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Abstract

Ph.D. thesis submitted to the University of Newcastle
upon Tyne, by J.M. Milne.

November 1984.

'"The Politics of Blackwood's, 1817-1846:

A study of the political, economic and social
articles in Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine and of
selected contributors.'

This study rests upon two main foundations: the
first sixty volumes of Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine
(particularly the five hundred or so articles on political,
economic and social questions) and the first eighty volumes
of the Blackwood Papers (with attendant letterbooks and
financial records). By combining these sources in a
systematic and comprehensive manner for the first time, it
has been possible to analyse and explain the political
evolution of Blackwood's during its first thirty years.
The Magazine's political coverage 1is shown to be more diverse
in viewpoint than treatment in general works would suggest,
although Blackwood's always operated within what its founder
called 'avowed and determined principles.!' Those principles
included loyalty to the established Church, defence of the
agricultural interest, and resistance to constitutional
innovation. Expressed in these terms, the standpoint of
Blackwood's might appear narrowly defensive. Such a
construction, however, would underrate the imaginative
and wide-ranging manner in which the Magazine's writers
addressed the complex and controversial problems of their day.
Six of those writers have been selected for detailed critical-
biographical discussion: Archibald Alison, George Croly,
Thomas De Quincey, William Johnston, Alfred Mallalieu and
David Robinson. Although each of them made a distinctive
and useful contribution to the Magazine, it is argued
that David Robinson did more than anyone to make the
political reputation of Blackwqod's. His contributions,
like those of the other political writers, were anonymous.
The role of anonymity in periodical writing is discussed
in the conclusion, together with an assessment of the
characteristics of political journalism in a monthly
magazine like Blackwood's, compared in general terms with
daily newspapers and quarterly reviews. It 1s argued in
the conclusion that, for all the consistency of its
general principles, Blackwood's Magazine cannot be
adequately characterised by any one political label extending
over the whole period covered by this study.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine is too important a
periodical to be left to the literary critics.

Historians have, of course, made use of Blackwood's,

particularly if they were seeking an articulate expression
of ultra-Toryism in the ége of Grey and Peel. The
political nation in that period was confronted with
challenging questions of public policy, giving rise to
anxious, at times impassioned, debate. Should tariff
protection be replaced by reciprocal reductions, or even
free trade? How far should the inflated paper currency of
the war years be contracted in favour of a metallic-based
currency? Was there any argument - be it 'natural' justice,
compassion for Ireland's problems, or the threat to public
order - strong enough to justify the 'breaking-in' upon
the Protestant constitution? Should the system of
parliamentary representation be reformed, and, if so, how?
Most fundamentally of all, what kind of society was the
political nation seeking to preserve - or to bring into
being? Was England to remain a society secured upon
agriculture, the territorial constitution and the aristocratic
principle, or did the future lie with commerce and
manufacturing, with an enlarged political community, and
with careers open to talent unfettered by religious
persuasion or accident of birth? Such questions called for

- and received - extensive discussion, in parliamentary



debates, in pamphlets, and in the periodical press. The

great quarterly reviews - the Edinburgh, the Quarterly,

and the Westminster - stood at the height of their prestige

in this period, and the liveliest of the monthly magazines,

Blackwood's and Fraser's, also commanded widéspread

attention. Hence, historians interested in the great
public issues of the time have, in varying degrees, made
reference to the major periodicals.

The use made of Blackwood's Magazine, however, cannot

be said to have been commensurate with either the

contemporary importance or the enduring quality of that

periodical. As will be shown below, political articles in
Blackwood's were read - perhaps regularly, certainly on
occasion - by politicians of the stature of Canning,

Huskisson, Wellington and Peel. More committed attention
was given, at least in the critical period 1829-34, by
leading ultra-Tories such as the Duke of Newcastle, M.T.

Sadler and Sir Richard Vyvyan. The articles in Blackwood's,

moreover, were - at their best - free of the ephemeral
character of daily editorials in the newspaper press. The
Magazine's main political writers normally contributed only
one political article in each monthly number, allowing time
for mature reflection and space for extended argument.1
Their discussions can still be read with profit by
historians of ideas. Indeed, the debates conducted within

the columns of Blackwood's about the evolving policies of

Tory, or Conservative, leaders bear a striking resemblance

to debates within the Conservative party at the present day -

1 The usual length of a political article in Blackwood's
was c.R,000 words, but sometimes the figure was nearer
to 12,000.

!
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& resemblance which,in an academic study such as this, it
would be inappropriate to pursue.

Historians have dealt with Blackwood's in, broadly,

one of three ways. They have devoted a significant proportior
of space to indicating the Magazine's political views
(defining 'significant' as extending to pages rather than
sentences); or they have made brief mention of such views;

or they have neglected to make any mention, even when the
subject-matter of their work would seem to have made the

views of Blackwood's relevant to their discussion. A

sample of works on aspects of British politics and society
in the first half of the nineteenth century may substantiate
this tripartite picture.2

The first category was inaugurated by three
publications in successive years - 1959, 1960 and 1961. The

first chapter of R.B. McDowell's British Conservatism,

1832-1914 makes repeated reference to political articles in

Blackwood's. Brief characterisations of Archibald Alison,

| W.E. Aytoun and George Croly (two of whom will be discussed

at length below) show that McDowell had the measure of some

2 Robespierre is supposed to have said, 'To be safe,

you must kill everyone.' The corollary, in this less
lethal sphere, would be, 'To be safe, you must read
everything.' Even if there had been time to do so,

however, there would hardly have been space to make all
the necessary references here. The sample which follows
may fairly be claimed to be representative. To avoid

an unwieldy mass of footnotes, citations are generally
confined to the text. More complete versions of the
titles may be found in the Bibliography. This survey
relates to works completed before 1980, the year in

which preparatory reading for the present study gave place
to archival research.




of the Magazine's main political writers, although his
starting-date caused him to miss the best of all - David
Robinson. F.W. Fetter's article3 remains the most
valuable published study of the Magazine's ideas. If

the present dissertation can lay claim to a paternity,
then Fetter's work deserves the credit. He was the first

scholar to concentrate upon what Blackwood's actually

said about important politico-economic questions. Fetter's
introductory account of the Magazine, however, is perforce
very brief. The notes indicate no first-hand use of the
Blackwood Papers, and the scope of the discussion, as the

title indicates, does not cover the full range of Blackwood's

concerns in matters of public policy, let alone the
'weltanschauung' of which the politico-economic articles
formed a part. While Fetter takes pride of place for the
specialist, however, it was D.C. Moore's famous article

'"The Other Face of Reform', in Victorian Studies (1961),

which did more than anything else to put Blackwood's on

the historical map. As a substantial part of the seventh
chapter of this dissertation will be devoted to correcting

the impression of Blackwood's which may have been created

by Professor Moore's article, it is sufficient here to
acknowledge that article as a major stimulus to the present
enquiry.

Since these pioneering studies, there have been two
important expositions of the Magazine's social philosophy,
3 F.W. Fetter, 'The Economic Articles in Blackwood's

Edinburgh Magazine, and their authors, 1817-1853,'

Scottish Journal of Political Economy, VII (June 1960),
pp.85-107, cited hereafter as Fetter, J.P.E.




by Harold Perkin in 1969 and by David Roberts in 1979.

Professor Perkin devotes a section of his book on The

——————

Origins of Modern English Society to 'The Revival of the

Aristocratic Ideal,' concentrating on the ideas of M.T.

Sadler and of Blackwood's Magazine, particularly as

expressed by David Robinson and William Johnston. In so
doing, Perkin has helped to give credit where it has long
been due. He has, however, been misled into creating an

exaggerated impression of the circulation of Blackwood's,

which he twice describes as 'the most widely read journal
of the day' (pp.244, 251). This problem will be resolved
in the next chapter, but it prompts the observation here

that one of the prerequisites for handling Blackwood's

Magazine is the possession of a sense of humour. Another

prerequisite is familiarity with the history of the
periodical press, which in England has often tended to be
a rare specialism, whereas in America it is part of the
mainstream of historical scholarship. Professor Roberts
exemplifies the latter position most admirably in his book

on Paternalism in FEarly Victorian England. His second

chapter, 'Paternalism made popular,' locates the ideas

of Blackwood's firmly with those of Fraser's and the

Quarterly in a way that offers a valuable alternative model

4

to the approach adopted in the present monograph.

L As Professor Roberts will appreciate better than most,
after his generous review of my book, The Newspapers of
Northumberland and Durham, there comes a time when the
attractions of knowing one periodical really well outweigh
the appeal of surveying a whole range.




A student ~f British political history between 1815

and 1846 is most likely to encounter the name of Blackwood's

in the form of a passing reference in the text, or a listing
in the bibliography, of works falling within the second
category of this survey. Proceeding chronologically, a

likely starting-point would be the still useful two-volume

work edited by G.M. Young, Early Victorian England, 1830-1865

(1934). 1In a comprehensive chapter on 'The Press', E.E.

Kellett neatly describes Blackwood's as 'the monthly hope
of stern and unbending Tories' (II, 76). He lists, very
briefly, the names of the main contributors to the Magazine
in the 1830s. A more specialised work, dating back to
1949 but still indispensable in its field, is A. Aspinall's

Politics and the Press, c.1780-1850. Although this might

well be regarded as the book which founded the sub-discipline
to which the present study belongs, Aspinall's work concen-
trated upon the newspaper press, to the near-exclusion of
magazines and reviews. There are only two references to

Blackwood's in the index, both relating to an article about

the press, which appeared in the Magazine for September 1834.
Turning to studies of specific questions, one may find

evidence for the use of Blackwood's by Michael Brock in his

account of The Great Reform Act (1973), by D.P. O0'Brien in

his study of The Classical Economists (1975), and by

Boyd Hilton in Corn, Cash,Commerce (1977).° The most

obvious place in which to expect citation of Blackwood's)

however, yields surprisingly meagre results. Studies of

Conservative politics have not added to McDowell's opening-up

5 These works will be further discussed in the appropriate
chapters of this study.



of Blackwood's; if anything, they have proceeded in

unhelpful directions. Robert Blake, in his account of

The Conservative Party from Peel to Churchill (1970),

discusses the formation of an aristocratic/working-class
alliance against the middle classes as one possible course
for the party after 1832, an alliance congenial to the ideas
of Sadler, Oastler and Coleridge. 'The intellectual organ

of this group', Lord Blake asserts, 'was Blackwood's

Edinburgh Magazine', (p.21). Insofar as Blake had in mind

a dislike of Benthamite utilitarianism and economic
liberalism, there was indeed common ground between Tory-
Radicals like Oastler and some of the Magazine's writers on
social questions in the 1830s. Lord Blake's general
interpretation, however, seriously distorts the main thrust
of the Magazine's political line after 1832, which was
pitched firmly in the direction of rallying the middle classes
to the Conservative side. Citations of the views of David
Robinson (derived from Perkin) do not really help Lord
Blake's case, as Robinson had left the Magazine at the end

of 1831. The most representative Blackwood's writer from

1832 was Archibald Alison, who, until Peel went too far

for him over currency and the Corn Laws, regularly endorsed
Peel's Conservative strategy. It mayMUrged in Lord Blake's
defenee that he was only giving a general survey, but the
same excuse cannot be made for the dcctoral thesis of
D.G.S. Simes.6 In many ways, Dr. Simes 1s entitled to the
gratitude of a fellow-labourer in the same field, but his

discussion of 'the Blackwood's circle', in the second

6 D.G.S. Simes, 'The Ultra Tories in British Politics,
1824-1834" (unpublished dissertation, Oxford, 1974) .



chapter of his thesis, is below his general standard. He
derives his high estimate of David Robinson only indirectly,
from reading Perkin, and twice (pp. 53, 54) repeats

Perkin's questionable description of Blackwood's as 'the

most widely read journal of the day.' Finally, in the second
category of this survey, Dr. Robert Stewart, in his valuable

account of The Foundation of the Conservative Party,

1830-1867 (1978), finds room to mention only one Blackwood's

article, that on 'Conservative Associations,' by Archibald
Alison (unattributed).
The third category may be swiftly disposed of.

Blackwood's Magazine does not appear in either the index

or the bibliography of W.R. Brock, Lord Liverpool and Liberal

Toryism (1941), Asa Briggs, The Age of Improvement (1959),

G.I.T. Machin, The Catholic Question in English Politics

(1964 - in bibliography only), G.B.A.M. Finlayson, England

in the’Eighteen Thirties (1969), R.L. Hill, Toryism and the

People (1929; 1975 repr. - in bibliography only), or Travis
I,. Crosby, Sir Robert Peel's Administration (1976). Perhaps

the most surprising name of all to be placed in this third
category is that of the most distinguished historian of
Conservative politics in this period: Professor Norman Gash.
Neither in his two-volume biography of Peel, nor in his
masterly survey of the party's history '"From the Origins to

Sir Robert Peel',7 does Gash find room to mention Blackwood's

Magazine. This neglect of one of the outstanding theatres

of Conservative debate is, perhaps, less puzzling if one

7 The first part of Lord Butler (ed.), The Conservatives.
A History from their Origins to 1965 (1977).




applies to Gash the character which may be found ir his

hero. Peel, as McDowell succinctly puts it (p.17), was
fundamentally 'an administrative rather than a philosophic
conservative'. One senses in the standpoint of Gash something
of a disdain for Conservative scribes, when there was so

much real work to be done. What that work should be,

however, and how it ought to be accomplished, were matters
for reflection and argument, and here lay the proper sphere

of Blackwood's Magazine.

Granted, then, that Blackwood's deserves, and needs,

the application of more systematic study from the historical
side than it has hitherto received, the historian's first
point of recourse must be to those books and articles which
fall within the literary and bibliographic tradition of

Blackwood's scholarship. That tradition was founded by a

Blackwood's writer, Mrs. Margaret Oliphant, in her Annals

of a Publishing House: William Blackwood and his Sons,

published in two substantial volumes in 1897. A third
volume, in the same format, was added in 1898, written by
Mrs. Gerald Porter, the daughter of John Blackwood.8

Mrs. Oliphant had died before the publication of her
history, having revised the proofs of the first volume, the
work of checking the second volume being undertaken by
William Blackwood III. She covered the period up to the
death of William Blackwood II, in 1861, and created a vivid
and affectionate portrait of the family enterprise. She
made assiduous use of the Blackwood papers, although often

without providing precise dating and sometimes with errors

8 For the Blackwood family tree, see Appendix I.
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in transcription. Her methods on occasion left something
to be desired. She mislaid William Blackwood's first
letter to Coleridge, and neglected to return to the firp
two letters from Sir Walter Scott to Blackwood.9 A more
serious liability, in the present context, is that Mrs.
Oliphant was much more interested in the practitioners of
'belles lettres' than in the political contributors to

the Magazine. Writers of the calibre of David Robinson and
William Johnston are left out of the index and appear only
fleetingly in the text. The political articles in the
Magazine are never discussed except when they are
mentioned in quoted correspondence, or in the passages
linking such extracts. 1In depicting the manner in which
William Blackwood and his sons conducted their business,
Mrs. Oliphant made an enduring contribution to knowledge,
but, for all her merits, she did not serve historians as
well as she served students of literature.

F.D. Tredrey's handsome volume, The House of Blackwood,

1804-1954: The History of a Publishing Firm (1954), also

came from an inmate of the house. It has the advantage

over the Annals in covering a greater period in a shorter
space, and in having some fine illustrations. Tredrey's
book, however, does not constitute a significant contribution
to knowledge, at least as regards the period covered by

Mrs. Oliphant. For these years he incorporates the same
biographical information and family correspondence as can

be found in the Annals, within a more briskly moving

9 Annals, I, 407; H.J.C. Grierson (ed.), The Letters of
Sir Walter Scott, 12 vols (1932-37), V, 187.
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chronological framework.

The Wellesley Index to Victorian Periodicals begins

with Blackwood's and provides an indispensable first point

of reference for any scholar in pursuit of a particular

10

article or contributor. The brief introduction, however,

is surprisingly slipshod (although the errors were noticed

in a subsequent volume, covering other periodicals). The

original magazine, published fron April to September 1817,

is mistitled, and the two editors receive each other's

forenames; the Noctes Ambrosianae are wrongly stated to

have ended in 1830, and the Blackwood who died in 1834

is erroneously said to be John.

17

Finally, there is the work of Dr. Alan Lang Strout.

Beginning with his first publication in January 1932,

Strout has assembled a daunting array of articles and

monographs, providing critical and bibliographic insights

12

into the work of the first Blackwood's writers. The

culmination of this endeavour was Strout's remarkable

Bibliography of Articles in Blackwood's Magazine, 1817-1825

(Lubbock, Texas, 1959). In selflessly guiding other scholars

through the Blackwoodian maze of anonymity compounded with

deliberate mystification, Strout did not leave himself time

to complete his biography of James Hogg, or to collate his

disparate pieces on J.G. Lockhart into a coherent study.

No one this century has been better equipped to produce a

10

11

12

Walter E. Houghton (ed.), The Wellesley Index to
Victorian Periodicals 1824-1900, vol.I (Toronto and Londor,

1966).

See below, Chapter Two, for the correct version of
these details.

See the Bibliography of this study, section headed
fPublications of A.L. Strout'.
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single, definitive account of the early years of Blackwood's

Magazine. That account remains unwritten; Mrs. Oliphant

remains unrevised; the possibilities suggested by the work

of McDowell and Fetter remain under-explored; Wellesley

only points the way. Before a modern work of synthesis
can be written, the Blackwood Papers require to be
connected with the political, social and economic articles
in the Magazine in a systematic and critical manner. That

is the task which this dissertation is designed to accomplish.

A Note on Method

The organising-principle behind this study is that the

articles in Blackwood's cannot be divorced from their

writers. The point may seem crashingly obvious. Yet it 1is
generally the case that the Magazine is referred to as if

it were a self-existent entity: 'Blackwood's believed...,!

'Blackwood's regretted...,' and so on. At best, with the

few creditable exceptions noted above, we are told that

'a writer in Blackwood's argued...,' with no name being

supplied, even in the post-Wellesley era, as if that

particular detail did not matter. 1In a sense it did not:
the prevalence of anonymity in political writing in
periodicals did tend to merge a writer's individuality
into the safe haven of the editorial 'we'.‘]3 Yet the
Magazine only existed because certain individual writers
put pen to paper. They brought to their work their own
disparate backgrounds, their own several stocks of reading

and experience, their own principles and prejudices, their

13 The role of anonymity is further discussed in the Conclusion.




own peculiarities of style and argument. Even though the

political alignment of Blackwood's was plainly on the Tory
side, debates within Toryism/Conservatism left room for
differences of opinion about a whole range of policies.14
The articles appearing in the columns of the Magazine
cannot be properly explained if they are discussed without
reference to the writers who most commonly wrote them.

Out of the many political contributors whose work
appeared in the Magazine during the thirty years covered
by this study, six have been selected for critical-
biographical appraisal. They occupy the top six places
in the attributions of authorship of articles on political,
economic and social guestions, as given in Strout's

Bibliography and in the Wellesley Index. The order is

as follows (taking August 1846 as the stopping-point):

Archibald Alison 103
David Robinson 91
George Croly15 60
William Johnston 38
Thomas De Quincey 30
Alfred Mallalieu 21

——ne

Total 343

-

Their total figure amounts to about two-thirds of the 500
or so articles on this side of the Magazine's coverage.

Other writers, whose contributions will be discussed when

appropriate, but who will not receive extensive characterisatio:

1, See especially the first part of Chapter Four, and Ch=pter
Seven. |
15 Adding Croly's miscellanies, 'The World we live in', and

'Things of the day', which sometirmes contained political
comment, would add a further 20 to his total.
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included (in the range of more than ten, but less than
twenty, political articles) Samuel 0'Sullivan, James McQueen,
John Galt, Charles Neaves and George Moir. They were
joined, near the close of the period of study, by two
important contributors for the future: W.E. Aytoun and

W.H. Smith. Many of these writers, both in the top six

and below, also contributed a wide range of other work to

Blackwood's - articles on history, travel, taste and the

like. This was especially true of Alison, Croly and
De Quincey, among the top six, bringing the grand total
for that group to over 700 articles.

To give a sound analysis of even the half of that
impressive total which belongs to the sphere of this study
clearly poses problems of compression. One device which
has been adopted here is familiar enough to literary critics
and historians of ideasjé but is less common amongst
political historians. A single article from each writer
had been selected for close criticism, paying attention to
stylistic peculiarities, devices of argument, and sources
of ideas. The contributors to, and the readers of,

Blackwood's Magazine belonged to an era before the advent

of narrow specialisms. Although this dissertation belongs

to, and must conform to the requirements of, an era of
professional specialisation, it will not have fully succeeded
in its purpose if it does not reflect something of the variety

and vitality to be found in Blackwood's Magazine.

16 I am happy to acknowledge the benefitg which I have
derived from working for many years with col;eagues on
the BA(Hons) English and History, and M.A. History of
Ideas, at Newcastle Polytechnic.
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CHAPTER TWO

WILLTIAM BLACKWOOD AND SONS

The most powerful impression produced by studying

Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine is that of coming to know a
family. The members were not restricted to the bearers of
the Blackwood name, which was given to the publishing house
and to the Magazine. Rather, it was an extended family,
embracing the regular contributors and, arguably, the regular
readers. Standing at the head, until his death on 16 September
1834, was the founder of the publishing house, William
Blackwood. Born in Edinburgh, of mercantile stock, on 20
November 1776, he served his apprenticeship with the book-
sellers, Bell and Bradfute. In 1796 he went to Glasgow to
take charge of a new bookshop, established by the Edinburgh
firm of Mundell. His work soon brought him into contact with
Archibald Constable, then still a bookseller, but later to

become the publisher of the Edinburgh Review, from its

inception in 1802.

In the careers of Constable and Blackwood a new phase
can be traced in the history of the Scottish Enlightenment -
or, arguably, a new post-Enlightenment era came into being,
with the central focus shifting away from philosophy and
social science towards imaginative literature and periodical
essays. Several of the giants of the eighteenth century
were now dead : David Hume, Adam Smith and William Robertson.
Scholars of European reputation, they had secured London
publishers for their works. Printing and paper-making had
both greatly expanded in Edinburgh during the second half of

the eighteenth century, but the centre of publishing ir
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Britain continued to be found in the vicinity of the Strand
and Paternoster Row. The trade - or profession - of
publisher was not, in any case, as yet clearly differentiated
from that of bookseller. The main Edinburgh bookseller,
Creech, published the second edition of the poems of Ecbert
Burns. Booksellers' premises were the favourite gathering
grounds of the literati, fulfilling a role not unlike that of
the French salon. It was in the early nineteenth century that
this function came to be performed by the offices of the
publishers: John Murray in Albemarle Street, London; Archibald
Constable in the High Street, Edinburgh, and, in due course,
William Blackwood in Princes Street.

Having gained further experience of bookselling and
cataloguing, in Edinburgh and London, Blackwood began trading
in his own right, at 64 South Bridge, Edinburgh, in 1804.
Landmarks in his progress included becoming the Edinburgh
agent for John Murray in 1811, the publication of Blackwood's
catalogue of 15,000 volumes in 1812, and the co-publication,

sin 1816, with John Murray, of the Black Dwarf, the first of

a projected new series of novels by Walter Scott (not named

on the title page), to be known as the Tales of My Landlord.

In January 1819, however, Scott sold the copyright of the Tales
to Constable, so that Constable was able to announce the
f;rthcoming publication of a fifth edition, while Blackwood
still had unsold copies of the fourth edition on his hands.
After an acrimonious correspondence between Blackwood and
Scott's partner, James Ballantyne, the latter agreed to
repurchase what remained of the fourth editon, at the
subscription price. By misdating this episode to 1817, Mrs.

0liphant reflected unfairly on the conduct of James Ballartyne,

while also creating the false impression that Blackwood's




Magazine was founded partly in pique against Constable's

acquisition of the Iglg§.1 It was while he was still
Scott's publisher that Blackwood resolved to challenge
Constable's dominance of periodical publishing in
Edinburgh.

The standard histories of the Blackwood firm envisage

the target of the new magazine as being the Edinburgh Review.2

It would, however, be more realistic to see Constable's other

periodical, the Scobts Magazine, as the prime object of

William Blackwood's attack. The counterpoint to the

Whig Edinburgh was John Murray's Tory Quarterly Review,

published in London, admittedly, but manifestly the rival of

the Edinburgh in its field. To depict what was first

founded as the Edinburgh Monthly Magazine, in April 1817, as

though it were intended to take on the mighty organ of
Jeffrey, Smith, Brougham and Horner, is to import a future
knowledge of what Blackwood's periodical became into the
situation appertaining in the early months of 1817.

The enfeebled state of the Scots Magazine invited competition,

and it would appear that the idea of founding a rival
magazine had occurred first in the previous year to Thomas
Pringle and James Cleghorn, who then persuaded Blackwood

to support their project.3 The arrangement was that Blackwood,
as publisher, would see to the printing, while Cleghorn and

Pringle recruited literary contributors. The editors would

1 Annals, I, 83, 86, 97. c.f. Grierson, op.cit., IV, 430 n.2.

ls, I, 97. (Mrs. Oliphant does, however, refer to the
: éggis Magazine, p.98) Tredrey, p.23. Wellesley Index, p.7.
Dr. Josephine Haythornthwaite (§e§ under Theses), p.75,
prolongs the old version, describing the new magazine as :
being 'intended as a Tory counterblast to the Whig Edinburgh

Review'.
3 A.L.Strout, 'James Hogg's Forgotten Satire, John Paterson's

iti Cleghorn
', PMLA, 52 (June 1937), p.430, note, citing
gggePriig e's Notice of the Transactions between the
Publisher and Editors of the Edinburgh Monthly Magazine,

OQctober 1817.
Ve
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receive jointly £50 per month, some of which might perhaps
have to be passed on to contributors, but the apparent
expectation was that most of these would not require payment.A
The publisher and co-editors would then divide any ensuing
profits.
The moment was certainly ripe for a new venture in

periodical publishing, both within the Edinburgh context

and in the wider arena. There was room for a magazine that
came out more frequently, and with shorter articles, than the
two great reviews, but‘partaking of their intellectual
vitality and critical vigour rather than repeating the

traditional formula of the Gentleman's Magazine. The

attractions of periodical writing were well summarised
by J.G. Lockhart, who was to play a formative part in the

early years of Blackwood's Magazine.

In the present day, I look upon periodical writing

as by far the most agreeable species of authorship.
When a man sits down to write a history or a
dissefation - to fill an octavo or quarto with Politiecs,
Morals, Metaphysics, Theology, Physics, Physic, or
Belles-Lettres, he writes only for a particular class

of readers and his book is bought only by a few of that
particular class. But the happy man who is permitted
to fill a sheet, or a half-sheet, of a monthly or
quarterly journal with his lucubrations, is sure of
coming into the hands of a vast number of persons

more than he has any strict or even feasible claim upon,
either from the subject-matter or execution of his

work. The sharp and comical criticisms of one man are
purchased by people who abhor the very name of wit,
because they are stitched under the same cover with
ponderous masses of political economy, or foggy
divinity, or statistics, or law, or alggbra, more ‘
fitted for their plain, or would-be plain understandings;
while, on the other hand, young ladies and gentlemen,
who conceive the whole sum and substance of human
accomplishment to consist in being able to gabble a
little about new novels and poems, are compelled to
become the proprietors of so many quires of lumbgr

per quarter, in order that they may not be left in

J, Annals, I, 99; Strout, op.cit., p.431.
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ignorance of the last merry things uttered by Mr.

Jeffrey, or Mr. Southe » or Mr. Gifford i
James Mackintosh. 7 T S

5

The moment then, was ripe, but the Edinburgh

Monthly Magazine was not the periodical to take it. The

contents of the first number, in April 1817, might have
possessed an appeal for antiquarians, but they hardly
constituted a new departure in periodical writing. The
publication was envisaged in its introductory statement as
a 'repository', and the features selected for special
mention were the Antiquarian Repertory, the notices of
articles in other periodicals, and the Monthly Register,
a lengthy digest of home and foreign news, including
births, deaths and marriages. Modesty of aspiration also
manifested itself in a remark to a correspondent, with
perhaps a hint of irony:

The paper by 'Junius' is in many respects interesting,

but it is unfortunately so overloaded with "fine

writing", as to be quite unfit for our humble
miscellany in its present shape.

To humility and eclecticism could be added the
further characteristic of political neutrality. The
opening article, 'Memoir of the late Francis Horner, Esq.,
M.P.,' consisted of a collection of public tributes to the

deceased Whig worthy. Ricardo was approvingly discussed in

the next number, and in August the Edinburgh Review was praised

for an article therein about pauperism. In any case,
contributions about political, social and economic questions
(mainly economic) in the first six numbers occupied only

26 out of the 672 pages. The feebleness of this first

(J.G. Lockhart) Peter's Letters to his Kinsfolk (1819),
TII, 192-3. (A 'sheet' comprised about 16 pages of N
octavo. Contributors to periodicals were generally paid
at so much per sheet.)
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volume, however, which has been & matter of agreed comment
in earlier studies,6 ought not to prevent reference to the
calibre of individual contributors. Scott, Hogg, Lockhart
and Wilson all contributed to the first number - and, indeed,

to most of the numbers in the first volume.

A vital ingredient was lacking, however, as John Wilson

recalled three years later:

Our first six numbers were but so-so. They were like
loaves made of tolerably fair flour, but with
indifferent yeast - poorly kneaded and baked in a
cracked oven. They did not rise well - felt heavy

in hand - when cut up looked blue - and were, to young
people at least, of slow and difficult digestion.7

The uninspiring impression left by the whole enterprise

is a further instance of a maxim in the past and present
affairs of periodicals: real success comes when the whole

is greater than the sum of its parts. Cleghorn and Pringle
were not the men to achieve the chemical fusion out of
which a new periodical compound could be created. Blackwood
swiftly realised this, and after the completion of the third
number, he gave the co-editors three months' notice to quit
their positions.8 An announcement in the September issue

was worded as though the whole enterprise were being concluded.

'meek and mild', Annals, I, 100; 'meek and mild', Tre@rey,
° p?23; 'a very sucking dove in mildness', Strout, op.cit.

p.431.
Maga, Oct. 1820, p.80.

letter to Scott on 20 Aug. 1817, Blackwood claimed
iﬁai, after serving notice, he offered Pringlg the sole
editorship, properly paid, and w1?h all.contrlbutors
thenceforth to be paid. (The policy which Constable had
adopted with the Edinburgh Review, from the outseta)
Pringle appeared to agree, but suddenly joined Cleghorn+
in defecting to Constable. Lette? quoted by A.L. Etrouv
in 'James Hogg's "Chaldee Manuscript"', PMLA, 65 (Sept.

1950), pp.696-7.
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We beg leave to announce to our Subscribers and the

Public, that this Work is now discontinued, the present
being the last Number of it.

A new title did not have to be found on legal grounds,
as Blackwood acguired the copyright, but commercial
considerations dictated a change of name. The contents page
of the first number of the new title, in October 1817,
omits volume and issue numbers, but thereafter continuity
with the original publication was restored through the
designation 'Volume II, Number VIII et segqq. Cleghorn

and Pringle both limped’

away from Blackwood's handsome
new premises in Princes Street and found refuge with
Constable in the old town. There they became editors of

the Edinburgh Magazine, and Literary Miscellany, being a

series of the Scots Magazine. Blackwood purchased the

copyright of this publication after Constable's crash in
1826, Cleghorn and Pringle having already departed elsewhere.

The birth, or re-birth, of Blackwood's Edinburgh

Magazine, in October 1817, 1s one of the classic episodes

in the history of periodical literature. This is not the
place in which to traverse familiar ground, however tempting
the territory.1o Suffice it to say that the refounded
publication was strikingly different in character from

its predecessor: confident to the point of arrogance,
partisan to the point of bellicosity, personal to the point
of defamation, and witty to the point of hilarity.

The 'Chaldee Manuscript' set Edinburgh by the

9 (They were both lame).

i Annals, I, 114-154, amplified in
10 Z?iiE?ZSdg;ai%i: ziiout, listed in the bibliograrphy.
The best source of all is, of course, the October
number. The full text of the 'Chaldee Manuscript' can
also be found in Tredrey, Appendix II.
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eers, while the London literary world was shocked by tre
assault on the 'Cockney School'. Coleridge was mauled in

8 savage review of his Biographia Literaria. So began his

tortuous relationship with the Magazine, which ended in

mutual admiration, tinged, on the Blackwood's side, by

disappointment at what remained unfulfilled from their

dealings.

