Lecture Six

The Blitz of Paper

In his short history of British Journalism, Andrew Marr summarises the rise of newspapers in Victorian Britain like this:

“…the Victorians did four things which made Britain the newspaper-mad nation it remains even today. They cut the taxes and lifted the legal restraints which had stopped newspapers being profitable; they introduced machinery to produce them in large numbers; they educated a population to read them; and they developed the mass democracy that made them relevant.”

As we saw in my previous lecture that process really began with the abolition of stamp duty. As we also saw, one of the most immediate, and enduring results of abolition was the launch off the Daily Telegraph. It has gone through several changes of ownership since – most recently from Conrad Black, the disgraced former press baron now serving time in the Coleman Federal correctional Complex in Florida - to my own former proprietors at the Scotsman, Sirs David and Frederick Barclay. 
The Telegraph is still with us today – now complete with one of the most advanced multimedia news hubs in the world including online video news produced by ITN– an investment that has caused some concern at the Guardian which has, so far, preferred to use video generated by its own newspaper journalists who sometimes lack relevant production skills.  

But I digress. 

The Telegraph was not the only title to emerge following abolition. In London an existing title, the Standard, was bought by a new owner, James Johnstone in 1857.  He soon turned it into a quality, eight-page daily costing just 1d. His decision created competition for both the Times and the Daily Telegraph, challenging the former on price and the latter on quality. The result (Griffiths P99) was a three-way circulation war between Times, Telegraph and Standard.

Outside the capital many newspaper owners, represented by the Provincial Newspaper Society, had opposed repeal – arguing that it would “lower the character of the newspaper press in this country, by the competition for cheapness, and by the increase in number of publications diminishing the means of incurring the large outlay made for every respectable journal.”

This opposition from existing newspaper proprietors was not primarily political. They were mainly concerned that cheap competition would cause them to lose profits and social status. 

They were right to expect the birth of new competitors – and not just in London. Around the country fresh newspapers emerged or grew out of old ones so that one observer, writing in 1863, opined that:

“…starting a newspaper appears to have for some minds a singular fascination. Just as there are men who must have race-horses, or play chicken-hazard (a dice game played for relatively small stakes), so there are others to whom newspaper enterprise is a necessity of life.” (Quoted in A.J. Lee, P50)
Titles launched in the aftermath of repeal include The Sheffield Daily News (1856), The Birmingham Daily Post and Liverpool Daily Mail (1857), The Western Daily Times (1859) and Hull Daily Express (1859)
The expansion of the British press between 1855 and 1914 is summarised in A.J. Lee’s table published on page 121 of Newspaper History from the Seventeenth Century to the Present Day. (Show slide). 

In illustrative summary: there were 8 London daily titles in 1856 and 21 in 1900.  Outside the capital there were 12 morning dailies in 1856 and 70 in 1900. As for provincial evening dailies there were none at all in 1856 and 101 in 1900.
But it was not just the number of newspapers that multiplied after 1856. Technological and social change coincided with the repeal of taxes to present new opportunities for mass circulation and mass distribution. “The Blitz of Paper” was driven forward by factors including new printing technology, the first generation of electronic communications, railway distribution networks, the spread of literacy and prosperity, the development of party politics and broadening of the franchise. 

These factors in turn sparked professionalisation of the trade of journalism and the emergence of the news industry in a form we can still recognise today. If you have wondered where the “…and the news industry” bit of your degree programme’s title comes from. This is the answer. In the second half of the nineteenth century a trade that had grown up around the relatively narrow confines of parliament, court and church grew into a national and international industry serving – some would say manipulating – a mass audience of consumers.

Today, let’s look at some of the factors in that development in a little more detail.
1: Technical Changes/Extraordinary Machines
Never forget that journalism is a business as well as a principled profession. To the liberal free-marketeers of Victorian England the two ambitions – profit and benign influence – were not at all contradictory.  For them a free market in ideas was the natural corollary of a free market in products and the newspaper as a product was the ideal vehicle for both. 

After repeal this joint ambition – to sell lots of journalism to lots of people and educate them in the process – ran up against a logistical barrier. Proprietors soon recognised that they could sell many more newspapers for low prices such as 1d a copy than they had ever been able to shift a 4d and above. 

