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Preface (1967)
It was quite by chance that I began to read Henry Tabor's diaries. I had become interested in 
the growing emancipation of women in the late nineteenth century, and hoped that Henry's 
diaries  might  contain  references  to  the  question  of  women's  suffrage.  In  this  I  was 
disappointed, for on this subject he wrote almost nothing, but I became fascinated by his 
comments  on the  contemporary  scene,  and soon realised that  here  lay a  rich source of 
material for further investigation. The more of the diaries I read, the greater became my 
regard  for  the  author,  and  I  was  soon  left  with  no  choice  but  to  transfer  my  interest 
exclusively to him. 

I would like to acknowledge the assistance given me by the unfailingly helpful staff of the 
Essex Record Office, and thank my daughter Marilyn for drawing the two maps of Essex. 
My especial thanks must go to Miss M. Lucy Tabor, who proved more than helpful by 
lending me various documents and photographs and who was kind enough to give me her 
encouragement. 

Preface (2013)

The publication of this study of the diaries of Henry Tabor was stimulated by the exhibition 
What Cambridge women did for us hosted by Cambridge and County Folk Museum in the summer 2012. 
Amongst the women featured was Clara Rackham, née Tabor, Henry Tabor’s daughter. I was intrigued to 
find out that Henry’s daughter had become a prominent suffragist, something I was unable to discover 
when I did my original research in the days before the Internet. 

As mentioned above, Lucy Tabor’s help and support was crucial to me when I was working on this 
dissertation forty five years ago. I also need to give  thanks my husband at the time, John Tompsett, to 
whom this edition is dedicated. His support was invaluable. I would also like to thank Fabian Tompsett, my 
son, and Marilyn Smith my daughter, who both helped in the preparation of the this edition.

Dizzie Tompsett-Clark, M. Ed.

  
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 Unported License. 
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Introduction
Although there are nearly twenty of Henry Tabor's diaries deposited at the Essex Record 
Office, the only ones commenting systematically and in detail about day to day events are 
the three earliest ones, from January 1868 to June 1870, and it is on these that this work is  
based. The majority of the others are concerned with journeys in Great Britain and abroad. 
There are also a number of documents connected with the Tabor family similarly deposited, 
and these proved helpful in building up Henry Tabor's background. 

Miss M. Lucy Tabor very kindly lent me her copy of the History of the Tabor Family, 
written by Henry Tabor when he was nearing eighty, some private records of Henry's family 
in  which  events  of  especial  interest  were  recorded,  and  some  schoolbooks  written  by 
Henry's father Samuel in the early nineteenth century. Although these were of great interest, 
my chief difficulty was in having too much material rather than too little. 

Having decided to concentrate on Henry Tabor and his diaries, my task was to arrive 
at some estimation of his character and of the value of his diaries as a comment on the 
contemporary scene,  judging this against  the background of his  own life and of current 
events. It proved to be an absorbing aim and one on which I would have liked to have spent 
more time, for in his quiet way Henry Tabor was quite a remarkable man.

Map of Essex showing principal towns
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Chapter 1

The Tabor Family
The earliest  known history  of  the  Tabor  family  begins  long before  the  reign  of  Queen 
Victoria, and is of great interest as a background to Henry Tabor himself. Indeed, it was a 
subject on which he spent much time and thought, for when he was nearing eighty he wrote 
a  history  of  the  Tabor family.  As  early  as  1869,  when he was  only  thirty-two,  he  was 
searching for Tabor arms etc. at the British Museum.1 His family history is most useful in 
bringing some of  Henry's  forebears  to  life,  though he concentrates  on the  more factual 
aspects of their lives and only leavens these at intervals with personal details.

The name of Tabor has long been known in Essex, and can be traced back at least as 
far as the sixteenth century. By the end of the seventeenth century they were amongst the  
leaders of the Nonconformist community in the Bocking and Braintree area. In his History 
of the Tabor Family Henry tells of the strong oral tradition in the family that John Bunyan 
wrote part of his Pilgrim's Progress whilst staying with a John Tabor soon after the second 
imprisonment in 1675. According to an article in the Essex Review it was

“. . . known that he (Bunyan) often stayed with the English and Tabor families, who 
sympathised with and shared his religious views, and he frequently preached in the 
square outside the White Hart inn, as well as in the great barn of Mr. English's farm at 
Bocking End.”2 

1 D/D F 6. 19/7/1869
2 The Essex Review No. 149, Jan 1929 Vol. 38, p.1
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John Tabor, like John English, was a deacon of the Bocking Meeting, and though he 
was barely twenty one when Bunyan was supposed to have stayed with him, his father had 
then been dead some ten years, so John might well have had the means and the opportunity 
to offer hospitality to the pious tinker.

The next Tabor in line was Samuel, (1697–1784), who also became a deacon of the 
Bocking Meeting.  At  the time of  his  marriage he was described as a  maltster  but later 
became the owner of a farm.   He was very religious and used to rise at four or five o'clock 
in the morning in order to spend an hour or so at his devotions before going about the 
business of the day. He died at the age of 87, having had seven children. 

His second son John (1728–1815) continued his father's occupations of maltster and 
farmer, being a tenant of Lord Nugent, who was the owner of Gosfield Hall at that time. In 
his family history Henry tells the amusing story of Lord Nugent being pressed by John 
Tabor to give permission for more land to be brought under cultivation. Lord Nugent was 
very  fickle  and undecided about  the matter,  so when at  last  permission was grudgingly 
given, John 

“. . collected very early in the morning all the men, ploughs, horses, and bullocks that 
he could borrow from his friends and neighbours,  and ploughed up a good many 
acres before his lordship was out of bed or had time to change his mind.”3

3 Henry  Tabor, History of the Tabor Family. p. 13
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Bocking  End  Congregational  Church.  This  church  was  built  in  
1707 for  one  of  the  earliest  congregations  of  Dissenters  in  the  
county. John Bunyan often preached to this congregation before the  
church was built. The church was enlarged in 1808.

Photograph: Dizzie Tompsett Clark (1967)



 This was the John Tabor who bought “Fennes” along with two other farms, in 1783. 
The house itself, or at least the site, must have been very old, as there were still evidences of  
a moat in Henry's time, though over the centuries this had largely been filled in. Thomas 
Wright states that in the reign of Edward III a family lived at the estate of Fennes, and goes 
on to explain its situation as being “near Braintree, on the confines of Gosfield parish.”4

Fennes, West Front and South Side
photographs: Dizzie Tompsett Clark 1967

Fennes was to  become the home of  Henry's  father  Samuel for  many years,  later 
passing into the hands of Henry himself. John Tabor enlarged the house, making the west 
side the front instead of the south side, and adding a further six rooms. 

Like his father and grandfather before him, John served as a deacon at Bocking. He 
also emulated his father in another respect, by living to be 87 years of age. His funeral 
sermon was preached by the Rev. Craig, and Henry relates how two native teachers in some 
far distant part of the world were maintained by the Bocking congregation, and on whom 
were bestowed the names (rather puzzling, one would think, to their black colleagues) of 
Thomas Craig, and John Tabor.5

It was as well that John had had the foresight to enlarge the house at Fennes, for it 
became the home of his only son, John English Tabor, (1771– 1847), who took his bride 
Elizabeth there in 1793, the year the alterations to the house were completed. Before either 
of them was forty they had had fifteen children, fourteen of whom lived to grow up. With 
the exception of Anna, who was killed in a riding accident when she was twenty, these 
children were to become the uncles and aunts of Henry Tabor. 

John English Tabor's father-in-law, James Clement, farmed at Blake End a few miles 
from Fennes, and he often had his grandchildren to stay with him. He continued the dying 
custom of having his young and unmarried labourers 'living in', and in the evenings all his 
staff and family would gather together for prayers. Henry describes an imaginary scene thus, 

“The old grandfather seated at the table, with a huge Bible in front of him, his two 
little grandsons sitting demurely beside him, the housekeeper, and perhaps a maid, 

4 Thomas Wright, The History and Topography of the County of Essex Vol. II. p. 29. 
5 Henry  Tabor, op. cit., p. 15. 
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and in the background dim forms of stalwart men, who joined lustily in the hymn 
which always formed part of the exercise.”6

In spite of his growing family and farming responsibilities John English Tabor found 
time to keep a small pack of harriers at Fennes, and used to bury the heads and feet of his 
favourite horses at the foot of a large oak tree, which in Henry's time was still standing. 
John's  father  feared  that  his  rapidly  increasing  family  would  ruin  him,  but  in  fact  he 
prospered, for this was the time of the Napoleonic wars, and he increased the acreage that he 
farmed to over 500 acres, and this apart from outlying farms let to tenants. 

Although less deeply religious than his father and grandfather, John English Tabor 
saw to it that all who were able to set off to morning service at the chapel. Having attended 
this, lunch, brought in a basket, was eaten in a room at the White Hart inn. The road to 
Fennes was at that time in poor condition, for the house was rather isolated and the journey 
a mile or more. After lunch the Tabor party would attend afternoon service, which was then 
held in the early part of the afternoon, before returning to Fennes. 

6 Henry  Tabor, op. cit., p. 17.
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Samuel, the father of Henry, was the third son of John English Tabor, and was born in 
1798. When young he went to a local school, but later he went to Coggeshall and finally to 
Poplar House Academy (when Poplar was a small village to the east of London), which 
afforded education to a number of his brothers as well. Samuel was good at Latin and Greek 
and excelled at writing, but besides these attributes he was taught a great deal through what 
would now be called environmental studies. The canals and locks at Sydenham were visited, 
and the occasion of a balloon ascent from Hackney in 1811 was used to convince the boys “. 
. of the levity of hydrogen gas”.7 It was also calculated that the balloon travelled 42 miles at 
an average speed of  25 miles  per  hour,  quite  a  rapid  form of  transport  for  those days.  
Something of even more use to a future farmer was included in the curriculum, and that was 
land surveying. This led to Samuel and his eldest brother John making two surveys of the 
Fennes estates,  giving  the  areas  of  all  the  fields.  Henry  points  out  that  they  had  no 
theodolite, and the surveys were “really wonderful productions for such young amateurs.” 
He goes on to write “In some respects it seems to me a more useful and sensible education 
than could easily be obtained at the present time.”8 ('The present time' refers to the early part 
of the twentieth century.) 

Alfred Hills, writing in the  Essex Review of 1950 about the Colchester Volunteers, 
says that: 

“Mr. Samuel Tabor has left it on record that the boys at the Poplar Academy in 1804 
(when Poplar was a country village) were expected to join up as volunteers, and that 
the  deserters  were  employed  in  feminine  occupations,  such  as  spinning  and 
weaving.”9 

This was at a time when England feared invasion by Napoleon. Sixty-four years later, when 
Napoleon III ruled an uneasy France, Samuel's son Henry was to record: 

“On getting home found a superintendent of Special Constables had been here to 
summon me to a drill at Silchester Hall, so at 7.30 I was there, and with 40 or 50 
more had 2 hours of facings, fours, marking time etc. till I was quite tired.”10 

However, all this was very much in the future for Samuel when he left school in 1814 
to be apprenticed to a Mr. Colman at Stoke Holy Cross, near Norwich, in order to learn the 
milling business. Henry remembered how he was taken to visit the Colman's when still quite 
young, and added: 

“. . there was then besides the ordinary flour mill, a small affair for making mustard, 
as far as I remember by wooden stampers. This was the small beginning of what is 
now an immense business.”11

Even in these days of supermarkets this product is still widely known and appreciated. 

7 Samuel Tabor's school books 3/9/1811 & 12/9/1813
8 Henry Tabor, op. cit., p. 36.
9 Essex Review. No. 155, July 1930. Vol. 39. p. 136. 
10 D/D  Ta. F.8. 30/1/1868
11 Henry  Tabor, op. cit., p. 37. D/D
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Having spent  four  or  five  years  at  Stoke  and a  short  while  at  Langford  Mill in 
Maldon, Samuel went to Hamburg for just over two months, making a detour to Stambridge, 
near Rochford and about five miles from Southend, where his sister Elizabeth lived with her 
husband at the mill there. A year or two later Samuel came to Stambridge Mill to live, and 
entered into a partnership with William Hugh Rankin, a second cousin. William, or Hugh as 
he was usually known, moved into Broomhills Farm, which was a matter of some 300 yards 
from the mill.  This partnership involved “the trades of Coalmerchants, Bargeowners and 
Farmers” as well as milling.12

The mill was a tidal one, being situated at one of the highest points of the tidal flow 
of the river Roach. It operated on the principle that when the tide of the river had risen high 
enough it forced open a pair of gates, filling a large pond, (really a widening of the river),  
from which the water flowed and turned the mill as long as the difference in the water levels 
was sufficient. This meant that for some time before and after high tide the mill could not 
work. The mill that Henry Tabor knew is still standing, though badly damaged by a recent 
fire, and it is possible to go inside and look down at the narrow channel through which the  
water must have rushed countless times when he was a boy. 

A far more up-to-date mill now stands alongside the modest red brick house where 
Henry was born. The name of Rankin Flour Mills Ltd. is displayed on the neat modern 
offices built nearby, though these premises have recently come into the possession of the 
Garfield-Weston group, after having been in the Rankin family for over a century. It  is 
understood that Mr. Rankin still retains an interest of some sort in the mill. So the tradition 

12 D/D Ta. B 3. 2/12/1837. (Articles of Partnership. )  Essex
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View of Stambridge Mill across the Fleet
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of many hundreds of years is still being carried on, for in Domesday there is mention of 
Stanbruge, held of the Bishop Odo of Bayeux by Suain, of Essex, the great Baron of the 
district, with “pasture for 300 Sheep, and 1 mill.”13

The surrounding flat Essex marshland has a special fascination all of its own. At low 
tide large areas of mud are exposed, and it must have seemed a solitary place in the depths 
of winter, but when visited on a sunny afternoon in September recently there was a soothing 
restfulness about the sky and open landscape which, in spite of the activity within the mill  
itself,  made the  hustle  of  the  present-day world  seem insignificant  beside  the  brooding 
eternity  of  the  mud-flanked river  and the  cries  of  a seagull.  A family of  swans plainly 
regarded that part of the river as their home, and the two motor barges resting deep in the 
mud  seemed  to  affirm  that  man  must  await  nature's  pleasure.  How  much  effect  this 
atmosphere had on Henry as a young boy it is impossible to tell, for he does not mention 
Stambridge in these terms. He did have a very forward outlook and a broad vision of things 
in his adult years, but whether this would have been otherwise had he been born in an urban 
area is mere surmise. 

Henry tells of the mill wharf, which was:

“.  .   accessible to vessels of 100 or 120 tons of burden,  .  .  .  brigs or schooners,  
bringing coal from Sunderland or Newcastle,  or more commonly sprit-sail  barges 
with their red sails . .”14

Stambridge Mill: The old tide mill, on the left, badly damaged by a recent fire
and the house where Henry Tabor was born

photographs: Dizzie Tompsett Clark 1967

Today, as was evidenced by the motor barges, the river is still used to bring wheat across 
from Europe to feed the great mill. It now takes about 11 hours for motor barges to reach 
London from Stambridge. How very much longer it must have taken in Henry's day when 
the red-sailed barges “took the flour to Harvey and Nappies' Junction wharf, whence it was 
carted to the London bakehouses.”15

Something of Henry's life at Stambridge mill will be mentioned in the next chapter. 

13 The Victoria History of the Counties of England: Essex. Vol. 1. p. 456a. 
14 Henry  Tabor, op. cit., p. 39.  
15 ibid., p. 39.
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His father, as has been said, was one of a large family, having nine brothers and three sisters 
who lived to be sixty or more. Two of Samuel's brothers went out to India, returning in later 
years to settle in Essex. Several brothers were farmers, James being especially successful, 
and, as Henry records, “in the course of time he was farming some 2,000 acres of land . . He 
became a magistrate . . and became quite a personage in the district.”16 Most of Samuel's 
brothers and sisters married and had children, and Henry must have had over forty cousins, 
which even in Queen Victoria's time was no mean feat, though hardly as unusual as it would 
be in these days. 

16 ibid., p.50. 
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Chapter 2 

Henry Tabor
In the autumn of 1835 Samuel Tabor had married Margaret  Silburn,  whom he had met 
through her friendship with Hugh Rankin's wife. Henry recorded: 

“Their wedding tour was made, as was not uncommon in those days, in a gig, to 
Brighton,  returning  via  Tonbridge  Wells to  Gravesend,  crossing  the  Thames  to 
Tilbury Fort, and so home to Stambridge.”17

It is not clear when Henry's aunt Elizabeth Kemp and her family left Stambridge Mill, but it 
may have been some time after Henry was born, as he mentioned that Harry Savill  was “of 
all  my  cousins  (except  perhaps  G.  T.  Kemp)  the  one  I  knew  best  .  .”18 G.  T.  Kemp 
undoubtedly refers to Elizabeth's son George, so it seems likely that the two families lived 
together at the mill at least for a time, George being two years older than Henry.

Henry's life spanned all the years of Queen Victoria's reign and a good deal beyond, 
for he was born in 1837, the very year she came to the throne, and lived until 1923. It so  
happened that the civil registration of births,  marriages and deaths became obligatory in 
1837, so when Henry was born his father Samuel, being a staunch non-conformist, duly 
filled in the birth registration form “according to the custom amongst Protestant dissenters,” 
and sent it as directed to the appropriate address in London, with a note on the back to the 
effect that: 

“I do not know how to send the fee etc. for registration. I must trust to your liberality 
to allow it to remain unpaid till I come to London which will be in the course of a 
week or two. I am afraid to send this by coach. .”19 

which is an interesting reflection on life at that time.

Henry accompanied his parents to London the following year to feast his infant eyes 
on the Coronation Procession viewed from a window in Parliament Street. Samuel also took 
his family on a train for the first, time a few days later, thus introducing Henry at a tender 
age to a mode of travel which he was to make much use of in later years. Henry was an only 
child, and some of his most vivid memories of his early years spent at Stambridge Mill were 
of the very high tides which sometimes occurred. The mill-pond was supplemented by quite 
a large area of water called the Fleet, so that the house was almost surrounded by water at  
high tide, and exceptionally high ones caused great alarm. Thus “The cry used to go forth 

17 Henry  Tabor The History of the Tabor Family p.41
18 ibid. p. 62
19  D/D Ta. F 26. Henry Tabor's birth certificate.
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'Shall  we  take  up  the  carpets?'  which  to  me  as  a  child,  always  seemed  something 
appalling.”20

His father Samuel's life at Stambridge was quiet but busy. He would drive in his gig 
to Chelmsford market on Fridays, and often to Braintree for the Wednesday market. 

“On Monday, at a very early hour, four or five in the morning, he had to start by 
coach to London, so as to reach Mark Lane by 10 or 11 o'clock. After transacting his 
business there, sometimes buying foreign wheat, he would go round in the afternoon 
to his  bakers,  taking their  money and orders for flour,  and this would sometimes 
occupy part of Tuesday, when he returned home.”21

Sometimes he tipped the doorkeeper and went into the Strangers’ Gallery of the House of 
Commons to listen to the oratory of Canning or Brougham. 

As soon as Henry was old enough he accompanied his  father  on his  journeys to 
nearby Southend and Leigh, riding on a pony. He also went with his parents, while still quite 
young, on a number of driving tours, visiting Suffolk, Kent, and north and south Devon at 
various times. 