. N\
The October number achieved a succes de scandale, an

outcome that might not have been entirely unanticipated by
those responsible. A second edition had to be printed although
shorn of the shocking delights of the 'Chaldee Manuscript',
which compounded personal insults with the parodying of
biblical 1anguage.11 It was with mingled pride and unease
that Blackwood sent a copy of the original October number
to Scott:
I hope you will be pleased with this number on the whole
and think that it is likely to make some noise. I
anxiously hope you will not be displeased with the
Chaldee MS. There will be various opinions as to

the propriety of publishing this. The Editor took
his own way and I cannot interfere with him.12

In this last sentence, William Blackwood made the first
use of a crucial invention in the 'Chaldee Manuscript' -
the veiled Editor. (In ch.2 vs.2, Blackwood is encouraged
by an apparition: 'a man clothed in dark garments, having
a veil upon his head'. The veiled figure recruits a new
team of contributors). It became a standard tactic,

especially in the controversial early numbers, for the

11 See the five public letters from 'Calvinus', protesting
at the parody of Scripture, collected in a volume of
Tracts on Blackwood's Magazine, held in the [KLS.

42 NLS, Acc. 5643, B1, f.2. Quoted (with minor variations
from the letterbook version) in Annals, I, 149-150.
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'Editor' to serve as a kind of whipping boy, blamed by
the publisher for his wilfulness, whilst the two principal
contributors, John Wilsdn and J.G. Lockhart, disclaimed
editorial responsibility. Such a device might work with
uninjured neutrals, like Scott and William Laidlaw, but it
was insufficient to deflect a really injured party, such
as J.G. Dalyell, the victim of the most tasteless, and
unfunny, verses in the 'Chaldee Manuscript'. Blackwood wrote
to him, through his legal representative, on 6 November 1817.
I can assure you that as Publisher of that Magazine
(over the articles of which I have no control) it is
my uniform desire, as it must ever be my interest,

that nothing should appear in it which can justly
give offence to any one. 4

Being well aware that the law could not take cognizance of
a mythical editor, Blackwood offered Dalyell an out-of-
court settlement, to be assessed by agreed counsel. Dalyell

14

received £230 damages. Subsequent sallies in the Magazine
cost the publisher substantial sums, whether in legal costs
or in private payments, to placate Hazlitt, Professor Leslie,
Richard Martin M.P., and others. A.L. Strout computes
Blackwood's bill as at least £830, plus legal expenses, by
1822. Theodore Besterman suggests that the total figure for
the whole period of Blackwood's proprietorship 'cannot have

15

been far below £3,000'. Such notoreity, of course, brought

its compensation in the form of increased sales (a tactic

13 NLS, Acc.5643, B1, f.15.
1, A.L. Strout, 'The Cost of Libel and Maga', TLS 28 March
1936.

15 T. Besterman, 'The Cost of Libel and Maga', TLS 25 April
1936.
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which neither began nor ended with Blackwood's Magazine),

but there would have come a time when it became counter-
productive, had it not been enhanced by more creditable ways
of stimulating the readers' interest. The short-livegd
connection with John Murray16, in 1818-19, was beneficial

in leading to the recruitment of London contributors. The
development of the political side of the Magazine, from 1820,

enabled Blackwood's to make up in political debate what it

began to lose in literary raillery.

For a proper understanding of the location of editorial
responsibility within the Magazine, it is necessary to draw
aside the veil behind which the conductors sheltered. The
device was denounced in a pamphlet entitled 'A Review of
Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine for October 1817.'

In such a production the Editor 1s responsible for

every article admitted. If these articles are false,

and in opposition to his own sentiments, he is doubly
blameable and cowardly; if they are true, and yet in

opposition to his own sentiments, he at once acknowledges
his ignorance, imbecility and unfitness.17

Taking, for the moment, Blackwood's word to Scott,
Laidlaw and others, that there was an editor, but that he
was not the man, it must follow that either Wilson or
Lockhart was the editor, for no one else was so close to the
heart of the Magazine. The three most contentious - and
eye-catching - pieces in the October 1817 number came from
their hands.18 During the Murray period, it has been

estimated by A.L. Strout that they contributed 43% of the

16 See Appendix III, 'Blackwood and Murray, 1818-19'.

17 Tracts, op.cit., p.10.

18 The 'Chaldee Manuscript' was a joint effort, expanding
upon the original version by James Hogg; Wilson undertook
the demolition of Biographia Literaria, while Lockhart

assailed the Cockney School.
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total contents - a remarkable achievement in range, quantity
and, not least, sheer speed of composition. Mrs. Oliphant
quotes a letter from Lockhart‘]9 in which he claimed that
Murray and Blackwood wished Wilson and himself to be
Joint editors, at a salary of £500 per year between them -
a proposal probably arising out of Murray's desire to
regularise the situation. If the scheme ever came to
anything, however, it ended with Murray's disassociation,
and Wilson and Lockhart claimed never to have received any
payment under this heading. A.L. Strout has found
correspondence in 1819 which leads him to suggest that
Wilson and Lockhart were taking turns in editing successive
numbers.zo

A study of the first Blackwood's letter-book reveals
that Wilson, and probably Lockhart, handled some of the

correspondence with contributors. There are seven letters

signed 'Christopher North', who became Wilson's alter ego.

One of these, in Wilson's own hand, was to 'R.T.S.' (i.e.,

William Maginn, who defeated the Blackwood's obfuscators

at their own game) invitifig him to become a regular
contributor.21 Lockhart assumed the guise of 'Editor'

in wooing Coleridgezz, although the copy in the letterbook
is not in his hand, probably being the work of an office
copyist.23 Against this, however, there are 125 letters in

this letterbook ending 'W. Blackwood', or 'signed, W.

19 Annals, I, 191.

20 Strout, Bib., p.6.

21 NLS, Acc.5643, B1, f.86.
22 Annals, I, 4171.

23 NLS, Acc.5643, B1, £.70.
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Blackwood'. This quantifiable evidence from the letterbook
must be set against one letter, in particular, therein.

On the day that the first number of Blackwood's Edinburgh

Magazine was published, Blackwood wrote to Wilson to express

his appreciation.

My Dear Sir,

As in duty bound I send you the first complete
copy I have got of the Magazine. I also beg you
will do me the favour to accept of the inclosed.
It is unnecessary for me to say how much and how
deeply I am indebted to you and I shall only add that
by the success of the Magazine (for which I shall be
wholly indebted to you) I hope to be able to offer you
something more worthy of your acceptance.24

Wilson's creativity was essential to the success of
the enterprise, and in time there was to be good reason for
regarding him, in the guise of 'Christopher North', as the

personification of Blackwood's. At first, however,

'Christopher North' was a shared persona, and Maginn, still
writing from the Minerva Rooms, Cork, as 'R.T.S.', thought
the wearer of the disguise was Lockhart. A reply from
Blackwood corrected his misapprehension:
Your letter to Christopher has amused us not a little.
The Editor still continues veiled, but he is not
surprised at the mistake you have fallen into by
giving his office to Mr. Lockhart, who has certainly
been one of our most efficient supporters. He shewed

your letter to Mr. L. who as as much amused with it as
we wWere.,;

Unless Blackwood was communing with a phantasm, this reply
can only mean that he regarded Wilson as more properly
performing an editorial role than Lockhart. Perhaps
Blackwood was lost in his own fog, given the confusion of

singular and plural forms in his reply to a complaining

2/, 20 Oct. 1817, loc.cit., f.1.
25 19 June 1820, loc.cit., f.122.
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letter from the London publisher, Henry Colburn:

This however is not my affair, but the Editor's, as
I never on any occasion interfere with them.26

Whatever the precise disposition of functions within

the triumvirate in the earliest years of Blackwood's, two

events, in August 1820 and February 1821, respectively,
accentuated the responsibility of William Blackwood for

the direction of the Magazine. John Wilson won a spirited
contest for the chair of Moral Philosophy in the university
of Edinburgh; and J.G. Lockhart was badly shaken when his

friend Christie killed John Scott of the London Magazine

in a duel, arising out of a war of words between Lockhart

and Scott in their respective periodicals.z'7 Wilson's
energies were diverted to writing his course of lectures.
Between August 1820 and June 1821 (inclusive) he only appears
to have contributed one definite and two possible pieces

to the Magazine.28 As for Lockhart, in the six months
following the duel, there are no articles definitely

attributable to him.>? On 13 July 1821, Lockhart wrote

to James Hogg:

Wilson is quite mad wt. idleness & champagne ever

since his lectures were done. Blackwood seems in

great feather but how he gets on w his magazine God

in heaven knows. He won't tell me the name of the
author of a single paper now-a-days. I have not written
a line for these eight or ten months & Wilson nothing
since the Tete a tete.BO

26 18 Aug. 1819, loc.cit. f.80. (My underlining).

27 For the details of these two episodes, see Annals, I,
chs. V and VI; biographies of Wilson and Lockhart; A.L.
Strout, 'John Wilson's Election to the Professorship of
Moral Philosophy, 1820', ELH(Dec.1939), pp.291-9; state-
ments from John Scott and J.G. Lockhart (before the duel)

in Tracts, op.cit.
28 According to the attributions listed in Strout, Bib.
29 Ibid.

30 uwoted in A.L. Strout, The Life and Letters of James Hogg
1946) I1,215. For the 'Tete a tete! in October 1820 see relow.
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Lockhart and Wilson did, of course, resume their
contributions to the Magazine. Wilson's exuberant
temperament, however, was unsuited to the daily routine
of handling contributors, drawn now from a more distant
circle; and late in 1825 Lockhart left to become editor

of the Quarterly Review. Thenceforth, the Magazine was

indeed 'Ma Maga', as William Blackwood was fond of calling

it. The general verdict appears sound:

the only real editor of Blackwood's Magazine
was Blackwood himself.

31

With Wilson and Lockhart among its principal
contributors, and its sagacious publisher to edit

it "32

Although there is no doubt that Blackwood was the effect-
ive editor of his publication, he found it convenient
sometimes to pretend that he was not.33

I do not think that even for these six months34
they were ever free from the silent authority behind
(their) backs ‘v o35

(Blackwood) was his own editor in so far as the
practical management of the magazine was concerned -
but he was not entirely its editor in the purely
literary sense of the word.36

I need not tell you how proud I am of your praise of
my Magazine. It is my darling child, to which my whole
heart and soul are devoted.37

William Blackwood
Bookseller in Edinburgh
Originator
And for seventeen years
Gonductor and Publisher
of 38
The Magazine which bears his name.

31 Elsie Swann, Christopher North (1934) p.107.

32 DNB. . |

33 Wellesley Index, op.cit., p.7. 34 (The Murray period).

35 Annals, I, 192. 36 J.F. Ferrier (Wilson's son-in-law)
in letter, 8 Dec. 1855, quoted in Strout, Bib, p.3.

37 W. Blackwood to S.T. Coleridge, May 1832, NLS, Acc.5643,B9.

38 Memorial stone in 0ld Calton Burial Ground, Edinburgh.
(Archibald Constable's grave is only twenty yards away) .




29

At this point in the chapter, therefore, it is
necessary to show, from the Blackwood Papers, how William
Blackwood conducted his Magazine in its formative years.

The most obvious of Blackwood's personal attributes
was his energy. The letter-books provide abundant proof.
Copies of letters to contributors and other correspondents
cover a total of about 3,800 pages in the ten letter-books
relating to the period October 1817 - May 1834.39
Sometimes Blackwood made his own copy, otherwise the task
was left to an office copyist. Normally these copies end
with the words 'W. Blackwood', or 'signed W. Blackwood'.
Where letters actually sent have been located, they were
written and signed by Blackwood himself. As these were
written to political notables, however, this cannot be
taken as proof that Blackwood personally wrote all of his
letters. Given the desire of his main contributors for
confidentiality, however, it 1s reasonable to assume that
Blackwood corresponded with them in his own hand. Also,
on stylistic grounds, the voice of Blackwood is evident
throughout the correspondence, even if it might sometimes
have taken the form of dictation to a copyist. To this
impressive mass of outgoing correspondence must be added
the task of reading an equivalent volume of letters coming
into the office from contributors and other persons concerned
with the Magazine. J.G. Lockhart gave a vivid characterisation
39 One of Blackwood's last signed letters in thg lgtter—book

(NLS, Acc.5643, B10, f.359) was to his son William, on

2 May 1834. A few others, in the summer monthst are

signed for him (by his son Alexander, where legible) or

as 'William Blackwood and Sons'. After Rlackwood's death

in September, Alexander Blackwood handled the correspondence
to the end of this letter-book, Feb. 1835).
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of Blackwood's bustling energy:

He is a nimble active-looking man of middle age,

and moves about from one corner to another with

great alacrity, and apparently under the influence

of high animal spirits. His complexion is very
sanguineous, but nothing can be more intelligent, keen,
and sagacious, than the expression of the whole
physiognomy " 40

This account by a member of Blackwood's circle can be
broadly corroborated by the impressions of an American
writer, John Neal, who met Blackwood in 1825.

I found him a short, "stubbed" man, of about five

feet six, I should say, with a plain, straightforward

business air, - like that of a substantial tradesman,

- and a look of uncommon though quiet shrewdness.

You could see at a glance that he was a man to be

trusted, - frank and fearless, without being either
boastful or aggressive.41

Blackwood's 'frank and fearless' character was revealed
in the way that he weathered the storm over the October 1817
nunber, (partly by exploiting the 'veiled editor'), while
Wilson and Lockhart took refuge in the English Lake District.

He even had the temerity to criticize the later stages of

the plot of the Black Dwarf, despite the risk of offending
Scott - who did, indeed, refrain from entrusting further
novels to Blackwood. Subsequent critical opinion has tended
to vindicate Blackwood's judgement in this matter, and his
record in recruiting contributors to his Magazine provides
substantial evidence of his shrewdness in assessing a writer's
worth. The two principal political writers in the Magazine
during the 1820s, George Croly and David Robinson, were both
invited by Blackwood to become regular contributors at a

42

very early stage in their dealings with the firm. Acting

upon a suggestion from Croly, Blackwood recruited Alaric

L0 Peter's Letters, II, 188.
41 Quoted in Strout, Hogg, op.cit., p.126
L2 See below, Chapter Three.
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Watts as his London informant about interesting new books
and their writers, and about developments in the London
periodical press.43 As an increasing part in the Magazine
came to be played by London contributors (a process

accentuated by the departure to London of Lockhart and

Maginn), Blackwood endeavoured to create an esprit de corps

among them by encouraging social intercourseAA and by
entertaining them at the Somerset Hotel when he was in

London.

The Magazine remained an Edinburgh publication, however,

and Blackwood's Scottish patriotism can be discerned in
several of his letters to contributors. In the summer of
1824, for example, in corresponding with David Robinson

about a forthcoming article on the Church of England and the
45

Dissenters, Blackwood informed him,

Presbyterian as I am,perhaps I do not differ much
from you in some of the views you give of the spirit
and tendency of the conduct of some of the early
reformers, but no Scotsman can help feeling how much
Scotland owes to the zealous and faithful men who
opposed themselves to a corrupt court and under
providence won the means of preserving ought that is
valuable in our national institutions.46

While this was hardly a Tory view of history, Blackwood's
attitude to contemporary politics was that of an uncompromising
Tory. He wrote admiringly to Croly and Robinson about their

onslaughts on Whiggism and their critiques of lukewarm and

47

innovating Tories. He sent copies of his Magaszine

containing important political articles to Lord Liverpool,

L3 7 Feb. 1822, NLS, Acc.5643, B2, f.253.

L, For Blackwood's abortive efforts to bring together
Robinson and Maginn see below, Chapter Three.

L5 Maga, Oct. 1824 .
L6 25 Aug. 1824, NLS Acc.5643, B3, f.325.

L7 See below, Chapter Three.
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Sidmouth, Peel and Canning, and was delighted when Wellington,
on becoming Prime Minister, ordered a full set.48 Although
he envisaged his Magazine as a miscellany, with room for
individual expressions of opinion, the whole had to be
founded upon 'avowed and determined principles'.49 The
intellectual fount of Blackwood's political ideas - as of
the ideas of several of his main political contributors -
was Edmund Burke. He invited Robinson to review a new

life of Burke, and suggested to Croly that he wrote a
series of biographical articles on Burke in the Magazine.50
Although Blackwood wrote nothing in his refounded Magazine,
he showed in his correspondence that he could engage his
contributors in political debate. He also acquired some
political experience in his capacity as a baillie of
Edinburgh.

For all his readiness to allow his political
contributors to express their own ideas, Blackwood had the
final say over amendments. excisions and even outright
rejections. Instances of the latter were rare, as the
publisher and his main political writers shared the same
general standpoint. The following instance can be cited as
an example of the combination of tact and firmness with
which Blackwood handled a contributor when returning an
article. The victim was David Robinson, who had committed
the double offence of sending in a piece that was too late
for publication and of writing something that was below his
usual standard. Blackwood advised Robinson to re-read his

L8 The details are given below, Chapters Three and Four.

i .5643, B6, f.2¢8.
Blackwood to Robinson, 3 Jan. 1826, NLS, Acc.5 :
+? (The relationship between the parts and the whole will be

explored below, Chapter Four).
50 See below, Chapter Three.
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article coolly and impartially, and he would see why it
had been returned. The piece went over old ground and
showed 'a tendency to acrimony' which might harm 'the

good cause in which we are all engaged'. This advice came

from a candid friend:

In conducting the Magazine I have a difficult course
to pursue, but to the best of my judgement I have
gone on, and will continue to go on in a straight
forward manly way without fear or f‘avour.5‘|

Conducted in this fashion, the Magazine established a sound
and steadily, if slowly, growing circulation. Mrs. Oliphant
quotes a letter from Lockhart to David Williams, a
contributor, in 1818, in which Lockhart observes, 'They

at present print 6000, and expect soon to sell that number

regularly'.52

In April 1827 Blackwood informed his son
William that he would soon have to enlarge the impression
of 6300 copies.53 Similar information was given by Blackwood
to Alaric Watts, when the publisher informed him, 'The

sale of Maga is increasing every day and is now considerably
above 6OOO.'54 In February 1828, David Robinson told
Blackwood, 'I have derived much pleasure from seeing that

you have substituted 7,000 for 6,500 in your Advertisement.'55

The consistency of these statements, in private correspondence,

makes it plain that the monthly sale of Blackwood's Magazine

during its first decade was between 6,000 and 7,000 copies.
This figure should be set against the impression created by
a much more widely-known work than the present study:

Professor Harold Perkin's The Origins of Modern English

51 2/ May 1830, NLS, Acc.5643, B9, f.30.

52 Annals, I, 191. 53 lvid, 11, 75.

5, 23 Nov. 1827, NLS, Acc.5643, B7, f.335.

55 NLS, MS 4023, f.20. 56 Perkin, op.cit., p.244.
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Society. Perkin describes Blackwood's Edinburgh Review (sic)

as 'the most widely read journal of the day,' and he states

that it 'sold more than twice as many copies as the Edinburgh

56

Review or any other Opposition journal'. The source

which he cites for this 'information' is Blackwood's,

vol.VIII, 80-81. This is, in fact, part of John Wilson's
'"An Hour's Tete-a-Tete with the Public', in October 1820.
Whilst this piece does contain some revealing information

about the character of Blackwood's, the circulation clainms

clearly emanate from the Magazine's mystification department.
Quotation captures the spirit of the piece:

From the 24th till the 40th Number our sale has

been progressive. Positively, we have barely face to
whisper the amount, SOMEWHERE BELOW 17000! Compare
this with the known sale of other periodicals, and
you will not find it inferior to that of the best of
them. The sale of the Quarterly is about 14000 - of
the Edinburgh, ugﬁrds of 700055 - of the Gentleman's

Magazine, about 4000 - of the British Critic, 4000 -
of Baldwin, 1100 - of the British Review, between 3 and

4,00 - of the Scots Magazine, as we have been assured by
authority, .... from 100 to 150. ... It is not our
intention, at present, to suffer our sale to go beyond
17000.

Indeed not!

Another large pinch of salt needs to be taken when
reading the claims in the 'Tete-a-Tete' about the profit-
ability of the enterprise to 'Christopher North' and William
Blackwood. The commercial side of the Magazine will be

discussed more closely below. For the moment, it is enough

56 Perkin, op.cit., p.244.

57 c¢.f. the authoritative figures of F.W. Fetter: 'In its
best years the Edinburgh sold around 15000 copies, the
Quarterly close to 10,000, Blackwood's 6,000 or more ...'

Fconomic Controversy in the British Reviews, 1802-1850',
Economica (Nov.1965), p.425. Sir Henry Lucy, in 'Buff and
Biue', Cornhill (Jan.1922), p.69, states that in 1817 tre
Edinburgh Review reached its circulation peak of 13,500

copies.
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to know that the stated cover price of 2/6, and the trade
price of 2/-, are indeed correct, but that less credence

should be attached to the claim that the editor and his

£
PRe

publisher each received about £4,000 per annum from the venture.

The readership of Blackwood's was, of course, considerably

in excess of the 6,000 or so copies printed monthly. Multiple
readership was widely practised for the newspapers of the
period, when the 'taxes on knowledge' were at their peak,

and although monthlies and quarterlies escaped the excise
stamp, the nature of their contents made them appropriate

to be passed on to friends, or kept on the tables of

libraries and reading-rooms. By 1824, it would seem that the

readership of Blackwood's was evenly divided between England

and Scotland.59 One change, of significance to the study

of Blackwood's political articles, which occurred at the

end of February 1825, was that instead of coming out on the
twentieth of the month named on the cover, the Magazine

was ready for publication at the end of the month prior

to that appearing on the cover, and was officially published
on the first day of the new month.60

The appeal of Blackwood's Magazine was undoubtedly

enhanced by the advent of the Noctes Ambrosianae. Between

58 This claim (p.88), already inflated more than tenfold
as regards Wilson (taking him, as the author of the piece,
to be 'Christopher North'%, is further inflated, by
some spuriously precise corrections, to yield £6,000
per annum to him, and nearly £5,000 to Blackwood. The
principle behind this detailed fantasy seems to be that
of Samuel Butler: 'I do not mind 1lying, but I hate

inaccuracy.'

59 Letter from David Robinson to W. Blackwood, 31 Aug.1824,
NLS, MS 4013’ f081.

60 The numbers for February and March 1825 were published
at the same time: brief note on reverse of title-page.
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March 1822 and February 1835, a total of 71 dialogues

appeared in the Magazine, under the heading Noctes Arbrosianse.

‘They purported to be accounts of conversations amongst the

principal contributors to Blackwood's, and their friends,

refreshing themselves in Ambrose's Tavern with hearty meals
and even heartier drinking, and talking deep into the night.
The first 23 pieces in the series were the work, in about
equal measure, of Lockhart, Maginn and Wilson.61 With

the departure to London of Lockhart and Maginn, the Noctes
came more completely (but not entirely) into the hands of
John Wilson. In their range, wit and vitality, and especially
in the part-representation and part-invention of the character
of the Ettrick Shepherd, they represent Wilson's greatest
achievement in his periodical writing. The appeal of the
Noctes was one factor in the steadily-growing circulation

of Blackwood's in the late 1820s and early 1830s. A.L. Strout

suggests that they were the most popular serial publication
before the 'Pickwick Papers'.62 They could, on occasion,
serve as a vehicle for political comment, perhaps reaching
some less serious readers who skipped the political articles.
This facet of the Noctes will receive occasional notice here.
In the closing stages of his proprietorship, William
Blackwood began to attend to the arrangements for his
succession. As regards the leaving of a son and heir, he
had, if anything, over-provided himself. He had seven sons
and two daughters; their ages, at the time of his death in

September 1834, ranging from 28 down to eleven. °  Three

61 A.L. Strout, 'The First Twenty-Three Numbers of the Noctes
Ambrosianae,' The Library (June 1957), pp.108-118. —

62 1bid. p.108.
63 See family tree, Appendix I.
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of the sons were to make their careers in India, (one indeed
was already there), another became a Writer to the Signet

in Edinburgh, and a fifth, John, was still at school.

The task of running the publishing house and the Magazine
thus devolved clearly upon the two oldest brothers, Alexander
and Robert. William Blackwood carefully prepared his sons
to take over his responsibilities. In his annual visits

to London, around Easter, to meet metropolitan contributors
and other useful contacts, Blackwood began to take either
Alexander or Robert with him, leaving the other brother

to 'mind the store'! in Edinburgh. Thus in 1831 Robert
accompanied his father, meeting Lockhart, Croker and

regular contributors, while Alexander took responsibility
for the Edinburgh end. In 1833 the roles were reversed.
Such visits provided valuable experience, although at some

financial cost. In 1829, for example, when Alexander

6 }
accompanied his father, the table of expenses was as follows: N
£ S d
By Tickets in Steam Boat to and from London 20 - -
By expences on board " " " " 310 -
By Bill at Somerset (Hotel) 22 4 -
By Expences in London 8 17 6
£ 54 11 6

The Magazine continued to do well commercially in this
period. Indeed, William Blackwood claimed in a letter to
M.T. Sadler, M.P., that his Magazine was outselling the

Edinburgh ReVieW.65 In a political article in May 1831,

Archibald Alison remarked that 'there are nearly 9000 copies

of this Journal sold every month,' (p.757). The authorship

6, NLS, Acc.56LL, A2, 24 April 1829.
65 24 Sept. 1830, NLS, Acc.5643, B9, f.72.
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and location of this claim make it more worthy of credence
than if it had occurred in one of John Wilson's flights of
fancy, although it may be suggested that the real figure
was probably closer to 8000 than to 9000. Writing to his
son William, in India, in 1833 and 1834, Blackwood refers

to the Magazine's sales keeping on 'flourishingly'and ‘most

flourishingly'.66

Corroborating evidence of the success of the Magazine
can be seen in the adoption of a clearer, more elegant
type face, from November 1829, and in the acquisition of
handsome new premises, at 45 George Street, in April 1830.
The purchase price was 3500 guineas, and Blackwood expected

to spend up to £1500 in alterations.é’7

The range and
quality of the contributions to the Magazine touched new
heights. A notable example was the number for March 1832.
An extensive review by John Wilson of a pamphlet on 'The
Present Balance of Parties in the State'! was followed by
a lengthy discussion of the Belgian question by Archibald
Alison. The causes of the Bristol riots were discussed,
with first-hand knowé?ge, by John Eagles, and then came
literary and travel pieces by William Godwin, James White
and Samuel Warren. Next, T.P. Courtenay (writing in his
own name) contributed a well-informed comparison of
Castlereagh and Canning. Courtenay, who had dealt with
Canning as Secretary to the Indian Board of Control,
maintained that policy-differences between the two Foreign

Secretaries had been overstated, 'and particularly that

Lord Castlereagh did not systematically suppress, nor

(6 27 Jan. 1833, quoted in Annals, II, 107; and 2 May 1834,
NLS, Acc.5643, B10, f.359.

67 Letter to William Blackwood (jnr), 12 April 1829, quoted
in Annals, II, 88.
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Mr. Canning systematically support, liberal and popular
institutions in other countries', (p.520), an interpretation
that has come to be generally accepted. The European-wide
scale of the Magazine's interests was emphasised by the next
two articles, one on the Papal government,68 and the other
on Chateaubriand. A political article by William Johnston
concluded a number of remarkable richness. As the Reform
Bill crisis abated, and as the Whigs became more firmly
entrenched in office, the emphasis in the Magazine began
to move away from the political side towards the literary.
Where there had often been three or more articles on current
political questions, the monthly numbers were more likely,
from the middle of 1832, to contain only two.69 Serialised
fiction, and travel-writings, two of the staples of the
modern 'Maga', became more in evidence, with historical-
biographical subjects also well represented.

In William Blackwood's final years, two serious

rivals to his Magazine were launched: Fraser's in 1830

and Tait's in 1832. Although Tait's was published in
Edinburgh and attracted the talented services of De Quincey

for a time, Fraser's was the greater threat. Where Tait's

was Whig in politics and broadly non-partisan on its

literary side, Fraser's succeeded in achieving the hitherto

unique Blackwood's admixture of independent Toryism and

irreverent criticism. The explanation for the success lay

in the driving spirit behind Fraser's, the brilliant,

renegade William Maginn, once of Blackwood's. Where

igi 1 dhal
i s originally attributed by Wellegley to Sten
°8 ?2;ir;a1044)% but corrected to the credit of Croly.

69 Political articles numbered (approxinately) 46 in 1831,
25 in 1833, and 23 in 1835.
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Blackwood's had 'Christopher North', Fraser's had Oliver

Yorke'. Where Blackwood's rejoiced in the nickname of

'Maga', Fraser's styled itself 'Regina', the queen of

magazines. Both were Tory, both were imbued with strong
social compassion, both juxtaposed the informative and the
critical, the scholarly and the personal, the polemical and
the mischievous. William Blackwood's initial reaction was
one of fury rather than of anxiety.
Fraser's Magazine is a very disgusting affair. I
did not think it possible that Maginn could have so
far degraded himself. He is the very last man who
should have written the vile stuff which appears in
that production. The leading object seems to be to

provoke Maga to notice it in some way or other but the
thing is too contemptible.70

The response of the ultra-Tory Morning Journal, however,

boded ill for Blackwood's London market.

Why should there not be a genuine 'maga' in the
south, especlally so since the influence of the
metaphysical Mister William Hazlitt, and of the
yellow-breeched divinity of Cockaigne, is palpably
and notoriously on the wane, and, as we opine, about
to set for ever?71

Although the claim, in Fraser's, that the circulation,

after one year of publication, had reached 8700 copies

deserves to be treated with scepticism, it can at least

be suggested that the advent of Fraser's checked the growth

in Blackwood's London sales.

William Blackwood experienced further aggravation from
another periodical, this time one of his own enterprises.
He became involved in publishing a weekly newspaper in

Edinburgh, the Chronicle,72 in 1830-1. The printer and

70 Blackwood to W. Johnston, 25 May 1830, NLS,Acc.5643, B9,f.27.

71 Morning Journal, 1 March 1830, review of Fraser's.

i spaper is obscure even by the standards of failed
7 Egiznggrg.p A1l the information given here comes from

the Blackwood Papers.
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editor John Johnstone, wrote to him on 23 January 1831,
offering excuses for delays in printing and assurances of
his commitment to the enterprise. Indeed, Johnstone went
so far as to promise that he would forfeit five guineas
for each future deadline-failure, if empowered to reject

73

late, long communications. In a further letter, on 28

January, Johnstone pleaded with Blackwood to give the paper
a fair period of trial before abandoning it. He also
complained that Blackwood's connexions had not led to
much assistance in the literary or local news departments..
One capable contributor whom Blackwood did recruit was
William Johnston, who sent occasional contributions to

74

the Chronicle, by way of Blackwood himself. Johnston's

good nature was also tried by the printer, as he complained
to Blackwood:
I was vexed with the printing of the last letter in

the Chronicle, which appears not to have been corrected
at all, and is consequently absurd and unintelligible75

Two days earlier, Blackwood had written to the pr.nter in
his sternest tone, rebuking Johnstone for 'tardiness and

procrastination' and seeing no purpose 1in continuing a

76

newspaper which was so inefficiently managed. A further
letter gave Johnstone an ultimatum: he should either take

over the whole concern himself or empower Blackwood to

find a replacement for him.77 Another ultimatum followed,

a few days later: as Johnstone was manifestly incapable

of effecting the first alternative, he was given 48 hours

73 NLS, MS 4030, f.55.

7, NLS, MS 4027 (1830), passim.

75 31 Jan. 1831, NLS, MS 4,030, f.20.

76 29 Jan. 1831, NLS, Acc.5643, B9, f.124.
77 14 Feb. 1831, loc.cit., f.131
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to accept an offer from Blackwood to take over his share,
including the printing materials, otherwise Blackwood

would simply dispose of the business.78

A subsequent
request to Johnstone for a statement of account79 would
suggest that the printer received some recompense. The

implication of a letter from Johnstone in 1833 is that the

two men disposed of their interests in the Chronicle to a
80

third party.
The political situation at this time must have added
to William Blackwood's ill humour. In 1832, writing to
William Johnston, he bemoaned the state of the Tory party.
It is really lamentable to think that there is such
a want of concert and vigour. Peel is I fear to be
the curse of the country, for I doubt he is more than
half a liberal and will therefore never be a proper
leader in the House of Commons, for attacks upon Free
Trade, and the Anti-Colonial System of the Whigs
should be the chief engines i1n pulling down the Ministry.
81
In the year of his death, Blackwood was still troubled by
the 'sad lack of proper spirit and feeling' in the party.82
Blackwood's correspondence with politicians in these later
years reveals a significant contrast with the letters which
he wrote to Tory ministers in the early and mid-1820s. Now
his correspondents belonged to the ultra-Tory wing of the

party: Sir Richard Vyvyan, M.T. Sadler and the Duke of

Newcastle. Letters from Vyvyan in 1829 complimented Blackwood

78 19 Feb. 1831, loc.cit., f.140.