But in order to have lots of copies to sell they needed faster, more efficient printing presses and distribution networks that could get their newspapers to parts of the country in which they had previously been unavailable. They also needed a constant and reliable supply of crisp, engaging well-written news.
Our old friend Wynkyn de Worde would have recognised the printing presses still being used to produce newspapers in this country at the start of the nineteenth century. Three hundred and fifty years of printing had spurred few technical advances. The original platen press of the sixteenth century had been improved by the addition of a metal screw to press paper and type together harder. That breakthrough came in 1550. In 1620 an anti-twist device had been added and, in 1800, a cast iron frame to replace previous wooden designs. 

This did not amount to automation. These were hand-operated presses and, worked at capacity by a pair of strong men, they could achieve a peak output of between 250 and 300 copies per hour. (A.J. Lee P55).

The truly revolutionary power source of the industrial revolution was steam and the first application of steam to printing presses came in 1814. Perhaps unsurprisingly it was the mighty Times that could afford the innovation. It used a steam press, invented by Messrs Friedrich Koenig and F.A. Bauer to publish its edition of 29 November 1814. 

That day’s leader column proclaimed:

“Our journal of this day presents to the public the practical result of the greatest improvement connected with printing, since the discovery of the art itself. The reader of this paragraph now holds in his hand one of the many thousand impressions of The Times newspaper, which were taken off last night by a mechanical apparatus. A system of machinery almost organic has been devised and arranged, which, while it relieves the human frame of its most laborious efforts in printing, far exceeds all human powers in rapidity and despatch.” (Griffiths P66)

Without breakdowns and with lots of care and attention early steam presses could print between 1000 and 1200 paired broadsheet pages per hour. But at this point in the development of the industry, only The Times with its combination of city and provincial subscribers could justify such prodigious output. Some London competitors installed smaller, cheaper, steam presses, but in most parts of the country old fashioned methods persisted well into the century. 

Part of the problem was that first generation of steam presses were inefficient. Their inventors had simply applied the new power source to the old vertical, pressing motion employed by previous generations of hand printing presses. They used a lot of energy, needed constant maintenance and delivered very variable quality.

The obvious solution was a rotary press – using type fixed to a rotating cylinder, but it took until nearly mid way through the century for someone to work out how type could be fixed onto the cylinder.  The breakthrough was made in 1846 by an American called Richard Hoe. His first customer was a Paris based French newspaper called La Patrie. It worked wonders for circulation. 

A.J. Lee records (P.56) that La Patrie’s circulation soared from 3,140 a day in 1846 to 24,500 in 1858. The Times soon installed Hoe machines as well, following hard on the heels of the New York Tribune. But until the abolition of Stamp Duty even steam combined with a rotary press could not achieve genuine mass production. 
The problem was, that until 1855, the Excise Office required that sheets of paper be stamped individually before news was printed on them. This meant the continuous rolls or webs of paper on which modern newspapers are still printed could not be used. Individual sheets had to be fed into the press and printed.

It was a laborious process as this account of the printing of the News of the World in 1852 reveals:

“...still hand fed [the presses] could produce 4,000 copies an hour, they required eight men to work each machine, four men to feed in the sheets of paper and four to take them off after printing. One side of the paper was printed on the first machine; the sheets were then fed through the second machine to print the other side, after which they were folded by hand and counted.” (Griffiths P 110)

Imagine doing that 100,000 times, which is how many the News of the World was selling at the time.  To illustrate just how gruelling the work could be Andrew Marr cites the example of Thomas Catling who, aged just fourteen got a job as a printer in London in the early 1850s. Looking back on his career Catling later wrote that:

“The machines left the type in a fearful condition, so that many weary hours had to be devoted to washing it with the strongest pearlash or potash procurable. Dirt mingling with the ink caked the letters together.”  
The first continuous web printing machine was another American invention. It was first used in Philadelphia in 1865 and, again, The Times swiftly bought one. It installed a web-fed rotary press in 1868 and was able to double production as a result. The technology soon spread. A.J. Lee records that by the 1870s
“…labour-saving web-fed rotaries had widely replaced sheet-fed machines. Even the provinces followed the fashion with their small Marinonis, Prestonians and Whitefriarses.” 

