CHAPTER FIVE

WHAT WAS THE IMPACT OF THE GREAT REFORM ACT?

HOW WAS THE POLITICAL SYSTEM CHANGED?

Whig strategy was to ‘reform in order to preserve.

They wanted to strengthen the independence of the Commons against the crown with extra independence and the loss of rotten boroughs etc.

Gash (1979) played down the importance of the act as there were no radical changes to the system.

‘represented no more than a clumsy but vigorous hacking at the old structure to make it a roughly more acceptable shape’

Evans (1996) argues ‘legislation of prime importance’ as it redrew the political map.

It let the government continue with reform of the church, social policy and local government.

Evans – ‘ had dynamic as well as conservative implications’.

What was changed by the Reform Act?

Voters increased from 478,000 to 800,000.

This was still only 8%.

Mainly the mioddle class with the £10 householder franchise.

Counties found 40-shilling freeholders were joined as voters by the tenant farmers.

Constituencies were created. 

22 new boroughs had two seats.

20 new boroughs with one seat.

Among new constituencies were watering places, such as Brighton and Cheltenham and older industrial towns such as Stroud and Frome.

Whigs wanted to enfranchise ‘interests’ rather than numbers.

56 of the smallest boroughs lost their seats and 30 small boroughs lost one of their seats.

Country representation was increased.

Elections did not change much.

1806-32 less than 38% of elections (usually below 30%0 were contested.

First election after the act 74% of seats were contested.

1832-65 average contestation was 59%.

What was not changed by the Reform Act?

Voters did not include the working class.

Some rich artisans in London qualified under the householder-franchise.

Some working men lost the vote after the removal of the ‘potwalloper’ and ‘Scot and lot’ franchises.

Constituencies still remained unfair.

After 1832 over 60 had less han 300 voters whilst larger towns had more than 10000.

Doncaster and Lough borough had no representation.

The University seats remained.

Counties and industrial areas still underrepresented.

The English and Welsh counties had nearly 57% of the population but only 32% of the seats.

Elections continued to be as open as before – the Whigs rejected the secret ballot.
Bribery and corruption became more obvious and common.

1841 votes cost £4 at Penryn, £7 at Sudbury and £15 in Ipswich.

There was no limit and in Nottingham the loser spent £17000.

Tenant farmers could be evicted if they voted incorrectly.

Aristocratic patrons simply threatened to remove their custom from ‘shopocrat’ voters.

Patronage survived also due to the violence and intimidation.

Gash (1979) calculated 60 or more seats were controlled by 42 aristocratic patrons.

Family boroughs existed – Sir Robert Peel represented Tamworth – a seat in the ‘pocket’ of his father.

Radicals attempted to discredit the system but many believed the exercising of influence legitimate.

Patrons could usually rely on the voters without the need of threats and inducements.

WHO EXERCISED POLITICAL POWER IN THE POST-REFORM ERA?

Social Composition of Parliament

Parliament consisted mostly of aristocrats and country gentlemen.

Aydelotte (1954) calculated after in 1941 342 members were closely related to peers and 240 were country gentlemen.

This was 71% of the total.

No more than 22% of MPs were middleclass businessmen – this was hardly any different.

Working-class members didn’t exist.

There were hardly any more non-conformists than before.

There were other reasons that the composition was slow to change:

· Landed classes still had greater experience in the political world. Middle classes tended to defer to them.
· Landed classes had time to attend debates. Middle-class men had to run their businesses.
· Until 1858 county members had to possess £600 of land, borough members had to have a £300 estate.
· MPs weren’t paid.

Aristocratic domination
Of the 8 Prime Ministers 1832-65 only Sir Robert Peel was not from an aristocratic background.

He had the same upbringing and education as them.

The landed classes made the foreign secretary and senior ministers from all parties and their governments.

The House of Lord still held great power.

The Whigs had intended this – Grey had called the Reform Bill ‘the most aristocratic measure that ever was proposed in Parliament’.
HOW WERE THE POLITICAL PARTIES CHANGED BY THE REFORM ACT?

Gash (1979) describes the Act as ‘the point of departure for a new party system’.

This was not deliberate on the part of the Whigs.

Parties were loose groupings of politicians which formed around powerful aristocratic patrons – primarily concerned with getting into office.

Common policies were not the main factor that untied them.

There was no formal organisation within or outside Parliament.

Decline of Patronage

Governments relied on a majority in the House of Commons through the exercise of royal patronage.