79 14 April 1831, loc.cit., f.167.

80 28 Oct. 1833, NLS, MS 4036.

81 26 Oct. 1832, NLS, Acc.5643, B9, f.551.

82 Blackwood to W. Johnston, 25 April 1834, NLS, Acc.5643,
B10, f.355.
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on the constancy and perceptiveness of the Magazine's
political articles, and acknowledged that 'you do stand
alone, maintaining the cause of truth against a host of
weak or base men who attempt to sway the public ming
through the periodical press ...'83 M.T. Sadler, in

1828, considered a request to contribute to the Magazine
as being 'the highest and most decisive compliment paid me,'
a compliment to which he had been unable to respond, being
preoccupied with a werk on population and poverty. Whilst
Sadler was obviously looking for a favourable review of
his newly-published work, it is worthy of note that he
attributed the genesis of his ideas on poor law policy to

84

an early article in Blackwood's. Sadler continued to

elude Blackwood as a contributor, despite a further overture

85

from the publisher in 1830. The Duke of Newcastle proved

a more constant friend. Writing from Clumber on 10 January

1829, the Duke thanked Blackwood for his 'persevering and
86

spirited exertions in favour of all that is right.'
Another warmly complimentary letter came from Clumber on
28 December 1832, acknowledging receipt of an article about

to appear in the Magazine.

I read this article with extreme pleasure, I read it
aloud to my family still farther to confirm my

children in the principles which it inculcates, and

to incite them to actions worthy of them. I never

read anything more calculated to do good in the

manner of &gll others the most desirable, nor can

I imagine anything better suited to these extraordinary

83 28 May and 22 June, 1829, NLS, MS 4026, f.210 and f.212.

8, L April 1828, NLS, MS 4023, T.73 (The article in question
was probably a short piece on 'Poor Rates' in April 1819).

85 2, Sept. 1830, NLS, Acc.5643, B9, f.72.
86 NLS, MS 4024, f.51.
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times.87

The Duke's compliments, and the offer to send a print of
himself to Blackwood, drew equally warm expressions of
thanks from the publisher. Blackwood wrote proudly to his
son William with the news, remarking, 'if we had more men
like him, the country would soon recover.'88 The Duke was
also ready to use his good offices to arrange an introduction
for Blackwood to meet one of the most revered figures in
their mutual sphere of polities - Lord Eldon. Sadly,
because Blackwood became indisposed during his last visit
to London, a few weeks later, the meeting had to be
cancelled.89 The sincere regard in which the Duke held
the publisher can be seen in the entry in his diary at

the time of Blackwood's death:

Blackwood the honest and loyal bookseller is dead -
he 1s a very great 1oss.90

The obituary in the Magazine was written by J.G.
Lockhart. Allowing for the location, and for the conventions
of such notices, Lockhart's assessment of his former employer
still carries conviction, when judged alongside the mass
of William Blackwood's correspondence which has been
examined in preparing the present study. Part of Lockhart's
assessment may therefore serve as a concluding appraisal

here.

His opinion was on all occasions distinctly expressed -
his questions were ever explicit - his answers conclusive.
His sincerity might sometimes be considered as rough,

2, £.89. Also quoted in Annals, II, 106, but
o 5g§ﬂ fgéoirong dZte and gome words omitted. (The article
must have been Alison's 'Future Balance of Parties.')
88 9 Feb. 1833, NLS, Acc.5643, B10, f.79.
89 Eldon to Blackwood, 4 May, 1833, NLS, MS4L037, f.50.
90 Newcastle MSS, Ne2 F4, f.311.
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but no human being ever aceused him either of
flattering or of shuffling; and those men of letters
who were in frequent communication with him, soon
concelived a respect and confidence for him, which,
save in a very few instances, ripened into cordial
regard and friendship ... He dealt by parties
exactly as he did by individuals. Whether his
principles were right or wrong, they were his, and he

never compromised or complimented away one tittle of

them.91

Alexander and Robert Blackwood took over the business,
fortified not only by their previous experience but by the
advice of Thomas Cadell, their London agent. Cadell made
some sound recommendations to the brothers in a letter sent
on 7 October 1834:

The plan to be adopted in general as regards the

Magazine, will I conceive be an adherence to its

present political spirit, not to be too meagre in

piquant articles of a miscellaneous nature, to give

occasional pieces of good poetry, and to steer clear
of personality and scurrility.92

Cadell went on to emphasise the importance of maintaining
the Magazine's standard in the coming months, when rival
periodicals and Whig and radical newspapers would be
looking for signs of decline. Another source of good
advice was John Dickinson, the paper maker, who was both a

93

business associate and a family friend. The respective
roles of the two brothers overlapped at the time, and have
caused some confusion since. Mrs. Oliphant contradicts
herself. Her first version (II, 139) has the brothers

operating 1in different departments - 'Alexander, the more

literary; Robert, the more energetic and enterprising in

91 Maga, Oct. 1834, pp.571-2.
92 NLS, MS 4,038, f.131.

93 Anpnals, II, 246.
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in all things connected with the trade.' Later, however,
(II, 215) Mrs. Oliphant came to see things differently:
Whether the letters were addressed to Alexander or
Robert mattered nothing: +there does not seem, so far
as the business was concerned, to be anything visible
even of that division of labour which is usually
thought convenient in such circumstances. My own
impression was, that Alexander had more of the
intellectual work and Robert of the business
transactions. But I do not find my surmise to be founded
on reality. As a matter of fact, they were one...
Mrs. Oliphant's second impression seems closer to the truth.
(Had she lived to revise her second volume, perhaps she
might have edited out the first impression.) Not only is
there a considerable interchange in the correspondence, but
Alexander's bouts of ill health obliged Robert to take
full responsibility on occasion. Alexander became 11l with
asthma in 1835, and more seriously so in 1836. On medical
advice, he spent the autumn and winter of 1836-7 in Italy.
It may well be, however, that Alexander's inclinations lay
more to the literary side. It 1s interesting to note that
when Alexander died in 1845, the younger bother John, rather
than Robert, is recorded as becoming editor of the
Magazine.94 Evidence of Robert's preference for the

managerial side can be seen in his acquisition of a

newspaper, the Berwick Warder, which he attempted to

invigorate, with the aid of leading articles from a capable

95

London journalist, Samuel Phillips.

' tone
B., entry for John Blackwood. Al;o, John's graves : ,
o ?E the OldyCalton Burial Ground, Edinburgh, records him
as having been 'Editor of Blackwood's Magazine for
33 years'. He died in 1879, which would take the date

back to 1846.
95 Annals, II, 311.
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Both brothers were concerned to maintain the standard
of the Magazine's political coverage. Alexander expressed
his anxieties about the paucity of capable contributors
in this sphere, in a letter to Robert in June 1836.

Robert, however, took a more confident view in a letter
which he wrote to his brother in September, pointing out
that political articles were pending from Croly, Alison and
Mallalieu.96 Commercially the Magazine continued, at
first, to maintain its position, and even a fire at the
Edinburgh warehouse, where large quantities of back numbers
were kept, ultimately proved of financial advantage. After
some debate with the insurers about how saleable such back
numbers really were, agreement was reached on a figure

of £2,000 compensation. 'It is a good bargain for us,'

97

Robert informed his brother. An important development in
1840 was the acquisition of their own London premises,

rather than continuing to operate through the office of
Thomas Cadell (Cadell himself having died). Apart from
marking a further advance in the standing of 'William
Blackwood and Sons', the London premises, at 22 Pall Mall,
provided the opportunity for a third brother, John, then aged
only 21, to show his mettle. He was given charge of the
London end, and Alexander informed him that he would
immediately be brought into the partnership, his share

98

value to be enhanced as the London business increased.

96 NLS, MS 4042, £.90 and f.118.
97 7 March 1837, NLS, MS 4044, f.48.
98 18 Nov. 1840, NLS, MS 4050, f.157.
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John brought to the family business, not only his
lively personal qualities, but a very useful contact, his
friend J.T. Delane. 1In 1840 the two sharéd lodgings in
St. James's Square,99 Delane having recently left Oxford

to take a junior position on the staff of The Times. The

death of Thomas Barnes in 1841 was to prove an even greater
opportunity for the young Delane (then aged only 23) than
the opening of the Pall Mall branch proved for John Blackwood.

As editor of The Times, Delane could acquaint John Blackwood

with items of political gossip (although exercising due
caution about the timing of his disclosures), and he

could provide space for occasional citations of Blackwood's
100

Magazine in The Times. One one occasion, however, Delane

republished an item before the Magazine had been officially
published, to John's mingled annoyance and pride:

I was perfectly astounded when I saw the Times this

morZ, - I only gave the article to Delane yesterday
afternoon & he (sic) dined together at the Parthenon
so it was not at the office until past nine - I am

further annoyed that he should have put in so nearly
the whole of it. He.was here today & says it took
the place of the President's message which he had
been calculating upon & that he had told them to cut
out more. As it is however it is a famous specimen
of how we commence the year. 41

Five years later, shortly before John began to concentrate

upon the Edinburgh rather than the London end of the

business, he was still in regular contact with Delane,

and still in receipt of well-informed political disclosures:
I had a long talk with John Delane yesterday, he is

confident as ever that Peel is going to repeal the
Corn Laws bodily. He says that everybody will be so

99 E. Cook, Delane of The Times,(1915), p.10.
100 NLS, MS 4054, passim, esp. £.104, £.134 and £.154.
1701 John to Alex. 28 December 1841, NLS, MS 4054, f.241.
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staggered by the extent of the scheme that many
people will not know on which side to vote.102

The financial records of the firm are more ample in
the period of the brothers than in the time of William
Blackwood. They can be used to produce a fairly comp-
rehensive accéunt of the income and expenditure generated
by the publication of a monthly periodical in this period.
The massive Publication Ledger,103 covering the years
1838-47, gives a monthly breakdown of the printing costs
of the Magazine. In 1838-9 they averaged around £270-£280
104

per month - amounting to £3,320 for the year. The next
largest item of expenditure was the payment of contributors.
For the fifteen-month period from 26 March 1845 to 27 June
1846, the total ©° came to £2173: that is, about £145 per
month, or £17AC per year. Other expenses, including
carriage, advertising of the Magazine, and advertisement
duty, added about £1400 to the debit side.’® These figures
give a total on the outgoings side of about £6460 per annum.
The income side was dominated by the sales of current numbers,
yielding (for July 1838 - June 1839) £7338, with a further
sum of £131 from the sale of back numbers, supplemented by
revenue from advertising amounting to £1381, to yield a
grand total of £8,850. The apparent annual profit (for
1838-9) of about £2,400 needs to be offset by unstated sums

for depreciation on premises and equipment, but the financial

102 John to Robert, 14 Jan. 1846, NLS, MS 4077, f.280.

103 NLS, Acc.5644, F2.

104 For a detailed statement of one typical month's costs,
see Appendix IV.

105 Cash Ledger, NLS, Acc.5644, B2.
106 TFor more precise details, see Appendix V.
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position looked very healthy. During the 1840s, however,
the Magazine's circulation fell. The ma jor reduction of
the printing-run occurred in July 1843, when the main

printing fell from 7,000 copies to 6,000, with the extra
printing (probably for back-numbers) adding a further 439
copies, to produce a grand total of 6,439, as against the

previous monthly total of nearly 7,500 copies.107

The
new figure was held (with a slight drop of about 100 copies
from January 1844) until January 1847, when there was a
further reduction by 300 copies, to leave a total printing
of just over 6,000 copies, as against the 7,500 copies in
the early 1840s. The annual balance sheets are consistent
with this reduction, showing a fall in printing costs,
in sales revenue, in advertising revenue received, and in
advertising duty paid. Further corroboration comes from
the decline in London sales to be traced in the figures
given by John Blackwood in his letters to his brothers.108
Although this downward movement must have been a
disappointment, after the steady growth in the 1820s and
1830s, the Magazine remained profitable, and the capital
value of the publishing house had become very substantial,
as the data assembled for the income tax return indicates.109
In this later period, the circulation pattern probably
showed a ratio of 2:1 in favour of English as against
Secottish sales (compared with a roughly equal balance in

the early years), reflecting the wider range of the

Magazine's contents. Irish sales (almost certainly confined

107 Publication Ledger, NLS, Acc.5644, F2

108 See Appendix VI.
109 See Appendix VII.
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to the protestant community) amounted to perhaps 500 copies.
In addition, a colonial edition was launched (first recorded
as an item in the publication ledger on 31 December 1843),
initially taking a print-run of 1,000 copies, but soon
settling down to a figure of 350 copies monthly. Here lay
the origins of one of the future strengths of the Magazine,
appealing to expatriates in the Indian civil service and

in other professions and trades in the colonies. This

loyal following was one factor in the longevity of

Blackwood's Magazine, enabling it to last for 163 years.

The year 1846 marked something of a turning-point in
the history of the Magazine, as it did in the history of the

political party which, in its own way, Blackwood's had

championed. John Blackwood, who, more than any of his
brothers, inherited his father's qualities of vigorous
enterprise and literary discrimination, returned to
Edinburgh after the death of Alexander Blackwood. Robert
Blackwood's last major contributions to the running of the
firm were the superintending of the move into new London
premises, 37 Paternoster Row, from 31 July 1845, and the
installation of printing equipment at the Edinburgh premises,
in the latter part of 1846, so that the Magazine could, for
the first time, be printed by the publishing firm. Not

long afterwards, Robert's health gave way, and he ceased

to take any active part in running the business about two
years before his death in 1852.110 The beginning of the
John Blackwood era also marked the approaching end of John
110 Annals, II, 417. The implication of a letter from John

Wilson to Alexander Blair is that Robert had some form
of mental breakdown. See Swann, op.cit., pp.236-8.
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Wilson's long connection with the Magazine. Wilson's
contributions had been very infrequent since 1840, and, after
an attempt to recapture something of the character of the

Noctes Ambrosianae in a series entitled Dies Boreales, in

1849-52, the stream of literary outpourings finally dried

up. No other writer had done so much to give Blackwood's

Magazine its distinctive character, and there was no one to

match him when it came to filling-out a number of the Magazine,
with the printing-deadline only hours away and a sheet still
to be completed (though it must be said that Wilson was as
likely as any to be to blame for the emergency). Giving
Wilson all due credit, however, the weighty evidence of the
Blackwood Papers does confirm the somewhat sternly-worded
judgement of Robert Blackwood, writing about Wilson's role

to the manager of the London office:

He never had any responsibility for what appeared

in the Magazine, except his own contributions and
poetical criticisms. The publishers always had, and
ever will have, so long as it bears the name of
'Blackwood's Magazine', the sole and undivided
responsibility of everything that appears in the work;
while at the same time they will ever acknowledge
with the liveliest gratitude the powerful and
efficient aid of distinguished individuals in very
trying ’t:imes.,]11

111 10 July 1847, quoted in Annals, II, 416. c.f. the
broadly corroborating correspondence on this subject
between Wilson and Alexander Blair, quoted in Swann,

op.cit., pp.236-8.
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CHAPTER THREE

GEORGE CROLY AND DAVID ROBINSON

During its first two years, Blackwood's Magazine

did not have a regular political writer. Articles on
political, social and economic topics were generally short,
and diverse in scope. In the third volume,1 for instance,
there were pieces (with page-lengths) on the poor laws (4%),
Germany (6), farm servants (4), the qualifications of a
Speaker of the House of Commons (5), tithes (4),
criminology (2), a report on the poor in Scotland (3),
public opinion in 1792 (7), commercial statistics in the
Pacific (6), and the state of parties (8). Only the last
of these had any political bite.

The most interesting article in the fourth volume was
a 'Letter on the Present State of Administration,' by
J.G. Lockhart.2 The article eulogised Burke and Pitt,
especially for their stand against the French Revolution.
As for the Ministers of the day, they 'have arisen from
Pitt's grave like stock-shoots from a felled oak,' but, for
all their merits, 'they are yet rather a body of ministers

' 3

than an administration. They were too fragmented in

their departments, too bound up with their official

dependents, and too torpid in peacetime. Pitt would have

1 TFor the correlation of volume ngmbers and dates
henceforth, please see the key in Appendix II.

. . . . 7 2, are
Attributions for articles appearing before 18
: basgd on Strout, Bib., and from 1824 on Wellesley I.

3 Mags, Nov. 1818, p.204.
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taken the initiativein domestic improvement and not allowed
'"the Tierneys and the Broughams' to make the running.
He who would not consent to repair his house in the

hurricane, would have set about the task with
energy so soon as the sky was calm above his head.

(p.204)

Ministers had shown 'a passive and temporizing character,'
and had weakly given ear to experiments advocated from the
other side of the House. Yet the writer retained confidence
in them as the saviours of Europe, hoping for a display of
similar energy in peacetime.

This piece is of unusual interest, both as a rare
instance of serious political discussion in the early

Blackwood's, and for the critical tone adopted towards

the Tory government. It was felt necessary to insert a

postscript from the 'Editor'.

We are far from wishing it to be understood that the
tenour of the above letter is wholly consistent with
our views. We have inserted it because we wish our
pages to be open to free discussion on every subject;
and because it is the production of one whose opinions,
whatever they may be,are entitled to be listened to
with respect. (p.206)

This open policy did allow, in the early years at
least, for political contributions not only by non-Tories
but even by self-styled Whigs. 1In December 1819, and
in February and April 1820, three articles appeared by
'a liberal Whig' with the pen-name of '"Metrodorus,'

(J.H. Merivale). The first of these prompted an editorial
interjection:

The above is one of about thirty letters that we

have received within the last quarter of a year,

containing criticisms on us and on our Journal. We
have selected it from the rest on account of its
sense, liveliness, and spirit - and can scarcely

believe it possible that Metrodorus can be a Whig.:. .
The number of Whigs who write to us is quite astonishing
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- some 1in sorrow, some in anger, and some in
fear. One or two have tried contempt in the

beginning of a letter, but have terminated it in
evident consternation.

4

The most interesting set of political articles in the
Magazine, before the advent of Croly in November 1820,
was the series by 'The Warder,' beginning in November 1819
and continuing regularly until April 1820, with an eighth
'Warder' being contributed by Croly himself in March 1821.
Although written from a more partisan standpoint than
'"Metrodorus', their chief target was the radicals, with
additional fire being directed against those Whigs who
expressed sympathy with radicals, in such matters as the
Peterloo affair. The identity of the Warder remains a
nystery that has baffled even A.L. Strout. In his

Bibliography (p.61) Strout suggests two possibilities:

Mr. Russell, who wrote an article on 'The State of Parties',
in the number for September, 1818, or J.G. Lockhart. A
careful check of the letter-book in the months immediately
before and during the main 'Warder' period revealed no
reference to the 'Warder' - although relatively few letters
had been recorded in any case. On the admittedly
unsatisfactory grounds of negative evidence, it could be
suggested that the writer was 'in house', which perhaps
points to Lockhart. Also, it is unlikely that an outside
contributor would have been treated to the discourtesy of

having the final article in the series entrusted to another

writer - Croly.

4 Maga, Dec. 1819, p.290.
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George Croly

Of the six contributors selected for special
attention in this study, the first to write regularly
on political topics was the Rev. George Croly. He

became one of the great stalwarts of Blackwood's Magazine,

contributing over three hundred articles, from his first,
in November 1820, to his last, in March 1856. Mrs.
Oliphant observes of Croly, and another long-serving
clerical contributor, the Rev. G.R. Gleig:
They were not, perhaps, of the sparkling or
brilliant order, like those whose performances made
the reputation and founded the fortunes of the
Magazine, .... but they were most useful and able
workmen, doing yeomen's service, always faithful,

always ready, and gaining much applause and a steady
little thread of income ‘5

Dependability and versatility were indeed the
hallmarks of Croly, who could turn his hand to prose or
poetfy, politics or fiction, criticism or biography, as
the mood took him, or as the occasion demanded.6 In the
number for February 1828, Croly contributed five pieces.
Three were brief items on 'The burning of Indian widows',
'Sentiment', and 'Inclosure Bills'. A slightly longer
piece dealt with 'Mr. Wilmot Horton and Emigration', and
the main article, of thirteen pages, denounced the new
Wellington administration for being founded on 'the
principles of Whiggism'. Such proliferation raises at
once the question of whether this was merely 'hack!'

5 Annals, I, 478.

rvey of the full range of Croly's work, see the
e Egirgdigtioi to W.R. Thompson's doctoral thesis, 'The
Letters of George Croly to Wm. Blackwood and his Sons',
2 vols (Texas Technological College, 1957). Dr. Thompson
did not study the letters from Blackwood to Croly, nor does
he discuss the content of the articles which occasioned the

//Uvrreapvnéeaoe$\
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journalism, or serious periodical writing. Certainly
Croly was not proud of all his publications, and wrote
slightingly to Blackwood of his contributions to other
journals. Against this, however, it can be argued that
Croly had a distorted perception of where his real merit
lay. The recognition which he craved as a clergyman, a
theologian and a poet, was never fully accorded to him,

yet his anonymous work for Blackwood's Magazine helped

to sustain that periodical throughout its greatest
period.

George Croly was born in Dublin on 17 August 1780,
the son of a physician, with ancestral roots in the north
of Ireland. Entering Trinity College, Dublin, he showed
proficiency as a classical scholar, winning the Berkeley
gold medal for Greek. He also became a forceful public
speaker. His family had intended him for the bar, but he
preferred to study for the Church and took holy orders in
1804. Sent to a curacy in northern Ireland, he began to
fret at the lack of prospects for advancement. In 1810,
accompanied by his sisters and widowed mother, he departed
for London. Unable to obtain preferment, he earned a living

by his pen. Croly contributed to The Times, the New Times

and the Literary Gazette.'7 His pieces included dramatic

criticism and, apparently, foreign correspondence, if the

memory of Henry Crabb Robinson is to be trusted. Meeting

Croly at dinner in 185/, Robinson recorded in his diary:
The Doctor is a character. T met him at Walter's

some thirty years ago or more, when I was requested to
give him some hints about being The Times correspondent

7 Croly's wife, Helen, whom he married in 1819, had
contributed poetry to the Literary Gazette.
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at Paris. Walter asking what I thought of his
friend, I said: 'Had I met him in the evening in a
retired spot I should have fallen on my knees and
said: "Take my money and spare my life."' He has

a large person and a fierce physiognomy pitted with
the smallpox, and a loud voice ... Pride will have
a fall, at least, I think so. In fact, he has been
a literary adventurer. He and I sparred and talked

freely ... He is growing deaf and is a discontented
man - a general fault—finder.8

This unflattering characterisation seems to typify

the recorded impressions of Croly's acquaintances.9

David Lindsay, in a letter to William Blackwood, probably

late in 1825, remarked,

I have seen Croly too - and think with many others,

how much the manner spoils the man - what makes the
fellow walk so desperately, and constantly upon stilts?
- he is too great to be so little, as his absurd
assumption of aristocratical manners makes him appear.
He has I believe the passion of poor Congreve,
disliking any respect to his talents, and only

seeking it in quality of a Gentleman.1o

It was Croly's talents, rather than his social

pretensions, that interested Blackwood. A favourable

review, by Lockhart, of Croly's 'The Angel of the World',

8

10

D. Hudson (ed.), The Diary of Henry Crabb Robinson (1967),
entry for 12-23 September, 1854.

If the physical description is correct, it brings out

the irony in another version, by William Maginn, in
Fraser's Magazine for May 1830. An article entitled, 'The
Election of Editor for Fraser's Magazine', described in
burlesque tone how various aspirants to the editorship
delivered their own nomination-speeches. 'Mr. Croly then
stood, a "cherub tall", on the top of Mr. Soane's
Egyptian capital; and they who are conversant with the
physiognomy of the gentleman will alone be able to
conceive what benignant suavity struggled through every
pore of his face, and fell, like beams of holiest light,
upon the upturned countenances...' (p.499).

Quoted in A.L. Strout, 'Knights of the Burning Epistle’,
Studia Neophilologica, (Uppsala) XXVI (1953/4), p.97.
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in the Magazine for October 1820, gave Blackwood the
opportunity to make contact. On 25 October, he wrote, in
very respectful terms, to Croly, thanking him for the
'beautiful verses', received through B.W. Procter, and
inviting contributions both in poetry and in prose, at
the usual rate of ten guineas per sheet.11 Croly

replied on 7 November, thanking Blackwood for the review,

and adding,

As to prose contributions - it will give me pleasure
to take any share in assisting the principles which
your valuable work supports.12

Croly wasted no time in making good his offer. His
article on 'The Queen's Trial' appeared in the November
issue. It was warmly praised by Blackwood, although he
had to point out,

My editor desires me to say that he hopes you will
not be displeased with the few sentences he has
concluded the article with.

We are most anxious that you should continue to
give us a political article every month, and I need
hardly add that whatever you may send, whether
political or miscellaneous will always be most
acceptable.13

Croly proudly reported that the article had been

quoted in the New Times and the Morning Post. He fully

approved of the editorial addition although he did

tactfully suggest,

In future - perhaps it will be more convenient -

for the purpose of distinguishing the Editor's
peculiar remarks from those of the Correspondent -

to let some signature remain, - & affix the remarks
below the signature. This saves us both from

mingling opinions, which, tho' they agree perfectly

in the present instance, might, by possibility, differ
at enother time.14

11 NLS, Acc.5643, B1, ff.172-3.

12 NLS, MS4L005, f.31.

13 23 Nov. 1820, NLS, Acc.5643, B1, £.179.
14 5 Dec. 1820, NLS, MS4005, f.35.
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S0 began a relationship in which Croly promptly

established himself as the political mainstay of Blackwood's

Magazine. Within the next three years he had contributed

some twenty political articles (allowing for some doubtful

15

attributions). The second of these pieces, 'Domestic
Politics', (a common title for Croly's articles), published
in the issue for December 1820, has been selected for close
scrutiny here. It reveals several characteristic features

of Croly's political writing. The article is headed by a

quotation from Coriolanus.

It is a purposed thing, and grows by plot,
to curb the will of the nobility:-
Suffer't, and live with such as cannot rule,
Nor ever will be ruled.

The opening paragraph would not be ill-placed as the
utterance of one of Shakespeare's patricians. Croly
asserts that the tide has turned against Queen Caroline.
The impulse of vehement faction will always make some
impression on the vast and fluctuating expanse of
the public mind, but its mightier movements are
obedient to laws from no temporary authority; and
it is never stirred in its mass, but by an influence

beyond the sphere of our low, intemperate, human
passions. (p.329).

The Queen is depicted as the puppet of faction,

giving some shadow of royal authority to the actions of

malevolent men.

The junction of the Queen's cause with that of the
radicals, makes both the fitter objects for
administrative vigilance. Radicalism is subversion,
total excision and overthrow, - the substitution,

not of one order of polity for another, but an utter
destruction of the present state of things ... (p.329).

Croly uses irony and metaphor in his depiction of

impatient radicals.

15 For details, see Strout, Bib., pp.143-4.
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The processes of nature are too slow for the rapid
intelligence of revolution. Their harvest must be
raised from a soil which has never been polluted

by the ignorant husbandry of past generations.

They will not dip their plough into the clay, unless
it has been cleared by a general deluge. (p.329)

The organic metaphor recalls Burke, as does the distinction
between the English and French characters, which Croly
makes when commenting on the tactical error of the Queen's
supporters in processing to St. Paul's cathedral.

The people of England are unwisely attempted by those
who reason from their civil captiousness to their
religious indifference. No demagogue has ever succeeded
by adding the insult of religion to the insult of

the laws. Fanaticism has done much, but atheism is

not yet a passport to the errors even of the mob.
England is not France. (p.330).

After giving vent to his bitter humour with regard to the
Queen's entourage, for six further columns, Croly then
raises the level of his discussion.

The o0ld game of statesman against statesman is
superseded... The legitimate trials of ability among
the leaders of the great parties of the Legislature
all this generous and stately contest has at least,
for this time, come to a close. The danger has
descended among the whole lower multitude, and has
become only the more deadly... The mind of the

realm is now to be summoned to stand upon the dykes,
and repel the entrance of the rude and dreary element
that now roars and beats round its boundaries. (p.334)

The notion of civilisation under threat from the rabble
recalls Burke's 'swinish multitude', and the parallel with

the era of the Reflections is conveyed more forcibly in the

next paragraph.

The question is not whether Whig or Tory shall sit

on the treasury bench, but whether we shall manfully,
and by the exertion of our reason and strength, abate
the nuisance of the state, or see the guillotine
erected at Charing Cross? (p.334)

The real choice is no longer between groups of politicians

of similar background, although with differing personal

attributes - the temperate Castlereagh and the dignified
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Liverpool versus the eloquent Canning and the vain and
garrulous Brougham. Should the former persons be replaced
by the latter, they in turn would be swiftly ousted from

their places.

They would be leapt into, before they were cold, by
the men of the dungeon - by hungry fraudulent
bankruptcy - by rapine fresh from his chains - by
haggard, insane, remorseless homicide. (p.336)
Croly then draws back from this awful vision to have some
fun at the expense of Brougham, who had been discomfited
by Cobbett in a libel case. The passage is doubly
interesting, both in providing an example of the admiration

- grudging, perhaps, but nonetheless sincere - which

several Blackwood's writers had for Cobbett, and in revealing

Croly's scorn for a politician in whose debt he came near
to finding himself in later years.16 The article draws
to a close with some approving remarks about the proposed
formation of a 'Royal Society for the encouragement of
Literature',17 and some disapproving comments about the
Edinburgh Whigs, who had fraternised with 'the men of

the Cowgate.' Croly ends with what became a recurrent

theme of Blackwood's during the 1820s, that moderation in

the face of the enemy could sometimes be overdone on the
part of 'our friends the Tories (as they are absurdly
enough called, for want of a better name) ...' (p.337).

In this article we have much of the gquintessential
Croly. There is the unyielding animosity towards democratic
egalitarianism, deriving from Croly's consciousness of his
own superiority, from his sense of history, particularly

the history of the preceding thirty years, and from his

16 See below, p. 7]

17 Croly became a member of council of the RSL in 1823.
Thompson, thesis, p.XV.
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present disquiet at the gyrations of the mob. His vision
of the guillotine at Charing Cross might be dismissed as
absurd hyperbole. Certainly Cartwright, Cobbett and Hunt
were far removed from Danton, Marat and Robespierre. It
is worth observing, however, that the article was written
in the year of the Cato Street conspiracy, and within
vivid memory of more bloody antics across the Channel.
The tactic of dismissing the Whigs as feeble-minded and
deluded men, who, once in office, would be overborne

by the radicals and the rabble, became a stock theme of

Blackwood's in the 1820s. Croly is at his best in moving

from the prejudices of the moment to wider political
generalisation. Some of his pronouncements would not seen
out of place in the writings of Burke, for whom Croly
had an enduring admiration.18 By the same token, Croly,
like his fellow alumnus of Trinity College, Dublin, exposed
himself to the accusation of ruining his case by overstating
it. There was a deep reservoir of sobriety and soundness
between the froth of the Whigs and the dregs of the 'haggard,
insane' beings whom Croly imagined to lurk directly below.
The quality of writing gives ample proof of Croly's
classical education. Latin phrases are numerous - there
are eight (including single words) in the final two pages.
It reads somewhat incongruously to see Cobbett, the
personification of John Bull, depicted as the radicals'

'elarum et venerabile nomen'.(p.336) Surprisingly, for

someone of Croly's scholarly attainments, there is s

misquotation. Some words from Juvenal (unattributed) are

18 In 1840, his life of Burke was republished in book form,

having originally appeared as a series of articles in
Blackwood's.
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printed as

Nos, Fortuna,
Te Deum facimus, et caelo locamus. (p.335)

The correct rendering should be

Nos te, .
Nos facimus, Fortuna, deam caeloque locamus. ?

Amongst the deeper springs of Croly's thought was his
commitment to the protestant side of the Anglican tradition.

His Blackwood's colleague, Archibald Alison, remembered

him as

a living type of the Protestant and Orange party
in the north of Ireland... He was deeply imbued
with the feelings and prejudices of the Irish
Protestants, and on that account was by no means a
safe guide to follow in political opinion... 50

Croly left Blackwood in no doubt of his position, when
referring to a proposed measure for Catholic emancipation
in April, 1821: 'T am a strong Agli—Catholic.'21 Later
that month, Croly expanded on his attitude, explaining that
he regarded popery as inimical to civil liberty, and
protestantism - as the bulwark of freedom.22 Even the
proposed building of an Anglican cathedral in Liverpool

was too much for Croly, who saw it as a useless project,

evoking 'the idolatrous tricks or the pompous train' of

23

the medieval prelacy. He was hostile to Puseyism, and

19 Juvenal, Satires, X, 365-6. (Croly was probably ‘
quoting from memory. The faulty gender of the deity
could be the mistake of the hapless printer who had t.

decipher Croly's script).