A good web-rotary press could churn out 10,000 pages per hour, fully printed on both sides. This necessitated another innovation – better paper. Until mid century most paper was made from rags. A cotton shortage in the 1850s stimulated frantic efforts to find a substitute. Initially esparto grass was used – esparto is a coarse grass, native to Southern Spain and Northern Africa. The modern method using wood pulp became widespread in the 1880s. 
But printing technology was not the only mechanical innovation that made the Blitz of Paper possible. Victorian Britain experienced a communications revolution that must have felt to contemporaries as new and as thrilling as the internet feels to people of my generation. Two additional pieces of machinery – the railway and the electronic telegraph – made it all possible.

Trains helped to turn London, Edinburgh and Glasgow based daily newspapers into the truly national newspapers England and Scotland are accustomed to reading today. The original headquarters of my old newspaper, The Scotsman, - in which the paper was still based when I arrived as Assistant Editor in 1997 – was built to take advantage of the railways. 

Andrew Marr – who trained as a reporter on The Scotsman – describes the physical structure of this shrine to the age of steam (steam presses and steam trains) in his short history of British Journalism, My Trade. This is my personal version. 
The Scotsman’s headquarters on Edinburgh’s North Bridge squatted above Waverley Station like a dinosaur preparing to give birth. 
At the top of this venerable, castle of a building were the managers and money men who ran the business side of the newspaper. On the ground floor were the journalists. Below us in the bowels of the building were the linotype compositing machines and the huge printing presses. 

By the time I worked there these presses were silent. Our pages were sent from computer screens in the newsroom to huge, state of the art colour presses in Leith. 

But in the Victorian era, when the Scotsman was born, presses in the basement spewed warm copies of the newspaper, the ink still wet upon them, onto trains heading for Aberdeen, Inverness, Glasgow, Galashiels and London.

Steam presses produced newspapers that were carried to their readers on steam trains. The architecture of the building was conceived to make that process as efficient as possible.   
 Railway expansion in the early Victorian era was rapid and spectacular. In his excellent short history of England in the Nineteenth Century the late Professor David Thomson explained that:
“Between 1825 and 1835 fifty-four Railway Acts of all kinds went through parliament. During the two years 1836-7 thirty-nine more bills for new lines in Great Britain were passed, and these were the boom years of railway construction, which added 1000 miles to the railroads of the country. A second big boom came in the years 1844-7, and by 1848 some 5,000 miles of railways were working in the United Kingdom.”

In his more recent book, The Challenge of Democracy Britain 1832 – 1918, Professor Hugh Cunningham explains that, by 1852:
“There were 6,600 miles of [railway track, and] Expansion continued – 13,000 miles by 1871, 22,000 by 1900…The building of the railways transformed large parts of the countryside and of town. Cuttings through rock, tunnels, embankments, viaducts and stations were a tribute to the engineering skills of the Victorians – and to the hard labour of 200,000 navvies who were at work at the peak of the boom. Contemporaries had a sense of mankind subduing and taming nature in ways never before achieved.”
One minor consequence of the dramatically improved transport network was that newspapers could use railways to gather news – as they had used semaphores, carrier pigeons and mounted messengers in the past. Some provincial titles took advantage of this – buying news from London and having it sent by train so that they could compete with the national titles. But the main advantage was that newspapers could reach more readers, more quickly than ever before. 

Again my old title The Scotsman took a pioneering role. In the 1870s it ran special trains between Edinburgh and Glasgow to deliver copies of the national paper from the capital to Scotland’s largest city. The Times soon adopted the idea, running its own specially equipped trains complete with teams of sorters and labellers to ensure they reached their intended recipients.

For The Times, railways replaced the free delivery from which it had benefited under the stamp duty regime.
To begin with, the railways gave metropolitan newspapers i.e. those published in London – an advantage over those published in provincial towns and cities. News was generated in the capital - in the House of Commons, the major law courts and government ministries for example – and the trains sped newspapers containing it to every corner of the country.