By the 1830s neither of the methods were as effective as they ad been in the 1780s.

A programme of ‘Economical Reform’ reduced the royal patronage and aristocratic patronage suffered a blow with the loss of rotten boroughs.

Party organisation became more important to governments than patronage.

Party organisation

Voters now had to be registered, therefore parties had to ensure their supporters were.

This led to the establishment of local political organisations and registration committees and party agents.

They attempted to get their voters on the register and remove the oppositions.

The Tories set up the Carlton Club in 1832 and the Whigs founded the Reform Club in 1836.

Links were loose, as was party discipline.

Conservative Party

Both parties had to broaden the basis of their support to continue to exist.

The Tories were the first, under Peel, the Tories could not afford to be exclusively Anglican landowners.

‘Tory Radicals’ such as Richard Oastler favoured an alliance with the working classes on factory reform although this wouldn’t have solved the problem as they didn’t have the vote.

1834 – Tamworth Manifesto declared the Reform Act as ‘a final and irrevocable settlement of a great Constitutional system.
Peel was prepared to consider ‘the correction of proved abuses and redress of real grievances’.

He reiterated that he would base the government on ‘the respect for ancient rights and the deference to prescriptive authority’.

He would be open to cautious, gradual changes – not wholesale adaptation of the Church or other institutions.

Liberal Party

Grey had difficulty controlling Parliament after the introduction of a few radical MPs after 1832 and the introduction of Catholics in 1829.

1834 the Whig ministers were dismissed due to the division, and Peel was invited.

Lichfield House Compact was an alliance of Irish Catholics, Radicals and Whigs to get rid of Peel’s government.

This alliance became the basis of the Victorian Liberal Party.

Gash – ‘Within ten years of the Reform Act politics was dominated by two major parties to an extent previously unknown in British history’.

By 1841 newspapers would report results Liberal and Conservative gains and loses.

This had serious implications for other elements of the constitution.

HOW DID THE REFORM ACT CHANGE THE BALANCE OF THE CONSTITUTION?

The Whigs believed the increasing use of royal patronage had upset the balance of the constitution.

Tories believed that the Whigs were exposing parliament to a ‘perpetual vortex of agitation’ – they believed the balance was being lost.
Role of the monarch

Eighteenth century monarchs had the power to appoint and dismiss ministers.

When William IV dismissed the Whigs in 1834 the Peel was unable to control parliament.

The Whig leader, Lord Melbourne, was brought in by the monarch after a hundred days.

The monarch was forced to withdraw from active involvement in the choice of ministers.

Powers of the House of Lords

The act didn’t have an effect on the Lords, it was the way in which it was passed.

When Grey secured the monarch’s agreement that enough Whig peers would be created to overturn the Tory majority the Commons were more important that the Lords.

When the Lords backed down it secured the principle that the electorate were the final deciders in any constitutional dispute.

The Lord’s veto continued to annoy Whig and Liberal governments into the twentieth century – although an important precedent had been made.

CHAPTER SIX

DID THE REFORM ACT LEAD TO FURTHER REFORMS?

INTRODUCTION

After 1832 the Whigs introduced further reforms:

· Slavery was abolished in the Empire in 1833.

· 1833 the first grant to a church school was made.

· Hours of work for women and children were limited in textile factories in 1833- Factory Act.

· The Poor Law was reformed in 1834.

· Municipal Corporations Act reformed local government in the towns in 1835.

· There were also reforms of the legal system and of the system of paying tithes to the church.

Most extensive and concentrated burst of reforming legislation ever.

The link from the Great Reform Act to these reforms is complicated and indirect.

WAS FURTHER REFORM INEVITABLE?

The Whigs

1832 December there was a majority of Whigs 320-120.

Grey was a member of the aristocratic party and they didn’t the rule to change.

They introduced the Great Reform Act to prevent revolution and some leaders more was needed.

Lord Althorp warned Grey in January 1833 that without ‘popular measres’ the ‘Reform [Act] will lead to revolution’. 

Further legislation was inevitable due to the pro-reform majority and a Whig government who recognised the strength of the public opinion.

Radicals

Estimates vary from 20 to 50.

A highly diverse group, from Cobbett and Attwood, they could not operate as a distinctive party. 

Most were in Parliament to champion their own causes: nonconformist pressed for full civil and religious equality.

Attwood wanted currency reform.