In January 1847, when Henry was almost ten years old, John English Tabor died, and 
his son Samuel's life underwent a complete change. He dissolved his partnership with Hugh 
Rankin and by June had left Stambridge and was living at Rayne Place, quite near Bocking, 
making frequent visits to Fennes to see to the running of the farm. In the late autumn of 
1848 the extensive alterations to Fennes that Samuel had decided on were finished, and he 
and his wife moved in, having spent the previous six months at the old Bridge House in 
Bocking, now no longer in existence. By this time Henry was away at school, and he tells of 
coming home for  the  Christmas holidays,  it  being his  “first  experience of  Fennes,  as  a 
home.”22 He  says  little  about  his  life  there  during  the  school  holidays  or  when  his 
schooldays were over, except to mention his friendship with his cousin Harry Savill, who 
lived  nearby  at  Boleyns,  Bocking.  They  must  have  spent  many  hours  in  each  other’s 
company,  for  Henry  commented  “We used  to  ride  together  on  our  ponies  all  over  the 
country, fish and sometimes row on the river.”23 

Very little is known about Henry's schooling, though it appears to have been very 
good for those days. He was sent to Totteridge School in March 1847, when he was ten 
years old, just after his father had dissolved his partnership with Hugh Rankin. Of his life 
there he appears to have said nothing, nor given any indication of just where the Totteridge 
in question was, but his going there must have made quite an impression on him, for on 
March 18th 1868 he wrote  “The anniversary of  my first  going to  Totteridge – 21 years 
ago.”24 There are two sets of examination papers in existence, one headed Totteridge and 
dated June 1851, and Henry's name appears in the third and fourth place in the two Class 

20 Henry Henry Tabor, op. cit., p. 40
21 Ibid., p. 40
22 Henry Tabor, op. cit., p. 46
23  Bid, p. 46
24  D/D Ta. F 8
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Lists  for  Mathematics,  third  for  Classics  and fourth  for  Chemistry.25 This  class  placing 
seems to typify much of Henry Tabor's life. Not for him the glories of victory over all his 
classmates.  He early gave an indication of  his  ability  to be very capable without being 
outstanding. Throughout his diaries there is the impression that he prefers to be an onlooker 
rather than a participant. He wrote a family history and yet hardly mentioned himself, telling 
nothing of his own wife and family, though he was undoubtedly very fond of them. On a 
number of occasions he wrote to the Essex Review, but always a brief paragraph or two, 
except  for  an  article  on  'William Juniper,  the  Gosfield  Seer',  and  this  consisted  almost 
entirely of extracts made at the British Museum library.26

Just how old Henry was when he left school is not known, nor how he met his future 
wife Emma Woodcock, who lived in Lancashire and was the daughter of a solicitor. Emma 
and Henry were married in 1865 at Standish, in Lancashire, in the parish church, and in 
spite of his Nonconformist upbringing Henry was a very regular churchgoer by 1868. It 
seems probable that he was greatly influenced in this by his wife. By this date he was the  
father of a small boy and a baby girl, and he lived with his family at No. 16, Lansdowne 
Road,  in  London's  Notting  Hill area.  Lansdowne  Road  is  in  a  residential  district  still 
composed almost entirely of Victorian houses, and No. 16 stands at the junction of this road 
with Lansdowne Walk. Even today the houses have an air of quiet respectability about them. 
as if untouched by the years, and there seems little doubt that No. 16 is much the same as it 
was  in  Henry  Tabor's  day,  at  least  externally.  It  is  built  of  Old  London  Brick  and  is 
rusticated to the top of the ground floor. There are three storeys and a basement, and the 
house stands about 100 yards from Holland Park Avenue. Nine fairly shallow steps lead up 
to the front door, and the chief external feature of the house is the Venetian window on the 
first floor flanked by half-inset Corinthian pillars. 

At the present time there is a very short back garden, little more than twenty feet 
long,  but  a  gate  in  the  garden  fence  gives  access  to  a  private  park,  an  anachronism 
apparently overlooked in this age of democracy. A discreet notice bears the legend “Private. 
For subscribers only,” and goes on to admonish, “All dogs must be kept on lead.” There are 
a number of plane trees in the park, and these are similar in size to a well-grown plane tree 
occupying a. corner of the front garden belonging to No. 16. Although this is not suggested 
as conclusive proof that the park is as old as the house it does appear likely that the two 
came into being at about the same time. There is an interesting entry in one of Henry's 
diaries which states “In great garden in afternoon with children.”27 The park would no doubt 
seem more like a garden at that time, so it appears very possible that this private area was in 
use in 1868 and that the Tabor family made use of it as private subscribers. It was certainly 
in use as a private park when visited recently, for one or two people were walking amongst 
the trees, but the two gates discreetly giving access to the outside pavement were found to 
be firmly locked. So the privileges of a bygone age live on, having so far evaded the sharp 
eye of the speculator. 

25  D/D Ta. F 32
26  Essex Review. Vol. 21. No. 84. Oct. 1912. p. 205 - 209.
27  D/D Ta. F 8. 15/3/1868. See also ibid., 11/6/1868, “Walked in big garden in evening.”
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Two views of Henry Tabor’s house, No.16 Landsdowne Road,
at the junction of Landsdowne Road and Landsdowne  Walk

photographs: Dizzie Tompsett Clark 1967

At what precise date Henry and his family came to live in Lansdowne Road is not 
known, possibly Emma went there as a bride in 1865. On Henry's marriage certificate his 
“rank or profession” is given as “Gentleman”28. One might suppose this to indicate a life 
dedicated to pleasure. If this was so, Henry took his pleasures seriously, for his days were 
filled with visits to the British Museum, lectures, critical appraisal of the papers with special 
attention to political matters, and walking and reading. It seems very likely that he kept the 
accounts  for  his  father  Samuel.  There  are  a  number  of  references  to  being  busy  with 
accounts when Henry stayed with his parents at Bocking, and as his own personal accounts 
are meticulously and neatly kept he would no doubt have made an excellent job of those of 
his father. 

By 1868, when Henry began his series of diaries, using thick notebooks about 4" x 
6½", he was in his thirty-first year, and Queen Victoria was almost half-way through her 
long reign. He included very little personal detail about himself or his family, and his diaries 
are  largely  made  up  of  political  comments  and  remarks  on  current  affairs.  He  had  an 
excellent memory, for he lost one of his notebooks during the autumn of 1868, which he 
“most stupidly left on the train at the Notting Hill Gate station” and which contained not 
only  notes  concerning the  general  election  but  also an  account  of  a  tour  in  Scotland.29 

However,  nothing daunted he immediately began to write up an account of all  that  had 
happened during that period, and went into quite a considerable amount of detail, so that at  
last he was able to write “I think I have now written as much nearly as was in the lost book.” 
30

Henry  did  a  great  deal  of  walking,  sometimes  visiting  friends  or  relatives 
comparatively nearby, taking Emma with him, or going further afield, possibly to the British 
Museum, or  as on January 28th “walked to  Royal  Institution – got  tickets  for  Tyndall's 
Lectures.”31 This was some distance, as the Royal Institution was – and is – in Albemarle, 
off Piccadilly. It is interesting to note that some of the eighteenth century features of the 

28  DID Ta. F 27. Henry's marriage certificate
29  D/D Ta. F 9. L/12/l868
30 Ibid. This comment was written at the end of the account of his Scottish holiday, which was written up in retrospect 

in early December, 1868, and recorded in the back of the diary.
31  D/D Ta. F8. 28/1/1868
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buildings still remain, and that “The Lecture Theatre is (except for the disappearance of the 
iron  columns  supporting  the  gallery)  as  built  in  1840.”32 On January  30th Henry  wrote 
“Tyndall's first lecture on discoveries of Faraday – very many people there – had to go into 
gallery.”33 The interest of the mid and late Victorians in things of a scientific nature was 
quite considerable. Lectures of this type were very popular for there were no mass media for 
entertainment such as exist today, and for the intelligentsia such lectures made a welcome 
alternative to the music hall or theatre. They were often well patronised by the aristocracy. 
and in 1870 Henry recorded “Lockyer's first lecture on the sun . . . Prince Christian there, 
and I think the Queen of Holland and Bishop of Winchester and other eminent people.”34 

Emma shared in some of Henry's lecture going. Professor Seeley gave a series of 
talks on Roman history in the early part of 1870, and Henry wrote “The whole course has 
interested us very much and has been well attended.”35 Henry's comment on a lecture at the 
Society of Arts on  “Reciprocity” is of interest, bearing in mind that at this time Free Trade  
was considered to be the best policy for the country to follow. R. H. Hutton, the editor of the 
Spectator, was the lecturer, 

“a  very  plain insignificant  little  man,  and awkward delivery,  but clever  lecture – 
discussion amusing – not many in favour of reciprocity or protection.”36 

Besides attending a wide variety of lectures, ranging from comparative Philology, 
Spectrum Analysis,  American  Locomotives  and  Geology  to  Ruskin on  Greek Myths  – 
“queer of course, but very interesting” – Henry, like many of his contemporaries, diligently 
attended meetings of a more philanthropic nature.37 Thus in May he wrote “With Emma to 
Church Pastoral Aid meeting at St. James' Hall, Lord Shaftesbury in chair.”38 A fortnight 
later  “Exeter  Hall,  meeting  of  Homeless  Boys  –  Lord  Shaftesbury  in  chair  –  children 
sang.”39 (By this  time Dr.  Barnardo had already begun his  great  work to  help destitute 
children, but Henry makes no mention of him.)

 Henry's  reading  was  as  catholic  as  his  choice  of  lectures.  Smiles’  Huguenots, 
Bonney's Alpine Region, a book on Buddhism by Müller, Dilke's Greater Britain, Last Days 
of Louis Philippe by Guizot, Bagehot's English Constitution, Lord Grey's book on Reform 
and Campbell's Lives of Lyndhurst and Brougham were amongst books read by Henry from 
early 1868 to March 1869. He sometimes read to Emma in the evenings, as in January 1868 
when he wrote “Motley with E. in evening – also Euclid.”40 This conjures up a picture of a 
typical middle class Victorian home, with the husband sitting near a gas lamp reading, while 
his wife sews diligently, listening dutifully to her husband. 

32 N. Pevsner The Buildings of England London. Vol. 1. p. 575
33 D/D Ta. F 8. 30/1/1868 
34 D/D Ta. F 6. 19/3/1870
35  Ibid. 2/4/1870
36  Ibid. 22/3/1870
37  D/D Ta. F 6. 9/3/1869
38  D/D  Ta. F 8. 7/5/1868
39  ibid. F 8. 21/5/1868
40  ibid.  F 8. 29/1/1868
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In spite of his radical views Henry was a regular reader of The Times, with which he 
carried on a  love-hate  relationship in  his  diaries.  In  March 1868 just  after  Lord  Derby  
resigned because of ill-health and Disraeli had become Prime Minister, Henry wrote:

“Good articles in Spectator on Disraeli.  The Times swinging about without a rudder 
or compass, prepared to veer around at any moment, or advocate anything that seems 
likely to pass. Disraeli must be a statesman after its own heart – they are just alike.”41

But later that month Henry was able to write:

“The Times is going splendidly about the Irish Church – and tells parliament plainly 
that it had better let the whole thing alone, finish reforming itself, and then die, which 
is not far from the truth.”42

Naturally Henry found The Spectator more to his liking, as on March 23rd when the paper 
was “in high glee at the prospect of Diz. going out . .”43 However the Saturday Review was 
regarded by him in a very different light, and an extract from this newspaper quoted by W. 
L.  Burn will  suffice to show why. Burn is commenting on the dubious moral standards 
which existed beneath the sometimes thin veneer of highly respectable Victorian life. The 
extract is as follows: 

“Fornication and adultery, incest and murder, abortion and poisoning – all the tangled 
annals  of  the  poor  –  this  is  ‘Our  Village’ at  work  –  this  is  Christian and happy 
England.”44 

It can well be imagined that a paper expressing sentiments like these would not find favour 
in all quarters, and Henry doubtless voiced the opinion of many of his contemporaries when 
he wrote: 

“The Editor of the Saturday Review is dead; but I fear the character of that vile organ 
will not improve – it embodies the ideas of a numerous class only too accurately.”45

Other journals and newspapers mentioned in the diaries were  The Examiner, about which 
Henry  commented  “.  .  will  not  do  instead  of  The  Spectator”,  the  Evening  Star,  the 
Fortnightly, the Queen's Journal, the Globe, Quarterly Review and The Guardian, but these 
references are very brief.46

Reference has already been made to the fact that the diaries were primarily concerned 
with current events, but although Henry's wife Emma is very rarely mentioned, her presence 
is felt to be that of someone who was quiet, capable and firm. There seems to be a feeling of 
deep  affection  between  Henry  and  Emma  which  sometimes  comes  through  the  more 

41 D/D Ta. F 8. 5/3/1868
42  D/D Ta. F 8 5/3/1868
43  ibid. 23/3/1868
44  W. L. Burn. The Age of Equipoise, p. 31. (The Saturday Review, 14/3/1857) 
45  D/D Ta. F 8. 13/8/1868 
46  ibid., F 8. Feb. 24th., July 29th., Dec. 3rd. 1868
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impersonal comments. In February 1868 Henry wrote “Emma's cough rather better, thank 
God,”47 and nearly a fortnight later when he returned from visiting his parents at Bocking, 
“Found all  well,  but  Emma's  cough still  troublesome.”48 In  the  same way,  although his 
diaries contain few references to his children, Henry wrote “Dear little Ned's birthday”49 on 
one occasion, and "Walked out with little Ned”50 on others, and there were no doubt many 
other times when he enjoyed his son's company without recording it. 

In the early part of 1868 Henry became very interested in temperature, working with 
his  friend  Mr.  Eaton,  and  much  time  was  spent  in  the  British  Museum.  Henry  wrote 
“Arranged  to  do  a  great  deal  more  than  I  expect  to  be  able  to  accomplish  about 
temperature,”51 and there are frequent entries such as “British Museum. Tried to find some 
barometer means in United States, but could not.”52 His interest was practical as well as 
academic, and one can imagine his alarm when a large piece of plaster fell on his window 
sill “and nearly broke my wet and dry bulb thermometer.”53 In early June Henry “took solar 
radiation thermometer to N. and Z. to be mended.”54 The fact that he used a solar radiation 
thermometer and was also interested in terrestrial radiation meant that he was working at 
quite  a  high scientific  level  for  those days,  and this  is  borne out  by the  fact  that  after 
attending Lockyer's lecture on the sun at University College in 1869 he wrote “there was not 
much that was new to me.”55 He also commented about a lecture by Scott, who was the 
Head of the Meteorological Department at the Board of Trade in 1870, “It was tolerably 
good,  nothing  particularly  new  in  it;  very  much  like  what  I  have  myself  collected.”56 

Unfortunately, as far as is known, none of Henry's work on temperature has been preserved. 

In the summer of 1868 Henry and his family spent some time with his parents at 
Fennes, Bocking. It must have been an exceptionally dry summer, as on July 15th he wrote: 

“Harvest began . .  wonderfully early. Hottest day yet.  82 on north wall of house. 
Unfortunately  I  have  no  thermometers  here  to  observe  with.  Such  a  prolonged 
drought I cannot remember.”57

(Presumably Henry meant he had none of his more specialised thermometers with him.) He 
also commented “a good deal of diarrhoea etc. in London.”58 This recalls the poor state of 
sanitation in the large cities at this time. The Victorian policy of laissez-faire meant that 
there was a good deal of inertia about getting things done in an organised way to improve 
conditions generally, though by the mid-Victorian era there was more awareness of the need 
to combat the spread of infection and disease. One of the precautions against disease was 
the Vaccination Extension Act of 1853, making vaccination compulsory unless the child was 
47  D/D   Ta.   F 8.   20/2/1868
48  D/D   Ta.   F 8.   2/3/1868 
49  ibid.,   F 8.   3/2/1868
50  ibid.,   F 8.   March 3rd., April 5th., and   April 8th., 1868
51  D/D Ta. F 8. 31/3/1868
52  ibid. 25/1/1868
53 ibid. 13/1/1868
54 ibid. 4/6/1868. N. and Z. undoubtedly refers to Negretti and Zambra.
55 D/D Ta. F 6. 9/2/1869
56 ibid., F 6. 22/1/1870
57 D/D Ta. F 8. 15/7/1868
58 ibid.  15/7/1868
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medically unfit. Henry's daughter Margaret Emma was born in November, 1867, and the 
following February 4th she was vaccinated. On February 19th Henry wrote: 

“Went to Dr. J. who looked at my arm, just a week since I was vaccinated from baby. 
He said it had taken very well, which I had not expected as it seemed nothing.”59 

This typifies Henry's open-mindedness and curiosity about everything going on around him. 
Since the Vaccination Act came in several years after he was born there was no reason why 
he should have submitted to vaccination unless he wished to do so. 

Henry's stay at Bocking in the following summer was spent in riding or driving in a 
pony chaise with his family, often visiting relatives in the neighbourhood, or accompanying 
his  father  Samuel to the  markets  at  Braintree or  occasionally Chelmsford.  Henry had a 
number of cousins living in and around Bocking and Braintree, and the days must have 
passed  pleasantly,  with  social  visits,  games  of  croquet,  and  evening  drives  around  the 
countryside. 

The hot weather already referred to continued, so much so that on June 21st Henry 
commented: 

“The wonders of this wonderful summer are continual - the apples which fall from 
the trees are literally roasted as they lie on the ground – apricots ripe, and mulberries 
rapidly ripening . . . The sunsets are gorgeous.”60

This latter remark was a tribute indeed from one who was seldom moved to remark on such 
things. 

Henry was not averse to social occasions, in spite of his predilection for the more 
intellectual side of life, and during May and June, 1868, he attended concerts at St. George's 
and St. James’ Halls, a Horse Show at the Agricultural Hall, a reading of short essays by 
young ladies, an Exhibition at the Royal Academy, the opera La Sonnambula in which Patti 
took a leading role, a Soirée at South Kensington Museum attended by 800 people, a visit to 
the Crystal Palace, and a Conversazione on Syria, the latter being a Victorian equivalent of 
our  present  day  ‘Teach-in’.  Towards  the  end of  the  year  he  attended a  performance of 
Rossini's Stabat Mater and Mozart's Requiem, and wrote “it was partly in honour of Rossini, 
and the Dead March was played,”61 this latter being a lamentation over Rossini's  recent 
death. There is little doubt that Emma accompanied him on most of these occasions, if not 
all of them. 