By 1875 trains from London were delivering newspapers to cities including Bristol, Norwich, Birmingham and Southampton in time for breakfast. This could have been enormously damaging to the local newspaper business. Who would not prefer a ‘paper containing the latest information about national and international affairs to one that did not? But another technological advance ensured that the local papers were able to compete: the Electric Telegraph.

This technology which allowed words to be sent along wires was first used in 1837 and first employed by a newspaper in May 1845. On that occasion the Morning Chronicle used it to send a message along the line owned by the London and South Western Railway Company from Portsmouth to London. The first speech to be sent by Telegraph was made in 1849 by Queen Victoria.

Soon dedicated telegraph companies were created to exploit the new technology’s potential – among them the Electric Telegraph Company (1846), the British Electric TC (1850), the English and Irish Magnetic TC (1851) and the International TC (1852).

A.J. Lee records (P60)

“The first systematic news service dealt mainly with sports and business news, and was subscribed to by some 163 members, mainly newsrooms, clubs and public houses. The inland service was used chiefly by the provincial papers, while the London dailies successfully exploited the continental and inter-continental links, although at great cost.”

The impact was impressive. One contemporary observed that the Scottish Daily newspapers were becoming “more cosmopolitan and imperial in their tone.” Scotland was certainly first to exploit the telegraph’s full potential as a way to improve its news coverage. In the 1860s The Scotsman installed its own dedicated wires between London and Edinburgh, capable of transmitting 30,000 words each evening. Most of this capacity was taken up by verbatim reports of speeches made in the House of Commons. Victorians took an active interest in proceedings in the national legislature.  

But setting up telegraph lines was expensive and few newspapers could afford to install their own. So the Telegraph Companies were able to exploit their assets by charging very high rates to send copy down their lines. 

This worried provincial newspaper owners. In 1868, with parliament actively considering the establishment of a nationalised telegraph service to undercut the commercial operators, they came together to create the Press Association. Yes that same PA we all use so enthusiastically today was founded one hundred and forty years ago with £18,000 invested by local newspaper companies and a constitution carefully devised to ensure that no single proprietor or consortium could take control of it. (Lee P. 61)

Parliament pressed ahead anyway. In 1870 the Post Office was granted monopoly rights to operate telegraph services – and it offered cheap transmission rates to newspapers and news agencies. The number of news agencies in existence expanded dramatically as a result. By 1900 there were 20 in London alone and dozens more throughout the country – each gathering, writing and selling news copy to any newspaper that cared to buy it. 
In The Challenge of Democracy, Professor Hugh Cunningham writes that:

“Newspapers were major users of the telegraph in an era when sales were escalating. Between 1836 and 1856 sales rose by 70 per cent, between 1856 and 1882 by about 600 percent”   
2: Social and political factors
But the news industry did not grow simply because machines made it possible to print copious numbers of newspapers and to distribute them widely and fast. Expansion also required readers keen to read and stories to satisfy their appetite. To understand why there were more readers, and why many thought it interesting and important to read about goings on in the world about them, we need to consider the changing nature of British society and politics in the second half of the nineteenth century…

In 1848 the Liberal Statesman Lord Palmerston said of Britain: 

“We stand at the head of moral, social and political civilization. Our task is to lead the way and direct the march of other nations.”

Though he could not have known it Palmerston was speaking thirty three years into a period of peace that, with the exception of assorted overseas military adventures, saw this country unthreatened by any major war between the defeat of Napoleon at Waterloo in 1815 and the outbreak of the First World War in 1914. And peace gave Britons the chance to grow self-satisfied.  
Hugh Cunningham cites the lines engraved on a child’s christening mug in 1856 as symbolic of the mid-Victorian mood.

England, England, glorious name

Hoe of freedom, star of fame

Light o’er Ocean widely sent

Empress of the element

Gorgeous sea encircled gem

Of the world’s bright diadem

Nations, Nations to command.