Political unions outside Parliament were still active and there was a flood of petitions between 1832 and 1833 calling for reform.

This pressure for reform was often diffuse and contradictory.

Public Opinion

Differences between classes and within them made public opinion difficult to judge.

Whigs considered the middle class opinions as they were now voters.

There was no decisive middle class view on any issue.

Local issues often took precedence over national issues.

The press began to shape public opinion.

Organised pressure groups were a way of rallying support for a particular issue and maximising the impact of public opinion.

The Benthamites

The had far greater influence than their numbers should have allowed.
James Mill, Francis Place, Edwin Chadwick, Thomas Southwood Smith, James Kay-Suhttleworth and John Roebuck were among the more prominent of Jeremy Bentham’s followers.

They provided the Whigs with a set of principles for the Whigs to design policy.

Ascertain the facts with a commission of inquiry, followed by the drafting of the legislation, finally drafting of regulations to enforce the new law.

Lord Chancellor Henry Brougham (1830-34) based his legal reforms on Benthamite principles.

Leading Benthamites had a major role in important reforms such as the Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834.

Conclusion

Public opinion was favourable towards further reform.

Most saw it as a means to an end.

The Whigs recognised that after 1832 they had to introduced reform to keep the pro-reform majority happy.

Whigs were carried forward by pressure they could not control, reforms were created by pressures.

Particularly from groups such as the Benthamites – rather than any pre-conceivable programme of reform.

WHAT REFORMS WERE ACHIEVED?

The abolition of slavery, 1833

Anglican Evangelicals, William Wilberforce was particularly prominent, and radicals led a campaign against slavery.
1807 had seen the abolition of the slave trade.

West Indian plantation and shipping interests opposed the abolition.

They had held a number of rotten boroughs and was therefore able to hold a strong defence.

In 1833 they succeed, with Brougham’s support.

£20m was given in compensation to the plantation owners – demonstrating their influence on Parliament.

The Factory Act, 1833

Reformers attempted to change the long hours of children and the dangers.

Act of 1802 applied to parish apprentices and 1819 to children in the cotton trade – narrow scoped.

An alliance between Tory paternalists, humanitarian Evangelicals and the cotton spinners’ trade union.

Richard Oastler, land agent and tory paternalist, began campaign with letter published in the Leeds Mercury in 1830 – ‘Yorkshire Slavery’.

Michael Sadler and Lord Ashley supported the cause, both Tories and Evangelicals.
Landed gentry in the north gave some support out of contempt for the middle-class manufacturers. 

Short-Time Committees led legislation to a ten hour working day for all.
Manufacturers opposed the regulation of hours and working conditions.
They argued this would disrupt competitiveness and interfere with the free market.

Edward Baines and the Leeds Mercury championed them – a leading radical provincial newspaper.

Lord John Russel and Sir James Graham, members of the government supported them.

Smaller firms generally opposed whilst larger ones promoted it – such as John Fielden of Todmorden.

The Whigs were convinced that factory reform was inevitable, but weren’t sure to what extent.

The Benthamites led a Royal Commission to investigate the issue – they concluded a ten hour day would destroy many firms but also concluded children needed protection.

The Factory Act of 1833 banned children under 9 from working and 913 year olds were limited to eight hour days.

Under 18s were no more than 12 hours.

Professional factory inspectors would visit factories and prosecute..

Education Grant, 1833

Before there was no involvement of the state in education.

Fee-paying public schools allowed middle and upper class families to educate their children.

Churches educated some of the working class.

The nonconformist British and Foreign Society and the Anglican National Society had developed in competition.

The National Society opened more schools due to their greater resources.

1831 it claimed to be educating half a million children.

Working class children often had less than two years education, and rarely more than three and a half.

Benthamites pressured for change.

J. A. Roebuck had been trying since the 1820s to get the government to make 7-14 year olds would attend schools that were locally managed.

With the Whigs in power he tried again, but only got a £20000 grant for existing Church organisations.

Influence of the Anglican Church prevented Roebuck from achieving more.

The National Society gained four fifths of the grant as ti was given out in proportion of the societies’ own means.
The Church of England thwarted his further attempts in 1839 when he asked that state-run training colleges for teachers and a system of state-aided schools to be set up.

The Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834

Had been on the agenda since before 1832.
Complaints from farmers and landowners about the burden of local poor rates had been increasing.

The 1830 ‘Swing’ riots had alarmed the government.

A Royal Commission was established in 1832.