20 A. Alison, Some Account of my Life and Writings. An
Autobiography, 2 vols (1883), II, 272-3.

21 NLS, MS,L006, f.78.
22 loc.cit., f.82.
23 Maga, Jan. 1828, pp.90-1.
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adopted a literal rather than a figurative treatment of

the Scriptures. A more distinctive feature of his
religious outlook was his preoccupation with the Apocalypse.
In 1827 he asked Blackwood to insert a notice of his
forthcoming work on the subject, 'The Apocalype of St.

John, or Prophecy of the Rise, progress and fall of the
papacy - The Inquisition - The French Revolution - The
Universal War; and the final triumph of Christianity.'24
This attempt to read contemporary history into the

Revelations of St. John was followed by Protestantism the

Pole Star of FEngland, and, in 1834, by Divine Providence in

the three Cycles of Revelation.

Croly had a marked propensity to predict the Day of
Judgment whenever contemporary politics went awry. In
1833 the threat to the revenues of the Church of Ireland
portended the ruin of the king, should he give his assent:
'he will be as surely undone in some shape or other - as

any Charles or Louis that ever mounted the scaffold, or

25

rambled a beggar and an exile.' In 1835 the prospect

of further concessions to Catholicism provoked a
recapitulation of the disasters that had been sent by

. 26
Providence on previous such occasions. Under the modest

24 19 March 1827, NLS, MS4019, f.37.
25 Croly to Blackwood, 21 March 1833, NLS, MS4035, f.133.

26 Croly to Blackwood, 2 July 1835, NLS, MS4044, f.166.
(The tradition of such writing lives on. In 198/ the
first British edition was published of a work by the
American evangelist, Dr. Billy Graham: Approaching
Hoofbeats. The Four Horsemen of the Apocalypse.)
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heading of 'Parliament', in the October 1836 number of

Blackwood's, Croly touched new heights - or depths -

of apocalyptic prophecy:

Twelve months more, and we may have lost the
language of liberty. The constitution may be the
ballot, universal suffrage, and annual Parliaments;
the state a heap of civil ruin, the religion a mass,
a wafer, and a cardinal; the Englishman a serf, a
soldier sadly girding himself for civil war; or a
chained wretch sending up his last breath at the
stake, in the midst of exulting monks and the
familiars of the Inquisition. (p.458)

Whilst such highly-charged writing possessed a certain
rhetorical flourish, its content must have appeared
exaggerated to all but the most die-hard of ultra-Tories.
Although such zealots were part of the constituency in

which Blackwood's found its readers, the Magazine could not

have attained real stature as a political periodical if
Croly's Jeremiads had been unaccompanied by other, more
reasoned, forms of discourse.27

Blackwood's Magazine was not the only periodical to

which Croly contributed. He also wrote on occasion for

the Standard, Morning Herald and Whittaker's Universal

Review.28 Such proliferation might have prompted some
remarks by 'Odoherty' in the Noctes for September 1822,

to the effect that London writers were fickle in
contributing to more than one periodical. Croly defended
himself to Blackwood with the argument that such involvement
was an insurance against being libelled in the periodicals

concerned.29 In the 1840s Croly was, for seven years, the

's connection with the ultra-Tory Duke of Newcastle

< 8221Zonsidered sufficiently close by Blackwood for Croly
to have to give his emphatic assurance that he had ngt
helped the Duke to compose his public letter concerning

Catholic emancipation. Croly to Blackwood, Jan.1&29 (n.d.

NLS, MS4027, f.64 (wrongly filed).

28 Gentleman's Magazine, 3rd Ser.vol.X(1861),pp.104-7,

obituary of Croly. .
29 6 Dec.1822, quoted in Thompson, thesis, p.59
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editor, or principal leader-writer, of the Britannia

newspaper. Alongside this regular activity in the
periodicals, Croly found the time and energy to write
lengthy poems of his own, and to edit the poetry of others
for an anthology. His other literary work included plays,
novels, contemporary history, and hymns.30
Although Croly is characterised in Qﬂ§31 as 'contentious
and supercilious, yet not devoid of geniality', there is
little sign in the Blackwood Papers of the former traits.
His tone in the letters to Blackwood was very polite, and
he did not presume to teach his publisher his business.
Blackwood was so pleased with Croly's article on Lord
Liverpool, in July 1822, that he sent a copy of that
number to Liverpool himself.32 A more censorious piece
on Castlereagh caused Blackwood some anxiety.

Your cutting up of poor Castlereagh for his

foreign predelictions, however just and true is not

guite in accordance with other things in Maga -

but n'importe, Christopher saves his credit by a note,
and everything you say goes in as it is.33

The Blackwood letterbook contains occasional notes of
concern about late contributions, or non-submission of
material. Croly was clearly regarded as a mainstay of

the Magazine. When the Edinburgh Review of February 1823

was rude about Croly, in the course of a review of an

edition of Grattan's speeches, Blackwood readily offered

34

Croly space for a reply by a signed letter. Croly

30 This side of Croly's work is the main concern of Dr.
Thompson's introductory survey.

31 The contributor was Richard Garnett.
32 RBlackwood to Croly, 26 July 1822, NLS, Acc.5643, B3, f.26.
33 13 Nov.1822, loc.cit., f.62.

34, 24 April 1823, loc.cit., f.146.
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preferred to retaliate against the author, Brougham, in
one of his anonymous articles, although the force of his
thrust was somewhat weakened when the characterisation
of Brougham as a 'miserable mercenary' was first

moderated to 'hired pleader' and then misread by the
35

printer as 'kind pleader’'. When Croly eventually did

send a signed reply, Blackwood decided to omit it to

avoid the accusation of 'soreness'.

Later that year came the only recorded moment of
asperity in Croly's relationship with Blackwood. With
the best of intentions Croly volunteered the opinion that,

The Magazine might be made a powerful political engine
- without being exactly a political work - or
degenerating into an instrument of Ministers - a set
of men who, unquestionably better occupants of power
than thelr opponents, are yet miserably insensible

to the services of the willing literary mind of their
adherents. A bolder tone in your political papers
would be more popular, & might have a more productive
effect on your personal objects.36

Blackwood took exception to this advice.

It is very easy to say what a Periodical Work ought
to be, but it is not quite so easy to get executed
all that one would wish to see in it. Whatever may
be the faults of my Magazine I do not think it has
been wanting in a bold and independent tone, and I
hope it will every day shew more and more that it
is to the country and not to Ministers that it

looks up.37

Now it was Croly's turn to be upset, and Blackwood
had to write to soothe him. The publisher's anxieties
were heightened by his knowledge that Croly had an interest
35 27 May 1823, loc.cit., f.161.

36 8 Nov.1823, NLS, MS4010, f.60.
37 22 Nov.1823, NLS, Acc.5643, B3, f.226.
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in a new periodical, Whittaker's Universal Review.

Croly's contributions to Blackwood's Magazine were

confined to literary pieces between September 1823 and
February 1824, causing Blackwood to lament, 'You seem to
have forgotten poor Maga altogether.'38 The political
side of the Magazine was about to be strengthened by the
advent of David Robinson, but Blackwood could not easily
forget his reliance upon Croly.

These light matters are really very well in their

way but I would really like to see you again handling
subjects more worthy of your powers.39

In fact, Croly did not recover his position as the
Magazine's principal political contributor. In the mid-1820s
his pieces were confined to literary topics and foreign
affairs. Thereafter his range once more included domestic
politics, notably with regard to Catholic emancipation and
the revenues of the Irish Church, but such articles were
outnumbered by those on literature, foreigm affairs and
biography. Friendly relations with William Blackwood
were resumed however, and in 1834 Croly paid tribute to
his publisher for 'the manliness of your principles, the

integrity of your public life, the purposes with which
40

you began, & the objects which you have accomplished.'
He followed this with a letter on a similar theme to that
which had caused the temporary estrangement in 1823, but
couched in more general terms, arguing for the need to
capture public opinion through greater investment in the

41

periodical press. The day after this was sent, Croly

38 24 Jan. 1824, loc.cit., f.251.

39 23 July 1824, loc.cit., f.311.

40 30 July 1834, NLS, MS4038, f£.175.
L1 20 Sept. 1834, loc.cit., £.179.
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received Alexander Blackwood's letter, informing him of
William Blackwood's death.

Under Blackwood's sons, Croly was prepared to exercise
self-censorship when he felt, on reflection, that he had
gone too far. He followed a manuscript, in which he had
roughly handled Lord Melbourne, with a letter advising
the deletion of six pages.42 The excisions were taken still

further at the Blackwood's office, at the expense of

animadversions on Lord Durham and the Duke of Sussex,

so that the ensuing article, when published as 'Our
Would-Be Rector', was only two pages long! Croly took

the deletions calmly, observing that 'political writing is
of all kinds the most difficult'.43 He was equally
philosophical when a difference arose over Indian
politics.

I wish you to understand always, that I regard your
opinions as the only ones to be attended to in a

publication which is so entirely your own... Of course,
where affairs of conscience are concerned, neither
you nor I would relax our opinions - but in politics

it is conjectural & there may be all kin@s of
differences without disagreement & all kinds of
concession without compromise.44

The picture of Croly that emerges from his correspondence
with William Blackwood and his sons is considerably removed
from the pompous and contentious individual of contemporary
recollection. He never argued about money. He readily
acknowledged the right of the publisher to have the final
say in matters of policy. He occasionally suggested ways in
which the Magazine might be made stronger politically, or
L2 9 Nov. 1838, quoted in Thompson, thesis, p.310.

L3 8 Dec. 1838, NLS, MSL046, f£.129.
L, 3 May 1842, NLS, MS4060, f.173.
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more entertaining in its contents, but, even allowing for
an element of self-interest, he had the interests in mind
of the publication which he served for thirty-five years.

A recurrent feature of Croly's correspondence was
his acute anxiety not to be known as a contributor to
the Magazine - above all, not as a political contributor.45
The explanation lay in Croly's fear that knowledge of his
political writings would jeopardise his chances of
ecclesiastical preferment. Certainly that preferment was
unconscionably long in coming. Croly was over fifty before
he received his first benefice. A personal manner which
some found unattractive, and an adherence to a strident
brand of Apocalyptic theology, go some way towards accounting
for the neglect. It could also have been that, despite his
efforts to preserve his anonymity, Croly was known to be
a polemical writer in periodicals.

With a pleasing irony, the process which led to Croly's

46

first - and only - permanent benefice was initiated by

the Whig Lord Chancellor, Henry Brougham. Broughanm's
involvement47 was prompted, not so much by magnanimity,
as by consanguinity - he was related to Croly's wife.

As the living which he offered, Bondleigh, was only a few

ce NLS, MSL010, f£f.45-63, passim; MS4L016, ff.195-205,
“ gassim; MSAé19, £.57; and, especially, MS4035, ff.
129-135, relating to Feb.-April 1833, when Croly's
requests for Blackwood to burn his letters and MSS
were at their most insistent.

6 Croly did have temporary charge of the parish of
¢ Romfgrd, Essex, during the illness of the vicar, 1832-35.

47 This episode occurred when Croly's pleas for secrecy
about his political writings were at their height.

See n.45, above.
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miles to the north of Dartmoor, there was perhaps an
ignoble ingredient in Brougham's gesture. Croly
declined the offer, and the task of finding him a parish
was inherited by the Tory Lord Chancellor, Lyndhurst.
Croly thus became Rector of St. Stephen's Walbrook, in
1835, retaining the charge until his death in 1860.

The verdict on Croly's long and busy life must be
that it was one of frustrated expectations. So Croly
felt it to be, his bitter words being reported by John
Blackwood in a letter to Robert.

They call me a disappointed (word omitted). I do not

deny that I am so, who would not be with such a

pittance when fools or knaves are daily put over

my head. I have filled a very large church that

had not a sitter when I went. I have led an

irreproachable 1ife and done more for the
conservative party than any man in the church -

yet here I am getting old and with a salary that

would not support my family were it not for what
I get from you and other means. g

John Blackwood considered this 'an infernal shame', but
it was in his own Magazine that some consolation could
have been found. Croly's periodical writing, what the

Gentleman's Magazine called 'the anonymous inculcation of

virtuous morals, the promotion of useful purposes, and
the dissemination of improvement',49 enabled him to
preach to a larger congregation, and to address a
larger readership, than he could have reached from his

pulpit, or through his forgotten tomes of Apocalyptic

theology-

L8 8 Jan. 1843, NLS, MS4064, f.1.
L9 Gentleman's Magazine, op.cit., p.106.
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David Robinson

In the Noctes Ambrosianae for March 1823, 'Christopher

North' and '"Timothy Tickler' were speaking in unusually

complimentary terms of the latest number of the Quarterly

Review. North especlally praised an article entitled 'The
Opposition', and they began to speculate about its
authorship. Could it have been by Canning? North thought
not: 'it has neither his rhetoric nor his oratory'.

Croker perhaps? Again North demurred: 'it wants his

rapidity and his vivenda vis.' Then could it be by

Gifford himself? North thought this possible, as 'it

has much of the masculine determined energy of Gifford's

mind.'50

This admiring, but erroneous, piece of speculation
gave rise, some months later, to the following letter.

24 Paradise Row
London
Jan. 2nd 1824

To The Editor of Blackwood's Magazine
Private and confidential.

Sir,

I beg permission to place the accompanyipg
sheets at the service of your admirable Magazine.
They are from the pen of the Author of the Quarterly's
Article on "The Opposition", and I have bgen led to
forward them by the favourable mention which you
made of that Article.

They are written by a man who cannot gfford to
write for nothing, and therefore if you think them
worthy of purchase, you may, if you please, pay me
for them according to your usual terms. I however
transmit them without solicitation, and therefgre,
if it please you better, you may insert them without

Maga, March 1823, pp.378-9. .The author of this NKoctes
>0 was J.G. Lockhart: Strout, Bib., p.106.
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payment; or, if you deem them unworthy of insertion,
you may cast them into the fire. I trust it is not
necessary for me to say that I have written them
expressly for you, and that they leave me without
having been seen by any man but myself.

I would willingly become an occasional
contributor, if you think it would benefit your
excellent work. Should you wish it, you will oblige
me greatly by favouring me with a line as soon as you
conveniently can. I have some arrangements on my
hands respecting the future employment of my time
which could be affected by it, and which I shall
therefore not close until the time passes which would
enable a letter from you to reach me.

I ought perhaps to say, that I have written
the sheets with a view to their appearance in your
next number, when public attention will naturally be
almost exclusively directed to the opening of the
session.

I give you confidentially my name and am with the
greatest respect.
Sir
Your most obedient servant

51

David Robinson
Thus began a correspondence which was to extend to
two hundred letters on Robinson's part, accompanying the

93 articles which he published in Blackwood's. Even at

this early stage, something of Robinson's character was
indicated in his letter. There is the anxiety about
confidentiality, and the slightly awkward combination of
wishing to receive payment, yet not wanting to sacrifice
his self-respect. Robinson lacked the easy confidence of
address that characterised the correspondence of most of
the other political writers who regularly contributed to
the Magazine during its first thirty years.

William Blackwood, however, showed his customary

perspicuity in seeing Robinson's potential. The

misunderstanding with Croly52 made the publisher unsure of

51 NLS, MS4013, f.53.
52 See above, p.69
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the services of his main political contributor at the very
moment when a promising new recruit appeared on the scene.
Blackwood replied promptly, expressing the hope that
Robinson would become 'a constant and regular contributor,'
and sending a retaining fee of ten guineas.53

The publisher's response - and the money - must have
come as a great relief to Robinson, who was at that time in
the depths of despair. A letter in the Canning papers,54
written & month previously, revealed his plight, and,
in the process, shed light on his early life. The

subsequent importance of Robinson to Blackwood's Magazine

- to the extent that, it will be contended, he more than
anyone made its political reputation - renders it appropriate

to quote substantially from this cri de coeur. Robinson

addressed Canning 'with the utmost diffidence and
reluctance', and presented a 'statement.'

Three years ago I came from Yorkshire to London,

a destitute stranger, to seek bread as a writer,

and made my first appearance in print in the letters

of Cato, which were published in the New Times.

After receiving the first 'Cato! letter, the editor
contacted Robinson and engaged him for ten guineas per
week to write for the Constitutional Association. Robinson
was, he claimed, mainly responsible for drawing up the first

address of the association and for writing further 'Cato'

letters in the New Times in its support. This work done,

he was dismissed. The editor of the Quarterly Review,

however, not knowing Robinson by name, wrote to him as

1Cato!, through the office of the New Times, inviting him

53 14 Jan. 1824, NLS, Acc.5643, B3, f.249.
5/ Harewood MSS, 94, 4 Dec. 1823.
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to contribute a political article. So came about the
article on 'The Opposition.' Gifford expressed his
admiration, and Robinson offered his services as a regular
contributor. The offer was ignored until, eight months
later, Gifford wrote to praise the article, 'but still
he s8aid nothing respecting another, or my offer'. Robinson
then acquainted Canning with his early life.

In speaking of my humble productions, I ought perhaps

to say that the only education which I owe to others
was received at a village school in the first twelve

years of my life, - that, a farmer's son, I laboured
on his farm until I was nineteen the same as his
servants, - that I then became a village schoolmaster,

then a merchant's clerk, then entered into business in
a pretty large way on my own account, acquired
considerable property and lived very respectably, -
and then, partly from villainy, partly from being
suddenly called upon to repay a considerable sum

of borrowed money just when I had expended a large

sum in machinery, and partly from having made myself
responsible for, and being called upon to pay, the
heavy farming debts of my step-father, I was ruined
and cast upon the world a beggar.

After working in 1822 for the New Times, where,

as he rather pointedly observed, he wrote the leading
articles advocating Canning's appointment to the Foreign
Secretaryship, Robinson turned his attention to poetry.

A volume of poems was offered for publication.to John
Murray, but politely declined. Robinson then commenced
another volume, but had come to realise that his only hope
of publication was to publish the poems himself. Unfortun-
ately, he had exhausted his funds.

I am therefore both friendless and destitute, and if
I cannot meet with a friend, I must abandon my
literary pursuits for ever.

Tt was this crisis in his 1life that had caused him to

write to Canning.



77

If I could get a situation in any public office
that would leave me one hundred per annum, and
would not confine me too closely, or bring me

into contact with low company, I should be most
thankful. Or I should be still more thankful if I
could find two or three individuals among the great
who, on account of what I have written, would lend
me one hundred pounds. This sum would enable me
to print a small edition of my work, and it would
likewise support me until I could get it finished
and published. I trust that a yYear would enable
me to repay the money with interest.

I ought perhaps to say that I am a married man,

my age is thirty six, and my moral character is

I hope irreproachable ..

Robinson added that he was 'a decent accountant',
with some knowledge of Latin, French and German (although
not fluent), and that he could supply references. He
emphasised that he was addressing Canning in that gifted
man's literary character: 'I seek nothing as a political
partizan.' This was the first such letter he had ever
written and-it would be his last. It had cost him dear:
'I have my full share of pride and independence of
feeling.'

The Canning papers are filled with requests for
patronage, as one would expect of any major office-holder
in this period. His obscure correspondent - a failed
businessman, a failed journalist, a failed poet - was
hardly likely to commend himself for special favour. In
the circumstances, Canning's reply was polite, sympathetic

25 The best that Canning

and kindly - but in the negative.
could offer was that if (doubly underlined) he could see any

way to be of help in the future, he would write again.

55 Copy in the Canning papers, dated 13 Dec. 1823.
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Canning did indeed write promptly to Gifford, on 13

December.

My dear Gifford, - How do you do? I am in bed
with the gout.

What do you know of Mr. David Robinson, who wrote
Cato's letters, and an article called 'The
Opposition' in the 'Quarterly'?

Surely he was - and is, I suppose - a writer
far above the common.

But if you think so, why did you, or do
you never, employ him no more?

Have you any reason, or is it pure accident? I
hear he is very poor.

Ever affectionately yours,

George Canning.56

Gifford, in reply, explained how he had first made contact
with Robinson (corroborating Robinson's version) and was
evidently ready to receive further contributions. Gifford,
however, was unwell and, between his infirmity and
Robinson's reserve, the opportunity for renewed contact
was lost. In despair, Robinson wrote the letter to
Blackwood that was to prove his salvation. His eventual
reply to Canning's letter, on 25 May 1824, was noticeably
more crisp, although observing polite conventions.

Sir,

A letter with which in a moment of distress
and desperation I presumed to trouble you, and which
(although I am not aware that it contained any thing
that an honest and honourable man circumstanced as
I then was ought not to have written) I shall
remember with shame to the last hour of my existence,
impels me once more to obtrude myself upon your

attention.

Some time after I wrote it, without applying to
any other individual high or low for assistance and
without being indebted to any one to the value of a
farthing in favour or generosity, I obpa§ned a
literary connexion which supplies my limited wants....

E.J. Stapleton (ed.), Some Official Correspondence of
>0 George Canning, 2 vols (1887), I, 129. (Stapleton
persistently misspells Gifford as Giffard).
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Robinson iherefore withdrew his application to Canning,
with his thanks for the polite manner in which it had been
noticed. To a man of his prickly pride, it must have been
doubly hurtful, both to write a begging letter and to
have it declined, however civilly. Although Robinson's
sustained campaign against Canningite policies in 1825—75'7
was undoubtedly actuated by deeply-held political
convictions, it 1s reasonable to suggest that the special
vehemence with which Canning personally was assailed owed
something to the wounded feelings of a rejected applicant.
In Blackwood's affirmative reply to Robinson, the
veiled editor was banished further into the shades‘by the
admission that fthe correspondence with contributors is
devolved upon me.' The publisher assured Robinson that
his confidentiality would be respected, and his precaution
in giving only Robinson's initials in the order on Cadell
brought an appreciative reply.
The exposure, or concealment, of my name, is perhaps
of consequence to my feelings alone, but I still wish
it to be concealed. The Liberals are cut-throats
when they can lay hold of a name, and, independently
of this, my reserved and secluded habits have much

distaste for notoriety. I feel perfectly assured
that my secret will be safe in your hands.58

Blackwood had found a controversialist of the highest
calibre. Unknown in his own day, beyond a narrow circle of
cognoscenti, Robinson has recently begun to receive the
personal recognition which, beyond that circle, he never
sought, but which he richly deserved. As usual, the modern
scholarly reappraisal begins with A.L. Strout. In the

57 See below, Chapter Four.
58 21 Jan. 1824, NLS, MS4013, f.55.
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introduction to his Bibliography, Strout observes of Rotinson,

that 'A Study of his letters and of his articles should
make some contribution to the political history of the
early Nineteenth Century.'59 Although not a political
historian, Strout did write an unpublished typescript about
Robinson.60 It contains a useful ten-page survey of

Robinson's life and ideas, introducing a list of his

contributions to Blackwood's Magazine. The work of

attribution has become the province of the Wellesley Index,

but a full discussion of Robinson's ideas, combined with as
thorough a biographical study as the scanty evidence will
allow, remains to be done. In the key area of Robinson's
economic thought, significant progress in the work of
elucidation and reappraisal has already been made. The
pioneer was F.W. Fetter,61 and the work of specialised
economic analysis has been continued by B.J. Gordon62 and
Salim Rashid.63 The best-known appreciation of Robinson's
merits is by Professor Perkin, who describes him as 'by

far the most brilliant and original' of the Blackwood's

contributors on economic topics, developing in his articles

59 Strout, Bib., p.16.

60 'A Champion of Ultraconservatism, 1824-1831: David
Robinson of Blackwood's Magazine.' I owe my copy to
the kindness of Dr. Salim Rashid, concerning whom see

below, n.63.

61 Fetter, J.P.E., pp.91,93-6.

62 B.J. Gordon, 'Says Law, Effective Demand and the
Contemporary British Periodicals 1820-1850,' Economica

(1965), 438-446.

63 Salim Rashid, 'David Robinson and the Tory macroecganics
of Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine.' History of Political
Economy 10:2 (1978), 258-270. Dr. Rashid has already
studied the articles and correspondence of David Robinson,

as part of his work on the economic ideas of the ultra-
Tories. He has, however, generously refrained fron

developing his work on Robinson, pending the outcome of
thie theaeia.
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a 'proto-Keynesian economics.'64 Robinson's economic
ideas will be discussed in the next chapter. The purpose
of the present chapter is to provide an analysis of
Robinson's qualities as a political writer, linked with
a close study of his dealings with William Blackwood, and
amplified by such biographical information as can be
abstracted from the correspondence and other sources.

As a case-study, Robinson's article on 'The Poor
Lawsﬁﬁreveals him at his best. It opens with the
observation that the Poor Laws are assailed on all sides,
yet, after %11 the complaints of improvers and all the
efforts of committees, the laws remain unimproved. Hence,
in despair, the drastic remedy is proposed of abolishing
public relief for the able-bodied. It is against this
proposal that Robinson deploys his case.

There are, he maintains, two prime considerations in
considering this question. First, to adhere to the facts,
not to fashionable theories; and second,

that everything which can be urged in favour of the

Poor Laws ought to be dispassionately, carefully,

and even indulgently examined, for the sake of the

many millions, who, while they are thréeatened with

the loss of their subsistence in the hour of need,

cannot make themselves heard, and can scarcely find
an advocate to plead their cause against the

tremendous mass of power, prejudice, and interest,
which is arrayed against them.(p.923)

The critics of the existing laws do not impress
Robinson. The Economists allow theory to prevail over
experience; the Scots 'are prompted by an improper feeling,

and speak from hearsay evidence' (p.923); and the Irish

6, Perkin, op.cit., pp-245, 250.
65 Maga, June 1828, pp.923-936.
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absentee landlord, seeking to avoid being compelled 'to
give bread to the poor wretches who are starving on his
Irish estate,' is a moral criminal. The London press is
no better, as it 'is chiefly in the hands of Scotchmen
and Irishmen' (p.924), and the complaints of ratepayers
do not, of themselves, overturn the principle that poor
rates should be levied. 1In any case, Robinson asserts
that, despite their understandable grumbles, nine-tenths
of the payers of the English poor-rates would 'wish to
give their poor food and raiment' (p.924).

Robinson then proceeds to the main body of his
argument. He points out that there are fluctuations in
the demand for labour, and therefore there are times when
the labourer is unemployed through no fault of his own.
The advice to the labourer that, if he cannot obtain work
in one place, he should look for it in another, is
dismissed as nonsense. Agricultural distress operates
throughout the country when it occurs, so where is the
destitute farm labourer to go? The further advice that he
should seek a different kind of employment is treated
with equal contempt. The ploughman cannot suddenly turn
himself into a weaver or a tailor. Neither could the
silk-weaver have speedily acquired a new skill during the
depression in the silk industry in 1825-6. It is more
sensible and more practicable to support such people through
the poor rates until their particular trade recovers.

Even disregarding trade fluctuations, the supply of Iabour
is never exactly aligned with demand: there are always

some areas of surplus or deficiency. It is surely
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preferable to make provision for the surplus, rather than
to be handicapped by a shortage of labour.

What, in any case, are the alternatives? No one would
seriously recommend leaving the labourers to starve, and
starving men would resort to robbery if there were no
other recourse. The suggestion that the employed worker
should save money whilst in employment, against the advent
of hard times, is impracticable and unfeeling, given the
lowness of wages. The benefit societies deserve praise and
encouragement, but they are operating in an economy which
aims to reduce wage-costs. Voluntary charity will not
suffice. Church provision does not operate on the same
basis in England as in Scotland, where it takes the form
of a weekly collection, distributed by the elders. In
England, it is a sacramental offering, infrequent and
unreliable. As for subscriptions, they provide a
valuable support at times of particular distress, but
cannot serve as a constant means of relief. Relying
upon charity on the part of individuals would, in practice,
leave an unsustainable burden upon the charitable minority,
whilst encouraging begging. Why not, therefore, 'make
charity general and methodical? Why not make it a rule
for every member of the community to contribute to the
needs of the poor, according to what he possesses? The
Poor Laws stand on this principle, although they do not
apply it so far as they ought, and it is an unassailable
one' (p.929).

Robinson next makes a point already familiar in his
economic writings, where it forms part of those theories

through which he is credited with anticipating John
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Maynard Keynes. When public funds are spent on poor
relief, the money is swiftly translated into consumption.
This boosts trade and thereby the profits of the trading

classes, who thus recover as income what they disbursed

as ratepayers.

The Malthusian analysis, with its cheerless remedy
of 'moral restraint', is vigorously attacked.

The great body of labourers, from low wages and
occasional loss of work, cannot save anything worth
mentioning before they marry, though they continue
single to the last year required by the Economist.
Human nature is so constituted, that if their

wages were better they would not save. The mass

of the lower orders must marry before they make any
provision for the future, or they must never marry.
The case has always been so, and it will be so for
ever. But granting that marriages under thirty
could be prevented, could the sexes be, until marriage
kept asunder? Would not this "check" to the
multiplication of legitimate children multiply
alarmingly others of a different character? Would
not this preventive of marriage be the parent of
lewdness and licentiousness? Men who know the
world well, know that the multiplication of their
species is not to be prevented by restrictions on
marriage; and they well know, too, that nothing could
be more destructive to public morals than such
restrictions.

But can nothing be said in favour of early marriages?
How many young men have they not reclaimed from a
dissolute life, at the critical moment when nothing
else could have recilaimed them! How many young men
have they not preserved from a life of vice and
iniquity! How much have they not contributed to the
industry, frugality, and sobriety of the working
classes! They have done infinitely more service

to society on the one hand, than they have done injury
to it on the other.

A reasonably high standard of living, and proper
knowledge, are essential for preventing the lower
orders from marrying improvidently. The abolition

of the Poor Laws, by reducing the standard of living
among them to the lowest point, and plunging them into
savage ignorance, would greatly increase the_number

of early marriages. It would make such marriages .
almost a matter of interest, and remove every restraint
in respect of feeling.

(p.932)
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Where Malthusians talk of overpopulation, Robinson
would point to underemployment as fhe fundamental problem.
Rather than denying relief to the able bodied poor, he
would support schemes for land reclamation and emigration.
The few 'worthless' families in each parish who intentionally
exploit the existing system of relief are greatly outnumbered
by those who would much prefer to be in work rather than
under the aegis of the overseer. To assume otherwise is
but one of the false assumptions which Robinson now proceeds
to recapitulate.

It is assumed, that if labourers lose employment in
one place, they can always regain it in another;

this is demonstrably false. It is assumed, that the
body of the working classes have the means of saving
when they have employment, what will support them

when they have none; this is demonstrably false.

It is assumed, that to protect destitute individuals
and families from the vice and guilt into which begging
would lead them, is to demoralize them; this is
demonstrably false. It is assumed, that the present
excess of population arises wholly, or chiefly, from
the early marriages of English labourers; this is
demonstrably false. And it is assumed, that the
pauperism which prevails arises in a great degree from
the improvident marriages and general bad conduct

of the labouring orders; this is demonstrably false.
Men of common sense will go round the circle of false
assumptions without our further assistance.

(p.933)
The article concludes with a recognition of those

faults in current practice which ought to be amended. Poor

rates should not be spent on employed as well as unemployed
labourers. Negligence in the administration of urban
relief should be corrected. Irish immigration should be
diverted from England to the colonies. But the abolition

of the poor rates would be a remedy more deleterious than

the disease.
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Although this article lacks the vitriolic quality of
some of his political pieces, notably on Catholic
emancipation, it displays many of Robinson's distinctive
characteristics. There is, throughout, the sense of a
planned, controlled argument. Rhetorical flourishes are
rare, literary quotations even rarer. 1In contrast with
Croly's articles, there are no Latin tags or classical
allusions. We are given neither the baroque exuberance
of Wilson nor the wide-ranging scholarship of De Quincey.
Instead, we are presented with a closely-reasoned, combative
piece, in which cogent argument and mere assertion are
intermingled. Compare, for éxample, the persuasive
point about fluctuations in the labour-market with the
uncorroborated claim that nine-tenths of all ratepayers

accept the principle of the poor-rate, confining their

objections to it practical application. One has the sense
of being forcefully conveyed down a particular course of
argument, without the opportunity to pause and to question.
What becomes of the point about the problem of transferring
occupations if certain occupations are in fact undergoing
long-term diminution rather than short-term fluctuation?
Robinson's English nationalism makes itself felt in
his comments about half-informed Scots and immigrant Irish.
The side-swipe at the disproportionate role of Scottish
and Irish journalists in the London press 1is another recurrent
theme.66 A pride in adhering to the facts of common
experience, rather than to elaborate theories, is another
salient characteristic of the writer, although Robinson

proved more than capable of handling difficult econoric

66 See below, p.E8
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theory, in particular, when the occasion arose. In his
demonstration of the sheer lack of realism of the
Malthusian doctrine of moral restraint (given the insistence
of Malthus that artificial methods of avolding procreation
were sinful) Robinson combined debating skill with human
insight. Likewise, in shifting the focus of the discussion
away from negative deterrence towards a positive policy of
protecting and creating employment, he foreshadowed the
subsequent critique of the Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834,
although that measure did embody the continued acceptance
of the right of the able bodied poor to a form of relief,
thus rejecting - as Robinson rejected - the abolitionists'
case.