Who but points admiring hand

To thee our own native land 
In the decades that followed his confidence – the politically correct might call it arrogance – was amply justified. 
Faith in the value of capitalism was dominant. Capitalists who invested to create enterprises, jobs and products were considered generators of wealth. The ideas Adam Smith had set out in Wealth of Nations back in 1776 were embraced with enthusiasm by the politically engaged middle classes.

The majority view among opinion formers was that free enterprise and free trade produced competition that worked to the advantage of all consumers. The Marxist/socialist view that capitalism only benefited capitalists had followers – but middle class liberals worked hard to suppress it. 

Organisations such as the Society for the Diffusion of Useful Knowledge promoted the liberal doctrine of political economy – and school textbooks taught the anti-socialist doctrine that wage levels were set by natural laws and that hostility to those laws was unpatriotic and heretical. 

In Professor Cunningham’s words:

“Capitalism, its advocates acknowledged, demanded inequality – how else could capital be accumulated – and yet how lamentable it was, said Macaulay (The historian, essayist and Whig politician Thomas Babington Macaulay), that working men did not know ‘ the reasons which irrefragably prove this inequality to be necessary to the wellbeing of all classes.” (Cunningham P99)
Trade Unionists and socialists who sought to negotiate higher wages and to militate for better conditions were often dismissed as intellectually misguided. For political economists the law of supply and demand was a law of nature which set wages rates according to the will of divine providence. To interfere with it would be morally obscene.      
This faith was reflected in growing prosperity. David Thomson records that, despite the immense disruptions caused by rapid industrialisation and the spectacular growth of towns, by mid-century increased national wealth had touched the lives of all classes:

“[The]  middle classes found satisfaction in such adjustments of the traditional order as gave them freedom to seek wealth through the new medium of factory and machinery, railway and steamship; and her labouring classes inherited a respect and affection for the methods of self-help and constitutional agitation, as well as a spirit of patience and tolerance , which held them back from ‘the red fool-fury of the Seine’ … All shared to some extent, however inequitably, in the growth of national prosperity.”          

Rapid breakthroughs in science, technology and engineering created the widespread – if naïve – belief that things were constantly getting better and that progress through change was natural and irreversible. 

Charles Darwin’s epochal work of science – Origin of Species - which described the process of evolution that is now universally accepted by sane people as a foundation stone of modern science – was published in 1859.  It was perceived as proof that progress is a law of nature – natural, immutable and absolutely necessary. 
Interest in science was matched by faith in its potential. And, if science was regarded as leading society inexorably forward, so was history. The aforementioned historian, essayist and Whig politician Thomas Babington Macaulay declared that:

“The history of England is emphatically the history of progress” (Quoted in Cunningham P.89)

And for Macaulay and others like him that history of progress was a history of progress towards liberty that was reflected in Britain’s first tentative steps towards genuine democracy and the emergence of a genuine two-party system of the type we still have today – although, by the time of the Second Reform Act in 1867, those two parties were the Liberals and the Conservatives. Labour was yet to emerge as a political force. 
In late Victorian England the comic opera writers, Gilbert and Sullivan, suggested in song that the division of politics into two parties was part of the natural order. 

Every boy and every gal,

That’s born into this world alive,

Is either a little Liberal,

Or else a little Conserva-tive.

That was not the case in 1855. It took what Professor David Thomson christened the Age of Palmerston to make it so. Lord Palmerston held senior government office almost continually between 1830 and 1865. He was Prime Minster twice, between 1855 and 1858 and again between 1859 and 1865.

Palmerston embodied the schizophrenic mid-Victorian desire to look forward to a reformed, liberal future without letting go of traditional values that were deemed to have served the ruling classes well. He was essentially conservative at home and liberal abroad. In Professor Thomson’s words

“The truth was that he not only represented intuitively, but almost personally embodied, the character and outlook of the commercial and industrial middle classes…In the very ambiguity of his outlook and his position he perfectly represented the balance of social forces and the half-developed electoral system and parliamentary franchise of the mid-Victorian era. His political outlook and habits had been shaped in the years before the Great Reform Bill and he carried over into the generation between the two reform Bills the spirit of the pre-Reform Parliament. His death in 1865 is an important landmark in English political history. It released the more liberal forces in Liberalism from restraints he had imposed and was a necessary preliminary to the passing of a second Reform Bill in 1867. Only then could a sharper line of division appear between Conservatism and Liberalism.” (England in the Nineteenth Century – P121)
As we have seen, liberals had campaigned for repeal of taxes on knowledge on the grounds that people must be educated if they were ever to take part in the political process.  But if this sounds idealistic, do not mistake it for an ambition to create popular democracy. It was nothing of the sort.