During these mid-Victorian years much building development took place in London. 
The Embankment was in the course of construction,  and in the summer of 1868 Henry 
wrote “The Thames Embankment is open for foot passengers from Westminster to Essex 
Street.”62 He must have felt very frustrated when he tried to go on it a few days later, only to 

59 D/D Ta. F 8. 19/2/1868
60 D/D Ta. F8. 21/6/1868
61 D/D Ta. F 9. 4/12/1868
62 D/D  Ta. F 8. 1/8/1868
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find “. . there is no access to it except at each end, a fine example of their imbecility.”63 Like 
so many people before and since, Henry had little faith in government departments, and 
remarked that London was “of all places in the world the one where the right and best thing 
is the least likely to be done.”64 The new meat market at Smithfield was opened in late 1868, 

“. . but owing to the usual feud with the railway companies the station under it is not 
used,  and all  the  meat  has  to  be  carted to  it  –  another  charming instance of  the 
government of London.”65

The streets of London at this time were becoming more and more congested, so much so 
that some control in the flow of traffic became necessary. Henry little realised what was  
afoot when he wrote: 

“The statue of Peel in Palace Yard, which was so objected to last session, is removed, 
and is I think being put up at the junction of Bridge Street and Parliament St. where I 
should think it would be rather in the way.”66

He soon found out, however, for the next day he noted “That erection at the end of Parl. is 
not for the statue as I thought but for a semaphore signal for the vehicles at that dangerous 
crossing.”67 This Signal not only had arms but a system of coloured lights, and was the first 
traffic  signal in the  world to  control  traffic  and pedestrians using lights  which changed 
colour. A column was erected twenty feet tall at the top of which was a gas lamp. Beneath 
this lamp there were the semaphore arms. When the light was red the two arms were in a  
horizontal position and held up the flow of traffic. When the light changed to green both 
arms  were  lowered  allowing  traffic  to  flow  again.  This  traffic  signal  proved  such  an 
attraction that police had to control the crowds who came to see it working. Unfortunately 
the experiment was quite short-lived, for after a while gas escaped from a faulty main into 
the hollow iron column, and when the gas was turned off for the night there was a violent 
explosion,  wrecking the  lights  and badly  injuring  the  man attending them.  Some years 
passed before semaphore signals were used again. 

Of rather more importance at the time was the nationalisation of the telegraphs. This 
system had been controlled by private companies up to 1870, and Henry was aware that it  
was an historic occasion, for he wrote: 

“This is a memorable day. At eight this morning the Telegraphs were actually taken 
possession of by the Post Office, and the shilling rate came into operation. The real 
gain is the opening of an immense number of new offices, and the union of them all  
under one management, so that a message can be sent from anywhere to anywhere.”68

63 ibid. F 8. 3/8/1868
64 D/D Ta. F 9. 5/1/1869
65 D/D Ta. F 9. 7/12/1868
66 Ibid. 8/12/1868
67 Ibid.  9/12/1868
68  D/D Ta. F 6. 5/2/1870
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Unfortunately there was a breakdown of the telegraph system only four days later, due to 
“the wind blowing such a quantity of dust and snow mixed that it formed a complete crust 
all over the insulations.”69

     

The regulations for the first “Stop and Go” crossing control in London, dated December 10 1868, with semaphore 
arms for use by day and green and red lights by night. The signals were erected outside the Palace of Westminster and 
operated by a luckless policeman who was seriously injured when the apparatus exploded.

69  D/D Ta. F 6. 11/2/1870
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So against this background of a busy metropolis, the centre of many new inventions 
and ideas, the hub of a great empire, Henry lived and wrote his comments, going quietly 
about his self-appointed tasks and acutely observing the contemporary scene. At the time the 
diaries were written Henry's children were either very young or as yet unborn, but it  is  
interesting to see what they made of their lives in later years. The eldest, Edward Henry or 
"little Ned," was born in February 1866. His place of birth was No. 16 Lansdowne Road, his 
sister Margaret and brothers Francis and Robert being born there as well. His youngest sister 
Clara was born at the family's new address of No. 44 in the same road, and all five children 
were baptised at St. Marks Church, Notting Hill. 

Edward  became  interested  in  engineering,  and  after  spending  a  while  with  the 
L.N.W.R. at Crewe and later at the Stratford works he went to Canada in 1890 and worked 
with the Grand Trunk Railway, near Montreal. By June 1891, however,  he was back in 
England, and the next year was concerned with the construction of the Blackwall Tunnel. 
He attended its opening by the Prince of Wales in 1897, though by this time he had moved 
north. He made several trips abroad, notably to Egypt, but in 1904 was appointed Resident 
Engineer at Rotherhithe Tunnel Works working for the London County Council, being now 
a Member of the Institution of Civil Engineers. By 1910 Edward was Resident Engineer at 
Woolwich Tunnel, and was later in charge of main drainage north of the Thames for the 
L.C.C.  This  must  have  been  a  very  responsible  position  bearing  in  mind  the  rapidly 
increasing urban growth in this area.

Henry's daughter Margaret, born in 1867, attended Notting Hill High School, from 
which she won a scholarship to Newnham College, Cambridge, which she entered in 1887. 
It  must  be  remembered that  higher  education  for  women at  that  time was  quite  a  new 
venture. Girton College was the first women's college to be founded in 1869, followed by 
Newnham in 1871. There must have been fierce competition for a limited number of places, 
but Margaret more than justified her scholarship by obtaining Honours in the Mathematics 
Tripos. 

In 1891 she left Newnham and went to join her parents at Fennes, her grandfather 
Samuel having died the previous year. Her interest in education led her to start University  
extension lectures in Braintree, and she was made a member of the Bocking School Board 
two years later. She was chairman of the District Education Committee for many years, and 
it was. largely due to the efforts of herself and Mrs. Courtauld that in 1906 the Braintree 
High School for boys and girls was founded by the Essex Education Committee, one of the 
first co-educational Grammar Schools. In 1916 she was co-opted on to the Essex Education 
Committee, on which she served for very many years. 

Margaret led an extremely busy public life, becoming a J.P. in 1924 and a member – 
later an alderman – of the Essex County Council in the thirties and somehow finding time to 
write short biographies of nine notable women of the nineteenth century, two books on City 
churches,  The Saints in Art and  National Gallery for the Young. She also travelled very 
widely indeed, both in Europe and in Africa, North and South America, India and Palestine. 

Henry's third child, born in 1869, was another boy, Francis, who entered the Indian 
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Civil Service after attending St. Paul's School and being awarded an Exhibition Scholarship 
to Emmanuel College, where he read Law. At 21 years of age he was appointed Assistant 
Magistrate in the N. W. Provinces in India and later became a District and Sessions Judge. 
He was married in Bombay to Magdalen Ricardo, a member of the well known Ricardo 
family. Towards the end of the First World War Francis retired, returning to England for 
good in 1916, when he went into the Munitions Department in Westminster for a short time. 
He later moved to Essex and became a J. P. on the Braintree bench, Chairman of the Urban 
District Council, and a member of the Essex County Council. Like his brother and sister, he 
appeared to enjoy travelling, and apart from journeying around India he found time for visits 
to England and also to Australia, New Zealand, North America, Norway and France. His 
sister Margaret visited him in India on more than one occasion.
 

Robert, born in 1873, went to Haileybury College and later took up Law, becoming 
articled to Mr.  Lattey,  a  London solicitor  and the husband of  one of Henry's  numerous 
cousins. After some years Robert entered into partnership with Mr. Hardy, of Letchworth, 
having passed his final examination with Honours. He also travelled quite a lot, visiting the  
U.S.A., though he did not travel as extensively as his sister Margaret.

Henry  and Emma Tabor, with Clara, Margaret and Francis
photograph: courtesy of Lucy Tabor

Henry's last child,  Clara Dorothea, was born in 1875. Like her sister she went to 
Notting Hill High School and later to Newnham College, obtaining her M. A., and was 
married in 1901 to Harris  Rackham. She shared the Tabor taste for  travel,  crossing the 
Atlantic as well as making European tours. She also took an active part in public affairs, 
being elected to the Cambridge Borough Council in 1920 and later to the Cambridge County 
Council, being made an alderman in 1940. 

Though Henry appears to have been a rather reserved intellectual, he and Emma must 
have created a home atmosphere which was far more liberal and open-minded than might 
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have been expected, coming as Henry did from solid Nonconformist stock, with much of 
their money tied up in the land, though Henry himself, and his father Samuel too to some 
extent, had considerable investments, mostly in railway companies. 

During the years over which Henry's children were born, from 1866 to 1875, many 
changes took place. The early Victorian era was very different from the last quarter of the 
century. These middle years become of even greater interest when seen through the eyes of 
Henry Tabor, a cultured, intellectual, mid-Victorian gentleman living in London and writing 
about the contemporary scene as he saw it.
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Chapter 3

The Mid-Victorian Scene 

The diaries under consideration cover the period from January 1868 to June 1870, which is 
a particularly fascinating time in British history.. These were the middle years of Queen 
Victoria's reign, and although it may be an over-facile judgement to say they bridge the gap 
between an old era and a new, yet there is a certain truth in this assertion, as will be shown 
later. To deal with such a brief period might well have been impossible at another time in 
history, but those few years had an importance which can be measured more easily nearly a 
century  later,  when they  are  set  in  their  own context  and can  be  seen  to  come at  the  
beginning of a time of great changes. This is, of course, true of many other periods, but this 
mid-Victorian span has a better claim than many to be so remembered. 

By 1868 the Corn Laws had been repealed for some 20 years and Free Trade was the 
dominating British economic doctrine.  Palmerston,  that  high-handed defender of  British 
rights, had died in 1865 and Gladstone and Disraeli were to dominate the political scene for 
some years to come.

Before this  period the boundaries between the political  parties  were anything but 
clear-cut. In general members of parliament felt themselves free to vote according to the 
dictates of their conscience. They might give support to a particular leader who championed 
those causes they themselves believed in, but the right to opt out of this support was one 
widely used and generally accepted. Thus in 1869 Sir Charles Dilke, as a newly elected 
Liberal member for Chelsea, supported some Conservative criticism during the early days of 
Gladstone's first Liberal ministry. Dilke was quite a prominent Victorian politician whose 
career was shattered by the scandal of a divorce case. His early parliamentary career is of  
some interest as he represented the newly created constituency of Chelsea, which included 
the Notting Hill district in which Henry Tabor was living, and which will be referred to in a 
later chapter.

The Parliamentary Reform of 1867, widening the franchise to include the majority of 
the working men in the towns, was an important factor in the gradual development of a 
much  more  rigid  party  political  system.  Previously  those  who  became  members  of 
Parliament had owed much of their political independence to their independence financially. 
Election campaigns cost money and once Parliamentary candidature became a possibility 
for the less well-to-do, economic pressure, as well as a widened electorate, made allegiance 
to a party of increasing importance. The government of the country underwent a change as 
well. Where previously parliamentary power had largely been in the hands of the landed 
aristocracy, after the 1867 Reform the middle-class became an increasingly direct influence. 
The actual mechanics of voting was also greatly changed by the introduction of the secret 
ballot in 1872. All these factors made the political scene of the late Victorian period a very 
different one from that of the early years. 
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The  problem  of  Ireland,  a  morass  of  misery  and  discontent,  was  becoming  of 
paramount importance. The Irish Roman Catholic majority resented the privileged position 
of the Church of Ireland, which as the state Church exacted tithes regardless of the religious 
views of the donor. Also Ireland was pitifully poor economically and was unable to build up 
her industry to compete with the flood of English goods which were being produced in ever 
increasing numbers. Large areas of Irish land was owned by English landlords who were all 
too often only interested in the rent and cared little for their tenants. The low standard of 
living in Ireland was aggravated by the potato famines of 1845-6, and although government 
help was given many peasants starved while food speculators added to their fortunes. 

Gladstone had a great breadth of vision where the Irish problems were concerned, for 
he saw them against a larger background than many of his contemporaries, some of whom 
took the view that if the Irish had problems the fault lay with Ireland herself. In 1869 and 
1870 two important measures, one disestablishing the Irish Church and the other helping 
agrarian reform, were passed, and although the Irish problem was by no means solved, these 
dates are of no small importance in Irish history. 

Another  point  of  bitter  controversy  in  this  mid-Victorian  period  was  that  of 
education. It was becoming increasingly obvious that for those of little or no means the 
voluntary  and  denominational schools  were  far  from being  sufficient  to  cope  with  the 
illiteracy of a rapidly growing population. A national system of education was seen to be a 
pressing need,  especially  with the increased franchise  of  1867.  Where opinions became 
sharply divided was over  the question of  religious  instruction,  and how, if  and when it 
should  be  given.  A compromise  was  reached  in  1870  and  the  Education Act laid  the 
foundation  for  a  national  system  of  education.  By  the  end  of  the  century  elementary 
education was not only compulsory but free, though much still remained to be done in this 
field. Once again the contrast between the early and late Victorian era is considerable, the 
vital link being those important middle years. 

Even in the sphere of railway history these years are of importance. Travel by rail, 
like gas for heating and lighting, was no longer a novelty. The great Railway Age of George 
Hudson was already over. Nevertheless, up to this time developments had been somewhat 
haphazard. There were innumerable private companies expanding in various directions with 
little or no co-ordination and only limited state control. They often developed their own 
signalling and safety systems quite independently, and until  1846 no state directive was 
given about a standard gauge. As Henry Parris points out:

“1867 was a turning-point in relations between railways and the state. For more than 
two  decades  before  that  date  there  had  been  no  significant  increase  in  the 
government's  powers.  The  Royal  Commission that  reported  in  that  year 
recommended no fundamental change. But from 1868 onwards the tendency towards 
greater state intervention resumed.”70

During  these  middle  years  there  was  an  enormous  interest  in  discoveries  and 

70  Henry Parris, Government and the Railways in Nineteenth Century Britain p. 212
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inventions, and a great upsurge of new thinking in many different spheres. A brief list of the 
more important works published during the years between 1847 and 1869 will give some 
indication of the wide fields of interest opened to the thinking public. Marx's  Communist  
Manifesto, with its theories of the class struggle, was followed by Ruskin's advocation of the 
Gothic Revival in his Seven Lamps of Architecture. Of rather more importance was Darwin's 
Origin of Species expounding his theory of evolution. His views had a far-reaching effect on 
the late Victorians, who had a more scientific and materialistic outlook than their immediate 
predecessors.  Agnosticism, or  at  least  the questioning of  beliefs  long taken for  granted, 
became  more  prevalent.  It  became  an  age  of  amateur  archaeologists,  explorers  and 
scientists. In this Henry Tabor followed fashion in his quiet way, spending a great deal of his 
time “working on temperature” at the British Museum. Cardinal Newman's  Apologia pro 
Vita Sua was published in 1864, after his conversion to Roman Catholicism, while John 
Stuart Mill's On Liberty, pleading for more tolerance of minority convictions, was published 
five years earlier. Another publication of Mill's was his  Subjection of Women (1869), and 
this, together with On Liberty 

“. . attacked the bondage of convention and proclaimed the rights of individual men 
and women to free life and thought, in a manner that may be taken as a turning-point 
between the early and the later Victorian age.”71 

To give an outline of the life led by the ordinary people in mid-Victorian times is no 
easy task, but it is fair to say that as the century advanced so did the living conditions, poor 
though they still were by present day standards. The mid-Victorians, believing in the general 
doctrine of laissez-faire, or non-intervention of the state, were reluctant to organise relief on 
anything like the scale really needed. Many of them felt that if men led sober, industrious 
lives they could not but help achieve some kind of tolerable living. There were, however, an 
increasing number of charitable organisations ready to help the “deserving poor”. According 
to  W.  J.  Reader:  “Charles  Booth,  in  the  nineties,  thought  that  about  one  third  of  the 
population might then have been in poverty.”72 Since at that time the population of England 
and Wales was about thirty million, this indicates quite a large number, even allowing for 
some pessimism. 

The  better-paid  working  class  were  gradually  increasing  their  standard  of  living, 
however.  These  were  mostly  the  skilled  workers  who  were  needed  in  ever-increasing 
numbers for the industrial expansion which was taking place. The railways, the engineering 
and mining industries and the police force were among the comparatively new areas of 
employment for the better-paid working class. Shorter hours, improved housing and cheaper 
food and clothing were gradually easing their lot. Working Men's Clubs were set up and as 
their leisure time became greater so organised amusements like football came into favour. 
The enforced Saturday half-holiday which affected the owners of textile factories from 1850 
spread to other trades, and from 1871 onwards there were four statutory bank holidays a 
year. 

It is not surprising that Trade Unions became increasingly influential. Again the mid-

71  G. M. Trevelyan, Illustrated English Social History Pelican edition. Book 4. p. 107.
72  W. J. Reader, Life in Victorian England p. 72
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Victorian years were important, as in 1871 Trade Unions were legalised, allowed to hold 
property and also – of rather more importance – allowed to accumulate funds. Naturally the 
Unions were generally made up of skilled workers who wished to keep up their standard of 
craftsmanship  or  trade  and  also  their  wages.  Gradually  their  attention  turned  towards 
political action and organisation, and this was another factor in the growth of party politics.

In agriculture the mid-Victorian period was one of prosperity, though farm labourers, 
as always, were badly paid. In many cases this was offset by the healthier living conditions 
than those of the crowded, unsanitary urban areas. Farm cottages were often rent free and 
many labourers were able to keep a few livestock – pigs or hens – and while the town 
dweller  usually  merited  only  the  impersonal  disinterest  of  their  employers  in  times  of 
trouble, in the country the more intimate relationship between labourer and employer often 
led to help when it was needed. 

The  prosperity  of  the  sixties  was  followed  by  an  economic  depression  in  the 
seventies, and this badly affected agriculture. The weather was conspicuously bad, and this 
masked to  some extent  the  brutal  fact  that  Britain  was  being overtaken and passed  by 
America and Germany in the industrialisation and marketing race. Meat, wheat and other 
goods were being imported in increasing quantities. H. Ausubel states that one merchant 
engaged in British-American trade remarked, “The importation of fresh meat is now an 
established thing and can be increased to almost. any extent.”73 Landowners were hard hit, 
many impoverished, and things went from bad to worse on the land as economies were 
made by neglecting repairs and generally cutting down on expenditure. As the century came 
to an end the period of decline in trade and prosperity eased and industry and gradually 
agriculture at last made a recovery. 

The mid-Victorians were unaware of the hard times ahead of them, and though Henry 
Tabor's comment that his father's farming was unprofitable compared with milling in 1851 
may have been true,  the Tabors  must  have benefited from the then rising prosperity  of 
farmers and by 1868 Henry certainly appeared to enjoy a standard of living reasonably in 
keeping with his rank of “gentleman”.

This chapter has set the scene for the more detailed examination of certain aspects of 
life in mid-Victorian times, drawing on Henry's writings in his diaries. As these different 
themes are dealt with it will be seen how very important these middle years were and how 
they contained the seeds of change or reform in so many different spheres.