Robinson owed his livelihood to his pen 'I devote the
whole of my time to writing', he informed Blackwood,
promising that his periodical pieces would be almost

entirely reserved for the Magazine. 7 He lacked the natural

fluency of Wilson, confessing 'I am at the best a slow,

68

fastidious writer and cannot get through work like many.'

What attracted him to Blackwood's was it openness to

independent political comment.

I do not much like the London publications on our
side (of) the question: they are so servile apd.tlmld,
that scarcely a word must be spoken, gnl?ss Ministers
have previously, either directly, or 1nd1r§c@1yf

spoken it. This is both contemptible and injurious.

If a writer write boldly, he will no doubt occasionally
'get his foot in it' - (I am a Yorkshire Wolds' man

and you will know the meaning of this saying in
Scotland) but I am sure he will write so much the

more effectually upon the whole.69

67 21 Jan., 1824, NLS, MS4L013, f.55.
68 3 March 1824, loc.cit., f.61.
69 Ibid.
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Robinson was to 'get his foot in it' with his

colleagues at Blackwood's, notably in October 1826, when

he followed up an increasingly vociferous series of articles

against the liberal Tories with what he afterwards
70

admitted

was a 'hasty' letter. In his somewhat grudging apology,

he explained that he had believed that one of his articles

had been criticised by Maginn; he accused Lockhart

trying to silence the Magazine through the columns

Quarterly; and he promised not to embarrass Wilson

further personal attacks on Canning.’71 As if that

sufficient controversial matter, he had once again

of

of the
by any
were not

ground

his axe on the subject of Scottish and Irish journalists.

What I said respecting Scotch and Irish writers

was not intended offensively, for I am not an
to nationality. It has always appeared to me

enemy
that

the Scotch and Irish writers of London hang much
to each other, and have a strong feeling against
English ones. I pick no great quarrel with this for
it is natural and it may be in some degree provoked,
but however now that they have monopolised the chief

part of the Press it is calculated to.operate

greatly

to the prejudice of unknown and unconnected English

scribes.

Robinson ended this apologia with a revealing indication

of his approach to his work.

I assure you that I am sorry for the intemperate

sallies of my Papers, but I cannot avoid them.

I cannot write in cold blood. I must be well

warmed

or I can write nothing, and hence arise my excesses.

I may plead policy to a certain extent in my

vindication. A political writer in these days has

very difficult cards to play. He ought ¥ thlnk po
avoid poetical quotation, metaphor and fine writing,

or what is called, perhaps, very improperly, gloquepce.
I know the great authority of Malagrowther,./.2 is against

me but still I think so. He is thus restricted from
resorting to those things which form the great charm

70 28 Oct. 1826, NLS, MS4018, f.147.

71 See Chapter Four, p.\3%.
72 Pen-name of Sir Walter Scott, as pamphleteer.
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of other writers. On the other hand if he confine
himself to naked, tame reasonings and details, he may
please the few but he will not gain the notice of the
general reader. He must depend a good deal on sarcasm,
invective and allowable personalities for obtaining
him a hearing from the public at large: with the mass
of men the understanding can only be laid hold of and
set to work through the passions. The difficulty is
in keeping within due bounds and this I cannot master.

73

Robinson's writing was predominantly serious, occasionally
enlivened by passages of harsh irony. There is nothing
of the irresponsible gaiety of the Noctes or the lighter
touches to be found in\the literary contributions. For
Robinson, these were the attic salt to accompany the main
dish. He writes of the July 1825 number of the Magazine:

The No. will I think sell all the better for

comprehending a good portion of grave, reasoning

Articles. Wit and humour like all delicacies

are delicious in small quantities, but we cannot
take so much of them as of plain, solid food.74

Insofar as his thought derived from his reading, rather
than from the application of his personal experience and
independent judgment, there can be no doubt that Robinson's
chief mentor, like Crély's, was Edmund Burke. He readily
accepted William Blackwood's offer to send him a life of
Burke, as the subject of a review article. Robinson
welcomed the opportunity to discuss the life and writings
1 75

of 'that wonderful man. The best example of Robinson's

indebtedness to Burke's political theory came, in fact, in
the middle of one of his diatribes against the Irish
Catholic priesthood for supporting O'Connell.76 Pausing
from his tirade against O0'Connell's 'spiritual coadjutors'

and the 'horrible impurities of their religion,' Robinson

73 28 Oct. 1826, NLS, MS4018, f.147.
75 10 Aug. 1824, MLS, MS4013, £.79. ' ‘
76 'The Roman Catholic Church of Ireland', Maga, March 1825.
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raised the whole level of his discussion, setting out his
theory of moral ang Physical government. Moral government
was held to consist of 'good opinions, feelings, and habits',
whereas physical government represented the institutional
framework. The former predated the latter, helped to
form it, and remained infinitely more important. The laws
of moral government punish failings of character which
are beyond the reach of the laws of physical government:
idleness, extravagance, cowardice, covetousness. The moral
laws are enforced by their own functionaries. '"The parent,
the master, and the superior, act as the spies and
administrators of the laws of the moral government, against
the child, the servant, and the inferior.'(p.256). The
greater the power of the moral government, the less the
need for the physical government, and the better society
will become. Misguided libertarians wished to destroy
the moral government and contract the physical government,
little realising that 'the inhabitants of a country have
as much to fear from the tyranny of each other, as from
that of their rulers.‘(p.257)77
Yet not even Burke was safe from Robinson's censure.
When Blackwood returned an article in which Robinson had
discussed the American War of Independence, Robinson preferred
to sacrifice publication rather than his principles.
The Constitution and laws of my country will not
permit me to believe that his Majesty's subjects

are at liberty to take up arms against laws regularly
enacted by the legislature and executive, but I even

77 c¢.f. the well-known passage in the Reflections on .
the Revolution in France which reaches the gonc}u81op
that 'the restraints on men, as well as their liberties,
are to be reckoned among their rights.' . /
(The Works of Burke, Oxford 'World's Classics' edn.,IV,£5.)
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did not say so far as this. I said in substance,

that whatever was the case with the colonists

when they drew the sword, they became rebels and
traitors when they fought for independence. I still
think so notwithstanding what may be thought at
Edinburgh. Fighting against a particular tax is

one thing, and fighting for independence is another.
You cannot very well agree with both Lord Chatham and
Burke ... Although Lord Chatham supported the
Colonists in resisting the attempted taxation, he
protested to the last against American independence.
Burke belonged to that party which at length advocated
such independence and granted it - which did what

Lord Chatham would have died on the block sooner than
have done. If you can approve of Fox, Burke, etc., for
wearing the American uniform, and doing other things
still more abominable, I cannot.78

In writing his economic articles, Robinson drew upon
his personal acquaintance with agriculture, arising from
his early days in Garton, in the Yorkshire wolds. He
accompanied a paper on English ahd Irish land-letting with
the remark that it contained 'some information which none
but a man having some practical knowledge of farming could

79

give.! In London, he had contacts in the shipping trade
and frequently championed their interests. Learning in
1827 that General Gascoigne intended to move a motion
concerning the shipping interest, and more particularly
about the threat to the preference for Canadian over
foreign timber, Robinson offered to write an article,
confident that 'these merchants and shipowners will supply

80 .
me with every information I may need'. The article

eventually appeared in the July number of the Magazine,

asserting that 'the interests of the Shipowners are the
interests of the empire', and bolstering the case
against the government with an array of statistics.

Robinson found kindred spirits in two Glasgow men, James

19 Dec. 1826, NLS, MS4018, f.157.
gg 30 April, 1825, NLS, MS4015, £.184.
80 25 Feb. 1827, NLS, MS4020, f.87.
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McQueen, geographer, editor of the Glasgow Courier and

propagandist for the West Indian slaveowners, and Andrew
Ure, scientist, whom he met when dining at McQueen's.81
He found these men more congenial than the professional

journalists of London, such as Giffard of the Standard,

whom he met at the same dinner party.
I shall be glad if he be the last writer by profession

that I ever meet ... I fear he is little better than
the rest of the Pressgang..82

Given Robinson's contempt for metropolitan journalists,
and his antipathy towards the Irish, it was inevitable that
his dealings with William Maginn should be fraught with
irritation. Blackwood tried to bring together his new
contributor and the anarchic Irishman, who had gone to live
in London. Robinson's visit to Maginn's residence, at
Blackwood's prompting, was delayed by illness, but Maginn
was out when he called.., Robinson left his card, but there
was no response, and a second visit proved equally
fruitless. He resolved, therefore, not to call again on

83

such an ungentlemanly fellow. Blackwood, professing
himself 'very vexed indeed at Dr. Maginn's inattention',
blamed the confusion upon Maginn's servant and assured
Robinson of Maginn's 'great regard and esteen' for him.84
The initial difficulty was soon forgotten, and the two
contributors began dining together. In 1826, however, a

. c oy
more serious contretemps occurred, arising from Maginn's

involvement in the new Tory newspaper, The Representative.

Maginn had invited Robinson to write an article, and the

81 31 Aug. 1829, NLS, MS4026, f.115.

g2 Ibid.
83 30 April 1824, NLS, MS4013, f.65.

84 A May 1824, NLS, ACC.5643) B39 £.280.



93

topic chosen was, probably, a critique of Huskisson's
speech on free trade, delivered in the House of Commons
on 23 February (and, when circulated as a pamphlet,

attacked by Robinson in Blackwood's, April 1826).

Robinson happened to meet Maginn in the street, and was
given this explanation for the non-appearance of his

article in The Representative:

He said that my paper was too true and they durst

not publish it. It was as you say exceedingly

foolish in them to get me to write any thing on such

a subject, for what could they expect but that I should
tear the speech to pieces. He said that on the
Catholic Question and some other topics I might

write as I pleased for them, but I told him the Paper
was a concern that did not suit me and that I should
wash my hands of it.85

Later that month, Robinson informed Blackwood that
he did not expect to see Maginn again.

You astonish me by what you say of him touching
money, as I thought him incapable of such dirty
conduct. Do not concern yourself about having
introduced him to me, as I have suffered nothing

from him, not even so much as a fit of vexation,

and I believe from what I now know that I shall never
be more in his power than I am at present.86

The irony attending that last observation will only
now become apparent to scholars. The third volume of the

Wellesley Index, published in 1979, contained in its

corrections to volume II a lengthy list of articles in

Fraser's Magazine, during the 1830s, attributed for the first

time to David Robinson. The editor, or, more precisely,
the person who came nearest to performing the functions

of editor, of Fraser's was William Maginn. After his final

85 8 March 1826, NLS, MS4018, f.123.
86 27 March 1826, loc.cit., f.125.
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rift with Blackwood at the end of 1831, Robinson had to
swallow his pride and seek his livelihood with what

Wellesley terms 'the English Blackwood.'87

Robinson's irascibility was party occasioned by
poor health - or,.perhaps, hypochondria. His letters
catalogue his ailments and lament the climatic conditions
which brought them on. March and April were regularly the
months which most afflicted him, with rain and fogs
disabling his faculties. Abandoning the taking of snuff,
as 'a dirty, costly habit' (although one favoured by
Blackwood), produced a writing block and the habit had
to be resumed. A further congestion of his mental faculties
was inflicted by 'the long course of wet, warm, unwholesome
weather', and he pined for 'some sharp, bracing weather'.
Rallying, he hoped for 'a month of good biting north easters
to brace me.' Later in that same year, 1828, he claimed
that good effects were coming from 'rigidly adhering to
Abernethy's starving system'. In February and March 1829,
he was the victim of a 'a severe nervous attack', and
remained ill during April. By October he had made some
recovery, but remained unwell. 'I do not suffer alone,
as nervous disorders have been and are very prevalent
around us. Every member of my family has been affected
as I have been ...' Further recovery was followed by a
set-back in the new year, 'when I was seized with one of
the attacks of bilious obstruction to which I am subject.'
Robinson's medical problems continued in 1831 when,
'sharing in the illness which has been so general, I have

scarcely been able to write a line in the last three months'.

87 Wellesley, III, 989, entry 316.
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The affliction continued, 'on my nerves and head,

impeding Robinson's efforts to complete what proved to be

his final article for Blackwood's Magazine

Before relations became irreparably strained,
Robinson gave hospitality to members of the Blackwood
family on their visits to London and was welcomed in return
to their London quarters, at the Somerset Hotel. On one
occasion he would appear to have lapsed from his usual
austerity, while dining as the guest of Blackwood's
brother. 'He will tell you what a fool I made of myself,
tell him from me that I hope he will pardon me. I am in
these days so easily overpowered with wine that I have
almost made a resolution never again to dine out in
company.'

William Blackwood's skill in handling his contributors
was shown to particularly good effect in his dealings
with David Robinson. The desirability of retaining the
services of a first-rate political contributor had to be
set against the repeated provocations of belated
contributions, financial embarrassments and clashes of
opinion. The most common source of trouble was Robinson's
failure to complete articles in good time. A late arrival
could mean the hasty insertion of another piece to fill the
requisite pages (emanating, sometimes from the fertile pen
of John Wilson).89 Or, if the printing was held back, the
distribution of copies had to be hurried, involving use of

the mail coach rather than the slower, but cheaper,

88 28 Oct. 1826, NLS, MS4018, f£.147.

89 Mrs. Oliphant, Annals I, 300-301, gives an instance,

in December 1826 (mentioniqg Robinson in her text,
although he is not listed in the index).
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steamboat. Political articles which missed the monthly
deadline could be overtaken by events and therefore
have to be dropped or re-written. Robinson's usual
excuse was illness, which must indeed have imposed
considerable strain on him, as he struggled to complete
the articles on which his livelihood depended.

If Blackwood had cause to complain of late articles,
Robinson felt he had cause to complain of late payments.
His letters in 1824 and 1825 contain numerous gentle
hints to Blackwood to pay for articles which he had written.
In 1826, stung by the return of the article in which he
had differed with Blackwood over the War of American
Independence, Robinson raised the whole question of his mode
of payment.

My Papers from their nature have required double the
time and labour required by those of most of your
other writers, yet with a few exceptions, you have
only paid me what you pay to the least valuable

of these writers. Looking at your type, you have
paid me little more than half of ‘what Colburn pays
for the New Monthly; and little more than a quarter
of what is paid by the Quarterly and Edinburgh for
laboured political Articles. Notwithstanding this
you have seemed to expect from me first-rate papers
on hotly contested subjects which should please
every one. You have not been content to let the
merits and applause weigh against the faults and
censure; but no matter how well an Article may have
been received by a part of the nation, still, if it
have offended this great man or that petty newspaper,
it had drawn upon me your dissatisfactions. You
have reposed in me no confidence; any malevolent
whisperer, or paltry newspaper scribe has been able
to make you think me in the wrong. I may have been
always in error, but it is not in human nature for

me to think so...

I think you have treated me unhand§om§ly.. This is
not only my opinion in my present irritation, but it
has been for some time my opinion in my cool moments
as well as in my hot ones. You have an unquestionable
right to do what you please with your work; and I have
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an equal right to do what I please with my pen.
If this pen cannot procure me a paltry three pounds
per week without subjecting me to the humiliation

and vexations of a servant, I will soon throw it
into the fire.

90
William Blackwood was not prepared to yield to this
onslaught, even if it meant losing his ablest political
contributor. He returned a spirited reply..

I am the Manager of the Magazine myself, and I need
not repeat to you what have been my difficulties
and struggles in bringing it to its present state.
Often have ruin and danger of every kind stared me
in the face, but I kept on my course with the same
fearless and honest spirit which first attracted
you to it ... I feel no little pride in saying
that there is no Journal existing which could have
published your excellent papers with such effect
and very few indeed that would have had the independence
to have given them a place.91

Robinson's recurrent financial anxieties underline
the extent to which he deserves admiration for being prepared
to sacrifice an article - and its payment - rather than
deviate from his principles. He was willing, on occasion,
to accept excisions, although he was unhappy if anyone
other than Blackwood took such action.

With regard to the parts you struck out of my last,

I do not object to the expunging of obnoxious parts,

provided it be done by yourself, and not by the .

writers around you. If a writer differ from me in

opinion, and be actuated by an unfriendly spirit,

it is not likely that he will do it to my satisfaction.
92

This could be a covert reference to John Wilson, whom
Robinson suspected of animosity towards him, because of
his articles against Canning. There was also, perhaps, a
90 19 Dec. 1826, NLS, MS4L018, f.157.

91 25 Dec. 1826, NLS, Acc.5643, B6, £.505.
92 8 Oct. 1827, NLS, MS4020, f.126.
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tinge of jealousy, provoked by Wilson's closeness to the
heart of the Magazine, his facile pen and, Robinson
suspected, his superior rates of payment.
I cannot believe that the Professor will write
for the rate at which you are now paying me, and I
assure that I would not knowingly accept less than
you pay him. I know that my Articles in general

require three times the thought and toil that his
require.93

Certainly communication at a distance must sometimes
have complicated the relationship between Robinson and
his publisher. Blackwood testified to this in his reply
to one of Robinson's missives.
Instead of writing you, which is apt to be misunderstood,
I would give anything to have five minutes conversation
with you, when I feel confident you would be at once
satisfied that you had done me great injustice

by having most completely mistaken my whole motives
and policy.94

In 1830, the opportunity arose for Robinson to become

editor of a London newspaper, the Morning Journal, which

espoused an extreme form of ultra-Toryism.

Several exalted individuals are I believe ready

to advance a sum of money for the purchase of the
Paper, provided it be put under my direction; but
there are obstacles put forth by the people
connected with it which I regard as insurmountable.
I therefore look on the matter as hopeless. The
Paper I suppose must be laid down which I am sorry
for as under proper management it might have been
made an excellent property.95

During the crisis over the Reform Bill, Robinson's
refusal to suppress his conviction that the Tory leaders

were wrong to offer a general resistance to parliamentary

28 July 1828, NLS, MS4023, f.36.

32 19 Oct. 1826, NLS, Acc.5643, B6, £.435. |

95 7 April 1830, NLS, MS4028, f.176. (The final issue of
the Morning Journal was on 13 May 1830).
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reform placed him increasingly at variance with Blackwood
and the other political contributors to the Magazine.96
Where they continued to blame the 'apostate' Peel more
savagely than the Duke of Wellington for Catholic
emancipation, Robinson rightly saw that the future of the
party lay with Peel. He therefore condemned the reported

intention of certain Tories, abetted by the Quarterly Review,

to oust Peel in favour of the Duke and a die-hard
resistance to reform.

Peel I am sure would make much the most acceptable
Minister to the country at large, and if he was
associated with honest men he would make much the
best for retrieving the fallen fortunes of his
party. Never can the Tories rise again if they do
not endeavour to gain the body of the people;

and never can they gain this body if they do not
heartily unite on principles really constitutional
and in harmony with freedom. I never dreamed that
Toryism connected its creed with those high doctrines
on which it seems to rest its hopes.97

Robinson marked his estrangement from the Magazine
by signing his articles for the issues of September and
November, 1831, 'A Bystander', instead of the unsigned
contribution which denoted membership of the fold. The
final break came when a parcel, probably containing a

returned article, and a letter from Blackwood, reached

him on 22 December 1831, after a lengthy delay.

The parcel and your communication were both unsealed,
therefore I conclude they have been pretty well
conned over by the people in whose hands they have

been so long lying.
On your extraordinary letter, I will merely observe

96 See below, Chapter Seven.

97 2 May 1831, NLS, MS4031, f.54. Robinson had already
argued in the Magazine, in October 1829, that Peel
should not be made the sole scapegoat for the
enactment of Catholic emancipation. See below,

Chapter Six.
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for the thousandth time and the last, that
I can only write the dictates of my conscilence...
In that spirit of honest independence which I know

pervaded every Article I ever sent you, I close
our connexion.

98
On this unhappy note ended the relationship between
William Blackwood and his difficult, but outstandingly
able, contributor. The last act of the tragedy was played
out twelve years after Blackwood's death, when the

following pathetic letter was received by the firm.

17 Stafford Place, South,
Pimlico,
To William Blackwood & Sons, Esgrs. London

Aug. 1st 1846.

Dr. Sirs,

I some time since duly received my unfortunate
manuscript, and your favour. I had previously been
compelled to part with my business at a sacrifice which
left me scarcely any thing, and disabled me from
paying the money you had kindly advanced. I have
since been wholly without the means of paying it,
and I and my family must have perished from want,
had it not been for the kindness of some friends.

I offer this Article to your Magazine as my
only means of repaying you. If you think it deserving
6f publication and worth any trifle more than the sum
I owe, you will do me a great kindness by sending me
such trifle, as I am almost destitute of the means
of subsistence. I have no desire to become a
contributor to your Magazine in opposition to the
wish of any individual connected with it, but if you
take this one article of me provided it be worthy,
it will enable me to repay you, and its publication
may be of service in procuring me literary employment,
or a situation of some kind.

I am,

Dr Sirs, very faithfully yours,

David Robinson.

99

98 22 Dec. 1831, NLS, MS4031, f£.71.
99 NLS, MSL080, f.120.
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A cheque for £10 was sent to Robinson by the Blackwood
firm, but his forlorn effort was not accepted for
publication. The endeavours of friends on his behalf
fared no better. An application to the Royal Literary
Fund was rejected because of the rule that the writer
concerned had to have published 'a substantive octavo

work.'10O As a last resort, an advertisement was inserted

in the press.1o1 For a man of Robinson's self-respect,
death must have come as a release. His death was noticed

in The Athenaeum for 3 March 1849:

We have to announce, too, the death last week,

at Wickham, Hants - whither he had gone for the
benefit of his health - of Mr. David Robinson.
Though 1little known by name, Mr. Robinson was for
many years a contributor to the leading magazines:
his writings often displayed great power, and
excited much attention. Mr. Robinson was, however,
one of those victims with which the byeplaces of
literature abound, - for want of some institution
within the republic of letters itself on which the
sick and the destitute might have a citizen's claim.
After years of hardly requited toil, his latter days
were tortured by an amount of distress and
destitution such as seldom falls to the lot of the
suffering class to which he belonged. He has left
a wife and aged mother to an inheritance of his
sufferings aggravated by the memory of his loss.102

100 E. Lankester to Blackwood, 14 Oct. (1847), NLS, MSL722,
f.126; RLF, file 1180, application signed 11 Oct.
1847, supported by E. Lankester, M.D., Physician to
the Royal Pimlico Dispensary, and by Martin Tupper.
(In 1855 the regulations were changed to allow
'authors of important contributions to periodical
literature' to receive grants.)

101 See photocopy overleaf.

102 Reprinted in the Gentlemen's Magazine for April,
whence A.L. Strout transcribed it for his typescript.
Robinson was born on 22 July 1787 (RLF file 1180) and
was therefore 671 when he died.
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Advertisers are’ anxions to draw the atten. |

tion of the y benevolant to a LITERARY MAN in
DIRTRERS. Although educated for business, at an early period of life
acoldent determined liternture as his profession. For many years he
wna n contributor to the “ New Times,” and subsequently to
" Blnckwood's ™ and *““ Frazer's Magazines.” Under his literary labours
his health broke down, and subsequent efforta at gnining a livefihood in
busness have entircly failed. Althnugh his enntributions to tho above
retinls equal 26 volumes octavo, an applieation mnade by his friends to
the Literary Fund falled becnure he had not published a rte work.
At 61 years of age, with a constitution so broken by disease a= to
rendor him ineapable of severe application, and a wife and mother de-
pendent on him for support, he no alternative but the workhouse
unless the public will step forward and rescuc him from his preaen‘.
wretched condition. This advertisement is addressod to all those who
can rympathise with the ecntivated mind in a distress deeper than that of
hyrical want, and o ally to those for whose political vlews, as the
rilliant pnges of *Blackwood  will testify, the distressed author may
be mld to have mcrificed his health and strength. The advertisers hope
that the liberality of the benevolent will enable them to raise emough
mone{ to grocurenn annuity that will place the ohject of their solici-
tude for the remainder of his life beyond the reach of the excessivo
verty which now dirtresses him. Pubacriptions will be recelved by
)r. Lankester, 22, 014 Burlington-street ;: Rev. J. Ke ly, Churton Ilouse,
Belgrave-road, Piolien; and W. C. Meates, Erq., 43, Chcster-square
Pimlico, to whom application may be made for further pnrticulars of
the history and character of the for whom the appeal {s made,
and who can supply abundant evidenoe that his distress is not the result
of indolence or intemperance
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CHAPTER FOUR

FROM LOYALTY TO DISSIDENCE

1821-1828

After 1820, the focal point of Blackwood's

notoriety ceased to be its literary criticism. There
was nothing on the literary-critical side to equal the
impact of the castigation of the 'Cockney School,!' the
cruel sneering at Keats, the bludgeoning of the

Biographia Literaria, the twitting of Wordsworth by alternate

praise and censure, the recognition of the poetic genius
of Byron and Shelley - all of which had occurred in the

Magazine before the end of 1820. Blackwood's retained its

literary importance thereafter by virtue of the Noctes,
the espousal of German literature1 and the serialising of
fiction, notably by Galt, Warren and Bulwer. Estimable
though these activities were, they did not (except for some
sallies in the Noctes) generate the same excitement as had
been provoked by earlier numbers. It is not surprising,

therefore, that the literary bias of modern Blackwood's

scholarship has caused this period to be seen as one of

greater calm and less contention. The Wellesley Index

refers to the Magazine's 'more restrained tone', and

17 A.L. Strout, 'Writers on German Literature in Blackwood's
Magazine,' The Library (March 1954), 35544é (Reterence
therein to B.Q. Morgan and A.R. Hohlfeld, German
Literature in British Magazines 1750-1860, (1949).) .
See also E. Block, 'Carlyle, Lockhart, and the Germanlg
Connection,' Victorian Periodicals Review, XVI, 1 (Sprlng

1983)9 20-27.
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Strout writes of 'the period from 1826 on, when that

publication settled down into a more staid, yet always

sufficiently stimulating, organ of the Tory party.'2
From the perspective of the political historian,

however, it is precisely at this time that Blackwood's

becomes really interesting. During the 1820s, the
Magazine moved from a position of loyal - but never
subservient - support for the Tory government to one of
persistent and acute criticism of a whole range of
government policies. Adjectives such as 'restrained'

or 'staid' would have been almost the last to have
occurred to ministers smarting under the lash of articles
denouncing their policies on currency, trade, shipping and
banking.3

The number for February 1821 can be taken as the

point when the political dimension of Blackwood's began

to balance the literary side, coming within a few years to
outweigh it, before the literary side recovered its primacy
during the 1840s. The February number contained a lengthy
opening article, 'Thoughts on the Present Political Aspect
of the Times,' written by Henry Matthews; and three shorter
pieces dealt with the 'State and Prospects of the Whigs,'
'Lord Lauderdale's Proposed Address to the King,' and the
'"Meeting of Parliament.' The latter two were probably by

2 Strout, Bib., p.3.

3 Ireland, and particularly Catholic emancipation, was a
further source of contention, but more through anxious
anticipation than over actual policies, before 1829.
Discussion is therefore reserved until Chapter Six.
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Croly.A

Serious consideration of Blackwood's as a political

periodical should begin at this point. Several questions
can be raised, which it is the purpose of the present
chapter to answer. How wide was the range of political
debate within the Magazine? What was envisaged as the
primary object of allegiance - the government, or the Tory
party, or the Pitt tradition? What were the chief targets

of Blackwood's animosity - all Whigs, per se, or only some;

all political economists, or only particular exponents

of the 'dismal science'? When did loyalty give place to
dissidence as the dominant characteristic of the Magazine?
Why did this occur? By considering the published articles
in close conjunction with the private correspondence, it
should be possible to shed light on all these questions.

Although Blackwood's Magazine was unquestionably and

unashamedly a Tory periodical, there was room for debate
within its columns. In 1821-22 there occurred what Boyd
Hilton has termed 'the rural flight from high protection.‘5
Once agriculturists realised that there was no hope of
increased protection, beyond the 1815 Corn Law, they began
to place more emphasis upon underconsumption as the main
cause of their distress. Attention therefore turned to ways
of stimulating internal demand by a paper inflation, in

opposition to the evolution of the government's policy of

deflation and sbund money. Some agriculturists matched

L Strout, Bib., p.76. (Strout is doubtful about the
Lauderdale item).

5 Hilton, op.cit., p.127.



105

Cobbett in their animosity to the fundholders, and trere
were calls for the repudiation of public and private debts.

There were echoes of this debate in Blackwood's. Henry

Matthews, in a wide-ranging discussion of contemporary
politics, in February 1821, wrote of the need to tackle
the national debt. He observed that David Hume's
prediction, of seventy years previously, was coming true:
either public credit would 'die of the doctor' in an attempt
to bolster it up - the probable outcome of Ricardo's plan
- or it would expire through sheer inability to pay the
interest. Matthews carried his speculation further.

A national bankruptcy would not perhaps be so

terrible a calamity as some persons imagine.

If it should ever be a question between the

preservation of the nation, and the keeping faith

with the national creditor, it is clear that the

safety of millions ought not to be sacrificed to

the interests of thousands. And if we consider it

merely as a question of finance, it seems probable

that public credit would not only survive the

ruin of the public creditor, but be restored by that
event to all its pristine vigour.6

Matthews did draw back in his next paragraph from
this daring speculation, recognising the cruelty to the
creditors of such a step. The suspicion implicit here,
however, and in other articles, that financiers were
being favoured by fiscal policies drew a reply in the
following year from John Galt. As well as enriching the
Magazine with his serialised fiction, Galt contributed
several articles in the 1820s about economic questions,

usually under the pen-name of 'Bandana.' Galt's contacts

6 Maga, Feb. 1821, pp.493-4.
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with the Glasgow business community and his active
involvement in promoting emigration to Canada, where he
became employed in colonial administration from 1826, made
him more sympathetic to the entrepreneur than was the case
with apologists for the landed interest. 1In the second of
his 'hints to the Country Gentlemen,' in November 1822,

Galt argued that the enterprising class which prospered
from the raising of loans during the French wars should not
be penalised by a too sudden reduction of the national debt.
The maintaining of proper interest rates for the fundholders
would enable them to afford to purchase the produce of
agriculture and manufacturing. Nor were the fundholders
some tiny and exclusive minority. The capital of savings
banks, Galt pointed out, was invested in the funds, and
thus labourers and servants were in effect fundholders.
Moreover, the fundholding system was so intimately linked
with the banking system that a blow to the one would be a
blow to the other, and this would do widespread economic
damage.

Parliamentary reform was another question which
brought out differing opinions within the Magazine. In
May 1821, Croly wrote to Blackwood, suggesting that
'something may be said on Mr. Lambton's motion of Reform
- an absurd experiment of a saucy boy.'7 An article by
Croly promptly appeared in the May number.8 It contained
the usual Croly recourse to history and hyperbole,
predicting the awful consequences that would come from

7 NLS, MS4L006, f.84.
8 Maga, May 1821, pp.R22-5, 'On Parliamentary Reform.'
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'opening the flood-gates of democracy.'

In contrast to this jeremiad, J.G. Lockhart adopted
a more moderate tone. Referring to a speech by Canning
on parliamentary reform, Lockhart gently hinted that
Canning erred, 1f anything, in the direction of
intransigence in his opposition to the reform of parliament.
He derived some consolation from the thought that Canning's
opposition to all versions of parliamentary reform made it
that much harder for the radicals to achieve any reform
of the kind they wanted. There is a suggestion of some
sympathy on Lockhart's part with the desire for moderate
reform, 'which is perhaps a true spirit.'9

John Galt provided a more overt statement of support
for a measure of parliamentary reform.1o He argued that
it was right to champion the old institutions unreservedly
during the Revolutionary shock, but now that we were in
calmer times, those institutions 'must be modified and
adapted to suit the wants, and to satisfy the judgment
of the people.' Galt did not seek for 'general and entire
changes,' rather for progressive improvement. He pointed
out that there had, after all, been two major reforms of
parliament in the previous century: the Acts of Union with
Scotland and Ireland. It was not unreasonable, therefore,
to consider a reform of the manner of election. Typically,
Galt took the argument in a new direction, by discussing

the need for colonial representation. He advocated a

9 Maga, Dec. 1822, p.789.
10 Maga, Jan. 1824, pp.45-50, 'Bandana on Representation'.
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legislative union, with, perhaps, an elected upper house,
carrying further the elective principle already existing
among Scottish peers.