The Great Reform Act of 1832 left in existence an electoral system still so thoroughly imperfect and that Charles Dickens could satirise it in Pickwick Papers through his depiction of the corrupt election process in the imaginary parliamentary constituency of Eatanswill. 
It was a system designed to reflect the continuing power of the landed and aristocratic classes while making some room for the political ambitions and political opinions of the newly prosperous industrial and commercial middle class. 

Aristocratic landlords could still tell their tenants how to vote. Some boroughs still had electorates so small that they could be bought by ambitious men with money. Restrictions on times and places for voting encouraged intense efforts to make voters drunk enough to vote for you – or if they would not, then so drunk that they were incapable of voting for your opponent. 

The results were unsurprising. David Thomson tells us that:

“…the men returned to parliament remained much the same sort of men in 1865 as in 1830. In 1833 there were 217 members of Parliament who were sons of peers or baronets; in 1860 there were 180.”    

When stamp duty was abolished in 1855, there was little appetite to change the electoral system further. Few in the upper and middle classes saw any distinction between universal suffrage – votes for all – and the appalling anarchy of mob rule. Democracy was associated in their minds with the worst excesses of the French Revolution and the wave of revolutions that had convulsed continental Europe in 1848. 
In The Challenge of Democracy Hugh Cunningham writes that

“During the 35 years between the First and Second Reform Acts democracy was, for most of the upper and middle classes, a bogey: a threat, but a threat at a distance, to be held up as a sign of how things could go wrong. For the politically aware working classes it might be a hope, but one frustratingly out of reach. After the passage of the Second Reform Act in 1867, democracy was a much more immediate threat or hope, soon visibly in operation in local government and looming ever larger on the horizon at national level”

How did the country reach a point at which a further step towards democracy was achievable? 

Core Liberal values of the era included laissez-faire economics, low taxation and some reform of the harsh social conditions that had been created by the industrial revolution. Such reforms included: 

The factory acts of 1833, 1844, 1847 and 1850 which regulated the often atrocious working conditions in factories and limited the working hours of women and children to a maximum of ten.
The Public Health Act of 1848 which gave government the power to set up local boards where death rates were particularly high

And the creation of county police forces which were first authorised by the Rural Constabulary Act of 1839, but made compulsory in 1856.   

Such state intervention was nothing like what we have come to expect since the establishment of the welfare state. It was accompanied at all times by belief in private charity and voluntary self-help as the best solutions to many problems of poverty and misfortune.    

In addition to improving the living conditions of the poor, reform in mid-Victorian Britain often meant the promotion of liberty. It applied to religious liberty – and therefore opposed the privileged position and status of the Church of England (Cunningham P107).
Some reformers promoted the case for free, universal elementary education.  
Liberal ideas were influencing national policy and now the new newspapers which sprang up in the wake of repeal supported liberal causes with as much enthusiasm as liberals had promoted the end of stamp duty.  Hugh Cunningham writes that:

“New newspapers were proliferating (there were 500 in the English provinces alone between 1855 and 1861) and the majority of them were liberal or radical. Not surprisingly they were favourably inclined towards the policies and people who had made their existence possible.” 
Repeal of Stamp Duty radically altered the political complexion of the British Press. Before 1855 liberal newspapers were rare. The illegal unstamped press was radical – not liberal. County newspapers, like the Times in London, tended to be conservative in outlook. 

After 1855 many new newspapers were launched in provincial cities. And this urban bias strengthened the Liberal grip on the press.  The dominance of liberal newspapers contributed to an emerging political consensus that more political reform was now necessary.

David Thomson explains that:

“When so much social legislation had been passed promoting the public health, better working conditions, and general welfare of the working classes, it began to seem illogical that so much should be done for the workers without granting them some share in deciding and shaping the measures.”