The old Poor Law was passed in 1601 under Elizabeth I.

Each parish was responsible for relieving it’s own poor.

Levies from the richest would cover most of the costs.

There were to be Overseers of the Poor, they had to collect and distribute the money.

The Justice of the Peace supervised the system and set the rates.

None of the officials were paid and it was therefore local and amateur.

Speenhamland System was the modified system in the South.
1795 the JPs of Berkshire decided to give allowances of money to poor families based on the number of children and on the price of bread.
This allowed employed men to be given extra when wages were low.

During wartime, when bread was high priced, the system spread throughout England.

1818 the cost of poor relief was £8m, expenditure lessened during the 1820s but after another economic crisis 1829-30 it was £7m again.

Criticism was also from Malthus and followers – declaring it encouraged farm labourers to have larger families and threatening overpopulation.

Many believed the system where someone could only gain money in the parish of their birth prevented a free market in labour.

The Benthamites objected to the lack of ration system.

The Royal Commission had Nassau Senior, Professor of Political Economy at Oxford, and Edwin Chadwick a Benthamite on it.

The Commissioners recommended the following, although not all were included:
· The allowance system was to be abolished. No payment of ‘outdoor relief’ to the able-bodied poor.
· Applicants for poor relief were to be offered only ‘indoor relief’ within a workhouse.

· Conditions within the workhouses should be made ‘less eligible’ than those of the lowest-paid independent labourer in order to deter applications.

· Parishes were to be grouped together into ‘Unions’. The administration of relief was to be the responsibility of a Board of Guardians, elected by the ratepayers of the district.

· A central Poor Law Commission would be established to oversee the administration of the new law and to draw up regulations for the local Unions.

Opposition to the new Poor Law was very little during 1934.

Once the law was being introduced there was much resistance.
Landed gentry resented the loss of powers as JPs.

Particular hostility was felt towards the centralisation under the Poor Law Commission – considered alien to the British tradition.

After the depression after 1837 opposition in the north was hard.

The allowance system had never been used in the northern industrial towns as it was inappropriate.

Boom years were followed by years of depression and high unemployment – work houses were inappropriate.

‘Poor Law Bastilles’ or work houses were opposed by the Tory paternalists.

The Radicals found themselves supporting the Tory paternalists.

Large demonstrations and riots forced the Commission to retreat.

Lancashire and the West Riding of Yorkshire were allowed outdoor relief and no work houses were built there until the 1850s.

Significance of the new Poor Law – two points.
The electoral principle was brought in for the first time to local government – Boards of Guardians.

In towns the middle classes took control, in the counties the landowners.
Female rate payers could also vote in the elections. From 1875 they could be part of the Board.

Future reforms evolved around the part central – part local system.

Secondly, the interests of farm labourers and urban workers were overridden.

The commission worked on the assumption that poverty among the able-bodied poor was almost entirely due to ‘indigence’ and ‘vice’.

The workhouse system was meant to prevent idleness.

Working class reactions in the north were predictable – but without the support of the Great Reform Act they had no influence.

Widespread direct action and effective organisation delayed the implementation and modified it.

The Municipal Corporations Act, 1835

After the reform act the next target for middle-class was local government.
Closed corporations ran towns – often they were corrupt.

Unaccountable to anyone, make up was Tory-Anglican oligarchies as nonconformists were unable to hold municipal office before 1828.

1835 – a Royal Commission , who’s secretary was Benthamite Joseph Parkes, Whigs pushed through the act.
Closed corporations were abolished and elected councils introduced.

All male ratepayers could vote.

They were given control over lighting and safeguarding the streets but could petition government for additional powers.

Councils eventually began offering museums, libraries, baths and wash houses. Some even involved gas and water.

Significance of the Municipal Corporations Act was a step in the direction of local democracy.

Ratepayer franchise in council elections was far broader than parliamentary.

A third of councillors had to retire each year meant that there were annual elections.

Whig-Liberals benefited the mos.

The Tory oligarchies were abolished.

Large industrial towns of Manchester, Leeds, Birmingham and Sheffield Liberal majorities controlled the councils.
Established local businessmen predominated local government.

From the 1840s shopkeepers and professionals became involved.

Countryside local government was largely untouched.

Justices of the Peace had control until elected county councils were established in 1888.

Conclusion

After 1835 the Whigs lost much of the reforming impetus they had shown.

Melbourne’s government, who succeeded Grey, lacked direction and confidence – although it lasted until 1841.