The Magazine's coverage of foreign affairs also
provided room for internal debate. Those sections of
articles in February 1822 and October 182411 bearing upon
the question of Greek independence revealed a marked
divergence of opinion, only partly resolved by the
consideration that the writer of the earlier article,
Croly, saw the Greeks as being disregarded by the Whigs,
whereas the writer of the later article, Robinson, saw
the Greeks as enjoying Whig support. Croly called shame
on the Whigs for shunning the Greek revolt because it
'had no parade of tricoloured banners, and no emblems of
mountebank rebellion, - no fantastic codes of Rights of
Man.' Croly went on,

On the subject of the Greek insurrection, the

opinion of the rational public is decided. There

is but one wish, for the overthrow of the Turkish

supremacy over a people whom they have shewn

themselves unfit to rule. (pp.245-6).

Robinson, on the other hand, while granting that the
Turkish government was despotic and cruel, and wishing to
see the Greeks 'possessed of a due portion of liberty,'
berated the degeneracy of the modern Greeks: 'with
regard to knowledge, they hardly equal our West India
slaves; and with regard to morals, they fall far below

them.' The right advice to the Greeks should therefore be:

Obey the Turks, until you become intelligenp, virtuous,
and reasonably powerful. You must become this, or

. C s | q
Maga, Feb. 1822, pp.242-9, 'Domestic Politics,' an
" Oct. 1824, pp.4L42-455, 'The Liberal System.'



109

you will never win freedom. (p.444)

The subject of political economy might seem the
least likely topic to reveal divergence amongst
contributors to the Magazine. Fetter, indeed, writes

of 'the opposition of Blackwood's to economists and all

their works.'12 He adds that 'Blackwood's basic

approach was to ridicule the economists as impractical

13

theorists,...' Both these generalisations, however,

appear oversimplified when all the relevant articles are
considered. In particular, due weight should be given to
the series of articles by William Stevenson, beginning in
May 1824. Entitled 'The Political Economist,' these
essays had a primarily didactic, rather than polemical,
purpose. Fetter mentions them, introducing them with the
phrase 'many a barbed shaft,' but this understates their
professed purpose.
It is our intention, in the course of a series of
papers, to investigate, establish, and explain
the primary and fundamental principles of Political
Economy; to deduce from them the less obvious and
more complicated doctrines, and to apply these
principles and doctrines to the elucidation and
solution of the most interesting and important

practical questions on this subject.14

15

Salim RaShid dismisses the articles as long-winded,
but they did attempt painstakingly to educate the Magazine's
readers, and the standpoint adopted was openly stated to be

a middle position between those who dismissed political

12 Fetter, J.P.E., p.88.

13 Ibid., p.89.

14 Maga, May 1824, p.527.

15 Rashid, op.cit., p.259, n.7.
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®conomy as being of no practical utility, and those who
claimed it was the perfect guide to every practical probler.
Writing to Stevenson, whom he addressed as 'Librarian,
Treasury,' Blackwood praised the new series, adding,

'One must read very doggedly and attentively as your

, 16

essays are no child's play.

The stereotype of Blackwood's as unrelentingly

opposed to political economy, and relying mainly on
ridicule to express dissent, thus will not do, even with
the authority of D.P. 0'Brien to support it. O'Brien
characterises the Magazine as being 'strenuously
contemptuous of economics' and publishing articles 'full
of vulgar ridicule and coarse abuse directed at

. 17
economists.'

Such a portrayal must contend, not only
with the Stevenson series, but with articles which
appeared in the Magazine both before and after that
series.

The second number of the Magazine (May, 1817) contained

a review of Ricardo's Principles of Political Economy and

Taxation which adopted a very respectful tone towards the

subject. There was reference to 'the profound and original
inquiries of Mr. Malthus,' while Ricardo himself was
praised in that his new work had 'established some highly

important principles, and rectified many prevailing errors.'

16 25 May 1824, NLS, Acc.5643, B3, f.292.

! ien, op.cit., .15,

" ?Agréetter? Rashid? and others, have pointed out, the
word 'economist' in this period did not simply Qenote
any writer on economic theory, but was used strictly
to refer to the group of writers who traced thelr.
origins to Adam Smith and who acknowledged the primacy
- although not necessarily the infallibility - of
Ricardo in their own day).
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This, of course, was in the early, dull days of the
Magazine, before it came into the hands of Lockhart and
Wilson, but even under the new regime there was no
immediate switch to a frontal attack. The April 181&
number contained an article on the Poor Laws, signed
'"A Political Economist,' advocating reforms similar in
several respects to those adopted in 1834. Two months later,
the General Assembly of the Church of Scotland was commended
for warmly weleoming a report by its committee into the
management of the poorlin Scotland, showing by its
approbation 'the most ample acknowledgment of the truth of
those principles of political economy, which, however they
may have been admired in theory, have hitherto been allowed
to exercise but too little practical influence on national
measures.'

In the following year the attitude towards Ricardo
shifted from praise to reasoned criticism. Ricardo's
theory of the inverse relationship between wages and profits
was deemed to be sad if it were true, but to be questionable
in any case. The writer pointed out that the introduction
of new farming techniques would bring higher productivity,
a greater yield, and thereby enhance both profits and
wages.19 Similarly, Adam Smith's free trade theories were
treated respectfully by 'Tickler' in September 1819, but
J.R. McCulloch was rebuked for his imperfect understanding,

unoriginal reiteration and unsound modification of Smith's

ideas.zo

18 Maga, June 1818, '"Principal Baird's Report.'
19 Maga, May 1819, pp.171-3.
20 Maga, Sept. 1819, pp.655-9.
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It was in 1821, and more so in 1822, that one (but not

the only) of the characteristic approaches of Blackwood's

towards political economy emerged: that of ridicule.

A piece by D.M. Moir ironically suggested that the high
poor rates could be abated if the surplus population could
be persuaded 'either to be transported beyond seas, or
dispatched in as gentle a manner as could be devised.'21
In similar, but more outrageous, vein, J.G. Lockhart
adopted the guise of 'Professor Gunthred Bumgroschen' in

order to resort to a reductio ad absurdum.22 Applying

strictly economic principles, the 'Professor' argued that
the practice of burying corpses is wasteful. Corpses
should first be dissected, to establish cause of death,
and then be delivered to 'the College of Arts and Manu-
factures,' for public benefit. The skin should be
detached and converted into leather.
The more delicate hides of ladies will form wash
leather, for the purpose of making gloves,
free-mason's aprons, spreading of blisters, tying
over marmalade and pickles.
The fair-skinned inmates of a convent of nuns could be

converted into vellum for missals, while the darker-skinned

could be used for book-bindings, for example, of Don Juan.

Fat could be converted into soap and lamp-o0il; hair could
serve as stuffing for chairs and sofas; and bones could be
used for manure The good Professor then concluded,

Thus it will be seen that the post-obituary
employment of the human remains is the elevated

21 Maga, March 1821, pp.605-7, 'Strictures on Political
Economy.
Maga, Nov.1822, pp.525-530, '"Political Economy: Elerents
22 o? Save-all-ism; Oor, an Introduction to the Science of
gifting Cinders.'
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system of philosophical and political economy,
the grand desideratum of national wealth.

That our response to this flight of fancy should be one
of distaste rather than of mirth is perhaps a verdict
upon the era in which we live, when such fantasies became
a reality.

In the early part of 1827, three short articles concei%d
with economic theory were published in the Magazine.23
Suttie's contribution was written in matter-of-fact tone,
and referred on several occasions to Ricardo as an authority
on economic questions. It subscribed to the view, however,
that the protection of the wages of agricultural labourers
was fundamental to the prosperity of the nation. Mease,
who stated that he 'was once a student under Adam Smith's
system,' offered theoretical objections to Ricardo's
theory of rent and thus to the policy of decultivating
marginal land. 'Christopher North,' in a dissenting
footnote, came to the defence of the Ricardian theory,
adding that, in any case, it did not conflict with Adam
Smith's theory, but merely made a different point that
Smith had overlooked, namely 'the fact of the different
rates of fertility in the soil.' David Low, in a soberly-
written contribution, regretted the 'tone of sarcasm and
ridicule' in which a recent pamphlet, published by
Blackwood, had attacked Ricardo's theory. Low asked

anxiously,

 y . . ) . to
If the propositions of Ricardo, 1n regard
the natgre and causes of rent, must be abandoned,

g ' Free-

, Jan. 1827, pp.1-8, 'Letter from a Scottish :

* gilger on the Effects of the Introduction of Foreign
Grain upon the Condition of the Labouring Population,'

i . . .74-78, 'Letter onﬂRicardo's Theory
é%uﬁg%%,‘ %%? Meggez; March, pp.311-214, 'On the Theory
of Rents,' (D. Low).
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what is that which is to be received in their stead?
Are the propositions of Malthus and West also erroneous,
or with what limitations may they be admitted?
This was a problem which, until solved, 'will continue to
detract from the credit of the science' of political

economy. Such thoughtful articles hardly accord with

D.P. O'Brien's depiction of Blackwood's. Even David

Robinson, for all his vitriolic articles, could write to
Blackwood in that year in calmer terms about economic

24

theory. He informed the publisher that he did not share

De Quincey's support for the Ricardo doctrine that as wages
rise, profits fall. Robinson preferred the Malthusian view
that they can both rise together. He added that he agreed

selectively with different economists, but could not embrace

the system of any one of them as a whole. This evidence
constitutes at least a gloss on the assertion by Fetter
(in discussing theories of effective demand) that,

So deepseated was the opposition of Blackwood's to
political economy that in the 1820's and 1830's only

one writer - Alan Léig] Stevenson - seems to have
sensed the basic disagreement between Ricardo and
Malthus.25

It should therefore be apparent from this survey

that Blackwood's Magazine was no mere monolith. Granted a

broad agreement on general principles, which the next
section will attempt to delineate, there was room for
differences of opinion, to an extent which makes 1t
hazardous, even misleading, to write of fthe attitude of

’ 3
Blackwood's as though the Magazine were a soloist, rather

2, 8 Oct. 1827, NLS, MS4020, f.126.
25 TFetter, J.P.E., pp.102-3.
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than a choir singing their various parts in broad harmony,

with the occasional discordant voice.

The private correspondence of William Blackwood
confirms the loyalty to the government which his
Magazine professed in the early 1820s. In November 1820,
Blackwood wrote to the Earl of Liverpool, enclosing a copy
of the Magazine.

The object of my wish has always been to support the

best interests of the country, and I flatter nyself

it has not been unsuccessful. I would feel very proud

indeed if I knew at any time that any article in it
met with your Lorcéship's approbation.26

In July 1822, Blackwoocd again sent Lord Liverpool & copy of
the Magazine.27 Canning also was the recipient of copies,
that for March 1821 being accompanied by a very deferential
letter, in which Blackwood offered to send his periodical
via one of Canning's official friends, as he was then out
of office.

I trust however this will not be necessary, and

that all who love their country will soon have the
happiness of seeing you again at the helm.28

The Magazine for July 1821 was sent to Lord Sidmouth, with

his lordship's attention being specially drawn to the

2
political article by Croly. ?

If the loyalty of Blackwood's to the government was

beyond question, it proved too ardent for some tastes. In

26 NLS, ACC-5643! B19 f.188.
27 1loc.cit., B3, f.123.

28 1loc.cit., B1, f.262. (In 1823 Blackwood sent Canning
a complimentary copy of Lockhart's novel, Reginald .
Dalton, which Canning's secretary passed to Mrs. Canning.
Canning Papers, Harewood MSS, 90, 4 June 1823.)

29 loc.cit., B2, £.117.
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October 1821 Viscount Henry Lascelles published a signed
letter in the Magazine, observing that 'you now and then
have an ultra excess of 1oyalty.'30 This early usage of

a term that would later be commonly applied to Blackwood's

came from someone who styled himself, not a politician
nor a rigid partizan, but 'a true government man.'
Probably with some of Croly's pieces in mind, Lascelles
remarked that,

You seem to think, that the same causes which

overthrew the ancient government of France, are

actively at work in this country, and struggling
onward to the same issue.
This was true to the extent that the seeds of disorder
were always present, but it would be a mistake to
understate the effectiveness of public policy in
weakening 'the germinative principles of popular
disaffection.'

The attitude of Lascelles could be regarded as
consistent with the Pitt tradition, wherein politics was
perceived in terms of the art of government, rather than
of party rivalry, and the role of government was to
provide practical administration, rather than the espousal

31

of abstract ideals. John Galt probably came closest

of the Magazine's contributors to identifying with that
tradition. In 1823 he argued that the government was

still operating on Pittite principles; not that there was

32

anything innovative about such principles. Retrenchment

30 Maga, Oct. 1821, p-334.
31 J.W. Derry, Castlereagh (1976), pp.22-3.

32 Maga, May 1823, pp.515-518.
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was imposed upon Pitt in the 1780s by the circumstances
occasioned by the American Wwar, just as it was upon
Liverpool's Ministry in the 1820s, in the aftermath of the
French wars. Similarly, the Ministry's opposition to the
provocative interventionism of the Holy Alliance mirrored
Pitt's opposition to the interventionism of the French
Jacobins. And, in resisting parliamentary reform, the
government was not turning against Pitt's responsiveness
to public opinion. The rise of the newspaper press
had made it far easier to know public opinion than any
change in the representation would accomplish.

Pitt avoided using the label 'Tory', and there were

those who wondered whether the conductors of Blackwood's

were right to adopt it. Colonel John Matthews, in a
friendly letter to 'Christopher North,' protested about

33 The word

the usage of that 'obnoxious appellation.’
Tory had its origins in seventeenth century notions of the
divine right of kings, passive resistance, and supposed

sympathy with the Church of Rome. Such sentiments had

nothing to do with Blackwood's or its writers, so they

would be wise to drop the Tory name.

Matthews drew a distinction between the Whigs of
1688 and those of his own day, and this thought had already
been voiced by other contributors to the Magazine. In the
preface to the eleventh volume, in June 1822, the writer

(perhaps J.G. Lockhart) confessed,

We should indeed be very much ashamed of ourselves,
if we believed ourselves to have merited or moved

33 Maga, Dec. 1823, pp.666-668.
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the spleen of the true old English Whigs. Not
at all. We have among them many fast friends,
nay, many admirable and valuable contributors;
and these are every day increasing.

A similar argument was advanced a year later,
although the title of the piece, 'The Tory,' and the

authorship, by Croly, hardly raise the expectation that
this will be the case.

The name of Tory was once obnoxious, from its
connexion with the dangerous and exploded doctrines

of the Stuarts. But time changes the spirit of titles
as well as of men. Toryism, in 1823, is the
representative of Whiggism in 1688. The tremendous
lesson of the French Revolution, has perhaps impressed
it with a deeper fear of popular licentiousness, and

a more solemn deference for the wisdom of our

ancient institutions; it may feel an inferior jealousy
of the throne, from a fuller experience of the checks
on its power; and a keener alarm at innovation in
politics and religion, from the knowledge that it is
only preparative to the betrayal of both. But in all
that made the great national service of Whiggism in
1688, its manly adherence to the national privileges,
its honest love of liberty, its homage to the
supremacy of the laws, its vigilance over the conduct
of ministers, its sincere reverence for the Constitution
in Church and State, Toryism now stands on the same
lofty ground with the spirit of our glorious
Revolution.34

David Robinson, in reviewing a life of Burke, likewise
traced the pedigree of contemporary Toryism back to Whig

roots.

The Toryism which flourished forty or fifty years
since has vanished from the land, and that which
was then Whiggism is now Toryism; in truth, our
present Tories have embraced no small pgrtlon of
that new Whiggism which that genuine Whig Burke so

loudly reprobated.35

34, Maga, July 1823, p.76.
35 Maga, Jan. 1825, p.12.
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Such gestures towards those readers who hesitated
toadopt the label of Tory were probably not unwelcome to
the publisher, as they brought with them the prospect of
widening the circulation-base of the Magazine. This attempt
at comprehension did not extend,however, to followers of
contemporary Whig politicians. Here no quarter was given.

When all allowances have been made for openness of

discussion, there can be no doubt that Blackwood's Magazine

in 1820-23 was a forceful champion of the Tory government.
This consideration helps to explain the strength of feeling
generated during the ensuing five years, when a deepening

gulf opened between the Magazine and the Ministry.

The deterioration in the relationship owed much to
changes in personnel, both in the cabinet and on the staff
of the Magazine. Although historians now tend to emphasise
the continuity between the pre- and post- 1822 periods of
Liverpool's Administration,36 a fresh momentum was
given to commercial policies after 1823, when Huskisson
entered the cabinet as president of the board of trade,
on the transference of Robinson to the exchequer. It
took a year for the new appointments to make a full
impact on policies, just as it also took a year for the
full significance of David Robinson's advent to the

Magazine to become apparent. The year 1825 marks the

beginning of Robinson's full-scale onslaught on the

36 N. Gash, 'The Earl of Liverpool', in H. wvan Thal, ed.,
The Prime Ministers (1974), pp.289, 293-4; amplified in
Gash, Lord Liverpool (1984).
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economic policies of the government. There were, however,

portents in the previous year, with .the first hint that

Canning was proving a divisive element in the cabinet.

In an article on 'The late Session of Parliament,37

Robinson drew attention to the Whig tactic of seeking

to disunite and then infiltrate the Ministry. Hence

their flattery of some ministers, and their suggestion

that Canning had become a Liberal. On policy grounds,

however, Robinson maintained that the evidence was

'altogether against the alleged apostasy of Mr. Canning,'

although the Whigs' flattery had, regrettably, caused

him to cease attacking them. Even this mild criticism

of Canning proved too much for J.G. Lockhart. Assuming

the editorial mantle of 'Christopher North,' he added

a note to the end of Robinson's article.
We have always wished, and avowed our wish too, that
this Magazine should be the vehicle of free
political discussion. We would admit even Brougham
or Cobbett with pleasure to write half a sheet every
month for us; reserving, however, of course, our own
right to answer and destroy their effusions in our
own way. We have had, therefore, great pleasure in
opening our pages to the preceding article, although
our able correspondent has adopted views, in very
many particulars, considerably at variance with our
owne (p.86)
The postscript ended with a professed intention to

reconsider this subject in the next number, in the hope

of seeing Tory differences healed. It was not until the

following March, however, that the delicate question was

reopened, and then only in the amiable forum of the

37 Maga, July 1824, pp.74-85.
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Noctes. John Wilson's dialogue has 'Christopher North!'
purporting to be untroubled by reports of divisions in the
cabinet. The government should not be monolithic, but
should represent the soundly differing opinions of the House
and of the country, and then agree upon the most practically
prudent policy, rather than adhere to one man's pure
doctrine. When James Hogg retorts that North should
therefore adopt a divided administration of the Magazine,
the 'editor' replies,

You could not have chosen a more unfortunate simile,

Hogg. ©Sir, my Cabinet is completely a divided one.

I look on myself as the Liverpool of it - You,

Tickler [Lockhart‘g, are decidedly the Canning - the

Adjutant ZMagind] 1s our Peel and our Wellington both
in one - Y.Y.Y. /Robinson/ is our Eldon. g

Insofar as Lockhart was identified with Canning, his

departure at the end of that year to edit the Quarterly

Review removed a barrier to the full expression of Robinson's
animosity towards the Canning and Huskisson wing of the

government. Lockhart was later to strive from London to

39

weaken the force of Robinson's attacks.
The campaign opened in earnest in May 1825, with
Robinson's twentieth article for the Magazine. Entitled

'Free Trade,' the article voiced suspicions of interference,

38 Maga, March 1825, Noctes, p.380. (it is of interest
that in the same month, Blackwood wrote to Canning in
highly confidential terms about a 'plan' which he had
put to Canning when he saw him in London in the
previous year. Canning Papers, Stapleton MSS, 20,

5 March 1825: c.f. Blackwood Letterbook, B3, f.278,

24 April 1824. A few of Blackwood's close friends were
in the secret, including a fellow member of the
Edinburgh town council. It may be suggested that the
project could have been to set up a Tory newspaper

in Edinburgh. Blackwood was later involved with an
Edinburgh newspaper. (See above, Chapter Two).

39 See below.
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based on untested theories, in tariff policies that had

been working well. Robinson could see no harm in giving

a monopoly to domestic producers, if there was reasonable
competition amongst them to keep prices fairly competitive.
Not that the cheapening of prices should be the supreme goal,

in any case.

The extreme of general cheapness must ever produce
the extreme of general poverty, when it flows from
the extreme of competition.

Then followed a series of questions aimed at the new
policies, both actual and anticipated. Why exert ourselves
to give fleets to other nations? Why deprive our
agricultural labourers of the protection of the Corn
Laws, to the alleged benefit of higher-paid manufacturing
labourers? The pilece ends with stern censure of the new
tendencies.

We cannot approve of that liberality which, to increase
trade, seeks to make us dependent on other nations for
both bread and raiment; we cannot approve of that
liberality which, to secure their present prosperity

to the traders, to the comparatively contemptible

few, seeks to involve the vast overwhelming majority
in distress and privation. (p.563)

The article had the warm support of Blackwood himself.
The publisher wrote to Robinson,

I am quite delighted with the way in which you state
the subject of Free Trade, and just now when ministers
seem to be giving way to all the speculative notions of
the Economists, and the Country Gentlemen are beginning
to be alarmed as well as the Farmers at the proposed
alterations in the Corn Laws, it must have a capital
effect.AO

39 See below.
L0 22 April, 1825, NLS Acc.5643, B5, T.85.



123

The repeal of the Combination Laws was another source
of disquiet to David Robinson. He wrote to Blackwood in
October 1824 to ascertain whether the publisher shared his
unease. Some months later it was Blackwood's turn to
revive the question in Robinson's mind, with the suggestion
that,

An article upon the present combinations among the

mechanics might have a good effect. Everywhere they

are dissatisfied, and evidently wish to be masters
instead of servants.

47
Robinson responded with an article in the Magazine for
July 1825 on 'The Repeal of the Combination Laws.' It
was one of his most reflective pieces, deeply imbued with
Burkean conservatism.
It is, in our eyes, one of the great recommendations
of our laws and institutions, that, generally speaking,
they did not emanate from the reveries of speculation -
that they were not formed to supply wants which were
not felt, or to correct theoretic faults which were
not proved by experience to be injurious. They only
received being when the necessity was distinctly
apparent, and when the evil called aloud for remedy...

The Laws against Combinations thus originated. They
were formed to remedy evils which existed, and which

demanded remedy.(p 20)

The laws were not faultless, but they were effective and
beneficial. The prime movers in their repeal 'avowedly acted
upon abstract reasoning.' The outcome was thus industrial
indiscipline, followed by the reimposition of legislation,
although, Robinson feared, only a 'milk-and-water measure.'
Whilst affirming that 'there is not a finer race of people

in the universe than the working classes of Britain,'

Robinson did not regard that as a reason for exempting

L1 24 May, 1825, NLS, Acc.5643, B5, f.116.
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them from proper control. The repealers sought to destroy
the obedience of servants towards their masters. Robinson
found it significant that Brougham, in his pamphlet on

the education of the people, did not use 'the good old
English words - servant and master,' but adopted the
American importations 'the working classes and their
employers.' Robinson would do away with such 'American
trumpery.' (p.24).

A further baneful effect of combinations was that
they emancipated the workers from the moral surveillance
of thelr masters. The master ought to be able to discharge
a labourer of bad morals, but the union would prevent him.
Likewise, the master should advise his men on how they
ought to vote, but his advice would be disregarded at the
behest of the union. In an effort to reassert paternalistic
principles in an industrial context, Robinson advised
employers to hire their workmen on longer terms - but with
varying terminations, so that they could not all combine
at the time of renewal. They should insist on maintaining
their authority over their servants, and the men should
realise that 'they will ever benefit far more from gaining
the respect and good-will of the masters, than from
exciting their animosity.’ (p.31)

In a further article on 'The Combinations' in October
1825, Robinson turned the argument against Huskisson.
Whilst laying down the weapon of the law, with one hand,
Huskisson took up in the other the more insidious weapon

of foreign competition, as a way of keeping the unions in
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check. The unfairness of this tactic was that it
punished the masters as much as the men. Huskisson, in
company with 'Prosperity' Robinson, came in for further
criticism with regard to the reduction of the silk
duties, which became one of David Robinson's most
persistent and vehement lamentations. The first step, of
reducing the revenue duty, was compatible with the old
system, but now dealers saw this as only the first stage
in opening the door to foreign silk. Purchases of English
silk had therefore fallen and the native industry was in
stagnation.42
The commencement of a new volume of the Magazine in
January 1826 gave the opportunity to review the evolution
of its policy in a lengthy preface. The work of several

43

hands, the preface contained a justification for the
Magazine's current political stance, written by David

Robinson. Blackwood's stood firm by the principles of

Toryism.

Upon these principles, the Ministry has long acted,
and so long we have been its warm friends. It has,
however, on some occasions, in the last two years,
wandered far from them to adopt others, which have
hitherto been regarded as the essence of Whiggism
and the reverse of Toryism. (p.xviii).

The new policies were then itemised: reduction of tariffs,
relaxation of the Navigation Laws, repeal of the Combination
Laws. The worth of the new policies had yet to be proved,
and their wisdom was open to question.

We are not here touching any doctrine of political

economy, much as we are disposed to question some of
the axioms of the science. We are only contending,

4,2 Maga, Dec. 1825, pp.736-750, 'The Silk Trade.'
L3 Wellesley Index, I, entry 271.
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that yhile the world consists of separate communities
and different nations, it is the duty of the

respective governments of each to regard exclusively
their own interests. (p.xx)
As the parliamentary Opposition was even more favourable

to the changes than the Ministry, it had been left to

Blackwood's, outside parliament, to speak out against

'this new anti-national system.'

The Ministry, however, by its change, placed us in

a most painful and embarrassing situation. It
naturally carried along with it all its own prints,
and many of its friends. Its new principles and
measures were cried up by the Opposition, and, as

it seemed, by the greater part of the nation. To
oppose these we had to oppose men whom we had long, and
whom we still, venerated; we had to oppose both the
Ministry and the Opposition, a united Parliament; a
united Press, and, to a very great extent, public
opinion. We had no party in the field to heed and
support us... Nothing but the commands of conscience
could have engaged us in such a contest. (pp.xx-xxi)

In this difficult position, the Magazine relied on recognition
of its integrity.
We have not been mistaken. A regularly and greatly

increasing circulation attests that our conduct has
lost us no friends,44 and that we have had credit

given us for honesty, if not for wisdom. (p.xxi)
This section of the preface concluded with the observation
that time had not yet proved the Ministry right, or

Blackwood's wrong, but if that were to become the case,

there would at least be the consolation of having stood
loyally by the old ways of proven success.

The tone of this piece, written more in sorrow than in
anger, was considerably more restrained than that of the

articles by Robinson which followed in 1826. The econamic

4, In March 1826, Robinson wrote to Blackwood, 'I am glad
from my soul that the sale of the Magazine increases.'

NLS, MS4018, f.123.
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depression of that year was taken to vindicate earlier
forbodings. Even if Robinson's diagnosis was not
necessarily sound, he does deserve credit for having begun
his criticisms of the new policies during the buoyant
months of 1825, rather than merely being wise after the
event, when things went wrong after the banking failures
in December.
In the first article of his 1826 campaign, in March,
Robinson turned his attention to agriculture. Opening
with a quotation from Burke, 'It is a perilous thing to
try experiments on the farmer,' Robinson complained that
theorists, with no practical experience of agriculture,
were attacking the Corn Laws through the maxims of
political economy. It was a lamentable feature of the times
that theoreticians were now more heeded than practical men.
The primary directors of public affairs have lately
been closet visionaries - men thoroughly destitute of
experimental knowledge, and having a character for
anything rather than ability and wisdom. The Ministry
and Parliament may have carried into effect, but these
men - the Humes - McCullochs, and Benthams - have formed
the plan and laid down the principle. (p.288).
Robinson argued for the old and beneficial policy of
restriction, where our agriculturists and our merchants
and manufacturers were compelled to buy from each other,
to their mutual advantage. Under the 'new liberal system'
of Huskisson and F.J. Robinson, in contrast, agriculturists
could already buy manufactures from other nations, and soon
the trading classes would no longer be compelled to buy

our home-grown produce. In that event, it would not only

be agriculturists that would suffer from the importation of

foreign corn.
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The merchants and manufacturers may buy corn

much cheaper abroad than at home; but if they buy the
foreign corn, they must very greatly reduce the
consumption of our own corn-growers. They will sell
far less goods and labour; their prices will be greatly
reduced, and their cheap foreign corn will be, in
reality, infinitely dearer to them than the dear corn

of England. (p.297)

The converse argument applied to agriculturists in their
purchase of manufactures. This theme of mutual inter-
dependence within the nation was central to Robinson's
whole case against the introduction of free trade, just

as the theory of international interdependence was central
to classical economics. At the heart of the dispute was
45

the question of marginal land. Ricardo's 'corn model,

the key proposition of his Principles of Political Economy

and Taxation (1817), postulated that the Corn Laws, by

hindering the importation of foreign corn, caused the
resort to inferior land at home. This caused a reduction
in the average yield and thereby a reduction in the
average product from capital investment, to a point where
it would soon cease to be worthwhile continuing the process.
We would then reach the dreaded 'stationary state.'
Robinson, on the other hand, maintained that the importation
of cheap foreign grain would depress domestic prices, thus
forcing formerly marginal land out of cultivation, just
when it had been made productive. In losing cultivated
acres at home, we would become correspondingly dependent
on foreigners, who would be unable to supply our needs at
times of general scarcity.

Here was the crux of the problem. Could the nation's

food-supplies be better safeguarded by protection and the

L5 D.P. O'Brien, op.cit., p.41.
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cultivation of marginal land, as Robinson argued, or by
encouraging foreign suppliers to export to Britain, at the
price of the decultivation of our marginal land? By 1826
the course of the government was set on the latter objective.
Ministers had reached this conclusion, according to a

46 not by being captivated by a theory

modern authority,
and then turning it into practice, but by making their
paramount concern the securing of a stable food-supply, and
then perceiving, in Ricérdo's corn model, a theoretical
vindication of what empirical evidence was already
suggesting.

Nonetheless, theory was important to the government's
proceedings. Hilton is inclined to accept the view of

7

W.D. Jones4 that 'Prosperity' Robinson had a consistent

48

theoretical commitment to free trade. Huskisson, in
contrast, saw theories as debating-weapons when justifying
policies adopted on pragmatic grounds. Such theories,
however, were important to him in demonstrating his
consistency to his political critics, and they satisfied what

Hilton terms his 'schematic intellect.'49 The antithetical

case mounted by David Robinson in Blackwood's, therefore,

is valuable to the full understanding of a decade when
economic theory and economic policy were unusually closely

intertwined.

The next target for one of David Robinson's increasingly

L6 Boyd Hilton, op.cit., ch.4.

L7 W.D. Jones Prosperity Robinson (1967). (Ricardo paid
tribute to F.J. Robinson's grasp of economic theory:

Jones, p.101).
48 Hilton, op.cit., pp.182-3.
49 Ibid., p.304.
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trenchant critiques was the government's currency policy.
The implementation of what became known as 'Peel's Act!'
of 1819 had already attracted criticism in the Magazine
before David Robinson's time. Henry Matthews, in the
number for February 1821, had claimed that the contraction
of note-issue by the Bank of England was stifling commercial
activity.SO Robinson took up the argument in 1826, when
the government first prohibited the stamping of any new
small notes emanating from country banks and then proposed
the cessation of all existing small notes within three
years. The outcry this raised from country banks and from
dissident Tories caused Lord Liverpool to make a concession
that the Bank of England could continue to stamp new small
notes until October, ‘1826.51

It was into this debate that David Robinson plunged in
April 1826, with a forceful article on the 'Public Distress.
He accused the Ministry, specifically Liverpool, Robinson
and Huskisson, of having blamed the price fluctuations of
1824-6 solely upon paper currency. Never mind such factors
as bad harvests or interruptions to sources of supply or
demand. Never mind the fluctuations in the price of corn
during the seventeenth or eighteenth centuries, when we
had a metallic currency. Blame it all on the 'unfortunate
bank note.' The symptom was thus confused with the cause.
It was because prices and consumption were rising in 1824-5

that farming families, 1in particular, needed some notes in

hand, living as they often do some miles from a bank. Notes

50 Maga, Feb. 1821, pp.494-5.
51 Hilton, op.cit., p.222.
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are simply a convenience, they are not the essential cause
of rising prices or increased consumption. Neither were
they to blame for the distress, which arose from several
factors: the disruption caused by combinations, the
undermining of the domestic silk industry, the loosening
of our hold on the carrying trade, and the occurrence of
gluts when consumption fell away before production did.
In this uncertain climate, the government could have rallied
confidence and eased liquidity by a timely loan of
exchequer bills to merchants and leading manufacturers.
This, however, was not in accordance with the principles
of political economy, so, of course, it was not allowed.