73  H. Ausubel, In Hard Times  p. 53. (This remark was made in 1876.)
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Chapter 4

The Railways
As Sir Charles Petrie has pointed out in his. book The Victorians, the railways were a much 
greater social factor than is sometimes realised. By 1868 not only were they very much a 
part of everyday life, but a turning point had been reached in their history, for at last the  
need for more state intervention was agreed upon. Up to this time the development of the 
railways  had  been  haphazard  in  the  extreme,  though  some  forms  of  control  were  in 
operation and others had been tentatively suggested in the 1840s. Such was the impact that 
the railways made as a mode of transport  both for passengers and goods that for many 
purposes they had a virtual monopoly. The government, in keeping with its policy of laissez-
faire, expected free competition to provide the public with a good transport service at a 
reasonable cost. The moneymaking potential of the railways, however, was so great that 
many large companies entered into agreements amongst themselves to keep prices up. There 
was some precedent for this, for whereas price agreements between rival enterprises in some 
fields met with disapproval, when a case was being considered in 1815 of two rival coach-
owners  agreeing  to  charge  the  same  fares,  this  practice  was  judged  to  be  “merely  a 
convenient way of running two concerns which otherwise might ruin each other.”74 

It is interesting to note the prices charged by the North Union Railway Company in 
1838. Every person was charged 1¼d. per mile,  while “Coke, Culm, Charcoal,  Cinders, 
Stone, Clay, Sand, Building, Pitching and Paving Stones, Flags, Bricks, Tiles and Slates” 
cost. 1½d. per ton per mile and “Sheep, Lamb, Calf, Pig or other small animal one eighth of 
a penny per mile.”75

The idea of running cheap excursion trains was introduced quite early on. In 1845 a 
wrestling match between Irison of Carlisle and Jameson of Newcastle was due to take place 
at Haydon Bridge on July 29th and posters announced “Newcastle to Haydon Bridge (and all 
intermediate stations) and back for one fare.”76

The great railway boom began in the mid-1830s and lasted until the late 1840s. In the 
north east George Hudson, the Railway King, made and lost a fortune between 1836 and 
1849. Speculation was rife and many lines were constructed with little thought for their 
practicality.  Under  the  encouragement  of  free  enterprise  rival  lines  would  engage  in 
unprofitable  competition  where  one  line  only  might  have  been  financially  successful. 
Railway development continued apace, and some idea of this rapid expansion can be gained 
when it  is  realised  that  in  1842 there  were  a  mere  1,857 miles  of  line  open,  carrying 
18,453,504 passengers. By 1867 these figures had risen to 14,247 miles of track carrying 

74 W. L. Burn, The Age of Equipoise p. 162. Quote from the case of Hearn v. Griffith. 
75 Poster seen in an antique shop in Dorset (Curiosity Shop, St. Alban Street, Weymouth.)
76 Poster seen in an antique shop in Dorset (Curiosity Shop, St. Alban Street, Weymouth.)
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some 287,807,904 passengers.77 

Although Bright was busy in 1844 advocating private enterprise, “stimulated by the 
love of gain and the desire to administer to the wants and comforts of their fellow-men,” 
Gladstone was  only  too  aware  of  the  dangers  of  uncontrolled  railway  development.78 

Unfortunately his Bill of 1844 was much altered before it became an Act in the same year. 
In fact a spate of Select Committees investigated various aspects of the railways from 1838 
to 1853, many reports presenting opposite views, and no very positive steps were taken to 
restrain the monopolistic tendencies or the lax safety precautions. One report in 1839 stated:
 

“It is clear that the general interests of the community must sometimes be at variance 
with the interests of railway proprietors, and that in such cases the combinations of 
capitalists, held together by common advantage and guided by able directors, will 
probably prevail against the disunited efforts and casual resistance of the public.”79

It must be borne in mind that Britain's railway development at this time was unique. She 
was the pioneer, and like many pioneers she was forced to face unexpected difficulties in 
unfamiliar circumstances, seeking solutions largely by trial and error. Some idea of how 
matters were dealt with in the l840s is reflected in Henry Tabor's comments written in 1869: 

“I have lately been reading . .  a series of reports by the Board of Trade . . on the 
railway projects of  1845. This was one of the many futile attempts made to guide the 
decisions of committees, who always took matters into their own hands, and decided 
as if no such question had ever been discussed before, treating each scheme entirely 
upon their own view of its merits. This is entirely the cause of the disjointed mess we 
have got into,  and unless the matter had been taken entirely out of  the hands of 
Parliament no other result was possible. This was the nearest approach we ever had to 
such a Commission as ought to have been appointed, and yet, as we now see, their 
decisions were quite as often wrong as right . . . Yet there is this to be said for them – 
that they could not have known whereunto the thing would grow, and were very 
much afraid of recommending more lines than they thought the traffic of the country 
would support.”80

He goes on to quote an example of the dilemmas confronting those in authority:
 

“No doubt the line from Peterborough to York ought to have gone by Lincoln, as it 
would have been much more level, yet at the same time the present line ought to have 
been made, and also the Boston line, and the three together would have terrified the 
most sanguine projector of those days, so that it is not easy to see what really ought 
to have been done.”81

However, it was in 1846 that some uniformity of gauge was agreed on, and new track 

77 English Historical Documents.1833-1874 p. 219-220. W. L. Burn, op. cit., p. 162
78 W. L. Burn, op. cit., p. 162 
79 Ibid. p. 163  
80 D/D Ta. F 6. 20/11/1869 ibid. p. 163  
81 ibid., same date D/D Ta. 
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other than that of 4' 8½" gauge was to be illegal. Even then exceptions were made in certain 
areas, notably those served by the Great Western Railway. 

Although tentative safety regulations had been introduced in the 1840s, by 1868 the 
safety factor was becoming of increasing concern. In the early days of railway history, if the 
proper line was unusable for any reason, down trains would be put on the up-line, or vice 
versa. Special trains were sometimes put on without the knowledge of various station staff 
along the line. If trains were late, it was quite usual to send out an engine on the same line.  
Far from bringing assistance, this frequently resulted in a collision. The braking power of 
the trains was not very great; indeed some early trains had no braking systems. Signals were 
made  by flags  or  lamps  held  in  the  hand,  and there  was  no  system of  communication 
between the guard and the driver once the train was in motion. Henry recorded sadly in 
1868: 

“There has been the most frightful railway accident ever known . .  .  at Abergele, 
North Wales – the Irish mail train (day) ran into a truck or trucks laden with paraffin 
in barrels, which exploded and 23 people in the leading carriages were burned to 
death, including Lord Farnham and his wife – none escaped from those carriages, and 
none attempted it,  nor  were  any cries  heard;  it  is  supposed they perished almost 
instantly. The carriages were wrapped in flames in a moment. The only preventable 
thing was the trucks being on the line. They became detached accidentally from a 
goods train and rolled downhill, meeting the other train which should not have been 
allowed to leave the preceding station till all was clear of the next. If that had been 
attended to it would have been prevented as would so many others.”82

Henry followed up this sad story with the rather disgusted comment that “The 2 brakesmen 
who were committed about the Abergele accident have been acquitted as usual, so no one is 
done anything to.”83

But in fact the government were at last making a real effort to legislate for more 
safety by imposing certain regulations. In 1868 the Railway Regulation Act was passed, and 
from this time onwards government control became increasingly apparent. Under the Act 
not only were specific safety devices obligatory, but railway charges were in some cases 
reduced and restricted, and railwaymen's hours of work were reduced. One of the safety 
precautions was the necessity on the part of the railway companies to provide a means of 
communication between the  passengers and the  driver  or the  guard.  That  this  was very 
necessary became painfully apparent. when in 1864 a Mr. Briggs was found murdered in a 
railway carriage at Hackney. In August 1868, just after the passing of the Bill enforcing 
these regulations, Henry commented: 

“. . . of the latter [referring to railway accidents] there has been a remarkable absence 
lately, a few bad ones are certainly due. The Bill just passed has some good points – 
smoking  carriages  insisted  upon,  and  prize  fight  trains  prohibited  –  I  think  also 
communication between passengers and guard provided for in case of trains going 

82  D/D Ta. F 8. 22/8/1868
83  D/D Ta. F 6.  25/3/1869
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more than a certain distance without stopping.”84

Later in the following February Henry wrote: 

“A plan of communication between passengers and guard has been tried on the S. 
Western,  compressed  air  is  the  agent,  and  no  doubt  either  that  or  some  electric 
apparatus will be generally adopted next April when the Act comes into force.”85 

 
The regulation of charges under this Act has already been commented upon. These 

regulations were certainly overdue, as can be seen by Henry's remarks in 1868, when he 
wrote “The S. Eastern and Brighton are trying to charge exorbitant fares to which there is 
great opposition.”86 Early the following year he noted: 

“The Blackfriars station is closed, now that the Waterloo one is opened. The fares on 
this new line to Westminster are so high that I intend to go 3rd. class till they are 
lower.”87

This was quite an admission from someone who was quite comfortably off! 

For Henry and his family, travel by rail was fairly commonplace. On one occasion 
when journeying to Brighton they

“. .  got into a carriage containing three females who had filled it  up in the most 
wonderful manner with birdcages and every kind of package . .”88

Fortunately in spite of this they were able to get two seats, little Ned no doubt sitting on his 
mother's lap. Most of Henry's journeys by rail, however, were made on the Great Eastern 
Railway which by 1865 controlled the network of lines which catered for those living in 
Essex. He was fortunate in that a branch line joining Braintree to the main line from London 
to Colchester at Witham was opened in 1848. It was not until 1868 that he could write “The 
opening of the Bishops Stortford and Braintree line is talked of at last,”89 and two months 
later “The new station and line to Stortford are opened; but only 2 trains a day at present.”90

But Henry had more than a traveller's interest in railways, for much of his money was 
invested in this field, not only in England but abroad. By 1873 he had money tied up in the  
Great Northern, Great Eastern, East London, Devon and Somerset, South Eastern, London 
and North West, North Eastern, Metropolitan, Metropolitan District, and the Cornwall and 
Minerals Railways at home, and in the East Indian, Madras and Great Indian Peninsula 
Railways abroad. Naturally Henry took an especial interest in the Great Eastern Railway, 
which, like so many others, was not always a flourishing concern. Proposals for lines to 
cover  Norfolk,  Suffolk and  Essex were  put  forward  as  early  as  1825,  but  received 
84 D/D Ta. F 8. 1/8/1868
85 D/D Ta. F 9. 1/2/1869
86 D/D Ta. F 8. 11/6/1868
87 D/D Ta. F 9. 6/1/1869
88  Ibid., F 9. 23/12/1868
89 D/D Ta. F 9. 14/12/1868
90 D/D Ta. F 6.  24/2/1869
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insufficient response. After several false starts the London and Essex Railway eventually 
opened a line to Brentwood in 1840, and this was extended to Colchester by 1843. Naturally 
many  branch  lines  were  opened  following  this,  the  whole  system  eventually  being 
controlled by the Great Eastern Railway Company. As has been already shown, the growth 
of the railways was very haphazard and many ventures soaked up money without showing 
much profit.  By the l860s the railway boom was well over, and many companies found 
themselves  in  difficulties.  Henry's  practical  and  financial  interest  in  the  Great  Eastern 
showed itself in his diaries, for he attended a number of the Company's meetings. His first 
entry relating to this is in early 1868, 

“. .  . meeting of the G.E.R. – new directors appointed, Viscount Cranborne, Watkin etc. 
Great hopes expressed of improvement, but, I doubt it. I have seen so many new Boards.”91 

Essex Railways 1839 - 1882

The Watkin referred to was Edward Watkin,  one of the most influential  British railway 
magnates at that time, and a previous President of the Grand Trunk Railway of Canada. He 
was rather a controversial figure, and has been described as crafty and unscrupulous. Under 
these circumstances it was not surprising that a day or two later Henry wrote: 

91  D/D Ta. F 8. 3/1/1868
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“. . . it seems doubtful if Mr. Watkin will serve the objects on account of there being 
opposition at the meeting - altogether not very hopeful, and the stock does not rise, 
but rather the contrary.”92

Just  two days  later,  such  was  Watkin's  influence,  “G.E.  stock  down 2% -  most  1ikely 
because of Mr Watkin's refusal.” 93 Mid-January brought a note of hope:

“Lord Cranborne made Chairman of G.E. and Mr. Turner Deputy Chairman. Now we 
shall see what they will be able to do – stock much the same.”94

but by February 10th:

Mr. Moseley, Gen. Manager of G. E. R. has resigned. He has been there twenty-four 
years. It is proposed to give him £500 a year. Mr. Swarbrick succeeds. I believe the 
affair to be as hopeless as ever.”95

However, things took a turn for the better in late February, for Henry was able to write: 

“Mr.  Watkin has  consented  to  sit  at  the  G.  Eastern Board  for  a  time.  I  think  I 
recognised him at the meeting yesterday. Mr. Moseley is to have his retiring pension 
of £500 a year. Two officials from the L.N.W. are looking over the permanent way 
and rolling stock. I should like to see their report.”96

Mr. Moseley was fortunate indeed to be given such a handsome golden handshake, quite a 
considerable sum in mid-Victorian times. By April 4th, Henry was able to write "The G.E.R. 
stock is going up a good deal – it is now above 33 – I hope it indicates an improvement in  
their prospects.”97 Things were certainly moving, for a month later: 

“To meeting of G.E.R. at Cannon St. 3 meetings one after the other – 2 of preference, 
and 1 of ordinary holders. Marquis of Salisbury in the chair – Directors authorised to 
raise 3,000,000 in debentures, but nothing like that will really be wanted.”98

By the following August the G.E.R. stock had risen to 40½ – a great improvement, though 
still alarmingly below par. By February 1869 the Great Eastern had a balance for the half-
year, though they did not propose a dividend, while in August of that year Henry was able to 
note  “G.E.R.  have  a  dividend  of  ¼%  this  time,  and  are  to  go  on  vigorously  with 
extensions.”99 That  the  Great  Eastern was continuing with a  more satisfactory  policy  is 
evident by the fact that by February 1870 the dividend was 1%, though Henry remarked 
ruefully “I had expected it would be more.”100 

92 D/D Ta. F 8. 7/1/1868.
93 Ibid.,   9/1/1868
94 Ibid.,   17/1/1868
95 Ibid.,   10/2/1868
96 D/D Ta. F 8. 26/2/1868
97 Ibid.,   4/4/1868
98 Ibid.,   2/5/1868
99 D/D Ta. F 6. 2/8/1868
100 D/D Ta. F 6. 4/2/1870
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By this  date the idea of  moving the Great Eastern terminus from Bishopsgate to 
Liverpool Street was being considered, thereby making it a junction with the Metropolitan 
line. This latter line is of especial interest, as it was the first city underground line in the 
world. It was finally agreed to in 1859, after much debate. Earlier Booth, who was Joint 
Permanent Secretary to the Board of Trade at that time, (the body which since 1851 had 
again taken over the responsibility of the railways which it had earlier relinquished), had 
protested that  he  “never.  contemplated the  possibility  of  our  sanctioning the  making of 
railways under the streets of London.”101 Even in those days, however,  London was not 
without its traffic problems. Its streets were thronged with horse drawn vehicles of various 
kinds.  As  early  as  1850 there  were  3,000  omnibuses  on  the  London  streets,  while  the 
popularity  of  the  Hansom  cabs,  introduced  in  the  1830s  added  considerably  to  the 
congestion. Also the Great Western terminus at Paddington was somewhat remote in its 
westerly situation and a link with central London was seen to be desirable. The new line 
envisaged would link Paddington to King's Cross. The project proved very costly, in some 
cases rising to £100 a yard, no small sum in mid-Victorian days. Much of this high cost was 
due to the fact that people were quick to put in claims for damages if their buildings on or 
near the route showed the slightest signs of subsidence or cracking, causing Edward Watkin 
to comment on the allegedly cracked walls of a chapel as being papered with bank-notes! 
Backed by the Great Western Railway, the Metropolitan Railway opened in 1863, and the 
following information was printed on posters:- 

Opening of the Metropolitan Railway,
Saturday, January 10th, 1863. 

All trains are first, second and third class.
 Route taken, Farringdon Street to 

Paddington, and vice versa. 
Weekdays and Sundays. 

Farringdon Street, King's Cross, Gower Street, 
Portland Road, Baker Street, Edgware Road, 

Bishop’s Road, Paddington. 

Fare from Farringdon Street to Paddington. 
Single. 6d. 1st. Class. 4d. 2nd. Class. 3d. 3rd. Class.

Return. 9d. 1st. Class. 6d. 2nd. Class. 4d. 3rd. Class.102

So began a new mode of travel for the Londoner. Although rather less than four miles 
long, the new railway reflected the forward-looking attitude of the 1860s. The carriages 
were far superior to any in use on the main lines at that time, and were lit by coal gas . The 
success of the underground railway was immediate, with a daily average of almost 30,000 
passengers during the first three weeks, and extensions were at once considered. Near the 
end of 1868 Henry wrote:
101 Henry Parris, Government and the Railways in Nineteenth Century Britain p. 152. 
102 Poster seen in an antique shop in Dorset (Curiosity Shop, St. Alban Street, Weymouth.)
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“. . .  walked to look at new station at Latymer Road, which will tend to improve that 
dismal neighbourhood but at present the access to it is horrible.”103 

       
Doré's drawing of the Metropolitan Railway (London in the 1870s)

Soon the Metropolitan District (or District, as it came to be called) opened an extension 
from South Kensington to Westminster, and Henry noted: 

“The  line  was  opened  from Brompton  to  Westminster last  week.  The  station  at 
Westminster is in a very unfinished state at present, and we have fewer trains than we 
had - only about every ten minutes now.”104

In fact the District and Metropolitan lines proved unfriendly neighbours, which is not 
surprising when one reads in Henry's diary for late 1869:
 

“The Metropolitan District traffic compares very badly with the Metropolitan. The 
former take about £700 a week on 3½ miles, the latter £7,000 on about 7. It was a 
great mistake not to finish the main line into the City, before making the Kensington 
branches, which at present are hardly any use.”105

Henry early saw the need, along with many of his contemporaries, for a 'circle' line, 
for in late 1869 he wrote: 

“What is really wanted would be a service of trains from Broad Street by N. London, 
W. London, S. London and E. London right round to Broad Street again. This might 
easily  be  made  to  connect  every  line  entering  London  except  perhaps  Great 
Northern.”106

It must here be remembered that Liverpool Street Station was not in use until 1874. In fact 
the  idea  of  a  circle  line  met  with  opposition,  and was  rejected  in  March  1870  by  the 

103  D/D Ta. F 9. 21/12/1868
104 Ibid., 1/1/1869
105 D/D Ta. F 6. 8/12/1869
106 D/D Ta. F 6. 20/12/1869
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Commons in  favour  of  a  line  to  Mansion House.  Fortunately  the  House  of  Lords,  still 
powerful in Parliamentary matters, refused to pass this rejection, and would not allow the 
proposed alternative to be carried out. Henry wrote: 

“. . .  so they mean the inner circle to go on, and I think they are quite right. It never  
could be made if the Mansion House line were made and I have little doubt it will be 
made one day, when capital and confidence are less scarce.”107

This last comment is one of great significance, for it shows that the first chill winds of the 
economic depression, which was to blight the last quarter of the century, had begun to be 
felt. In fact the Inner Circle was not completed until 1884, but in the meantime there spread 
an ever-increasing network of railway lines under the busy streets of London, a way of 
travelling which even today plays an important part in many people's lives.

Not  content  with  these  innovations,  other  methods  of  transport  were  being 
considered. In late 1869 Henry wrote: 

“The [railway] schemes for next session are but few and of little consequence, though 
more than last. Tramways more in favour than anything else.”108

The idea of horse drawn trams had been introduced to this country by an American in 1860, 
but owing to an unwise choice of both track and areas of operation they were discontinued. 
They were again introduced in 1870 with a more acceptable form of track and proved very 
successful, for they could carry far more people than a horse omnibus and the cost of the 
operation was little more. Also the initial cost was obviously far below that required for a 
railway.  Owing to  the  fear  of  even greater  traffic  congestion they  were  not  allowed to 
operate in central London. 

It can be seen from this chapter that the railways, along with other forms of transport, 
were  becoming  increasingly  important  in  the  life  of  the  general  populace.  This  was 
especially true of London, a rapidly growing nucleus at the heart of a great empire. The City 
of London at that time has been described as “the financial centre of the world.” 109 Once 
more the mid-Victorian years saw the coming of new ideas and new methods. The world's 
first city underground railway system, the introduction of horse-drawn trams, an awareness 
of the need for far more bridges over the Thames – Lambeth, Westminster and Blackfriars 
bridges were all opened in the 1860s, replacing where necessary the outdated wooden ones 
with iron – and much new building. All these things meant a new way of living for many. 
The age of the commuter was well under way. But of equal importance was the increasing 
intervention of the State. Even horse-drawn buses were subjected in 1867 to the minor but 
significant restriction of setting down and picking up their passengers on the left hand side 
of the road only. Of major consequence was the Railway Regulation Act of 1868, which 
changed the course of railway history over the whole country, and at last brought some sort 
of order out of what had been becoming disordered chaos. 