Their legislation was weakened by uncertainty and compromise, they relied on the Irish and the radicals for a majority.

The main reform measures were:

· The establishment of civil registration of births, deaths and marriages in 1837.

· A Tithe Commutation Act for England and Wales passed in 1836. This allowed tithe payers (mainly farmers) to pay tithes in money rather than in kind.

· A Tithes Act for Ireland in 1838. This continued the work of the last in Ireland.

· Nonconformists were allowed to use their chapels for marriage services, rather than have to be married in the parish church.

Irish Catholics and English nonconformists were only partly satisfied.

Many of the groups who campaigned for reform in 1832 on the basis it would develop were disappointed.

Nonconformists felt let down on education and their failure to secure full civil equality with Anglicans.

Working class radicals were excluded in 1832, failed to secure a ten hour day in factories and hated the Poor Law.

Factory owners and businessmen were disappointed the Whigs had not taken up free trade.

Church could still force compromise on the Whigs on education and church reform.

Despite their weakness, the Whigs achieved much – an aristocratic party recognised the rising middle classes could not be left out.

Their legislation and compromises can only be expected considering the time.

WHAT REFORMS WERE INTRODUCED BY THE MINISTRY OF SIR ROBERT PEEL, 1841-6?


Whigs lost the 1841 election and Peel took over.

1820s as Home Secretary he introduced reform to the penal code, prisons and the Metropolitan Police.

Tamworth Manifest of 1834 outlined cautious reform, wanting to include middle class attitudes.


He was worried about alienating the Anglicans and landowners.


During the years 1841-6 a number of reforms were introduced:

· 1842 – a Mines Act prohibited the employment of women and children under 10 in the mines. Mine inspectors enforced it.

· 1844 – Factory Act limited the working day to twelve hours for women in textiles factories. A clause to include three hours of schooling for children was lost after nonconformists objected to the control of the Anglicans. Peel objected the demand for a ten hour working day.

· 1844 – Bank Charter Act started a more stable banking system where the Bank of England would have a monopoly over the issue of bank notes.

· Budgets of 1842 and 1845 Peel moved towards free trade. 1842 he lowered tariffs generally and reintroduced income tax to make good the deficit in government revenue. 1845 went even further. Export duties on most raw materials were abolished, import duties, including cotton, were abolished and other duties were reduced.

The middle class supported the reforms but traditional Tories were worried by Peel’s pragmatic approach.

1845 worried the Anglicans when Peel gave a state grant to a Catholic college in Maynooth in Ireland.

Landowners were worried about how free trade was working towards the repeal of the Corn Laws – something they considered vital.

Repeal of the Corn Laws


1845 Peel was convinced the Corn Laws had to be repealed.

He wanted to wait until the next general election due to the internal opposition.

A potato famine in Ireland forced him to bring it forward, the Whigs, radicals, Irish and his Tory supporters passed it in 1846.

Less than 30% of the party supported him and when he was defeated on the Irish Coercion Bill a few weeks later he had to resign.

Disraeli led the internal opposition.

The Anti-Corn Law League had been campaigning since the 1830s.

Manchester and Leeds were the origins in 1839 of the effective pressure group.

The majority of manufacturers and merchants in the north supported it.

Richard Cobden and John Bright were effective leaders and it was well financed.

Tactics of the League were standard for pressure groups.

Itinerant lecturers went on speaking tours, public meetings, petitions and newspaper articles.

Unconstitutional methods were avoided except in 1842 when some had the idea of a tax strike and a shut down of factories.

Violence was out of the question.

Overwhelmingly middle class the League didn’t gain much working class support.

Many believed the promised cheaper food would result in lower wages.

Little headway was made at first until 1841 when Cobden adopted a new tactic.

Two Manchester seats and Stockport were League representatives to show the support and take the debate to the Commons.

The League worked hard at getting voters on the register. 
Encouraging some to buy county houses to qualify under the 40-shilling freeholders to gain some county seats.
The ‘Anti-League’ consisted of landowners and farmers.

Agricultural Protection Societies which sprang up in the 1840s were linked into the Central Agricultural Protection Society in 1843.

Lacked the intellectual clout of their opponents but it demonstrated the strength of the traditional conservative forces.

Significance of the League – adopted and refined radical techniques.

‘The Anti-Corn Law League carried organised pressure to levels of sophistication not yet seen in British political life’ Evans 1996.