Ministers professed themselves to be guided by the

new theories - by that 'philosophy' which Mr. Canning

lauds so unmercifully, and which stinks in the nostrils
of the whole nation.(p'441)

Canning vaunted the new system and trumpeted Huskisson's
schemes.

Is there a single English stomach that has not been
turned by this nauseous arrogance, bombast and swagger?

(p.442)
Robinson insisted that the withdrawal of notes from

circulation would do more harm than good. He maintained

that, in so far as a paper currency raises prices,
it raises them by promoting trade and creating .
employment for labour, and that it can never raise
them permanently above what public prosperity calls

for. (p.445)
We simply did not have enough gold in this country to meet

our currency needs. A paper currency would be more
convenient, and the notes of country banks were trusted
in their locality and rarely counterfeited.

We shall soon discover that the want of capita} is
even a more grievous thing than the excess of it
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- that occasional paroxysms of gout are to be
preferred to the never-ceasing effects of atrophy.

(p.446

The debate on the restriction of note-issue in England
was mild compared with the furore that greeted the
government's attempt to extend the prohibition of small
notes to Scotland. Sir Walter Scott, in the guise of
'"Malachi Malagrowther,' was provoked into his only publication
on a political question. His three long and forceful letters

to the Edinburgh Weekly Journal, appearing in February and

March 1826, were promptly reprinted by Blackwood as a
pamphlet, which went through several editions.52 '"Malachi'
argued, from a combination of Scottish pride and practical
judgment, that the stability of Scottish banks rendered
it unnecessary and improper for their activities to be
cramped, simply because some English country banks had
proved unsound. He could not see the justification for a
policy that seemed to assume that 'if our superiors of England
and Ireland eat sour grapes, the Scottish teeth must be
set on edge as well as their own.'53
David Robinson was gratified to find such an ally in
his campaign against the government's currency policy. He
wrote to Blackwood in March, thanking him for a copy of the
letters.

I have been greatly delighted with them, and they
have raised their illustrious author many degrees in
my estimation. I had previously been led to think
him a pluckless, liberal kind of person in pOllt%CS,
and I was therefore greatly astonished to find him

52 The Letters of Malachi Malagrowther, reprinted by
Wm. Blackwood & Sons in 1981, with a stimulating

preface by P.H. Scott.
53 Ibid. p.39.
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display such a large portion of sterling
old feeling.54

Blackwood suggested that Robinson should contribute
an article on the subject, and it duly appeared in the May
number, championing 'Malachi' against the strictures of
a hostile pamphleteer 'E.B. Waverley' (J.W. Croker). After
disputing E.B. Waverley's contentions point by point,
and asserting his confidence in the practical merits of
small notes, Robinson ended with a confident prediction
that the innovators would be routed.
In truth it matters not how these changes and
innovations may be defended - 1t matters not by whom
their defence may be undertaken - it matters not what
Tories and Tory publications may toil at the filthy
work of retailing the hackneyed opinions of Benthanm,
Ricardo, and their disciples - it matters not, if those
whose duty it is to guilde public feeling, reverse
their path and principles - all this we say matters not,

for the flame is now kindled in the nation, which will
soon consume the new creeds and systems.55

What Robinson had in mind here was not merely the
specific case of the Scottish notes, where indeed the
government did give way, but the greater matter of the
general election which was about to take place. 1In June
1826, writing as 'One of the 0ld School,' Robinson addressed

56 attempting

a 'Friendly Epistle to John Bull Esquire,'
to recall that quintessential Englishman to his senses.

I can only hear you lisp, and drawl, and stammer at the
fifth hand the stale, puerile, contradictory, and
cold-blooded dogmas of the Economists.(p.632)

Leaving aside the question of Catholic emancipation, all

the Ministers in the House of Commons now went with the
54 NLS, MS4018, f.125.

55 Maga, May 1826, p.607.
56 Maga, pp.631-650.
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The old Tories in this house have been betrayed;
they have no leaders; they are but a number of
unconnected individuals, destitute of voice and
influence.

(p.637)

Robinson now moved to a point that anticipated the role and

opinions of the ultra-Tories in 1829-30. He argued that

the old Tories and the country gentlemen were the victims

of an unholy alliance of Ministers, Whigs and Tories in the

close boroughs. The government's majority
consists, in a very great degree, of the close-borough
members of both sides. I, sir, never was a Reformer,
and I am a decided enemy to what 1s called Parliamentary
Reform; but I cannot close my eyes to the fact, that

a more terrible curse could not visit the empire than
the combining of the close-borough members. (p.638)

In the Magazine for August 1826 (Part 1), Robinson found
an ally in the campaign which, until then, he had fought

almost single-handed amongst Blackwood's writers. Josiah

Rivers, whose pen-name, 'R.R.R.', recalls Robinson's early

nom-de-guerre, 'Y.Y.Y.', delivered himself of some 'Free

Strictures on the Parliamentary Logic of "Philosophical
Statesmen."' About four years ago, Rivers recalled,
'Christopher North' had eulogised Lord Liverpool's admin-
istration.
You now characterise this same administration as the
patrons of quacks, and projectors, and innovators, -
you now accuse them of subjecting themsglves to the
dictation of that very 'rabble of Whiggism'... (p.221)
Is North inconsistent then? 'No,' replied Rivers. It is
Lord Liverpool that has changed. He could have prevented

the overturning of 'our established system of commercial

policy,' but did not do so. Rivers did not fudge his
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censure by blaming subordinates.

I regard his Lordship as one who has given a casting
vote - I consider his Lordshipfs hand to have been
upon the rudder. (p.222)

In this respect, Rivers went beyond Robinson, who had
avoided a frontal assault on the Prime Minister,
concentrating his fire on Canning, Huskisson and F.J.
Robinson, although Liverpool was included in general
indictments of the Ministry. Although Robinson most
commonly named Huskisson.in his critiques of the
government's commercial policies, the special target of
his animosity was Canning. This was apparent to William
Blackwood, who was uneasy about becoming too embroiled in
personalities. In March 1826, in a long letter to
Robinson, the publisher admitted to have toned down part

of Robinson's counterblast to a speech in which Canning

had rounded on his critics.57

It struck me that whatever Mr. Canning meant
in his attack, it would not be good policy to apply
ourselves to his contemptuous expressions, but rather
to keep the thing general, and not to make Maga appear

57 After declaring that 'with his soul he adopted, and
with his whole strength he would endeavour to maintain,
Mr. Huskisson's measures,' Canning went on: 'I have
not to learn that there 1s in the Country a faction
(not political), small in numbers and powerless in
might, who think that all advances towards o
improvement are retrogradations towards Jacoblplsm.'

He added the warning that 'they who resist indis-
criminately all improvements, as innovatiogs, may find
themselves compelled to:. submit to innovations, although
they are not improvements.' Quoted in A.G. Stapleton,

The Political Life of the Rt. Hon. Georgg Canning, 3 vols
(1831), III, 53-5, passim. The wording in Hansard
differs slightly: 'I have not to learn that thgrg

is a faction in the country - I mean not a.polltlcal
faction, I should, perhaps, rather have said a sect,
small in numbers ... (as above). Hansard, Parl.Deb.

NS XIV, 854-5, 24 Feb. 1826.




136

defending her own cause, but the general cause of
the country.58

Blackwood went on to give Robinson a broad hint to soften
his treatment of Canning, for the sake of John Wilson,
the mainstay of the Magazine.

Some months ago the Edinburgh Whigs by secret
influence and the aid of Mr. Huskisson had very nearly
got ftwo illegible wordsg] McCulloch appointed Regius
Professor of Political Economy, and it was only
through Lord Melville's and Mr. Canning's personal
friendship to Mr. Wilson that this intrigue was
knocked on the head. Had the Stot (McCulloch) been
appointed it would have interfered most materially
with Prof. Wilson's class.59 I need hardly tell

you therefore that he stands in a delicate situation
just now.

Elsie Swann mentions this episode in her biography

60

of 'Christopher North;' but without giving particular

credit to Canning. She quotes a neutral reply to Wilson
from Huskisson. Canning's views are not given, but can be

ascertained from a letter which he wrote to Huskisson on

11 June 1825.61

It appears to me that Mr. Wilson would have had
good cause of complaint, if Mr. McCulloch's project

had been encouraged. 62
And I should have had a pleasant time at Storrs to

which Mr. Wilson is next neighbour.
The influence of Canning, and Wilson's own exertions,
had blocked the project, at the price of Wilson's being

obliged to deliver his own course of lectures on political

economy .

58 22 March 1826, NLS Acc.5643, B6, ff. 158-162.

59 (Because of the Scottish system of selling tickets for
lecture-courses) .

60 Swann, op.cit., p.176.
61 Canning Papers, Harewood MSS, 68 - copy of letter.

62 Adjacent to Wilson's cottage at Elleray, beside Lake
Windermere. Canning was to go there on holiday in

August. Wendy Hinde, Gedge Canning (1973), p.399.
A
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This information did not cause Robinson to repent of

his strictures.

I cannot think well of Mr. Canning. His speech to
which I have in former letters alluded was I think

the most mean and abominable one that was ever delivered
in Parliament by any Minister. He and his friends

have been the chief means of bringing the country into
its present wretchedness and if they go on as they

have done they will drive us to revolution.63

Coincidentally, on the same day that this letter was

written, Canning sent Blackwood a formal note about his

subscription.

Mr. Canning will thank Mr. Blackwood to inform him
what is the amount of his debt to Mr. Blackwood for
former numbers of his Edinburgh Magazine.64

The antagonism towards Canning occasioned an anxious

letter to Blackwood from J.G. Lockhart.

You will perhaps say that I am infected with the chill
air of the Metropolis. But I wish, in spite of that,
to say a single word on a very delicate subject.

Attack Political Economy as much_as you like, but

don't permit this Robertson [sic/ to go on attacking

so savagely the motives of Canning, etc. Why should
you and Wilson suffer - in yourselves, perhaps - very
probably (in his case extremely probably) in your
families, for the sake of allowing a person of this
kind Lo insult such a man as Canning? ... What I

wish to see particularly avoided is any allusion to
Canning personally; and I know he feels that personally

and avenges it so also.65

Huskisson was in fact the chief target of Robinson's

lengthy articles in August and September attacking the

government's intentions over the Corn Laws and the

reciprocal relaxation of the Navigation Laws. The

63 29 April 1826, NLS, MsS4018, f.131.

64, Copy in Canning Papers, Stapleton MSS, 15.

65 28 March 1826, quoted in Annals I, 240.

66 Maga, Aug. 1826, pp.359-385, 'Jacob's Report on the

Trade in Foreign Corn;' Sept., pp.442-468, 'The Shipping
Interest.'
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former article referred very critically to a speech which
Huskisson had delivered in Liverpool in defence of his corn
policy, his views being reported in a paragraph in a

Liverpool newspaper. Huskisson read the Blackwood's

article as soon as it appeared, and wrote to Canning

with his reaction, noting a 'wonderful sympathy' between

the sentiments of the writer and those of some of their

colleagues, in respect to the Liverpool paragraph.67

Blackwood denounces it to the Country Gentlemen
as"exceedingly indecent, highly unbecoming and
even unconstitutional."68

My unknown Colleague69 denounces it to the Head of

the Government, I suppose, as a breach of good faith
towards his Govt. Both are driving at the same object.
The Pamphleteer, however, hints at "Impeachment."

My Colleague, I hope, would be content with something
short of that. Nous verrons.

Although Robinson's next article was also directed
mainly at Huskisson, it contained enough adverse reference

to Canning for the author to feel it necessary to defend

himself.

If the Professor be under personal obligations to

Mr. Canning-I think the better and not the worse

of him for being sore at what I have said against the
latter. I attacked Canning in "The Shipping Interest"
because he signed the reciprocity treaties along with
Huskisson, and because he declared in Parliament

that he had embraced Huskisson's principles with all
his soul and would support them with all his strength

67 22 Aug. (1826). Canning Papers, Harewood MSS, 68.

68 The article declared Huskisson's speech to be 'exceedingly
indecent' in taking for granted that parliament would
accept his scheme. This was 'highly unbecoming - we
might say unconstitutional.' Maga, Aug.(no.2),1826, p.368.

69 (Wellington) W.R. Brock Lord Liverpool and Liberal
Toryism (1967 ed.), p.223.
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I look upon him as the real head of the new system;
without him Huskisson could not be kept in office

for a week and the whole system would at once fall
to pieces. I will however as I have said name him

no more, I do not wish it'?O

This privately expressed truce was unlikely to have
been known to Lockhart when, a fortnight later, he wrote
again to Blackwood on the subject, in the course of
declining an offer to contribute to the Magazine, because

of his duties at the Quarterly.

Besides, your political tone must not be mine. I
think it is wrong in all points of view, and
particularly in the personal style in which Canning
has been attacked in a work to which Wilson is an
avowed contributor of the first importance. Others
may point the dart; so it is. But who gives the
shaft its wings? But for Wilson's wit, how few
would read R.'s declamations, however clever!71

If Robinson now deferred to the feelings of his
colleagues regarding personal attacks on Canning, he
remained unrepentant in his criticisms of the 'new system,'
even to the point of not disowning the label that came to

be applied to Blackwood's in the late 1820s.

Let us be branded as bigots and Ultra-Tories, - let
us be stigmatised by the tools and toad-eaters of

Mr. Huskisson, as men destitute of intellect,
information, and principle, - but, in Heaven's name!
let us be spared the damning disgrace of being called
POLITICAL ECONOMISTS and PHILOSOPHERSI,72

In his economic articles during the first half of
1827, Robinson avoided personal attacks on Canning. His
chief named target was McCulloch, and in referring to the
government he usually confined his censure to 'Ministers'
in general. Writing privately to Blackwood, however,

after Liverpool's paralytic seizure, Robinson still engaged

70 28 Oct. 1826, NLS, MS4L018, ff.147-8.
71 16 Nov. 1826, gquoted in Annals 1, 241.
72 Maga, Dec. 1826, p.871.
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in personalities, not sparing the highest in the land.

We shall now feel bitterly what we have lost in the
death of the Duke of York. His Majesty is I fear at
the best a great trimmer, and he seems to have no
advisers about him save the Canning people. As to
Peel I cannot understand him; he appears to have been
for some time playing a very discreditable double
game. The Times puffs him for being friendly to every
thing 'liberal,' and there seems to me to be some
truth in the puffing. The man can never be so far
vexed as to be fired into eloquence; he has too

much temper to be the frank and open person which

some people call him. Time however will shew what
he is.

73
The accession of Canning to the premiership was
naturally viewed with consternation by Robinson. Blackwood

shared his anxiety and wrote to encourage Robinson to give

74

of his best at this crisis in public affairs. The letter

in the copy-book is barely legible, but its purport was
clearly to urge Robinson to be true to the 'high independent
tone!' of the Magazine and to his own independence of
judgment whilst avoiding whatever is 'merely personal.'

By 'pursuing this dignified course,' Blackwood argued, it
would be shown that 'our cause is not the cause of faction
or party but of the country.' Robinson, at work on his

article, wrote to express his fears that the piece would not

suit the publisher.

In deference to the feeling which has prevailed in
Edinburgh in favour of Mr. Canning, I have on various
occasions been silent respecting this unprincipled
mountebank when a sense of duty commanded me to

speak; but silence now would disgrace me as an honest
man. I have only one course before me. I cannot see
the greatest and best men of the age and the flower

of my countrymen blackguarded as they are by the tools
of Mr. Canning, and still say nothing. I cannot be
other than the enemy of such a Minister as Mr. Canning
now is, and of a Ministry composed of apostates and

Whigs.75

73 25 Feb. 1827, NLS, MS4020, f.87.

7, 19 April 1827, NLS Acc.5643, B.7, £f£.105-8.
75 27 April 1827, NLS, MS4020, f.93.
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A fortnight later, Robinson sent most of the article, but
had not yet finished it. Time had been lost in

substantial rewriting, 'from the fear of its being too
strong.'76 A 'liberal order' from the publisher rewarded
him for his pains and reassured him about the content.

I certainly was greatly bothered in writing the

Article, for it is a distressing thing to me, to embroil
you with your friends, or get any one connected with

the Magazine into hot water. For a long time I have
felt writing to be almost a hateful occupation, on
account of the unnatural condition of parties; but

I hope it will now be different. The Tories will

now go heartily with us, and I am sure we have the

body of country.

.o 1 am told that Ministers say, your Magazine has
done them more injury than all the Whig and Radical
publications ever did. In so far as this concerns

me, I esteem it a huge compliment.77

Robinson's article on 'The Change of Ministry'
eventually appeared in the Magazine for June 1827. It
began with self congratulation, in that the writers previous
warnings about the drift of the government towards
conjunction with the Whigs had now come true. Canning's
conduct, from the time when he succeeded Castlereagh, had
'astonished and grieved the whole country,' especially

those who, like the writer, had supported his becoming

leader of the House of Commons, in order to counter the Whigs
and Radicals in debate. Instead, Canning promptly embraced
nearly all their principles, other than parliamentary reform.
'On being intrusted with the command, he carried over the army
to the enemy.' (p.745) The now-defunct Ministry became fthe
most odd, incongruous, loathsome and portentous thing conceiv-
able.' Sustained in arbitrariness by 'the combination of grezt
borough interests,' and flattered by the 'Oriental bombast and
hyperbole' of the press, the Ministry could not be

7¢ 12 May 1827, loc.cit., f.97.
77 24 May 1827, loc.cit., £.99.



142

effectively opposed; but its internal divisions created

the means of its own destruction. Now that 'the unnatural
union of parties is dissolved,' there were once more checks
upon the government. Robinson would have preferred a
Ministry formed of the outgoers rather than those who

remained in office, but at least they were separated and

the country could regain its voice through those who had
broken with the government.

Wellington and Eldon had been unfairly blamed, the
article continued, for abandoning a Ministry in which
their presence was clearly uncongenial to Canning. The
character of the old Lord Chancellor was eulogised by
Robinson, and Wellington was praised for sharing his
principles. In their place had come the 'wicked and
disgusting coalition' between Canningites and Whigs,
compared with which that 'between Mr. Fox and Lord North
was the essence of purity and consistency.' At least
Earl Grey had shown 'manly, consistent, and high-minded
conduct' in refusing to participate. Robinson was
gratified by this.

We hope it will be the means of keeping the old,

honest, steady independent race of Whigs in

existence; for, although we differ very widely from

them, we should deplore their extinction as a

public calamity. (p.760)

The continuance of Robinson's onslaught on the liberal
economic policies, with Huskisson's relaxation of the
Navigation Laws as the prime target, enjoyed the more
confident support of his publisher, now that the high

Tories were outside the government. Blackwood wrote to his

son William, serving in India, about the campaign against
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free trade.

You will have seen some admirable papers on the
subject by Mr. Robinson in the Magazine. These have
made a great impression everywhere, and with his other
political articles he has done more to raise the
character and sale of the Magazine than any of my
Contributors not almost excepting the Professor.78

With Blackwood's now an openly anti-Ministerial

publication, the scales were balanced by the inclination

of the Edinburgh Review to the government side. Blackwood

asked Robinson to write a riposte to a 'blackguard puerile
article' by Macaulay on the new Ministry. The publisher
offered to re-copy Robinson's manuscript in his own hand,
so that no one but John Wilson would know the authorship.79
After a delay occasioned partly by a respectful silence
after Canning's death and partly by Robinson's moving
house, the article appeared in October.80 The opening
salvo was fired at the Magazine's old foe.

The Edinburgh Review, after having so long warred

against everything sacred to British affections, and

dear to British prejudices, may now be regarded as
the leading Ministerial publication. (p.403)

Ministers and their supporters formed a 'faction,' which
was manifest in three articles in the Review, including
one on 'The Present Administration.' Robinson apologised
even for mentioning this piece (by Macaulay - whom he named
a few pages later), which was so abysmal that, but for its
location, it would be beneath criticism.

We scarcely ever met with a more striking specimen

of frothy, shallow, pointless, feeble declamation -

of puerile, low, scurrilous "sound and fury, signifying
nothing." (p.403)

78 9 Sept. 1827, NLS, Acc.5643, B7, f.515.
79 25 July 1827, NLS, Acc.5643, B7, £.227.
80 Maga, Oct. 1827, pp.403-431, 'The Faction.'
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The deceased Canning escaped lightly.

Mr. Canning, a highly gifted man, is no more, and
at present we will say nothing touching his character.
(p.407)

As for his successor, Goderich, he was good-natured and
honourable, but 'has never displayed, or attempted to
display, any great capacity for general politics.' (p.408).
Unflattering characterisations of other Ministers followed,
accompanied by the usual charge that they were slaves to
the dogmas of political economy.

The infallible dicta of the Holy Mother Church of

Political Popery supersede and suppress everything

that can be offered by reason and evidence. (p.411)
Robinson then indulged in a long and jaudiced review of
the 'liberal' policies of recent years, before turning his
attention to Peel's reforms as Home Secretary. Whilst
these had not noticeably benefited society at large, they
had not done any great harm, being based on the old
principle of improvement, not the new one of speculative
innovation.

We differ widely from him on several important

questions, but this does not cause us to think the

less highly of his powers. In accurate vision, depth,
and solidity of understanding, and all the higher
qualifications of the statesman, he has not his equal
in the Cabinet, or House of Commons. In kind of talent,
he makes a nearer approach to Mr. Pitt than any man

in Parliament. (pp.423-4)

Robinson pursued his reflections about Peel in his
November article.81 In an interesting analysis, Robinson
observed that there were two Whig and two Tory parties, both
competing within themselves for leadership of théir

respective political communities, and at the same time

against the other side for possession of office. Peel had

81 Maga, Nov. 1827, pp.612-6, 'The Opposition.'
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a difficult part to play. He and his friends should distance
themselves from the Goderich party and form a distinct
opposition. Goderich and company would then be 'melted
into the Whigs,' and the country would recover the
opportunity to choose a consistently Whig or Tory government,
with a clear opposition to check it. To this end, it was
vital that Peel and his friends were reinforced by more
debating talent. Robinson welcomed the rumour that a
certain Tory peer82 intended to replace some of his borough
members with abler ones: 'we shall rejoice to find such
a system adopted.' The Opposition should be responsibly
conducted, appealing to 'the cautious, reflecting,
independent part of the community.' The leaders should
each specialise in a particular department - finance, trade,
foreign policy and so one - in preparation for ministerial
office. Robinson concluded this stimulating article with a
Burkean tribute to the role of parties in parliamentary
government, in public discussion and in the popular character
of the constitution. His final thought provided another
anticipation of the ultra-Tory attitude to parliamentary
reform. Innovations in this sphere were unwelcome, but
'should the great borough interests be permanently combined
into a whole, they ought to be annihilated.' (p.616)

The return to office of Wellington and Peel - but not
Fldon - was not strictly in accord with Robinson's wishes,
as the Ministry was still tainted by Huskisson.. William
Blackwood was at first delighted about Wellington's

premiership, writing proudly to his son in India with the

82 (The reference was to the Duke of Newcastle).
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news that, on the very day that the Duke had been sent
for, he had written to Blackwood in his own hand, offering

his best compliments, and enclosing a draft for £25-10s

83

for a set of the Magazine. A month later, the publisher

expressed mixed feelings, in a letter to Robinson, urging
a walt-and-see approach in the political articles.

I confess to you that while that cunning knave
Huskisson has so much power and Mr. Peel appears

to identify himself so much with him, I have my own
fears. Still it is a matter of rejoicing that the
Whigs were defeated in their intrigues to obtain the
ascendancy in the Cabinet, and that they and that
silly noodle Goody Goodrich [sicl were kicked out to
put such a man as the Duke at the head of the
Administration. He has such a firmness and directness
about him and must feel himself so identified with
the genuine Tories that I have still great hopes
things will yet go we11.84

Robinson was less confident about Wellington. I do

not doubt the Duke's intentions,' he told Blackwood, 'but

85

I doubt his qualifications.' Wellington appeared to

know nothing of domestic matters.

I have no wish to attack the Ministry; on the contrary
I wish it to stand, for it seems to be the best one

we can have; but then I shall be loth to remain
passive if this Ministry attempt to knock on my head
my own principles... The Magazine has now no mean
political reputation, and I think it has gained this
in some degree, not from following this knot of men

or that, but from its independence and adherence to

principle.
Blackwood began to share Robinson's doubts about

Wellington.

It is to be wished if not hoped for that the Duke

will pursue a right course, but should he unfortunately
implicate himself in the liberal measures then of
course we will not shrink from a fair exposure of this

folly and iniquity.86

83 27 Jan. 1828. Quoted in Annals, II, 80.
8, 25 Feb. 1828, NLS, Acc.5643, B7, f.406.
85 27 Feb. 1828, NLS, MS4023, f.20.

86 21 March 1828, NLS, Acc.5643, B7, f..L.L8.
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For the present, however, the Magazine must not aid the
Whigs by undermining the Ministry. By giving the Duke

the benefit of the doubt until events proved otherwise,

the support of the public would be retained. The alternative
- to accuse the Duke of supporting Canningite policies -
would merely hasten the adoption of such policies or the
advent of the Whigs.

This policy of waiting and watching, converted into
more threatening language, was expressed by Robinson.in
the Magazine for August 1828. Reverting to his technique,
at the time of the 1826 general election, of addressing a
letter to John Bull from 'One of the 0Old School', Robinson
introduced a speech which ought to have been delivered in
the late session of parliament. Emphasising his concern
with principles, the imagined speaker affirmed that, just as
he had opposed Canning and Huskisson because of their
principles and policy, he would deal in the same way with
Wellington and Peel should the need arise.

Even Robinson could hardly have expected that this
threat would be called into furious reality only six
months later, and that the occasion would be the decision

of Wellington and Peel to implement Catholic emancipation.



WILLIAM JOHNSTON AND

T-OMAS DE QUINCEY

The two writers who form the subject of the rresent
chapter represent the most obscure and the most famous of
the six contributors selected for special attention in
this study. William Johnston is not listed in the index
to Mrs. Oliphant, although there is a passing reference
in the text to Irish recruits such as 'the Johnstons.'

The manuscript list of early contributors to Blackwood's

. g 2
Magazine records 'William Johnstone'™ merely as 'London -

3

contributed numerous political, social, economic articles.'
F.W. Fetter acknowledges that he was unzble to identify
Johnston positively, but suggests that he was probably an
4

Irish journalist living in London. This correct inference

is the only bicgraphical detail cited by the Wellesley Index.

The latter source, however, does add considerably to the
short list of articles attributed to Johrnston by Fetter.
The full figure amounted to fifty, of which thirty-eight

dealt with political, social or economic questions, as

_@_1}21__5_9 I, 493.

2 The incorrect addition of an 'e' to Johnston's surname
has been followed by those who have used this 1list,
notably Fetter and the Wellesley Index. Johnston's
signature, and other references in the Blackwood Papers,
establish that the 'e' i1s erroneous.

NLS, MS4892.
L, Fetter, J.P.F., p.9%.

AUV
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distinct from the dozen Fieces on travel or literary torice.
Except for one item, in the latter category, in Fetruary
1834, all Johnston's articles were concentrated in the
period 1828-32. William Johnstor was thus one of the
Magazine's principal writers on current affsirs during

the most critical period of its political coverage. This
fact alone would entitle him to consideration, but Johnston
merits special attention because of the quality of his
contributions. On Irish affairs and on social questions,

William Johnston represents Blackwood's at its best.5

Johnston's first contact with William Blackwood was,
like David Robinson's, prompted by a favourable notice in
the Magazine. His pamphlet on the condition of Ireland
was extensively reviewed by John Wilson, who called it
'a most excellent pamphlet,' the author of which would
'doubtless sympathise with our sentiments.'6 Thus
encouraged, Johnston wrote to Blackwood on 4 December,
offering an article for the Magazine.7 The article, based
on a journey in Kerry which he had taken with his brother,
may possibly have been a joint effort.8 His next

publication in Blackwood's, however, was all his own, and

it marked his debut as a political writer in the NMzgazine.

In his general dealings with William Blackwood, Johnston

5 In order to provide a coherent discussion of the NMzgazine's

views on Ireland and the Catholic gquestion, and to avoid
tedious cross-referencing, Johnston's part in these
discussions has been reserved for Chapter Six.

6 Maga, July 1827, pp.18-31.

NLS, MS4019, f.23i. (Johnston's address =t the *ime wszcs
17 Newman St., Oxford St., Lordon.)

For FEdward Johnston, see below.

v~

9 'Letter fror a Whig-Fater,' Feb. 1%C

0



150

adopted the urbane tone of one gentlenan zddrescsirng
another. The publisher reciprocated, writirng in friendly,
complimentary fashion, and showing a readiness to discuss
general! politics. Johnston's response to Blackwood's
query about terms catches the spirit of their relationshir.
I should wish in that respect to be placed on the sanme
footing as others of whose literary assistance you
avail yourself. I do not write merely for the szke
of remuneration, but like other men, I have no
objection to remuneration for the sake of what I

write. This matter, however, I am content to leave
entirely to your management.TO

Johnston received the usual rate of £10 per sheet. His
next political article, however, was rejected, for being
too severe upon the 'liberal' side of the Ministry.
Johnston deferred to Rlackwood's judgment, aithough regretting
that the Magazine deemed silence the more prrudent course. T
He also apolcgised, in this letter, for writing in the
guise of Christopher North, and promised, good humouredly,
not to assume that name again.
When T write politics, I must write after the fashion
of an "old Tory" let who will be in the ministry -
I shall send you a political letter in time for
next no., but if you don't like it, don't send 1t
back to me; either print it, or put it in the fire,
so that it may blaze somewhere.
Blackwood replied encouragingly.
T haste to tell you how very anxious I am you should

write completely after the fashion of an "old Tory,"
straight forward without let or hindrance.12

There continued to be occasional differences about

the merits of Johnston's contributions, with Johnston noz

10 7 Jan. 1£28, NLS, MS4022, f.15.
11 26 Feb. 1828, loc.cit., f.21.
12 1 March 1828, NLS, Acc.5643, B7, f.4.5.



157

afraid to spezk his mind, but not tzking deep urbtrage when
rejected. An article on 'Happiness', of which he was proud,
was dropped after being put into type. His mild protest
produced the bland explanation that 'Harpinescs' had not
been 'one of your happilest efforts.‘13 A more serious
disagreement occurred soon afterwards, when Johnston's
article on Irish affairs was returned, even though he had
written in the guise of 'Phelim McGillicuddy' in order to
avoid being taken to express the viewpoint of the
Magazine. He took exception to Blackwood's use of the
word 'paltering', which he felt to be an unfair epithet
to address to someone who did not write merely for money.
Blackwood sent a conciliatory reply, to which Johnston
responded in like spirit.

As an 'old Tory', Johnston welcomed the premiership
of the Duke of Wellington, both in his 'Second Letter
from a Whig-Hater,' published in April, and in his private
correspondence with Blackwood. The exodus of the Canningites
prompted Johnston to remind Blackwood that this was what
he had predicted in his rejected article earlier in the

15

year. He apologised for a grammatical lapse in a recent

piece,

for I place bad grammar the fourth in my list of .
accursed things - Irreligion - Ingratitude - Whiggism
- bad English - all these are abomination in my light.46

13 29 Nov.1828, NLS, MS4022, f.46; and 2 Dec. 152&, Acc.
£643, Bg, £.120.

14 18 Dec. 1828, NLS, Acc.5643, B2, f.14¢6; and 22 Tec. MSL0ZZ,
f.53.
15 2 June 1828, NLS, MS4022, f.2¢.

16 Ibid.
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In the Magazine for September 1829, (part II),

Johnston wrote an article on 'The State =and Prospects of

1
the Country.' 7 He began by observing that, although there

had been within recent memory more overt threats to the
security of the country, whether from foreign invasion or
domestic turbulence, there was now a more profound danger.

The vessel of the state floats, indeed, upon a calrer
sea, but seems, as it were, to rot by reason of the
very stillness; and the strength, the energy, the
stout heart, and the lively activity of Great
Britain, are dying away. (p.464)

Only the fundholders were prospering. Distress affected
almost all the common people, in the manufacturing and
industrial districts alike.