107 Ibid., 1/6/1870
108 D/D Ta. F 9. 8/12/1869
109 Sir Charles Petrie, The Victorians p. 18.
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Chapter 5

Education
The  mid-Victorian  years  were  of  the  greatest  importance  in  the  history  of  English 
elementary education, for at last the State felt it must play a leading part in its organisation. 
The rapidly growing industrialisation of other countries, especially America and Germany, 
the  constant  agitation  for  a  wider  franchise  and  the  awareness  of  a  largely  illiterate 
population  which  was  increasing  very  rapidly,  brought  economic,  political  and  social 
pressures to bear on the question. Voluntary bodies, mainly The British and Foreign Schools 
Society and  the  National  Society,  both  founded  in  the  early  part  of  the  century,  were 
eventually helped by a state grant, and did much to educate 'the masses', but many felt that 
too much emphasis was laid on religious instruction and also that the facilities offered could 
not keep pace with the needs of an increasingly industrial nation and the rapid growth of the 
urban areas.

In 1839 a Committee of Council on Education was set up. Lord John Russell, in a 
memorandum to Lord Lansdowne, explained that Queen Victoria was deeply concerned at 
the “want of instruction which is still observable among the poorer classes . . .” and that  
enquiries had shown “a deficiency in the general Education of the People which is not in 
accordance with the character of a Civilised and Christian Nation.”110 Dr. Kay, later Kay-
Shuttleworth, became the Secretary of this Committee. If a responsible and suitable person 
or body of people were able to put up two-thirds of the capital cost of a school, the State  
would find the rest  of the money needed,  subject  to the right  to send inspectors to the  
school. 

The development of this system of inspection under Lowe was the cause of much 
controversy in the 1860s. Lowe is still looked on by many in the educational field as being a 
man who introduced a pernicious system of inspection resulting in the cramming of pupils 
with the selected subjects, to the neglect of many others, a system which did nothing but 
harm. The work Lowe did for education, however, should be seen in its true context. He had 
the  typical  outlook  of  the  mid-Victorian  period,  when  'self-help'  was  thought  to  be  all 
important. This meant that many people felt that the higher paid artisans could and should 
arrange for some sort of schooling for their children. That many did so is shown by the fact 
that in 1861 one member of the Newcastle Commission reported that he had failed to find “a 
moderately respectable man, making 12s. a week or upwards, who did not send his children 
to school.”111 

The children of the middle-classes and the well-to-do were already catered for after 
the fashion of the day. Tutors, governesses, private schools, grammar schools and public 
schools  all  played  their  part.  Many  of  the  latter,  like  Cheltenham,  Marlborough  and 
110 English Historical Documents 1833-1874, p. 852
111 English Historical Documents 1833-1874, p. 833
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Wellington,  were founded in the 1840s and l850s,  offering an education more suited to 
middle-class requirements than the classical curricula used by the older established schools. 
Thus it was the poorer children who obviously needed the attention of those in authority. 
The 1861 Newcastle Report on popular education stated that “not more than one fourth of 
the children receive a good education,” and added: 

“We have been obliged to come to the conclusion that the instruction given . . . has 
been too exclusively adapted to the elder scholars to the neglect of the younger ones . 
.” 112

Lowe saw the need for directing more effort towards raising the educational standards of the 
younger pupils in the voluntary and charity schools. However, his outlook was such that he 
was no believer in democracy. He believed in the rule of the most able, and took it for  
granted that working class children should leave school in their very early teens and start 
work. England, the 'workshop of the world', must have labour for her factories. Under Lowe 
the Revised Code was brought in in 1861, containing the controversial 'payments by results' 
clause, whereby the existing system of inspection was extended to include examinations in 
reading,  writing and arithmetic.  On the basis  of these examinations payments would be 
made to the schools. As Lowe stated at the time: 

“Our object is to secure, as far as possible, that the attention of the master shall not be 
confined to the upper class of his school, but shall be given to the whole.”113

Under the system of ‘payment by results’ rote learning of the ‘three Rs’ became widespread, 
but at least a much larger proportion of the poorer population learnt to read, write and do 
arithmetic to some extent. The long term effects may have been deplorable but the short 
term effects were of some benefit.  It must be remembered that the Reform Act of 1867 
extending the franchise was still six years in the future, and Lowe was aware that a greatly 
increased expenditure on education 'for the masses' would be far from popular. Under the 
Revised Code more children were taught at a reduced cost, which followed the Newcastle 
Report's recommendation that “the present expenditure may be controlled and regulated,” 
and “the general attainment of a greater degree of elementary knowledge may be secured 
than is acquired at present.”114

By 1868 the general feeling concerning national elementary education had changed. 
Pressure from the working classes themselves had been apparent from the early part of the 
nineteenth century. The writings of Richard Carlile, who advocated the teaching of more 
science and less religion, the writings of Thomas Hodgskin and William Thompson and the 
practical examples of Robert Owen all reinforced the growing belief amongst the working 
class that universal  education was their  right.  The Hampden Clubs in the north tried to 
provide some sort of education, and later the Chartist movement, whose primary aim was 
the extension of the vote, was involved in setting up schools, seeing education as a key 
factor to political progress. 

112 English Historical Documents 1833-1874, p. 893
113 C. Duke, British Journal of Educational Studies Vol. XIV. NO.1. Nov. 1965. 'Robert Lowe, A Reappraisal' p. 21. 
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The Reform Bill of 1867, giving the vote to the majority of the workers in the towns, 
was the real turning point in the history of English education, coupled with the awareness 
that England's industrial supremacy was passing, and that voluntary systems of elementary 
education were not keeping pace with what was required.  Thus political,  economic and 
social forces all came together and the chief question concerned with state education ceased 
to  be  “When?”  but  became  instead  “How?”.  The  Established  Church feared  that  state 
education might consider Religious Instruction of little account, while most reformers felt 
there  was  far  too  much  emphasis  on  religion in  voluntary  schools  already.  Some 
compromise had to be found. 

It  was against  this  background that  Henry Tabor wrote  his  comments  concerning 
education  during  1868  to  1870.  Early  in  1868  he  wrote  “.  .  interesting  reports  of  the 
Education Conference  at  Manchester.  Great  support  given  to  Mr.  Bruce's  bill,  and 
encouragement to make it extensive and compulsory.”115 Manchester, like Birmingham, had 
for many years been an important centre for the movement towards national elementary 
education. The Conference at Manchester was convened by the Manchester Education Bill 
Committee, a body formed through the Manchester Education Aid Society following the 
passing of a resolution in December 1866 to the effect

“. . that in the opinion of this meeting it is desirable to make complete provision for 
the primary instruction of the children of the poorer classes by means of local rates, 
under  local  administration,  with  legal  power,  in  cases  of  neglect,  to  enforce 
attendance at school.”116

The Bill was promoted but not passed, the Derby-Disraeli government being reluctant to do 
anything which would “disturb the denominational system which they believed to be the 
keystone of the education of this Country.”117 The Conference mentioned by Henry was 
attended by many national as well as local educationalists, including H. A. Bruce and W. E. 
Forster, Bruce being the President of the Conference. Soon afterwards Henry noted “. . . a  
meeting of clergy at Tunbridge Wells to oppose Mr. Bruce etc. on education.”118

The question of  whether  Dissenters,  hitherto barred from Oxford and Cambridge
universities, should now be accepted was another point of hot debate at this time. Henry 
mentioned “A letter from a lot of Oxford Dons to the Archbishop of Canterbury, entreating 
him to oppose in every way the admission of Dissenters.”119 In fact they were admitted from 
1871. 

Towards the end of March 1868 Henry wrote:

“The Education Bill is brought in in the Lords. As I have always expected it is merely 
a tinkering of the present system, but has some good things in it.”120

115 D/D Ta. F 8. 17/1/1868
116 S. E. Maltby Manchester and the Movement for National Elementary Education p. 106. 
117 Ibid., p. 107
118 D/D Ta. F 8. 30/1/1868. 
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The Bill here mentioned was one brought in by the Duke of Marlborough, concurrent with 
the Manchester Committee's Bill in the Commons. Both Bills were withdrawn in late June, 
for  it  became clear  that  the  fall  of  the  government  was  imminent.  The  election  in  the 
autumn, following the resignation through illness of Lord Derby and the brief ministry of 
Disraeli, allowed workers in the towns to vote for the first time. Gladstone was returned at 
the head of a Liberal government, and great changes were not only expected but possible. 
Education was more than ever to the fore and in December following Henry wrote:

“The Spectator has an article on Education and advocates Government inspection 
being confined to secular learning, and one set of inspectors for all schools which 
would be a step in the right direction at any rate.”121

One of the first Bills brought in concerned with education was the Endowed Schools 
Bill, which: 

“.  .  .  carries  out,  most  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners,  and  may 
perhaps pass, shorn of some of its best provisions, but the evils lie beyond the reach 
of any legislation that is probable or possible at, present.”122

The Endowed Schools Act was passed in 1869, and though complete reorganisation under 
State  control  was  not  carried  out,  three  Commissioners  were  appointed with  very  wide 
powers to work along the lines suggested by the Taunton Commission. So zealous were they 
during the next four years that they roused considerable resentment, resulting in a Select 
Committee being appointed to enquire into their activities! 

Meanwhile the controversies about national elementary education continued to rage, 
especially round the question of religious instruction. In November Henry wrote: 

“The  Spectator is  still  very  unsatisfactory  about  the  education  question,  though 
hardly as bad as it was. It has a hankering after “denominationalism”, though too 
Liberal  to  go  in  for  it  thoroughly,  and  talks  weakly  about  a  “strong  conscience 
clause,” which it must know the clergy will never accept, and what sort of protection 
is that to those who are far too ignorant ever to know of its existence, and far too 
timid and helpless ever to avail themselves of it if they did. But that is hardly the vital 
point at all. “Denominationalism” means the deepening and perpetuation of religious 
differences and antagonisms, and the unsectarian plan tends to obliterate and weaken 
them.”123

As  usual,  Henry  was  following  the  radical  line  of  thought  and  like  so  many  of  his 
contemporaries he could see only too well the difficulties of the situation. 

By  1870  there  were  at  least  two  organisations  agitating  for  educational  reform, 
bringing real pressure on the government. The chief of these organisations were the National 
121 D/D Ta. F 9. 19/12/1868
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Education League, having its origin and headquarters in Birmingham, and the Manchester 
Education Bill Committee, which has already been mentioned. In January 1870 Henry noted 
that Bright, who had been speaking in Birmingham, “seems to incline towards the League,” 
and went on to write: 

“The League lay it down quite as an axiom that compulsion implies free schools, but 
this I cannot see. If the parent can afford to pay, he might be made to pay; if not, he 
must be excused, just as in the case of maintaining a relative, or Lunatic, and besides 
setting up free schools must destroy the existing ones, which seems hardly fair after 
helping  them into  existence.  The  scheme  of  the  Manchester  Committee (not  the 
Union) would support even the existing schools partly by rates, allowing them to be 
managed as they are now, but this seems unfair; if the ratepayers are to pay, they 
must at least have a share in the management. The fairest and simplest thing would 
seem to be to set up the rate supported school where it is needed, and let it compete 
on fair terms with the others. But even that would lead to all sorts of difficulties,  
where one part of a parish was sufficiently provided for and another not. There is in 
fact no way out of the present mess, and it is more and more to be regretted that the 
present most unsatisfactory system was ever allowed to come into existence.”124

As  can  be  seen,  there  was  some  disunity  between  the  various  organisations 
advocating national  elementary  education.  In  essence,  The Birmingham League and the 
Manchester Committee agreed on the need for compulsory provision of schools and local 
rates being levied, with local management and compulsory attendance. Where they differed 
was over the question of religious instruction. The Birmingham League wanted schools to 
be free and unsectarian, though they would allow existing voluntary and charity schools 
offering free education and a conscience clause over religious instruction to receive two-
thirds of the cost from the government. 

The  National  Education  Union was  formed  to  combat  the  influence  of  the 
Birmingham League, and was well supported by the Established Church. Among its aims 
were: 

“. . to counteract the efforts of the Birmingham League and others advocating secular 
instruction only . . . to thwart the attempts of those who have threatened continued 
action against Parliamentary Grant to existing Denominational Schools, and to secure 
the return as Members of Parliament of those who are friends of Religious Education, 
the maintenance of the Bible, and definite religious teaching.” 125

Towards the end of January 1870 W. E. Forster, Vice-President of the Committee of Privy 
Council on Education, gave indications that an Education Bill would shortly be introduced. 
Feelings were running high and

“Meetings in support of the Education League are being held in most large towns, but 
one cannot tell how much real agreement with it they indicate. There seems a most 

124 D/D Ta. F 6.13/1/1870
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unnecessary amount of antagonism and ill-feeling in the matter, which need not be at 
all. But if Mr. Forster thinks that he is going to please everybody at once with his bill, 
he is very much mistaken. It seems to be thought by many that it will leave things 
very much as they are, and be in fact a timid affair. Anyhow it will be difficult to 
make any real impression upon the rural districts, and get things out of the present 
groove; and even in many towns there will be the greatest apathy.”126

At last on February 17th  1870 Forster introduced the Elementary Education Bill. That same 
evening Henry wrote: 

“In evening to National Education League meeting at St. James' Hall. Sir C. Dilke in 
chair - Sir H. Hoare, Morrison, Captain S. Osborn etc . . . Dilke gave a sketch of the 
Government Bill,  which had just been brought in that evening, and on the whole 
approved it, though objecting strongly to one or two things, chiefly the provision that 
the 11 school boards may do what they like in the matter of religion. To this he 
promised strong opposition, and he will have plenty to support him. I should hope it 
will be given up; they ought, I think, to be confined to one of 3 courses, either to let  
the Bible be read without note or comment, or to have in addition to that, “the Creed, 
the Lord's  Prayer,  and the Ten Commandments in the vulgar tongue,” or to have 
nothing of the kind at all as part of the regular school work, but to let the clergy or 
lay helpers teach whatever they please at certain hours, only those attending whose 
parents so desire. But they cannot safely be trusted with any further discretion in the 
matter. 

“It will be difficult to make these school boards do anything in some districts, as they 
are to be for each parish separately appointed by the vestry. This I think a mistake, 
though there is a power to combine small parishes, and also for Govt. to act if the 
local authority will not. There will be a Conscience Clause for all aided schools; but 
that  is  not  enough.  I  hoped  for  some  plan  whereby  the  present  schools  might 
gradually  and  peaceably  develop  into  a  better  shape,  and  form part  of  the  new 
system,  but  there  is  no  provision  for  this;  where  there  is  no  deficiency  of 
accommodation, nothing will be done. However, the Bill is altogether as good as I 
expected. The Times supports it very warmly, and I can hardly see what the “Union” 
party can find to object to in it; they have already quite made up their minds that  
there must be a Conscience Clause. So that it may perhaps come nearer to pleasing 
everybody than I thought possible. I think it will have more opposition in detail from 
the League, or anti-denominational party, than from the other.  It  is not to go into 
Committee till after Easter, so that its most serious danger is one of time.”127

By the end of February Henry was writing: 

“I fear the Education Bill will pass without the amendments that it needs - Govt. will 
be supported in all its objectionable proposals by the Whole Opposition strength - but 
they may perhaps shrink from disgusting their own supporters.”128
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Ten  days  later  “A large  deputation  from  the  League  was  waited  on  Govt.  about  the 
Education Bill but  I  fear  without  much  result.”129 However,  the  League  had  a  fervent 
champion in its chairman, George Dixon, a Member of Parliament for Birmingham, and he 
moved the amendment:

“That this House is of the opinion that no measure for the elementary education of 
the  people  will  afford  a  satisfactory  or  permanent  settlement  which  leaves  the 
question of religious instruction in schools supported by public funds and rates to be 
determined by local authorities.”130

Following on this Henry wrote: 

“The  Education debate  has  been  very  interesting  –  Mr.  Dixon did  move  his 
amendment, but I hope will not divide upon – I trust some reasonable compromise 
may be arrived at in committee – the agitation increases, and petitions come in like a 
snow storm . . . But committee is a land of surprises, as we know from old Reform 
bill days, especially when parties are disorganised, as on this question they are, so 
one cannot foresee how they will settle it.”131

Two days later Henry was able to write: 

“. . . Gladstone seemed disposed to make at least 2 valuable concessions, the ‘time’ 
conscience clause and also the right of the minority to have religious instruction of 
their own at certain hours, if the majority have it from the master . . . I now prefer (in 
theory at least) the real unsectarian plan . . . yet I can easily see that in practice there 
will be less opportunity for unfairness if each sect has its own distinct time, and it is  
quite as much according to the principle of equality, as Roman Catholics and even 
Jews might avail  themselves of it,  while they probably would not approve of the 
other.”132

Henry felt that the real difficulties arose in rural areas, where the schools, if any, had 
usually been established by the church. He was reluctant to see this monopoly continued. 
Towards the end of March he went

“. .  in evening to National Education League meeting at St  James'  Hall.  Mill,  A. 
Trollope, Dixon, Fawcett etc.  spoke. Many of them seemed much more “secular” 
than I liked, but the speeches were on the whole very good; especially Mill's, which 
The Times found great fault with. It was entirely on the religious question, and he at 
all events cannot be accused of sectarian jealousy.”133

In April there was a conference of M.P.s and schoolmasters, but by the end of the month: 
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“There is quite a lull on the education question – a few meetings here and there – few 
seem  to  understand  where  and  how  the  real  difficulty  is,  viz.  in  the  country 
districts.”134 

A month later “All waiting at present to see what the new proposals of Govt. will be.”135 In 
early June Henry recorded: 

“The Govt. amendments . . .  are printed, and do not please me at all – nothing but the 
“timetable conscience clause,” which I care little about – also provisions for electing 
the school boards by ballot, which are worth little. Elect them as you like, they will 
still really mean the squire and the parson in most of the parishes. They have not 
granted the really valuable thing, the exclusion of catechisms and formularies from 
the rate-built schools . . . The League are moving again – but it is to be hoped Govt. 
will yield in Committee – at least the point I have mentioned.”136

It must have been with a certain amount of relief that Henry wrote a fortnight later: 

“The Education Bill came on last night, and Govt. have at last made a really valuable 
concession  –  they  have  accepted  Cowper  Temple's  amendment  –  excluding 
catechisms etc. from the rate supported schools. On the other hand they exclude all 
existing and so called “voluntary” schools from all aid from the rates, proposing to 
increase the Govt.  grants instead. This  last will  be much objected to,  and I think 
justly, as a sort of extension of the denominational system . . . It is indeed a difficult 
question. Gladstone seems to have taken the matter in his own hands – poor Mr. 
Forster has made rather a mess of it. His idea of getting over the religion difficulty so 
easily was most unfortunate, and will be a hindrance to him for some time. Govt. do 
not seem at all up to leading public opinion, but rather servilely to follow it – in that I 
am rather disappointed in them.”137 

A rather disillusioned Henry wrote towards the end of June “I think the Bill will hardly pass 
this year,” adding that: 

“The real divergence of opinion i.e. for or against the denominational system, begins 
to come out more clearly, but I am quite disheartened about the whole matter.”138

Five days later the Education Bill was “in Committee at last” and 

“.  .  .  a  deputation  of  working men waited on  Forster  on the  Education Bill.  He 
warmly repudiated any compact with Irish members or priests or anybody on that 
point, and said, as Gladstone did in the debate, that the bill, as originally brought in 
and much more now was less denominational than the Irish system now is and could 
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not therefore tend to make the Irish system more so.”139 

The  Education Bill finally  became  law  in  August  1870.  It  was  of  necessity  a 
compromise and the elementary schools were left with a dual system of organisation. Grants 
to church schools, which were to be left as they were, were to be increased. Provision was 
made for locally elected school boards to levy a rate for education, to build schools where 
these were lacking, to provide teachers, and to enforce compulsory attendance on children 
under thirteen if they thought fit to do so. In these State schools “No religious catechism or 
religious formulary which is distinctive of any particular denomination” was to be taught.140 

In fact, the school boards were left to decide whether any religious instruction was to be 
given at all. School attendance was not made entirely compulsory until 1880, and there was 
no free elementary education for all until 1891, though parents who could not afford fees – 
often only 2d or so a week – were exempted from payment.