Even Conservatives acknowledged that further reform was necessary. In fact, the Second Reform Bill of 1867 was introduced by the Conservative government of Benjamin Disraeli. 
Passed, with the active support of Liberals, and considerable dissent on Disraeli’s own Conservative benches, it became the Representation of the People Act 1867. 

We should not exaggerate its liberalism.  If democracy means all adults having the right to vote then Britain did not approach that standard until 1918. But the franchise was extended in 1867. Before the Act was passed about 20% of adult males were entitled to vote in England and Wales. Afterwards about 36% had the vote. 

And the 1867 Act went further than the Conservatives who drafted it had intended, increasing the number of middle-class voters in county constituencies and extending the right to vote to skilled artisans and more affluent workers in the towns. Though it still left a large majority disenfranchised it Act had powerful consequences.

· It encouraged the development of more elaborate party organisations to fight campaigns and get the votes out, so aiding the development of the party system we still know today. 

· It fuelled expectations that further reform would soon allow a larger proportion of the working class to participate in elections. 
· It enhanced the status of the House of Commons by emphasising that this was the democratic and representative chamber of the legislature and the Lords an exclusively aristocratic institution.

· It laid the foundations for the election of a Liberal government under William Ewart Gladstone which, in Gladstone’s First Ministry (1868-74), in turn laid the foundations of the modern British state.           
Gladstone was one of the dominant political figures of the Victorian era. He was born in Liverpool in 1809, the son of a prosperous merchant, educated at Eton and Oxford and elected to Parliament in 1832, as a Tory. 

He held junior offices in Peel's government of 1834 – 1835 and, when the Conservative Party split in 1846 (over repeal of the Corn Laws), Gladstone followed Peel in becoming a Liberal-Conservative. His move towards Liberalism was gradual, but his willingness to confront the House of Lords – which he did as Chancellor in 1861 in order to achieve the repeal of paper duties – appealed to liberals and radicals as evidence that he was prepared to take on vested interests in the aristocracy.

This made him popular in the country and in the press and, at the general election of 1868 he was elected with a majority of 110 seats in the House of Commons.
Highlights of Gladstone’s first Ministry include: 

· Reform of the civil service to make recruitment meritocratic and fit the service for the delivery of services to the public.     

· Reform of the Army including abolition of the sale of commissions and the end of flogging.

· Remodelling of the courts and the judiciary

· The establishment of a commission to consider the basic conditions ‘necessary for civilized social life’

· AND – perhaps most crucially for those of us whose chosen profession requires literacy – the establishment of a national system of elementary education via the Education Act of 1870.

The pace of political change was good for newspapers. In fact, some Victorians saw 1870 as a highpoint for journalism – both in terms of the number of newspapers available and the quality of the journalism they contained.

The Times was still the only truly national title. But several other London newspapers were reaching the larger provincial cities by rail – as we have seen much of the country was in reach of a train – and local newspapers were thriving too. 

Sunday titles were extremely popular. The Observer (3d), Sunday Times and News of the World (2d each) were read by tens if not hundreds of thousands every week. Even more popular were the penny Sundays including Lloyds Weekly News, Reynolds News, the Weekly Dispatch and Weekly Times.

One contemporary account, written just a few years later, observed that.   
“Newspapers were, perhaps at their highest level of real value, though not of influence or circulation in 1870 and the few years ensuing. Nearly everything…that could be done in the way of mechanical conveniences and freedom from fiscal and legislative restraints had by that time been done. It had come to be possible for a large and well- printed sheet, supplying intelligence from all parts of the world, put together at great cost, and edited with great care, to be sold for a penny, and the number of people able and anxious to read good newspapers had grown with the trade that catered for them. The competition between rival producers was keen enough to force them to use all their wits in seeking and winning public favour, but not yet so keen as to drive them to often unworthy ways of attracting and amusing readers.” (Quoted in A.J. Lee P.63)              
But journalism was preparing to stray from the high ideals of the liberal campaigners who had sought and obtained freedom from taxes on knowledge.  Journalists themselves were changing too. 