It is not merely the privation of ordinary necessaries
and comforts - the receiving from the hands of cold,
calculating, and not unfrequently insulting, parish
officers, the pittance which preserves their wretched
existence; but all the kindly affections which made
up the happiness of the lives of the poor, are
withered and blasted by this extreme penury, which
makes a man's wife and children a curse instead

of a blessing to him. (p.465)

To his compassion, Johnston added a sense of social
injustice.

But while so much misery exists among the poor,

there never was a time in which the luxury of the
rich was carried to a more extravagant degree of
wantonness. Never was pleasure hunted after with
more curious zeal and more lavish expense; never

did the provinces of England, taking them altogether,
suffer more pinching distress and misery, than they
have just done during "the season," as it is called
in London, which has just closed. (p.465)

17 As a slight departure from the plan of concentrating
upon one article onlyv, for each selected contributor,
the next article in the series is also discussed, as
Johnston replied therein to criticisms of his major

piece.
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Jchnston conceded that there was some validity in the
economists' contention that conspicuous cornsumption
brought employment to those who ministered to it. Ee
denied, however, that this was the most effective use to
which surplus income could be put. Nor did he have any
respect for the Malthusian theory, which converted short
term gains for labouring people into long-term misery..

It is enough to chafe the temper of the mildest man,

to hear a cold-blooded philosopher of the present

day, arguing that it is wrong to promote the comforts

of the poor, for this will "operate as an impulse to

population," and so make their distress the greater

hereafter. (p.465)

Against such cold theorising, Johnston countered with
common benevolence, nature and religion. Anticipating that
none of these would be heeded, he advanced the practical
argument that the money expended upon one fashionable
banguet would be better employed in providing smallholdings
for the neighbouring poor.

Johnston then gave a lucid and generally cogent account
of the origins of the current distress. The period of the
Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars had been one of high
prices, labour scarcity, relatively high wages, and
considerable investment in new machinery. Lured by short-
term gains, labourers had parted with older sources of
security: their plot of land and the simple contrivances
of the domestic system. Population had risen, adding to
the labour force just when the return of peace brought
demobilisation. Manufacturers preferred to retzin their

machinery rather than raintain full employment. £ir

unprecedented situa*ion had thus been crea*ed, irn wrich
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the aggregate wealth of +he country could be increzses

by the aid of machinery, while thre position of the labouring
classes deteriorated.18

Confronted by this problem, the actior of +tre Legislzture
had been to exacerbate it by restricting the circulatior of

currency.

Not that we mean to say that the currency should

have been left as it was, or that there is nothing
impolitic in allowing the unrestricted issue of
paper money by chartered and private banks. We would
advocate no such wild and dangerous system, which
must ever encourage improper speculation, and ruinous
revulsions in trade; but the object should have been
to make the paper currency safe, and not to destroy
it. The evil which the country laboured under, and
which the working classes felt most severely, was the
tendency of capital to accumulate in large masses,
instead of being generally diffused amongst the people;
and this evil the alterations which were made had a
direct and immediate tendency to aggravate. (p.467)

Commercial policies had added to the harz done by
currency policies. Capitalists were enabled to buy goods
and services - such as shipping - in cheaper foreign markets,
to the neglect of home suppliers. Again, Johnston explicitly
refrained from denying that this course of action could be
conducive to the national wealth, but if the price was the

deprivation of our own labouring people, then it was not

18 This part of the discussion is strikingily sim@lar to the
argument of Thomas Carlyle in 'Signs of the Times',
published in the Edinburgh Review, in the same year.
Dubbing his time 'The Age of Machinery' Carlyle observed
'how wealth has more and more increased, and at the szme
time gathered itself more and more intg rasses, strangely
altering the old relations,and increasing the dlstgpce
between the rich and the poor.!' Carlyvle noted in hris
iournal for 5 August, 1829: 'Also just finished an ar}icle

on the ®*Signs of the Times" for the"Edinburgh Fev’ew!

Quoted in J.A. Froude, Thomas Carlyle, A His?org pf the

First Forty Years of Fis Life. (7882) II,p.fc. L::nsfqn )

sent his article to Blackwood on 3 August. N;S: MELGRE, D5,

It would appear tha? trece two importzn- arzicles were

completed in the same week.
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worth paying. Johnston was not ashamed to call toe<ry to
the service of his argument, quoting the lines fror

Goldsmith's Deserted Village:

111 fares that land, to hastening ills a prey,
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay.

Johnston conveyed his sense of the gulf which existed
between the rich and the poor, in language that strikingly

anticipated Carlyle's Past and Present (1843) and Disraeli's

Sybil (1845).
Though it be true, that at no former time were the
warehouses of our manufacturers and merchants more
full of goods; that our edifices are more extensive,
magnificent, and costly, than they ever were before;
that gorgeous furniture, splendid equipages, trains of
idle servants, unwisely kept for shew; that rlate and
jewels, and every luxurious convenience that the
improved invention of man can device, are far more
abundant than they have been in times pvast; still it
is also true, that the common people of England are
neither prosperous nor happy. (p.468)19

Further poetic quotations about selfishness preceded a
warning about the dangers, as well as the sadness, of the
situation. Blatant inequality will not be endured
indefinitely. Once the poor see that their misery would be
alleviated by a redistribution of wealth, they will cease
to bear 'the cold neglect of scientific speculators in
politics.' Criminal activities amongst the lower orders
presaged a more fundamental threat to the current
maldistribution of wealth. The Legislature must act before
it was too late. Yet, lamentably, we were burdened with a
dull, commonplace House of Commons. Where once there shone
the oratory of Burke and Pitt and Fox, there was now the

’

tedium of speceches from Peel and Goulburn. ‘mongst

—

19 c.f. the opening Paragraph ol Fast =zrd Prgsent, and
Eook 1, chapter v, of Sybil: the 'two na-ions' sreech.
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ordinary members, there were those befuddled by bock-leerrirg,
others heedless of their responsibilities, and others
preoccupied with their own self-interest. An infusion of

new blood was needed.

The experiment has been tried ty the patron of the
borough of Newark, and hazs beer attended with such
remarkable success as should induce others o
imitate his example. (p.471)2o

Patrons 'should look about for men who have some heart, along
with political information,' who can recall the House to its
duty, for 'we cannot stand on the rotten foundation of
passive obedience.'
Specifically, Johnston recommended a parliamentary
inquiry into the state of the labouring population, and
the adopting of the remedies thereby discerned, even if they
appeared adverse to the interests of the rich. Commor
prudence should tell those wishing to retain their wealth
that it was better to part with a 1little than to risk the
whole. If it became apparent that agriculture was
depressed because money was scarce and dear, then the remedy
was obvious.
We can go back to the old abundant currency, and we
can do so with all the advantage of experience, to
teach us measures of precaution for its security and
proper regulation....Let men only look simply at the
relation between cause and effect, and have the
courage to treat as it deserves Mr. Peel's darling
folly of a metallic currency, and one most fruitful
source of the people's penury will be removed. (p.472)
Further remedies suggested by Johnston recalled *he
measures which David Robinson had been advocating in the
Magazine for the past three years: protection of the silk
20 A reference to the Duke of Newcastie's instailatlon of

M.T. Sadler, who was greatly zdmired bty EFlackwood's
writers.
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trade and glove trade, protection of home-baces shirrping

and wool-producers. Here, again, wes the basi
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cace that the interchange of goods and services within the
country brought a more broadly-based national Lrosperity
than could be achieved by involvement in the international

market.

Let 1t be zgain and again impressed upon the iegislature,
that the country has within it abundant means +o suprort
all the people in comfort and abundance, and that
therefore all who are ready and willing to labour,

have a natural right to full subsistence. (p.473)

The compassion that animated this article is apparent
on every page. The theories of the economists, on currency,
free trade and the like, are countered with appeals to
'heart' and 'feelings', and even to 'natural right.'

At times, Johnston's sense of injustice interferes with

his control of argument. An early claim that only the
fundholders were prospering is soon undermined by the
broader, and more persuasive, picture of the gulf between
the two nations. In an age when rnew farming techniques -
were more sulited to larger holdings, the appeal for the
endowment of smallholdings smacked more of Goldsmith-like
nostalgia than sound economic sense. If machines were
indeed more efficient than men, and cheaper to maintain, it
was not clear how the 'natural right to full subsistence'
could be met, except by perpetual public assistance to
those who lost their jobs to machines. The case for some
form of short-term intervention remained strong, tut the
trust of most economists In the long-terr gains which would

acerue from the developrent of the international economy

remained more persuasive than the policies advoca*ed here.
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Johnston's argument, however, was no mere effusion of
the heart: not that human sympathy should, in any case,
be discounted ac a response to the widespread distress
experienced in England in 1229. There ic ccgency in his
points about currency-restriction and the exposure of domestic
industries to foreign competition. The exiremes of wezlth
and poverty did threaten the stability of the country. Nor
did Johnston ruin his case by over-stating it. He conceded
that there was something in the 'private indulgence, public
benefit' argument; that there was a need for some restriction
upon paper currency; that buying in foreign markets could,
as the economists claimed, add to national wealth. For
all his sincere indignation at the sufferings of the poor,
Johnston retained an essential reasonableness of tone. He
was less brutal then David Robinson in dealing with
opposing arguments; less shrill than Croly in lamenting that
the times were out of joint. It is a further point of
contrast with Croly that Johnston resorts to only one
classical quotation in his article. There are three
quotations from English poetry, which help to enhance the
personal, accessible tone of Johnston's argument. He
reasons with the reader, appealing to his finer feelings,
rather than debating like Robinson or fulminating like
Croly. The least known of the major political contributors

to Blackwood's in this period, Johnston emerges from his

published writings, as fror his private correspondence, as

in many ways the most attractive.

lag}

The article attracted corsideratlie zttention . The Tory
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Standard and the Whig Morning Chronicle united in Lraising
21

it The Standard observed that the article wacs 'of

&

degree of excellence unusual even in Blackwood.' It rsd

2.

been intended to provide an abstract of 'this able and

eloquent essay', but as the Morning Chronicle had already

done so, and 'as the tribute of an cpponent is always more
valuable than the attestation of a disciple,' the Standard

readily gave space to the observations of the Chronicle.

The extract showed, declared the Standard, that the Morning

Chronicle assented to the proposition so admirably put by

lackwood - 'a proposition which was never indeed disputed

until, alas! for the Church of England, it was impugned by
a minister of the gospel, narely "That property 1s held

by the rich under the responsibility of providing for the

poor."' The Chronicle's pr&€cis of Johnston's article

followed, together with the Chronicle's comment that, from

the sympathy with the poor revealed therein, 'we are

almost tempted to conclude' that the Blackwood's article

was written by one of the leaders of the Barnsley artisans,
who had been speaking against the distress during recent
local disturbances.

Certainly, Johnston's article proved too trenchant
for some. He reported to Blackwood that it had apparently
caused the Magazine to be accused of advocating 'levelling
principles.’ This was, of course, the reverse of its

intention.

They must have grossly rmisunderstood the article,
who thought it advocated any such principles. The

~4 gctandard, 1 Seprt. 1829, and extract! therein iranscrited
from Morning Chronic.e.
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object was to advccate strenuous pclitical

exertion in favour of justice and humanity in

order to avert the levelling storm whick it is ‘o

be feared will take place if the cup of the peovle's

wrath be made to overflow.22

Johnston published a more sustained defence of his
article in the November number of the Magazine. 1In 'Our
Domestic Policy No.I,' he noted how his previous rlece had
aroused 'the virtuous alarm of those whose nice gentility
is shocked by the mention of any thing so coarse as the
rights 'of the common people.' (p.768) There had been
accusations of 'levelling principles' and 'Spencean
doctrines.' Johnston scornfully dismissed such 'erroneous
imputation', but welcomed the sympathetic response of
those who praised his exposition of 'true Tory principles -
of principles which, while they maintain the due order and
proportion of each separate rank in the state, maintain also
that protection and support are the right of all, so long
as there are the means, within the state, of affording them.'
(p.768) Against professed liberality and actual neglect,
Johnston offered his own rule of policy: 'govern the
people, and govern them strictly, for their good, but see
that they are fed.' (p.768) Rarely can the message of
paternalism have been conveyed more succinctly. Johnston
went on, in the same paragraph, to state the paternalistic

case more fully.

As Tories, we maintain that it is the duty of the

people to pay obedience to those set 1n.author1t¥ over
them: but it is also the duty of those in authority to
protect the peorle who are placed below them. They are

22 11 Sert. 1829, NL&, MS4i02%5, f.38.
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not to sit in stately grandeur, znd see ire reorle
perish, nor, indeed, are they ever to fcrge: *hra-

they hold their power and their possessions uron *he
understanding that they administer both mcre for the
good of the people at large, than the people would do,

if they had the administration of both *hemse ves. (p.76:

To maintain that the poor had a right to be cared for

was a conviction deriving, not from levelling principles,

but from deeper socurces.

It is to advocate the principles of the Bible. It is
to advocate the principles of the wisest philosophers
of antiquity - the principles of the common law of
England, and of that illustrious statesman, under whose
auspices the statute for the parochial relief of the
poor was first enacted; but it is not to advocate any
thing which is not strictly constitutional. (p.769)

To substantiate his reference to 'philosophers of antiquity,'
Johnston then quoted, in translation, some words of

23

Cicero, commending two precepts of Plato, cons:stent with
the above views. In the course of preparing the present
study, much time has been devoted to reading expositions of

the paternaiistic ideal, both within Blackwood's and beyond.

Nowhere, however, has a clearer or more concise exrosition
of paternalism been encountered, than in these two
successive columns of Johnston's November article.
So much of Williem Johnston's thinking about social

and economic questions 1s expressed in his September article
and its sequel, that it is possible to cover related pointe
more succinctly. He disliked the advocacy of emigration as
a remedy for distress, preferring the more active

24

exploitation of domestic resources. He agreed with
the doctrines of the Physiocrats that all wealth wzs

derived from the soil, but rejected what he regarded =zs

2% From De Officiis.

2/ tEmigratjon,' Maga, Ma} 1828 (par’t I)y pp-615—C20-
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their levelling tendencies. He regaried the perioi of
the Revolutionary and Nzpoleonic Wars as faving
invigoratéd economic activity. It was a time when gcvernment
had not been afraid of adding tc the public dett or of
circulating a plentiful paper currency. Currency wsas
essentially a device for facilitating economic activity.
Real wealth, deriving from 'soil and population, or, in
other words, produce and labour,' rested upon agriculture.
That being so, the protection of agriculture was of prime
importance. As a debating point, designed to enlighten
the 'doctors' in 'the great new day-school north of
Russell Square,'26 Johnston did not scruple to press into
service a dictum of Adam Smith:

Food not only constitutes the principzl pari of

the riches of the world, but it is the abundance of

food which gives the principle of their value to many

other sorts of riches.27

Johnston's identification of true wealth with the
produce of the soil accorded well with his professional
position. He was secretary to Lord Lowther, the son and
heir of one of the greatest of northern landowners, the
Earl of Lonsdale. When the Canningites left Wellington's
Ministry in May 1828, Lowther returned to office as
Commissioner of Woods and Forests. 'Lord Lowther has got
into the Woods and out of Parliament,' Johnston informed
Blackwood.28 Johnston dreaded the prospect of a contecst

for Lowther's seat (which he had to resign, and seek

25 t'Agriculture and Commerce. £y an Ancient Country Gentleran.
Maga, May 182% (part I), pp.632-6.2.

26 Also known as 'the godless institutior of Gower Sireez.'

- Quoted ir the May 182¢& article, r.642.

28 2 June 18If, NLS, MS4022, f.2c.
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re-election, on attaining office), not from fear of the

outcome, but from distaste for the 'Eatanswill' side of

politics.

I was at the last, and was very considerably disgustesd
- Conceive what it is to be within a few hours drive

of the most delicious scenes in the world, yet
compelled to remain for nine days of intollerable [sig]
heat, surrounded by an universal glut glut, and

guzzle guzzle - fellows vomiting that they may run
back to gorge, and afterwards rush into 21l manner of
riot and ruffianism,

29
Although Johnston's next letter was written from Lowther
Castle, where he had gone to assist in the election,
Henry Brougham decided not to fight on that occasion, and
Lord Lowther was spared the trouble of a contest. Instead,
Johnston returned to London and busied himself with 'readirng

1 3C

about Forests and planting and so forth. He confirmed

his position to Blackwood a few weeks later: 'I am now

-

W

officially attached to the First Commissioner of the Woode.'

Farlier that year, Blackwood had met William Johnston
when visiting London. He wrote to his son Alexander, who
was minding the business in Edinburgh,

Tell Prof. Wilson that Mr. Johnston dined with me
yesterday, and seems a clever pleasant young man.
He is very much with Lord Lowther.32

Johnston, on at least one occasion, brought the Magazine

to Lord Lowther's notice:

I drew the attention of Lord L. to the "Court and
Cabinet" which he read, and deemed to think it very

clever.33

His lordship's admiration, however, did not apparently

29 Ibid.

30 30 June 182%, loc.cit., f.30.
31 7 Aug. 182¢&, loc.cit., f.3¢
32 r.d. (prob. early May, NLS, MS4021, f.€9.
33 7 Oct. 1829, NL&, MS.025,f.
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extend to paying for his own cory:
Even my good friend Lord L. instead of sutscribing tc

your magazine, stuffs my number into his pocket to
read as he travels to the country.34

At least Lord Lowther made some amends by adding to the

European reputation of Blackwood's. During a lengthy

holiday in Italy, Lowther wrote an appreciative letter from
Milan, which Johnston passed on to Edinburgh.

The article35 you sent me from Blackwood has delighted
the Authorities here. The Governor, and some of the
Generals, were quite surprised that so favourable

an article should be published in England. However
it is very deficient in many parts - I mean that many
valuable additions could be made, to shew how much
the Austrian government has done to promote the
prosperity of Lombardy... The article has been in
such request that I have given it to the Governor who
means to have it translated and published in some of
the Newspapers here.36

Johnston's position on the fringe of government was

imperilled by Lord Lowther's deep revulsion over Wellington's

37

adoption of Catholic emancipation in February 1829.
J.W. Croker recorded in his diary for 9 February:

Lowther is still very reluctant to stay in; he

showed me a long explanatory letter which the

Duke has written to the Duke of Rutland, and of which
he had sent copies to the other grandees, and amongst
the rest to Lord Lonsdale. Lord Lonsdale's answer
was that he could not pledge himself.38

Lowther did indeed resign on this issue, but was prevailed

upon by the Duke of Wellington, in a letter citing the

King's wish, to withdraw his resignation.39
34 31 Aug. 1831, NLS, MS4030, f.38.
35 'The Austrian Government of Italy' (ty G. Moir), Magca,
Oct. 1834, —
36 29 Nov. 1834, NLS, M84L029, £.71.
37  Johnston's own VIEWS will be discussed ir Charter Six, be_:w.
3¢ The Croker Papers, ed. E. Fool, (71567 ed.) r. 22.
29 lonsdale Parers, CRO D/LONS/L Acc.t29: letter fror

Wellington to Lowther, 16 Lpril 1829, & copy of Lowther's
reply, 1¢ April.



16¢

Given Lowther's delicate cituation, Johnston did nrct
wish to embarrass him by asking for a government frank
for a packet going to Blackwood's address.AO The tacket
contained an article (not accepted) about which Johrcston
felt obliged to ask for discretion as to its provenance.41
He remained anxious about his anonymity some months later,

when he felt that it was 'hardly fair' of the newly-founded

Fraser's Magazine to introduce his name into an article.42

In any case, Johnston's anxiety about his semi-official
position came to an end with the fall of Wellington's
Ministry at the end of the year.

A combination of ill-health and the difficulties
of the political situation had brought a significant

diminution of Johnston's work in Blackwood's during 71820.

The gap was partly filled by other writérs, notably

Edward Edwards and William Mudford. The latter began a
series in April 1830, under the title of the 'Silent
Member.' It could have been some unease about his own
position that caused Johnston to ask Blackwood whether he
intended to continue with that series, or would prefer

to have a monthly London letter from Johnston, 'in dashing

43

style', to Christopher North. Johnston's idea was

accepted, and in the firt half of 1831 he contributed a
monthly series of 'Parliamentary Sayings and Doings', on

the lines of the columns by gallery correspondents 1n

LO Johnston to Blackwood, 12 Feb 18320, NLS, MS4027, f.2.0.

41 Ibid.

L2 Johnston to Rlackwood, 14 May 1820 Toc.cit., f.24€.
(The offending relerence, 1o 'Lord lowther's Johnson',
came in the burlesque account of the electior ¢l an
editor for Fraser's, May 1830.)

L3 1 Nov. 1230, NLS, MSL027, f.253.
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modern newsparers.

William Johnston's loyalty to his brother, Edwargd,
sometimes caused him to write to Blackwood in comrlaining
terms that were rare as regards his own wecrk. Edward
sent fewer pieces, but encountered more rejections. Still
in Ireland, Edward wrote frankly to Blackwood about his

inferior situation.

I am not very vain of my own powers, and am exceedingly
conscious that I possess neilther the singularly
advantageous position for gaining information, nor

the abilities to make use of it, which stamp so

high and peculiar a value on my brother's communications;
but I had conceived that there was a tacit arrangement
between us, that I was to occupy nearly the same place
in Maga with respect to Dublin, that he did in the

much more important city of London.,

Lib

Interestingly, in this letter, Edward compiained that he

felt such neglect, 'like many another Scotchman', in his
pride and in his purse. This, and the surnanme, would

suggest that the Johnstons were of Scots-Irish ancestry.
Edward's situation was eased when he was ordained an
Anglican clergyman in 1829; and he received payment for
contributions to another of William Blackwood's publications,

the Agricultural Journal. He also became an editor of

minor periodicals in Ireland: a ecritical journal in
Dublin, in 1829; a religious publication (when he returned

to Dublin) in 1838; and the Ulster Times, in Belfast, in

1840.45 Fdward continued to experience problems, however,

in attaining the standards of Blackwood's Magazine. He

struggled through the summer months of 1829 with an article
on education, to no avail. William corpla‘ned or his

L, 2% Nov 1828, NL&, MEL0R2, .73,

L5 12 Oct. 1829, NLS, ¥54025, £.16; 10 Tec. 1838, ¥S.0in,
© 2175 10 July 1840, MSLZ05%, .3,



167

behalf:

By the bye, you have said nothing about hics
Fducation paper either to him or me. This should"
not be, as it vexes a man to be left in igrorance
whether he should go on, with a matter on which
he has bestowed some thought, or cast it acside.

L6
Following Lord Lowther's loss of office, William

Johnston had to look to his own situation. TAs I am

now one of the "outs,"' he told Blackwood, 'I must work -

I was called to the English Bar on Wednesday...'47

He
also had the i1dea of starting a weekly periodical in
London, being pessimistic about his prospects as a lawyer,
but lacked the energy and resources to launch such a

venture. Instead he became involved in an existiing London

weekly, formerly known as the Intelligence, but renamed

the Alfred. In addition, he wrote leading articles for
48

the Morning Post. Domestic responsibilities now came

upon him. William Johnston was married in Septemter 1831,
with his brother officiating.*’
In November 1831, Johnston took upon himself a burden

that was to weary him and reduce his contributions to

Blackwood's. He became editor of a London evening

newspaper, the Albion, a rival to the Standard, which was
still an evening publication. His next article in

Blackwood's did not appear until the following March. In

May and June 1832, Johnston was still bemoaning the

pressure of editing the Albion, with no support from the

L6 8 Tec 1829, KLS MSi025, f.53.
L7 27 Nov 1830, NLS,ME4027, f.276.
'8 31 Aug. 1831, NLS, MS4030, f.38.

4
L9 (He told Blackwood he was disobeying Aristotle's

o it + 37 3 = T 7 tbef Tarrving.
precept ol waiting until tre age of 37 tefore rarrying

Tbid. )
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Tory party in the way of political articles.5o By
September he was rid of the burden of the Llfred, but
continued to struggle with the financizl problems of the

Albion. What proved to be his last poliitical ariicle in

Blackwood's appeared in November. An article offered for

the March number in 7833 was rejected for being too

critical of Peel's passivity towards the Ministry. Johnstor,
as ever, accepted Blackwood's right to determine the
Magazine's political line, but wondered whether there was
more to the rejection of this and other pieces than had

been expressed.51 He was wearled by the strain of daily

composition, and his fragile self-ecsteer wzs 'somewhat

broken' by his difficulties with Blackwood's. The

Magazine's exalting of thke 'rival journal' to the Altion

(the Standard) was a further humiliation. Johnston therefore

decided not to send any more papers for the time being.
Instead, he devoted his energies to the 'horrid fag' of
editing the Albion, and to attending Westminster Hall in
term time. By 1834, the strain made him feel 'as 1if 1
52

were growing old before my time.' Another rejection

from Blackwood's for the May number - which was a double

jssue - must have come as the firal straw. Johnston's

'tale' was returned, as being fnot exactly the thing for

50 15 May and 18 June 1832, NLS, MS4033, f£.175 and f.180.
(There was some financial support from Tory politicians
however, including Lord Lowther. Aspinall, or.cit., p.:

59 11 March 1833, NLS, MS4036, £.133. (frchibald £lison
had become a regular pclitical contributor in 18271, with

A\ e

=)

considerable success. Williar Johnston's value 1o *he
Magazine was correspondingly reduced. Cfee lelow,

Chapter Eight.)
52 31 Jan. 1834, NLS MS4079, f.€3.
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On this unhappy note, the corresponcence tetweer
Johnston and William Blackwood came to ar end. Jchnston
did not reply to the letter of rejection, and it was with
mingled grief and guilt thzt he responded to the news of
William Blackwood's death in September 1%34. He inforred
the late publisher's sons that he had written an obituary
in that day's Albion.54 The notice was very brief,
describing Blackwood as 'a man of much energy of character,

195

and warmth of feéling. Johnston occasionally wrote

thereafter to Alexander Blackwood, although he no longer
contributed to the Magazine. In January 1836 he wrote to
announce that the copyright of the Albion had beenr

56

purchased by Baldwin of the Standard. This left Johnston

with only 'a little scribbling for the Morning Post,' and

he offered his services once more to Blackwood's. Although

grateful for the reply which he received from Alexarder
Blackwood, Johnston decided instead to accept two offers
to write for London daily newspapers.57

It seems probable that one of these positions was as

a more regular leader-writer for the Morning Post, with

which Johnston had been connected since 18317. A letter
from Edward Johnston to Alexander Blackwood, on 10 December

1838, refers to William as 'still very delicate but working

53 31 Jan. 1824, NLS, MS4039, f.63.
54, 19 Sept. 1834, NLS MSL039, f.67.

55 Albion, 19 Sept. 183i.
56 13 Jan. 1836, NLS MS4040, f.31C. (Ought to be filed in
MS4043.)

8 Feb. 1836, NLS, MS.043, f.82. (Johrstor ma a
overture to Blackwood's on 29 December, 7£40, &aga
with no outcome. NLS, M3.0%52.)

Al
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away, chiefly I think in the Morning Post.'58 Johrnston's

fellow leader-writers at the Morning Post during +he

1830s, included W.M. Praed (1832-4) and Beniamin Disracl:
(1835).”7

The views of the Mornirg Post on social questions

in this period accorded closely with Johnston's established
outlook. In particular, it is tempting to surmise that

the writer of the Blackwood's articles on the social

distress of 1829 was the Post leader-writer of 1842 who
advocated 'kind and careful government of the working
people.'60 While this must remain conjectural, there is,

at least, further corroboration of Johnston's connexion

with the Morning Post. On 13 September 1841, J.G. Lockhart

wrote to J.W. Croker:
There is a most respectable man in the Post - Wm.

Johnstone a countryman of yours... Johnstone is a
man ol good scholarship.61

A decade later, Johnston expressed his views on the
condition of England in a more enduring format than the
periodical article or newspaper editorial. He published,
through John Murray, a two-volume work entitled, England

As It Is, Political, Social and Industrial, in the Middle

of the Nineteenth Century (1851), Although the connexion

between the authorship of this book and the earlier work

for Blackwood's has not hitherto been established, there

58 NLS, MSL046, f.217.

59 W. Hindle, The Morning Post 1772-1937 (1937), pp.142-9.
W.F. Monypenny, Life of Disraeli (1910)I, 304-5.

60 Morning Post, 29 Aug. 1842, quoted in Eindle, op.cit., p.7£€1.

61 Croker Papers, William Clements Librarf, Uni:ersity of B
Michigan. Quoted in Fetter J.P.E.,.p.2x9p. (The word ?os\ ,
being non-italicised, can be ?ead in various ways. FeFLer
does not make the connexion with the hprn;ngn;osf, yh}ch
t+he evidence in the Blackwood Fapers now raxes rossitle.)
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can be no doubt that the writer was one &and the ¢

o

me mer.
On the title page of his book, Johnston styled himself
"'Barrister at Law,' the profession which he had tolgd
Blackwood he was entering. The Preface makes = political

statement entirely consistent with Johnston's articles in

Blackwood's. The 37 chapters of Johnston's book contain

further evidence relating to his previous career and
known wviews. Parts of the fourth and fifth chapters, on
the revenue from taxation and on foreign trade, had

already appeared in the Quarterly Review.62 Using the

Wellesley Index, these can be traced to the Quarterly for

March 1850, in an article entitled 'Facts in Figures.' The
writer is correctly identified as 'William Johnston,' but

he is listed separately in the Wellesley Index from the

'William Johnstone! [éiq] who had contributed to Blackwood's.

Most revealing of all is the chapter on 'The Press', wherein
Johnston reveals his inside knowledge of the workings of
a newspaper office, his familiarity with the contents of

Blackwood's Magazine - including a lengthy quotation from

63

an article dating back to 1834 “- and, even more
characteristically, his lifelong frustration at the contrast
between the considerable influence of journalism upon the
course of public affairs and the low esteem and rewards
attaching to that profession. He noted that whereas
barristers and physicians could earn rich rewards,

The man who only writes what concerns the public

interests of his country, and influences the ninds

62 As stated in z rote at the end of the Freface.

63 The extract came from frchibsld Alison's 'The Influerce
of the Press,' Maga, Sert. 7834,
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of hundreds of thousands upon questions which,

next to those of religion, &sre the most important

of all questions, is by no mezns likely to arrive

at more than a decent competence, and that only so
long as his mental and bodily powers are equal to his
daily task. The lot of those who have written most,
and most effectively, for the public press, is to
live in obscurity and to die in neglect. (p.22%)

Had not William Johnston enjoyed the consolation of
his legal profession, these words might have served as an
epitaph upon him, as they could indeed serve for the one

Blackwood's writer who was his superior in addressing social

questions, David Robinson.

Thomas De Quincey

‘A recurring theme of the present study hzs been that
of resistance to temptation: the temptation, that is, of
succumbing to the intrinsic appeal of subjects that have
been adequately covered elsewhere, when so much new
knowledge needs to be brought to light here. Thomas De
Quincey provides a case in point. He falls into a

different category from the Blackwood's writers so far

discussed. De Quincey needs no exercise in biographical
re—creation. His life and works have attracted the

attention of scholars on both sides of the Atlantic, from

. 6/
the closing stages of his own life to the present day. 4

More distinctively, there are De Quincey's own 'Confessions'

6, Collected editions of De Quincey's works were prepared
during the closing decade of his 1life by J.T. Fields in
Boston and by James Hogg in Edinburgn. The standard
collected edition was completed by David Masson In
1889-90, (Edinburgh; A. and C. Black). M=zsesson also’.‘
wrote one of the standard bliographies, in 7887, as d-2
A.H. Japp (as 'E.A.Page') In 1877, (2§d edition revised
=nd enlarged 1890), H.~. Faton in 193¢ gnd Grgvei
Lindor in 1987. Other relevant discussions will bte
mentioned in subsequent footrotes.
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and 'Autobiographical Sketches'. As John Beer rightly
observes, 'De Quincey himself was such a corpelling
autobiographer that his own accounts necessarily overshadow
65

those of later writers.'

It 1s particularly relevant tc the present study that

Grevel Lindop's biography, The Opium Eater. A Life of

Thomas De Quincey, was published in the interval between tre

researching and the writing of this chapter. Lindop has
produced a useful book, relying on the substantial body

of published material and on mznuscript sources, including
the Blackwood Papers. As a scholarly narrative, Lindop's
work renders the inclusion of a biographical outline here
superfluous. Lindop, however, admits not to have attempted
a 'critical' biography (Preface, p.x.) His discussion of
De Quincey's political writings is brief, and does not
include any scrutiny of De Quincey's political articles
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