The path to national elementary education had proved a thorny one, and it left many 
Liberals with  a  feeling  that  Gladstone's  ministry  had  failed  them.  Their  high  hopes  of 
sweeping reforms had been dimmed. The Education Act had only been passed with the help 
of votes from the Conservatives, for many Radical and Nonconformist Liberal M.P.s had 
hoped,  like  Henry,  for  a  solution  which  looked  less  favourably  on  the  denominational
schools. It is interesting to read Henry's comments three years later. He mentions the passing 
of the Irish Land Act of 1870, and goes on to write: 

“The Liberal government was then about at its zenith of power, and just after that 
began to decline. The Education Act was then passing and that was the first thing that 
began to undermine their power, and to cause divisions in the party, not yet healed 
alas! From that time on the decline of Liberalism, or the Conservative reaction, has 
been going on almost without a check. Election after election has been lost, no seat 
seems safe, while such a thing as contesting a Conservative seat is never dreamt of. 
What will be the results of the general election?”

Henry had good reason for his pessimism, for Disraeli was returned to power in 1874, but in 
spite of the controversy the Education Act of 1870 had marked an important change in the 
educational system. As in so many other spheres of mid-Victorian life, the State at last felt it 
must take on greater responsibility. The days of ‘self-help’ were coming to an end, albeit 
slowly. A turning point had once again been reached during this remarkable span of a few 
years. 
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Chapter 6

The Political Scene
At the time that Henry Tabor began his series of diaries in January 1868 the political scene 
was one of particular interest. The Reform Bill of 1867, granting franchise to nearly all adult 
males in the towns, was soon to be put to the test, and no one knew quite what effect this  
would have.  Some one million voters  had been added to the electoral  lists,  making the 
working class voters in the majority in the towns. A century ago this concession towards 
universal  male suffrage must  indeed have seemed 'a  leap in  the dark'.  The pressure for 
electoral reform had been mounting for some years, Bright being one of its chief advocates. 
The working class movements were becoming once again militant, no doubt recalling the 
earlier struggles of the Chartists. The victory of the democratic Northern States of America 
over the South also had its effect. In addition the unification of Italy – in which Garibaldi 
had played such a great part, had made him a hero in the eyes of the British people, and his 
visit to England in 1864 was greeted with great enthusiasm by the general populace. That 
same year the International Working Men's Association was formed, bringing many trades 
unionists  into  contact  with  other  democratic  movements  abroad.  One  of  those  who 
supported the Association was George Odger, Secretary of the London Trades Council, who 
was to give Henry Tabor much food for thought when he was suggested as a working man's 
candidate for Henry's constituency of Chelsea in the 1868 election. 

Henry,  with his  radical  outlook,  was very sympathetic  towards  the  working class 
movements. In February 1868 he went to a lecture at St. James' Hall 

“. . . on The Political Future of the Working Classes. Very interesting, and generally 
such as I could agree with – sound on the main points, education particularly, decided 
for compulsion. The audience mainly composed of working men very enthusiastic – 
and very intelligent, appreciating everything in a moment.”141

The government at this time was under Lord Derby as Prime Minister and Disraeli as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and Leader of the House of Commons. On February 18th Henry 
wrote: 

“Lord Derby is seriously ill. The Times gives a sort of biography of him in a leading 
article as if he were already dead, and considers him so politically.  The Spectator 
thinks Disraeli should be Premier, that the reality and semblance of power should go 
together.”142

Two days later: 
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“Lord Derby rather better - nothing about his resigning yet. The party very angry 
with The Times for being in such a hurry to write his biography, and lay him on the 
shelf.”143

There was some justification for  The Times hasty action, however, for only six days later 
Henry wrote: 

“Lord Derby has resigned, and Disraeli is to be Prime Minister! This would have 
seemed strange indeed even a year ago. I cannot help feeling surprised now that it is 
really come.”144 

On March 5th Henry noted: 

“Good articles in Spectator on Disraeli. The Times swinging about without rudder or 
compass, prepared to veer round at any moment, or advocate anything that seems 
likely to pass. Disraeli must be a statesman after its own heart – they are just alike.”145

This comment is really a reference to the antagonism felt by many against Disraeli  over the 
Reform Bill passed the previous year. In 1865, after the death of Palmerston, Lord Russell 
had become Prime Minister, with Gladstone the Leader of the Commons. When Gladstone 
introduced a  reform bill  extending the  franchise  there  was dissension amongst  his  own 
party, and these rebels, of whom Lowe was one, joined forces with the Conservatives. The 
Russell government resigned in June 1866 and the Derby-Disraeli ministry began. A few 
months later a Reform Bill was passed which went even further than the one which was  
defeated. Cranborne, later Lord Salisbury, considered Disraeli's action “a political betrayal 
that has no parallel in our parliamentary annals.”146 It is fair to say, however, that Disraeli 
had earlier made some attempt to extend the franchise in 1859. In the sixties he was astute 
enough to sense the mood of the Country and saw an opportunity for causing a set-back to 
the Whigs and then forwarding the cause of his own party. 

The  English  gentleman's  pastime  of  'writing  a  letter  to  The  Times'  had  already 
become a recognised occupation, for on March 7th there was 

“. . a letter from Disraeli to The Times contradicting a speech of Lord Russell in the 
House of Lords showing his inconsistencies – He cannot get out of this, that he was 
for years leading, justifying, arguing for resistance while all the time he was planning 
surrender. Who addressed the electors of Bucks. congratulating them and himself on 
having successfully resisted all reductions of the franchise? Who invented the term 
“degradation of the franchise”? Who has degraded it lower than ever was proposed 
before? But fancy Peel or Palmerston writing to the papers in self-defence.”147 

Disraeli's somewhat underhand action must have rankled, for two months later Henry again 
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referred to it:

“The most amusing thing in the whole world would be to take the Reform Debates of 
1866 in  one  hand,  and  the  Reform Act  of  1867 in  the  other  and read  one  as  a 
commentary on the other. Every principle which D. and the party maintained should 
not be in a Reform Bill is embodied in that Act.”148 

In spite of Disraeli's political manoeuvre the government was soon in trouble, and in 
early April Henry commented "There was an idea that Govt. would resign – but they soon 
decided not to do that, what they will do and how it will end I cannot tell.”149 A week later 
he wrote “I do not think Govt. will resign, till forced, but tide it over somehow till the new 
Parliament."150 This rather unsatisfactory state of affairs continued over the next few weeks, 
Henry noting in early May: 

“It appears Disraeli offered the Queen the alternative, dissolution or resignation, and 
she (unwisely I think) chose the former – either with the old constituencies or the 
new ones and then proposed to manage so that there should be a dissolution next 
November. But I do not believe it can be done - I think in a few weeks they will come 
to a dead-lock, and be forced to resign or dissolve at once, in which case they will  
probably do the latter . . . There are reasons why it is better they should keep in,  a  
better Liberal Govt. can be formed when it is seen what the New Parliament is like; 
but on the other hand the present situation is intolerable . . . Of course they pretend to 
be very confident that the country is really with them, and will give them a majority,  
which is quite unlikely . . .”151

The mention of a New Parliament is a reference to the new constituencies suggested 
under the Reform Act of the previous year. A Boundary Bill was already under review and 
by May 15th had been referred to a Select Committee, Henry noting rather anxiously that “it 
must be passed by the beginning of June to be of any use this year.”152 These boundary 
changes were of particular interest to Henry as the residential districts of South Kensington 
and his  own area  of  Notting  Hill,  along with the  more working-class  areas  of  Fulham, 
Hammersmith and Kensal Green, were to be combined with the borough of Chelsea to form 
a new two-member constituency with the large electorate of 30,000.  Henry felt  that  the 
Liberal party would probably benefit from the redistribution of boundaries, and his anxiety 
that the Bill should be passed was understandable after his comment a week earlier to the 
effect that “I believe we shall be in the midst of a general election in a few weeks.”153 In 
early June Henry pointed out that: 

“The  Govt.  would  never  have  got  into  this  awful  mess  about  the  boundaries  if 
Disraeli had not always made such a party question of it, hinting at some wonderful 
mysterious gain to be got out of it by the Tories, which of course excites suspicion 
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and opposition.”154

Two  days  later  there  were  “Preparations  for  election  –  candidates  coming  forward 
everywhere – the meeting at  Chelmsford was anything but amiable.”155 Henry's  concern 
about the Boundary Bill was increased in July when he wrote: 

“The Lords are trying to alter the Boundary Bill – but of course they would not 
succeed, but probably the real reason is to delay the registration and dissolution – I  
hope they will be disappointed in this, but unless the Bill is passed before the 20th 

everything is thrown into utter confusion.”156

Fortunately by July 15th the Boundary Bill became law. Henry, who had been watching 
political events with a keen interest, began to be somewhat disillusioned, for to him it was 

“. . . tolerably evident already that the new House of Commons will be very much 
like the old, . . . quite the old sort of candidates coming forward, and much too few of 
the better sort.”157

The whole system of parliamentary elections at  this  time was open to abuse and 
corruption. The actual process of voting was carried out without secrecy of any kind. The 
voter went to the polling booth, where he was asked his name and that of the candidate he 
supported, making it a simple matter for a candidate's agents to check, if they wished, on 
those over whom their master had any sort of power. It was a reckless man indeed who 
would vote against his employer's wishes, or against his own landlord; prudent shopkeepers 
would support their best customers. The elections might last for some days, with feelings 
running  high  between  rival  candidates  if  the  state  of  the  polls,  declared  at  intervals,  
indicated comparable results. Going into politics could prove quite an expense, for it was 
the usual practice for candidates to pay the fees required of voters following the 1832 Act, 
and for transport where necessary to take people to the polls. They were also responsible for  
the legal and administrative expenses of the election. Added to this some entertaining was 
expected  as  a  matter  of  course,  making the  whole  business  of  becoming a  Member  of 
Parliament very costly,  without the addition of bribery. Much corruption did take place, 
however, some examples being the auction of votes and paying voters ‘head money’.' In 
1868 a Bribery Bill was introduced to curb some of these offences. On July 21st. Henry 
wrote:
 

“The Bribery Bill makes slow progress, but it seems likely to pass and with one very 
good  provision,  making  the  necessary  expenses  of  election  payable  out  of 
rates . . .”158 

This suggestion proved unacceptable to many, and the government “succeeded in throwing 
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our  Mr.  Fawcett's  clause  about  election  expenses,  which  is  very  vexatious.”159 Henry 
summed up the situation when he wrote:

“The men of wealth have beaten the men of brains, and so I fear the new House will  
be too much like the old and with a less infusion of a better class of members than 
was hoped . . . I long to see this wretched Parliament done with and dissolved . . .”160

Henry was well aware of the faults in his own party too: 

“I  hope there  will  be  some change  in  London,  particularly  Marylebone which is 
vilely  represented by  2 wretched nominees  of  vestrydom, who thwart  everything 
good, and pander to the lowest prejudices of that ignoble class. If a Tory or two get in 
it  will  serve  the  Liberals right  for  their  folly  in  having  such  a  miserable  set  of 
representatives.”161

Henry's concern for a more democratic form of government led him to write “If the 
new electors do not make their influence felt it will be their own fault, and show that they do 
not care much about it. But, there is great danger of plutocracy.”162 Nevertheless it must be 
remembered that with a good deal of ignorance and illiteracy amongst the working classes, 
coupled with the  public  system of  voting already mentioned,  there  was  not  always  the 
opportunity for the new electorate to vote in the manner most desired by those who felt like 
Henry. 

It must have been with some relief that Henry wrote at the end of July: 

“The end of the most discreditable and unsatisfactory session there has been for many 
years has come at last; i.e.  – as far as the character of institutions and of men is 
concerned, . .”163 

His attention was now focussed on the coming autumn election. In early August, anxious to 
make sure his name was correctly on the voters’ list in the new constituency of Chelsea, 
Henry found that “The list of borough voters for Kensington is a volume of 250 pages with 
30 or 40 names on each – 8,000 or 9,000 in all; mine was there all right.”164 Henry was also 
interested  in  the  election  campaign  at  Bocking in  Essex,  where  his  parents  lived.  He 
commented that “At Bocking the overseers have inserted women on the list of new voters – 
no doubt the question will be decided somewhere once and for all.”165 No further reference 
was made to this by Henry, but he might well have been very surprised had he been told that  
women would have to wait another sixty years before they were allowed to vote on a parity 
with men.
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By August 26th Henry was obliged to start a new notebook, in which he undoubtedly 
kept a detailed record of the progress of the election campaign. To his great regret he left 
this second notebook on a train, and after attempts to trace it resigned himself to its loss. To 
the reader of Henry's diaries, however, this loss carries with it certain advantages, for he at 
once set about writing up in his third diary the events which had so recently taken place. His 
memory appears to have been excellent, and his account of what happened during election 
time in November can be read the more easily as it is written as a single sequence of events. 
It makes fascinating reading, and of special interest are his remarks about Charles Dilke and 
George Odger. Dilke was to become a very able Radical politician whose career was ruined 
by a divorce case in the 1880s. He had recently spent some time travelling in the United 
States, not long recovered from the Civil War, and elsewhere. He felt the English race had a 
great natural superiority over all others, and in the autumn of 1868 his book Greater Britain 
was published expounding this philosophy. Through this he corresponded with and later met 
John S. Mill, for whom he had a great admiration. During the 1868 election Dilke was a 
vigorous campaigner, speaking all over his constituency. He favoured the idea of a secret 
ballot,  triennial  parliaments,  the  payment  of  MPs,  and women's  suffrage.  In  Ireland he 
advocated the disestablishment of the church and land and parliamentary reforms. 

George  Odger's  association  with  the  London Trades  Council,  of  which  he  was 
secretary, has already been mentioned. Dilke's attitude to Odger was doubtless coloured by 
the fact that he was “a man of whom the highest opinion was entertained by Mr. Mill .”166 It 
is of great interest to read Henry's account, accompanied by his comments, concerning the 
choice  of  candidates  for  Chelsea.  Later,  Dilke  proved  to  be  one  of  Odger's  staunchest 
supporters at future by-elections. The final choice of Dilke and Sir Henry Hoare was no 
doubt influenced, as Henry suggested, by the fact that middle-class support was unlikely to 
be given to a working-class candidate and the later  by-elections proved this  to be true. 
Hoare's previous experience as a member for Windsor and the fact that Dilke's family house 
in Sloane Street was in the Chelsea division were merely additional reasons. 

Polling in Chelsea took place on November 18th.  Hoare's views at this time were 
almost  as  radical  as  Dilke's.  The  two  Conservative opponents  were  C.  F.  Freake,  a 
Kensington contractor,  called  W.  H.  Russell,  who  had  become  well  known  as  a 
correspondent of The Times in the Crimea. The result of the election was a decisive victory 
for the Liberals, with Dilke gaining nearly 200 votes more than Hoare. In the light of these 
facts it is interesting to read Henry's comments:

“While  in  Scotland I  saw in the  papers  an announcement,  that  Odger was to  be 
brought forward, which I thought very unwise, and giving the Tories a much better 
chance by  dividing  the  Liberals.  Soon after  my return I  wrote  to  Gilbert,  Sir  H. 
Hoare's agent, to join his committee, and said I would help in any way. Had a very 
civil answer, and he said he would avail himself of my services, and from that time 
not another word did I hear from him or from anyone of them. I did not join Dilke's 
committee for some time, as I did not like the way he was going on about Odger, he 
seemed to give him a lot of tacit support, and I thought then he ought to have joined 
Sir H. Hoare, though now I think it was quite as well he did not.
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“I was rather prejudiced against Odger by the way his supporters immediately after 
he came forward, coolly called upon Sir H. to retire which of course he refused to do 
at the dictation of an association. At length Odger had a series of meetings and I 
attended one  at  the  Victoria  Hall,  and  was  very  favourably  impressed.  The  total 
absence of  anything like  rant  or  bluster  was most  remarkable;  his  opinions  were 
calmly and thoughtfully stated, and I at once saw, what I have ever since maintained, 
that he was just the sort of man who ought to be in the House. I believe him to have 
been the best  of the working-men candidates,  all  of whom have failed in getting 
returned. 

“I  wrote to Dilke himself to join the committee,  and I went several  times to the 
meetings  at  the  Swan,  High St.  on Monday evenings.  At  first  it  was  merely  the 
volunteer canvassers bringing back their books, and reporting progress: some of their 
experiences were very queer especially among the extremely ignorant in the Potteries 
etc.  The Spectator all along supported Odger warmly, and I wrote to them pointing 
out  what  was  the  real  effect  of  his  coming  forward;  they  put  it  in  with  some 
objections prefixed, but they spoke out well about the dangers of division. At length a 
meeting was announced to hear Sir H. at the Vestry Hall.  I went,  and was rather 
surprised to see some of Odger's principal supporters on the platform. I began to 
expect a row; but the chairman (James Beal) began by saying that an arrangement 
had that day been come to to submit the matter to arbitration. 3 were to be chosen on 
each side, and 3 called in to decide, viz. Stansfeld, Hughes, and P.A. Taylor. I was 
amazed at Sir H. consenting to those three, for the first two were well known to be in 
favour  of  working-men  candidates,  and  the  last  a  declared  supporter  of  Odger. 
However, after that all went on smoothly. Odger was there himself and spoke first, 
very straightforwardly, and both pledged themselves to support the one chosen, and 
to appear at his next meeting.” 

(Footnote in diary:- No resolution in favour of the candidate was moved at this meeting 
under the circumstances.) 