Took advantage of the extra-parliamentary pressure possibly after the 1832 Act.

Ultimately it was Peel’s decision and he thought it were in the long term interests.

Like the Whigs in1832 he hoped to forge an alliance between landowners and commercial and industrial owners. 

This alliance could be a defence against demands for further erosion of the landowner’s power and influence.

CHAPTER SEVEN
WHAT WAS THE CHARTIST MOVEMENT?

INTRODUCTION

1838 radicals from London Working Men’s Association (LWMA), together with six radical MPs drew up a ‘People’s Charter’.
Their aim was to establish a democratic electoral system and the six points were:
· The right to vote for every man over the age of 21, providing he was of sound mind and not undergoing punishment for crime.
· A secret ballot.

· The abolition of the property qualification for MPs.

· The payment of salaries to MPs.

· Constituencies to be of equal size, based on the number of voters.

· Parliamentary elections to be held annually.

Cobbett and Hunt had popularised these ideas long before.

They hoped to draft a parliamentary bill and present it to the Commons with outside pressure.

O’Connell’s Catholic Association and Attwood’s Birmingham Political Union in mobilising mass support were the models.

Attwood helped draw up the Charter and helped plan strategy.

1839-40 Chartism had grown into the largest mobilisation of public opinion ever in Britain.

WHY DID THE CHARTIST MOVEMENT APPEAR AT THIS TIME?

Grew out of disappointment with the Reform Act and the failure to improve working class conditions.
The Unions that had supported the Act felt betrayed when both the Tories and Whigs declared there would be no more enfranchisement.

There were other reasons why there was disillusionment:

· Factory Act 1833 favoured manufacturers by not enforcing a ten hour day and not regulating the hours of work for males.
· Poor Law Amendment Act introduced workhouses on the principle of ‘less eligibility’. This was regarded as repressive , it is important the upsurge of Chartist in the north coincided with the attempt to implement the Act there.

· Severe trade depression began in 1837-1842. High bread prices, unemployment and short-time working, important factors in the radical campaigns of 1816-19 and 1831-2.The laissez-faire approach the Whigs had offered the unemployed no comfort.

Chartism wasn’t simply a reaction to bad conditions – it was the culmination of a long tradition of radicalism in London.

This began with the London Corresponding Society in the late 1700s.

Hampden Clubs and political unions continued post-war.

After the Great Reform Act and the unions faded there was still outcry for a cheap, unstamped, free press.

HOW DID THE CHARTIST MOVEMENT TRY TO ACHIEVE ITS AIMS?

There were large rallies in Glasgow, Birmingham, Manchester and Leeds in 1838.

Began organising a national convention and petition.
National Convention

1839 February, in London – splits appeared over a ‘moral force’ against ‘physical force’ strategy.

Convention moved to Birmingham and worked on a ‘sacred month’ (general strike) and a run on the banks.

The petition was rejected by 235-46.

Arrests were made in Birmingham, the Convention broke up in confusion.

Talk of national uprising – but only occurred in South Wales.

November 1839 300 coal miners marched on Newport.

20 marchers were killed and afterwards government decided to suppress the movement. 500 arrested, including some leaders.

National Charter Association


1840 founded, led by Feargus O’Connor.
Main focus in the 1840s, during height in 1842 had over 400 branches and 50,000 members.

A second National Convention was held and a second petition rejected by 287-49.

The failure of the constitutional approach to Parliament led to disturbances.

Staffordshire began and spread to industrial district in northern England and Scotland.

Wave of strikes, industrial sabotage.

‘Plug Plot’ the plugs of steam boilers in cotton mills were removed.

Chartism’s popular support died quickly with an economic reviving as the leaders were arrested again.

Revival in 1848


Second revival, worsening trade and growing unemployment.
Riots in Birmingham and Glasgow.
Third National Convention and petition. Chartists planned to accompany petition with mass rally on Kennington Common.

Authorities feared disorder and took extensive steps. Large numbers of troops, police and enrolled 10,000 middle class special constables.

Far fewer than expected turned up, O’Conner urged a peaceful exit.

Another humiliating defeat, all the leaders were arrested- it declined.

Never regained the mass support of its early years, existed until 1860.

1858 apparent the campaign was not going to succeed.

Chartists decided to join the radicals for more moderate, limited reforms of the political system.

WHAT WAS THE NATURE OF THE CHARTIST MOVEMENT?

A national Movement?
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