, he edited, with the assistance of M.Q. Ryall, pub-

lished and printed a journal called The Movement (Anti Persecution)

Gazette) and Register of Progress, a weekly journal of republican poli-

tics, anti-theology and utilitarian morals. He founded the pioneering

secularist journal the Oracle of Reason and then in 1846 began the Reasoner

8  English Republic, December 1850, 35.
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announcing that: "The Reasoner will be Communistic in Social Economy -

utilitarian in morals - Republican in Politics - and Anti-Theological

=i The journal ran until 1861, a long stint for a radical

in Religion".
newspaper in those times, and then evolved into the Counsellor and ul-

timately the Secular World. In 1854, the Fleet Street Advertiser had

appeared but not lasted for long. William Maccall's Propagandist was

equally short-lived.

By 1860, there was little agitation on the continent and Britain
became part of this trend. Consequently, the republican element in
the Reasoner diminished. However, Holyoake had never been too concerned
about organising English republicanism, having always been more interested
in secularism and primitive Owenite socia]ism.88 His papers exhibited a
general sympathy with republican principles and enthusiastically sup-
ported republican movements abroad.

Holyoake's shop in Fleet Street was dedicated to "Communism and
Propagandism" and commonly known as the Political Exchange. It was used
as a rendezvous by radicals and revolutionaries from all over Europe.89
Holyoake informs us in his memoirs that:

We printed and published also the "Manifesto of the Republican

Party", by Kossuth, Ledru-Rollin, and Mazzini. Though writ-

ten by Mazzini, he modestly, as was his wont, put his name last.

A11 the publications I issued bore my imprint as printer as well
as publisher.90

87 The Reasoner, 3 June 1846.

88 For Holyoake's republican principles, see Appendix 13.
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The Manifesto was essentially a call for international co-operation under
the banner of repub]icanism.g] Holyoake was personally involved in moral
force republican organisations such as the Democratic Friends of all Nations
and the People's International League. The latter also included Linton,

Adams, W.J. Fox, P.A. Taylor, Thornton Hunt and J. Stansfeld. °2

Holyoake
was never as close as Harney to the extremist refugees, who like Marx,
were involved in the League of the Just which had become the Communist
League in 1847. The secularists of the 1870's remained similarly moderate.
In his discourses on free thought in this period, Edward Royle has stated
that:

The atheists may not always have been enthusiastic Chartists

but they were dedicated republicans ... Throne and altar, es-

pecially in Continental Europe, were two aspects of the same

repressive system, and socialism and communism were inter-

national terms linking the aims and even the organisations of

the British radicals. This spirit of international co-opera-

tion was promoted by the fact that Britain in the nineteenth

century was a recognised political sanctuary for refugees of

all persuasions.

In 1858 on the occasion of Orsini's attempt to assassinate
Napoleon III, Edward Truelove was prosecuted for publishing a pamphiet
by W.E. Adams condoning tyrannicide. A defence fund was started, of

which a young radical secularist named Charles Bradlaugh volunteered to

oL Louis Kossuth, Ledru-Rollin, and Joseph Mazzini, "Manifesto of
the Republican Party", (London, 1855), in the Joseph Cowen Collection,
Newcastle City Archives, A36.

92 Cowen Collection, A9.

93 E. Royle, Victorian Infidels (Manchester, 1974), 137-8.
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be secretary. David Tribe tells us that "this brought Bradlaugh into
contact with the republican set“.94 He became a close friend of the
French émigré, Dr. Simon Bernard, who introduced him to the likes of
Mazzini, Blanc, Ledru-Rollin and Linton.

In February 1860, Bradlaugh, who was now using the pseudonym
"Iconoclast" founded The Reformer Newspaper Co. Ltd. with a capital
of two thousand ten shilling shares. In 1860 radicalism in England was
at a Tow ebb; "The new artisans wanted a philosophy of 1ife to go with
academic free thinking. Iconoclast and his backers believed he could
give it to them".95 Initially, Joseph Barker was co-editor of the
Reformer, and Holyoake was to make substantial contributions. However,
disputes with both eventually left Bradlaugh in sole charge. His major
columnist was W.E. Adams, who wrote under the pseudonym of "Caractacus"

until he left to edit the Newcastle Chronicle for his old friend and

patron Joseph Cowen. In May 1862, W.H. Smith & Son gave the National
Reformer the official stamp of authentic radicalism by refusing to handle
it on their bookstalls.

While on the subject of the press, it must not be forgotten that
a significant relaxation of the laws governing printed matter occurred
during this period. In 1853 the tax on advertisements in newspapers was
abolished and in 1855 the Times and Lloyds' both installed the new Rotary

Press, allowing them to produce ten thousand copies an hour. The same

9% Tribe, President Charles Bradlaugh M.P., 35.

% 1pid., 67.
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year greeted, at last, the abolition of the Stamp Tax, although the lat-
ter had been only 1d since 1836. By 1857, the cost of newsprint had
halved and the process was completed in 1861 with the abolition of the
paper duty. All these developments helped to bring news to the ordinary
people at prices they could afford. The radical press, in particular,

flourished as the sixties progressed and Reynolds, Lloyds', the Bee Hive passim,

the National Reformer and the Miner all had circulations wide enough

to keep them in business.

Foremost among the interesting news items about which the literate
could read in the new cheap press was the American Civil War. Middle
class radicals had for years looked to the United States as Moslems turn
towards Mecca, and their view of that country can be understood by
glancing at a passage written by the Positivist Professor, Edward Spencer
Beesly in 1865:

America is a standing rebuke to England. Her free institutions,

her prosperity, the education of her people, the absence of a

privileged class, are in too glaring contrast with our own posi-

tion to be forgiven ... a vast impetus has been given to Re-
publican sentiments in England ...96
In that last sentence, Beesly was referring to the victory of the North
which he saw as a triumph for republicanism. He endeavoured to convince
the English working classes that if labour was cheap in one place, such

as the American South, in the long run this would drag down its value

everywhere else as well. He stated at a meeting of radicals and trade

%0 E.S. Beesly, "The Republican Triumph", Bee Hive, 29 April 1865.



unionists at St. James' Hall in 1862 that "it is not in our interest

that labour should be cheap here or anywhere else, much less that it
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