“Sir H. on this occasion did not please me much. I thought it did not seem very real 
and earnest, rather like taking up extreme views for the sake of popularity. I came 
away before it was over, tired of the heat and the crowd, and the audience inattentive 
and indifferent to anything the least like sober sense – I think it was the next morning 
that Captn. Robertson called on me as one of Dilke's canvassers. I promised to attend 
the next meeting of the committee. I had not much hope that the arbitration would 
come to anything, but in a few days it was announced that the decision was that  
Odger should retire. The fact was they had decided, probably with reluctance, that the 
middle  class  would  not  support  Odger,  no  doubt  if  he  had been the  one  chosen 
another candidate would have come forward. I should certainly have worked for him 
just as much as I did for the other two. Till the very eve of the election there were 
rumours of  another Liberal  candidate,  and Dilke told us at  one of  the committee 
meetings that there were persons (fools) in the boroughs who had asked about six to 
stand one after the other, happily without success. 
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“At this meeting Dilke announced that he and Sir H. Hoare had united, and would 
issue an address, but that the committees were not to be amalgamated. They were, 
however, completely, and the whole affair went on well after that, a whole staff of 
clerks set to work and money apparently no object - I have no idea what sort of 
organisation Sir H. had had before this, but I suspect very little of any kind - His  
agent (Gilbert) quarrelled with him, and also with the county Liberals, went over to 
the Tories, and acted for Lord G. Hamilton who was elected for Middlesex at the 
head of the poll by a long way, but this was partly owing to the discreditable quarrel  
between to two Liberal candidates, Lord Enfield and Mr. Labouchere. 

“A series of meetings was held by the two candidates, and I attended the one at the 
Vestry Hall, with Captain Robertson, and got on the platform. It was very crowded 
and enthusiastic, and both the candidates spoke well. I was much more pleased with 
Sir H. this time. H. is a much more animated and popular sort of speaker than Dilke, 
though not half so thoughtful, and does not at all give one the idea that he had really 
studied and thought on the subject, which D. always does. Odger’s supporters were 
there in great force of course, and 2 or 3 who are inevitable and come forward on 
every occasion, made long speeches, but though they were evidently disappointed 
and hurt, they seem disposed to come all right in the end. Odger himself certainly 
behaved very well about it, and spoke at the first of the united meetings – I spoke to 
both the candidates at the Vestry Hall when it was over.

“At one of  the  committee  meetings  I  took the  canvassing  book,  and went  round 
Heathfield Cottages, St. Mary’s Rd., Archer St., etc., though a great part of it had 
been done before by someone else. When I took my book back it stood thus, Dilke
40, Hoare 29, Russell 12, Freake 11. As it included St. John’s Gardens it might be 
considered a tolerably fair specimen of the whole borough – At the last meeting but 
one I gave my name as willing to be of use in any way on polling day. An appeal was 
made for volunteers to take “street lists”, i.e. to bring a certain number to the poll. To 
what extent this plan was carried out I know not, but I fear some even of those I saw 
and who promised never voted at all. When in the polling booth I was very anxious 
about some like that. The loan of vehicles to convey voters was also asked for, as no 
money can now be paid for that.

“On the morning of Tues. 17th Dec., I went to Capt. Robertson’s and got a ticket for 
the hustings, and walked off to it, Cromwell Rd., there were not 20 people there when 
I  arrived,  but  plenty  of  policemen.  I  went  on  to  the  “Gladstone”,  the  central 
committee room, where the candidates and their supporters mustered, and walked 
thence to the hustings; Dilke walked, I and others following. Sir H. Hoare went in a 
carriage, it is hardly 200 yds. 

“The accounts in the room of the poll at Westminster were as bad as could be, and 
one man came in with the state at Exeter, which was very close. On arriving at the 
hustings we found it already very crowded, and I could not get at all near the front, so 
I heard but little. Wingfield Baker, who proposed H., seemed to make one of the most 
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successful speeches; at least it made the people laugh and cheer. He was very anxious 
about his brother, who was returned that day for Gravesend. I could hear but little of 
what anyone said, of the Tories of course nothing – when it was over I walked on 
through Westminster to the City – in  the former Smith was some 1500 ahead, and in 
the City things seemed going on nearly as bad. It seemed quite probable that 2 of the 
Conservatives would get in – I was more and more sure that it was a mistake ever to 
have brought forward 4 Liberals – and was surprised they did not withdraw one and 
so make the other three safe. So altogether it made me very angry – On to the Tower 
Hamlets as far as Whitechapel, where it seemed quite likely that Cope would get in 
among the crowd of Liberals – A stupid man named Newton was endangering the 
cause without a chance of success. It turned out a very near thing. 

“It was thought that Beadles [Beales] was in, but when the poll was declared it was 
Samuda – Ayrton being first by a long way; a very good result, but Beadle [Beales] 
and his friends were very much put out, and like most defeated candidates talked 
about a petition – It appears there was some difficulty about the voters who did not 
know their numbers: of course they are not bound to give a number, but it causes a 
great delay and trouble. This election is remarkable for the almost uniform success of 
moderate  and  defeat  of  extreme  men.  Northampton is  another  and  very  happy 
instance  the  two  old  members  (respectable  Liberals)  being  returned  by  large 
majorities over the Tories, and still larger over one Bradlaugh, a blasphemous atheist, 
to whom Mill most unfortunately gave a certain support, which damaged him more 
than almost anything else. 

In fact Mill's  brief parliamentary career ceased in 1868.  Bradlaugh, however was 
returned  for  Northampton in  1880,  causing  much  bitter  controversy  because  of  his 
convictions.  The  dispute  over  the  refusal  for  permission  for  him  to  take  the  oath  of 
allegiance lasted for several  years,  during which time Bradlaugh's  supporters steadfastly 
returned him at  numerous by-elections.  To Henry at  the time of the 1868 election such 
events would have seemed very unlikely, and his chief concern was that the Liberals should 
obtain a majority as he wrote:

“On returning to the City things seemed even worse, the Tories put placards ‘We are 
winning fast’, a ‘state’ conspicuous at the corner of Leadenhall St. was gazed at by 
thousands and made all  three in – At the committee room near Guildhall when I 
approached I heard cheering, and found the 3 o'clock state just hoisted. It also gave 
all 3 in, and great was the exultation. At the Liberal committee however they made it  
2 and 2. It seemed quite a hive of activity, and I hear the running about for voters and 
the exertion and excitement in that last hour were something wonderful. One man 
however pretended to think that all 4 would still get in, he hinted that votes were 
being kept in reserve – The evening papers which I could get were quite a delusion, 
at 5 they only gave the state at 10 or 11 at most places, so that of many we were quite  
in  doubt  till  the  next  morning.  All  through  I  found  them  more  tantalising  than 
anything else. 

“At midnight came a ring at the bell which I just heard, and had to go down and take 
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in a notice and formal appointment for me to be in the polling booth on the following 
day. So about 7.40 I was at the committee room, Sussex Arms, Blenheim Crescent, 
found there were no further instructions or anything else for me to do. Went at once 
to the booth, at the E. end of St. John's Church, where a crowd soon collected. As it 
finished striking 8 mine was the first vote recorded, and I at once went into the booth. 
There was no one to direct or organise us in any way, and at first one did not know 
what to be at, but we soon got to know our colleagues, and to divide the work, which 
was to look on and see all fair, collect the sheets from the check clerks, and send 
them by messengers to the committee room. There was nothing very exciting taking 
place,  but plenty of interest.  One of our friends had quite an altercation with the 
opposite party. Some of them were rather too pushing, and several things I should 
certainly have objected to, but we could afford to be generous to the weaker party. I 
came home 2 or 3 times for a few minutes, it was fortunately very near. 

“At 4 I went to the committee room with some of the last returns, and saw the latest 
state  they  had  got,  but  all  that  they  put  forth,  and  what  was  in  the  papers  next 
morning was very much less than the real numbers, there must have been a great 
mistake made somewhere, but it was not at our booth I feel sure.

“Evening  papers  with  polls  at  Colchester,  Maldon etc  –  triumphant,  and  very 
encouraging for East Essex. I called on Mr. Daniel and he voted soon after. He was 
desponding about the county elections, and alas! he forecast them more accurately 
than I did, for I was expecting even a larger gain in proportion than in the boroughs. 

“Next morning (19th) walked on to Cromwell Rd. for the declaration of the poll. Had 
a great  deal  of  time to spare,  and dawdled about  till  11.30,  then went  on to  the 
hustings, and got quite to the front, but it was so badly arranged . . . that it was hardly 
possible to see or hear anything properly from where we were – The 2 members 
however were heard tolerably – of Dr. Russell I scarcely heard 2 connected sentences 
and of Freake of course not a syllable – I was astonished at H. being up so well with 
D.  It  was  most  creditable  to  the  working  men  that  they  so  got  over  their 
disappointment about Odger and voted straight for the 2 Liberal candidates – I am 
afraid  the  middle  classes  would  not  have  been  nearly  so  magnanimous  if  their 
candidate had been scratched – They always say the way to cure a mutiny is to join 
battle, and so when it came to voting they went up and did their duty well.”167

Henry shows himself to be very radical and also very objective in his comments. 
There must have been few men, even amongst the Radical Liberals, who belonged to the 
middle class and yet were prepared, indeed anxious to help representatives of the working 
class to get into Parliament, and who were genuinely disappointed when they did not do so. 

In spite of Henry's comments about the way the working men voted in the Chelsea
constituency,  much  resentment  remained,  and  when  a  local  meeting  was  held  in  early 
December to form a Liberal Registration Society Henry found that: 
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“Unfortunately that root of bitterness was there, the working-men especially those 
belonging to their Electoral Association, persisting in standing aloof and going on in 
their own way as a class by themselves, and keeping to their own association; an 
immense mistake, perpetuating a separation into classes which is a great evil, and 
men protesting against class distinctions and then making the most class speeches 
and setting class against class worse than any. But I must forgive them a good deal 
after the way they have acted in this election – however the association was formed, 
and I think I am to be on the committee.”168

The age of party politics had begun. The Conservatives had already set up a central office 
with  a  list  of  approved  candidates  in  1852,  forming  the  National  Union  of  Local 
Associations in 1868. The Liberals were somewhat behind-hand, for they did not form their 
National Association until 1877. 

With the election of 1868 came the first Liberal ministry under Gladstone. As yet 
there were no working class MPs, and Henry was to some extent justified in his prophecies 
about the new House of Commons being very much like the old. On January 1st 1869 he 
wrote with gloomy satisfaction: 

“I take some credit to myself for having been tolerably near the mark as to the new 
Parliament – expecting a moderate Liberal gain, which I certainly under-rated, and 
quite foreseeing that no great alteration in the kind of men elected would take place 
and that anything at all like a revolutionary or Democratic Parliament was quite out 
of the question – No doubt it is a relief to many and a disappointment to others . . .”169

In spite of Henry's pessimism a great many reforms were carried out during the next 
six years of Gladstone's ministry. Some of the more important of these concerned Ireland, 
which had long been a source of political  strife.  The causes of Irish grievances against 
England were many and varied. In religious matters, although a high proportion of the Irish 
were Roman Catholic, the Church of Ireland – virtually the Church of England in Ireland – 
was the State Church, and all the Irish were compelled to support it. Also the population of 
Ireland was largely made up of farmers, many of whom were merely tenants of English 
landlords. This situation often led to abuses. Sometimes excessive rents were charged by the 
landlord's agents, or improvements made by tenants served as an excuse to raise the rent.,  
There were few ways of making a living for the ordinary people other than off the land, for 
England's commerce was expanding still and Ireland was flooded with cheap goods she was 
unable to manufacture at similar prices, being by tradition an agricultural rather than an 
industrial nation. Also, although Roman Catholics had been allowed to sit in Parliament  
since 1828, no Catholic could become Lord-Lieutenant or Lord Chancellor of Ireland. This 
political discrimination against Catholics in a predominantly Catholic country was just one 
more grievance to add to the many others. The Irish felt political and religious outcasts, 
exploited in many cases by English landlords and ruled over by a government who cared 
little for their welfare. Gladstone's declared intention in 1868 was to pacify Ireland, and 
much of his considerable energy was directed towards this end. 
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The Irish question roused fierce antagonisms, and much of Henry's writings were 
given  over  to  following the  progress  of  the  various  proposals  made.  These  were  hotly 
debated during the early part of 1868 under Disraeli. Henry was anxious that much reform 
should be carried out, and had little patience with the suggestions made by the Conservative 
government: 

“The proposals of the Govt. about Ireland are worse than nothing – a land bill like the 
last,  an  endowment  for  a  Catholic  University  –  and  nothing  on  the  Church 
question.170

Two days later he wrote: 

“The Irish Debate closed last night – a night to be had in remembrance – Gladstone
declared in favour of the disendowment and disestablishment of the Irish Church, and 
against  the  endowment  of  anyone  else  instead  Disraeli had  really  nothing  to 
say . . .”171

The Irish Reform Bill was brought in on March 23rd. 

By April 1st it was being debated, and Henry makes an amusing reference to two railway 
personalities: 

“Mr. Watkin – who was going to be an obstructionist – has been called to order by his 
constituents in fine style. Mr. Laing is again cantankerous. Why are railway men such 
brutes in Parliament?”172

By April 14th Henry was able to record “Plenty of meetings of a small kind about the Irish 
Church, but nothing of much consequence.”173 There followed a meeting at St. James' Hall, 
with Lord Russell presiding and a week later one at Spurgeon's Tabernacle under Bright's 
leadership. At this time the Fenians, a Society formed in 1863 and dedicated to establishing 
an Irish Republic, were periodical1y giving trouble. On April 27th Henry wrote “The Duke 
of Edinburgh has been shot by a Fenian in Australia, but is recovering.”174 

In fairness to those who opposed the reform of the Irish Church, it must be pointed 
out that many who feared any encouragement of Roman Catholicism were concerned about 
a faith which placed obedience to the Pope above all else. They feared that any conflict of 
loyalty  between  Rome  and  the  State  would  have  unfortunate  results.  Henry  had  little 
patience with this view: 

“The meeting of Bishops etc. yesterday at St. James' Hall was very enthusiastic and 
confident, but the arguments worth nothing – all sorts of stuff about Papal Supremacy 

170  D/D Ta. F 8. 12/3/1868
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etc. – in what country have the Popish priests less influence than in the United States, 
or even Canada?”175

An interesting turn of events occurred in early June, when: 

“Mr. Abott, the clergyman, is getting up a petition to be signed only by clergy against 
the Irish Church, he has got Dr. Temple, Dr. Butler, and a select few, though eminent, 
men.”176

A fortnight later Henry was able to write “What has pleased me more than anything else is 
that the Dean of Canterbury has signed the petition ...”177 and by June 26th,  “The petition of 
Clergy against the Irish Church had 261 signatures – more than double what I expected.”178 

After the fall of the Disraeli government, largely over the Irish question, it fell to the 
Liberal government to carry out what was necessary. That this was Gladstone's first priority 
has already been mentioned, and in mid-December Henry was still writing at length on the 
vexed question of the day: 

“The most important thing is just that which it will be most difficult to carry out – i.e. 
that the Church shall be set absolutely free from the State, and be an entirely self-
governing body, . . . unless this is done, nothing is done, and the whole thing might as 
well be let alone.”179

In mid-January Henry noted:

“Some of the Irish clergy have been lately proposing plans of disestablishment etc., 
assuming that as inevitable, at which others are enraged, being determined to resist to 
the last.”180 

It must have been with some anxiety that Henry wrote in March 1869, referring to the Irish 
Church Bill: 

“The Bill is as safe as anything as regards the Commons, the only question is about 
the Lords, and what will happen if they throw it out as I believe they will . . . It will  
be most absurd to say the country is not really in favour of it, for the elections turned 
entirely upon it,  and they said themselves last year that if  the country decided in 
favour of it they must yield.”181

In mid-July the situation seemed no better, for Henry commented: 

“No doubt the Lords will insist on their amendments, and the bill is lost; what next? I 
175 D/D Ta. F 8. 7/5/1868
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suppose  an  autumn  session,  and  a  repetition  of  the  debates  etc.  of  the  last  five 
months! This is enough to make anyone sick. 

(By some quirk of Fate Henry was at home with toothache and unwell towards the end of 
July.) 

“. . . The Spectator thinks they must reject the Bill now, and takes a very gloomy 
view of matters altogether, thinking that this House of Commons and the Lords must 
be continually coming to a deadlock, which certainly seems true, and that a grave 
constitutional question will thereupon arise.”182

But by July 27th the outlook had changed completely, and Henry thankfully wrote: 

“I was wrong after all about the Bill.  On Thurs. in the Lords all was changed. It  
appeared  that  Granville and  Cairns had  had  a  meeting,  and  agreed  upon  a 
compromise  .  .  .  Yesterday,  Monday 26th July,  1869,  the  Bill  received the  Royal 
Assent .  .  .   Here I end this subject,  and am delighted to do so. This unexpected 
success has quite consoled me for all my toothaches and illnesses. I was having my 
breakfast  in  bed  on  the  Friday  morning,  when  The  Times came  announcing  the 
settlement.”183 

The Church of Ireland was disestablished, and its archbishops and bishops were no 
longer entitled to sit  in the House of Lords, but it  retained possession of all  cathedrals, 
churches and parsonages. Its property passed to the State, but part of it valued at nearly ten 
million pounds was returned to the Church. So ended the religious battle. In the following 
year an Irish Land Bill was passed, affecting the tenure of land and making compensation 
obligatory  in  many  cases.  Further  land  reform in  Ireland had  to  wait  until  Gladstone's 
second ministry in 1881. 

There were other outstanding reforms during Gladstone's first ministry from 1868-
1874, making these few crowded years a milestone in the development of democracy. The 
Education Act. supporting national elementary education was passed in 1870,184 and  that 
same  year  higher  posts  in  the  Civil  Service  were  thrown  open  to  competition  by 
examination. In 1871 University Tests were abolished, allowing Dissenters to enter Oxford 
and Cambridge, and, of rather more importance to the general populace, the Trades Unions 
Act made these workers' organisations legal. The sale and purchase of commissions in the 
Army was abolished in 1872, while in that same year the Ballot Act ensured secrecy at 
elections. Though many more reforms were to come before the turn of the century, these 
years starting from the great Reform Act of 1867 were a turning point in English history. In 
the light of this it is of great interest to read Henry's comments written in February 1874, 
just  after the election which returned the Conservatives to power under Disraeli.  Henry 
seemed very disillusioned as he wrote: 

“Looking back to the days of old Joseph Burne and others, it seems like a changed 
182 D/D Ta. F 6. 17/7/1869
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world. The effect of it all upon my mind is just this, that I now know what I have 
long thought - that it makes no difference at all what the franchise is, except that the 
lower  you  go,  the  greater  the  preponderance  of  Conservatism.  Consequently  all 
questions of that sort have lost interest for me. It is evident too that the redistribution 
of seats makes little difference either, since boroughs seem getting just as Tory as 
counties. All this is really I believe one of the most remarkable instances in the whole 
history of the world of a complete blindness of all parties as to the results of change. 
Look back at the long glass when the question of the franchise was so hotly debated, 
and the awful results of democracy so much dreaded, and how absurd it all seems 
now.”185

There were several reasons why Henry's dream of a far more democratic government was 
not achieved much more rapidly. One was the natural tendency for those newly given power 
to try and keep the status quo, fearing the unknown and untried, while even the more radical 
Liberals must have been reluctant to jeopardise the Liberal cause by encouraging working 
class candidates to stand. Many politicians like Lowe, as Henry pointed out, had feared that 
with the increased franchise power would be transferred from the hands of those who knew 
how to use it, and who stood for tradition, culture and intelligence, into the hands of those 
whose whole life was “necessarily occupied in the daily struggle for existence”, and who 
represented  ignorance,  illiteracy,  and a  distrust  of  the  traditions  by  which  England was 
governed.186 But  men  like  Bright,  Mundella,  Forster  and  Mill  rightly  believed  that  the 
working men would  probably  follow a  moderate  line  and where  possible  support  great 
employers of labour, rather than true representatives of their own class. Also the expenses 
involved in the election and possible return of an MP could be heavy, and it was hardly 
likely  that  many  men  from  the  working  classes,  even  from  the  artisan  section,  could 
seriously contemplate putting up for Parliament when they had neither wealth nor social 
prestige. A further reason for the success of the Conservatives in the1874 election was the 
disunity amongst the Liberals. The more reforms Gladstone's ministry carried through, the 
more internal opposition there was from various factions within the party. The Liberal party
as  a  political  force  was  still  fairly  recent,  and  was  not  the  cohesive  force  that  the 
Conservative party, backed by the Conservative Central Office, showed itself to be. Many 
disillusioned or half-hearted Liberals failed to vote at all. Henry went on to comment: 

“The effect upon my mind is certainly to make me more decidedly Liberal, or even 
Radical than ever, since I see now the immense strength of the forces of resistance 
must for ever prevent any progress except at a snail's pace. One used to think that the 
danger when the people were really admitted to power, would be of their going too 
fast and too far - now it is evident they can hardly be got to move at all.”187 

Henry, with his Nonconformist, middle-class background, was a radical idealist. His wide 
vision of how the immediate political future should be shaped was inevitably impossible 
because of  the many difficulties  already mentioned.  But,  he  was unduly pessimistic  for 
Gladstone's  first  ministry  had  carried  through  a  number  of  important  reforms,  which, 
following on the electoral one of 1867, were stepping stones to a more democratic way of 
185 D/D Ta. F 7. 10/2/1874
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life. The working classes had an increasingly important influence on the government of the 
country, since both the Liberal and Conservative parties were now rivals for their electoral 
support. Added to this in the 1874 election thirteen working class candidates stood, though 
only two – who were miners – got in.188 Although progress seemed to Henry to be at a snail's 
pace, it was nevertheless taking place, and the foundations may have been all the firmer. The 
mid-Victorian years were an important prelude to the increased political  democracy and 
social improvements which followed.  

188 David Thomson, England in the Nineteenth Century p. 148
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Chapter 7

Foreign Affairs
Henry's  interest  in  current  affairs  naturally  extended  to  the  Continent  and  to  America. 
During these mid-Victorian years England feared her traditional enemy France far more 
than Prussia or Germany, in spite of Prussia's victory over Austria at Sadowa in 1866, and 
Britain's  alliance with France in the Crimea.  The vague threat  of war caused temporary 
alarms in London and Henry wrote thankfully at the end of 1868: 

“So ends an eventful year, and how much more cheerfully than it began. This very 
day last year I was at Kensington to be sworn in as a special constable . . .  and the 
year opened under depressing circumstances altogether. We have indeed much to be 
thankful for. The prospects of war seem rather less threatening.”189

At  this  time the  French were  ruled  somewhat  uncertainly  by  Napoleon III,  and  liberal 
opinion in  France was  becoming increasingly  hostile  to  him.  Towards  the  end of  1868 
Henry wrote: 

“The feeling in France seems very bad, and little unpleasantnesses, to use the mildest 
term, constantly recurring. M. Berryer, the great advocate is dead, and 2 or 3 English 
barristers went over, by invitation, to the funeral, as representatives of the Inns of 
Court.  They  were  of  course  well  received  –  but  the  speeches  were  quite 
treasonable.”190

In early January Henry commented: 

“Interesting  letter  in  The  Times from  Paris from  an  occasional  correspondent, 
showing  how  the  minds  of  the  thinking  people  are  distracted  by  two  opposite 
feelings, dislike of the present régime and fear of Socialism. The recollection of the 
days of June and also that of 2nd Declaration is ever present and they counterbalance 
each other – Hence a great shrinking from any definite action in opposition to the 
Govt. even on the part of those who talk loudest against it.”191

This was followed in early February by: 

“There is a most strange state of things now at Paris. Public meetings are allowed to 
be held at which the most violent speeches are made by communists, atheists etc., – 
and the whole thing as much opposed to the existing regime as can be conceived. It is 
suggested that the Emperor wishes people to see what elements still exist beneath the 
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surface of society, and from what he has saved it; this seems fanciful, but is really not 
unlikely.”192

If Henry's surmise was correct, the Emperor evidently thought enough freedom had been 
allowed, for three weeks later: 

“Those extraordinary meetings in Paris have been somewhat checked, and are to be 
kept in better order in future. Probably it is thought they have sufficiently frightened 
the electors, and so answered their purpose.”193 

Five months later a new French ministry was announced, with “many names one has never 
heard of before.” Henry added “There seems a sort of general dissatisfaction that does not  
look well.”194 Things seemed no better in October:

“In France the meeting of the Chambers has been postponed, greatly to the disgust of 
the Opposition.  The press is  wonderfully  bitter against  the Govt.,  and against the 
Emperor personally. What a satire on Christianity and civilisation it is.”195 

Towards the end of October Henry wrote: 

“In France there is a very uneasy feeling, partly owing to the meeting of the Chamber 
being so long postponed. Any day we may hear of serious disturbances. The French 
elections have gone in favour of the Republicans in the large towns, and adverse to 
the moderate opposition – of course the rural districts will give the Govt. an immense 
majority.  I  regret  the result,  thinking that  parliamentary govt.,  under the Emperor 
would be the most likely to succeed; whereas this will only make the Emperor and 
his  supporters  more  adverse  to  free  institutions.  The  opposition  now returned  is 
opposition to the Emperor personally and his dynasty.”196

Little knowing that in the following September Napoleon III would be a prisoner of the 
Germans,  and France proclaimed a  Republic  once  more,  Henry  wrote  rather  thankfully 
towards the end of 1869: 

“At last Ollivier is instructed to form a Ministry to be in accord ‘with the majority of 
the Chamber,’ or words to that effect; this is thought by some to be the turning point, 
and the real beginning of Parliamentary Govt. in France. The Govt. is to be formed 
(The Times says) from the Right centre; for after all (as I have always borne in mind) 
there is still a large majority of the old official party, though no doubt it still feels 
morally weakened by the decided defection of the large towns, and a part of it is 
certainly more Imperialist than the Emperor. They have confirmed some of the most 
outrageous of the elections, and perhaps if it rested with the Chamber only, the old 
system might have been persevered with. It will be quite a new sensation to have 
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debates going on, on which great events will really turn, so near us.”197

There was also unrest in the Mediterranean at this time. Towards the end of 1868 
Henry wrote “A rupture is  threatened between Turkey and Greece – owing to the latter 
aiding the insurgents in Crete the Powers will prevent it if they can.”198. Three days later “It 
is to be feared that hostilities have actually begun between Turkey and Greece, but maybe 
perhaps  stopped  by  the  Powers.”199 Henry's  information,  however,  was  not  correct,  for 
nearly a fortnight later he wrote: 

“It seems likely there will be a Conference at Paris on the Turko-Greek question – at 
present there has been no actual fighting but may be any day.”200

This is a reminder that although communications were improving they were still very slow, 
especially from abroad.  Today we take the accuracy of our current news for granted.  A 
century ago it was necessary to be more cautious. Early in 1869 the Paris Conference met, 
but “. . . the Greek minister will not attend it, and the prospect is rather less hopeful.”201 

Towards the end of January the conference was over, and “has agreed upon certain things, 
which if Greece accepts, well, if not, war.”202 Four days later it was, “still uncertain whether 
Greece will accept the conclusions of the Conference.”203 In early February the affair was 
resolving itself, and 

“The  Greek Ministry  have  resigned,  not  consenting  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Conference, which the King accepts, it is said in deference to the advice of the two 
Emperors of France and. Russia.”204

Perhaps not surprisingly Henry wrote a few days later: 

“There has been a difficulty at Athens about forming a new Govt. and at one time it 
seemed that the former ministry would have to remain in but at last a new one is 
formed.”205 

But it was not only in Europe that events of current interest were happening in mid-
Victorian  times.  America's  Civil  War in  the  early  l860s  had  provided  several  thorny 
problems. One was the question of whether the Southern Confederacy should be recognized 
by Britain. Lord John Russell and Gladstone pressed for recognition, but Palmerston held 
back, though the southern states were recognized as belligerents and not merely rebels. In 
general  the men of power and wealth in Britain sympathised with the South,  while the 
working classes and the Radicals felt the North had a more just cause. Thus the Northern  
States felt that Britain showed little official sympathy towards them, and friction arose. One 
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example of this  is shown by Henry's comments in May 1869,  the Dominion of Canada 
having been created two years previously by the British North America Act: 

“The Canadian Parliament has spoken out well in answer to the arrogance of the U.S. 
people. Fancy their talking coolly about our giving them Canada, without taking the 
wishes of the Canadians themselves into account at all. They are certainly putting 
themselves into the wrong in all sorts of ways, bringing actions as the successors and 
heirs  of  the  Confederate Govt.  which implies  that  they were a real  Govt.  and of 
course that there was a real war.”206

Another cause of friction was the Alabama incident. The Alabama was a cruiser built 
in a British shipyard for the Southern states. Since Britain was officially neutral during the 
Civil War she should have held back the delivery of the cruiser, but this was not done, and in 
fact the Alabama did considerable damage to Northern shipping until she was sunk in battle 
in 1864. Some years later the United States claimed compensation for the damage done, and 
the arbitration proceedings dragged on for several years until  1872, though Henry wrote 
hopefully in December 1868: 

“Reverdy Johnson, the American Minister, and Lord Stanley appear to have settled 
the  Alabama claims,  and  the  other  difficulties  –  i.e.  –  agreed  upon  terms  of 
arbitration, but at Washington they seem disposed to disavow it, and probably Lord 
Clarendon will have to go into it all over again. Their objection to our recognizing 
the Confederates as belligerents is quite absurd – we were obliged to do so by what 
they did – we must otherwise have refused to observe the blockade – in fact they 
recognized them first – The Americans are evidently angry with Reverdy Johnson for 
showing civilities to Roebuck, Laird etc.”207 

However, a few days later it was 

“. . . evident that Lord Clarendon will after all have to go into the American question 
again, and very likely it will not be settled till Mr. Seward's successor comes into 
office – they are continually raising fresh difficulties.”208 

Reverdy Johnson was an extremely successful and knowledgeable American lawyer 
who took a rather more tolerant view of affairs than many of his contemporaries. President 
Johnson appointed him Minister to Great Britain in 1868, but he held this post for a short 
while only, returning to America to practise law. He is described by W. R. Brock as having 
“good manners, good temper and good sense.”209 Henry might well have questioned this last 
attribute,  for  he  described  him  as  “a  great  diner  out  –  and  the  most  undiplomatic  of 
diplomatists.”210 Henry wrote in December 1868:
 

“The  Reform  League invited  Reverdy  Johnson to  dinner,  but  afterwards  some 
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difference of opinion arose amongst them, so they had to withdraw the invitation – 
rather awkward – . . . he was very confident last night that the differences would be 
settled all right.”211 

The schism amongst the Reform League was partly compensated for in early January, when 
Henry commented “The working men of Lambeth have presented an address to Reverdy 
Johnson which will make up for the rudeness of the Reform League.”212

Naturally  the question of compensation for  the Alabama incident was continually 
recurring. In May 1869 Henry noted: 

“Mr. Sumner has made a most tremendous speech about the Alabama claims and all 
that business, claiming all sorts of sums from England, and almost hinting that we 
ought to pay half the expense of the war. Of course this is all rubbish, and will not be 
listened to, but I do not suppose the matter will be settled for a long time.”213 

George  Sumner,  a  somewhat  controversial  figure  in  American  politics,  upheld  with 
unwavering certainty the conviction that right was always on his side. Not all Americans felt 
quite as strongly as he did, however, and six days later two Americans had written

“. . . very sensible letters to The Times, saying that Mr. Sumner's speech will not lead 
to anything serious, and showing the absurdity of Gladwin Smith, who wrote a most 
foolish  letter,  saying  that  probably  English  subjects  would  have  to  leave  the 
States.”214

A few days later Henry was able to write “The advices from America are more peaceful; I  
am not at all afraid of any danger of real difficulties about it.”215

A very significant event which took place in another part of the world was the partial 
opening of the Suez Canal early in 1869. Towards the end of the year Henry commented: 

“The Suez Canal is really opened, and large vessels have passed quite through it. It is 
certainly a noble work which I trust I may yet live to see. As for its paying, such a  
consideration ought not to be thought of; all the civilised governments in the world 
ought to combine to maintain it;  in fact it  ought never to have been treated as a 
commercial question. It is strange what a confusion of ideas there is on that subject; 
how few seem to see that public works are essentially unfit  to be treated on that 
principle . . .”216 

Henry  might  have been even more disenchanted had he known that  Disraeli ,  whom he 
disliked and distrusted, was to purchase 40% of the shares on behalf of the Government in 
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1875.

So the mid-Victorian years proved to be of importance abroad as well as at home, 
especially in Europe. Towards the end of 1870 France became a Republic for the third time, 
and was soon to suffer a humiliating defeat at the hands of Prussia. Italy's unification was 
virtually completed in 1870, and Germany and Prussia were united in the following year. 
These events were to shape the course of history, and Henry felt something of this when he 
wrote in October 1873: 

“I resume this day these records of events and of my thoughts thereupon, which I 
discontinued in  June  1870;  on  the  eve  of  the  most  important  events  which  have 
occurred in my time, events which have changed the face of the world. They were 
then unforeseen, though I remember writing something of the lull before the storm. 
And in our own land, that was just the close of one epoch, and the beginning of 
another.”217 

Henry, the intelligent, cultured mid-Victorian gentleman, had summed up those important 
middle years with remarkable foresight. 

217 D/D Ta. F 1. 31/10/1873
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Chapter 8

Henry Tabor
and his Value as a Diarist

Henry Tabor's comments on the mid-Victorian period from January 1868 to June 1870 are of 
considerable value, for he showed himself to be very aware of what was taking place in the 
contemporary  world.  In  general  his  comments  show him to  be  very  level  headed  and 
reasonably unbiased. He had a very fertile mind and was always eager to learn about new 
innovations or to encounter new experiences. In contradiction to this it would seem that with 
people he was shy and reserved. Had it been otherwise he might well have taken a more 
active part in public life. He must have felt quite strongly about the 1868 election to have 
participated in the mechanics of the election as he did, canvassing and helping at the polling 
booth. He undoubtedly took such matters very seriously and was deeply concerned about 
the outcome.

His general reading was quite wide, as were his interests and these, backed by his 
regular perusals of The Times and The Spectator, meant that he was well informed. He was 
naturally orderly and methodical, and not likely to make statements through sheer prejudice, 
or if he did he would certainly, as in the case of George Odger, be prepared to recant.218 

Living as he did in London, Henry was near the hub of things, and his interest in political 
affairs led him to go to Westminster more than once to hear the debates at first hand.

Henry's attitude over some of the burning questions of the day was typical of many of 
the middle-class Nonconformist Liberals, who approved of the disestablishment of the Irish 
Church but  who  felt  that  the  1870  Education Act was  unsatisfactory,  and  his  regular 
attendance at church was probably more a proof of his tolerance than of a conversion. He 
was  far  less  typical  when  he  showed  his  sympathy  towards  the  working  classes  being 
represented in  Parliament,  and in  general  showed himself  to  be  very progressive in  his 
outlook, even commenting quite strongly against the perpetuations of class distinctions at a 
time when England was very class conscious.219 

Henry's attitude over American comments concerning Canada shows his concern for 
the Canadians themselves and their wishes rather than indignation at the mere possibility of 
losing part of the British Empire,  and this at a time when the Empire was becoming of 
increasing importance.220 In this respect his outlook was far less insular than many of his 
contemporaries, and this wider vision showed itself when he commented about the Suez 
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Canal, feeling it should be an internationally run enterprise.221 

It must be remembered that Henry was able to hold these very liberal idealistic views 
the more easily because he was living the leisurely life of an intellectual, spending much of 
his time reading,  going to lectures,  and pursuing his own researches.  He could turn his 
thoughts towards ideals because he was financially secure, and so was able to view things 
more dispassionately. 

It  is  impossible to obtain a complete picture of the contemporary scene from the 
private life and opinions of one man. Nevertheless the life and background of Henry Tabor 
during the few years from 1868 to 1870,  coupled with his comments,  indicates that  his 
views were much broader than those of most people at that time. As a comment on those 
important middle years of Queen Victoria's reign, the diaries of Henry Tabor, a cultured, 
intellectual, middle-class gentleman with a Nonconformist background and Radical ideals, 
are invaluable.  He represented a certain narrow section of  society, unlikely to be found 
except in a large city, a section whose views were voiced at this time by that great Radical 
leader Bright, and the promising young politician Charles Dilke.

221  Ibid., p. 143

71



Bibliography
MS original sources. 

Mss deposited at the Essex Record Office. 

The three diaries on which the study is based, listed in chronological order:
D/D  Ta. F 8. January 1st 1868 - August 25th 1868. (Henry's Scottish holiday began on 
August 19th, 1868. After August 25th Henry began a new diary, which he lost. The 
next diary on this list continues with the holiday written from memory.) 
D/D Ta. F 9. December 1st 1868 - February 8th 1869.
D/D Ta. F 6, February 8th 1869 - June 27th 1870.

Other diaries looked at:
D/D Ta. F 7. 1873 - 1880. Comments on current events.
D/D Ta. F10. 1870 - 1871. Journeys to the Lake District and Switzerland. 
D/D Ta. F 11. 1872-- 1876. Local descriptions of journeys to N. Wales, Malvern, 
Ireland, Paris, Devon. 
D/D Ta. F 12. 1876 - 1881 More journeys. Yorkshire, Scotland, Switzerland, Dorset 
& the Lake District.

Other MS deposited at the Essex Record Office. 
D/D Ta. F 26. Henry Tabor 's birth certificate. 1837. 
D/D Ta. F 27. Henry Tabor's marriage certificate. 1865
D/D Ta. F 28. Birth certificate of Henry's son, Francis Samuel Tabor, 1870. 
D/D Ta. F 32. 2 sets of school examination papers, (one headed Totteridge 1851) with 
Henry Tabor's name in the class lists at the beginning of each. 
D/D Ta., B 3.. Deeds of partnership between Samuel Tabor and Wm. Rankin. 1837 
D/D Ta. L 3. Will of Samuel Tabor, who died in 1890. 
D/D  Ta. A 78. Summary & valuation of the household furniture, live & dead farming 
stock and other effects of Samuel Tabor, of Fennes, 1890. 
D/D Ta. A 80. Annual summary of accounts of Henry Tabor, Brief entries. 1882 - 
1916. 
D/D Ta. 4.4. 82. Brief details of personal expenses of Henry Tabor, 1873 - 1874. 
D/D Ta. A 95. Personal balance sheets, 1853 -1881. 25 documents, probably all of 
Henry Tabor. 

MS in the possession of Miss M. Lucy Tabor
Tabor, Samuel, Schoolbooks written at Poplar Academy, 1811 - 1814. 
Tabor, Henry  History of the Tabor Family. Private copy. Typed. Dated 1917. (The 
Essex Record Office, now has a copy of this.) 
Large note book containing details of events in the lives of Henry Tabor's children, 
(scholarships,  journeys,  abroad etc.)  A private  record  begun by Henry  Tabor  and 
continued by the family. 

72



Printed original sources
Braintree & Bocking Official Guide, 3rd. Edition.
British Journal of Educational Studies. Vol. XIV. No. I. November 1965.
English Historical Documents: 1833 – 1874, (edited by Young & Handcock) 1956. 
Essex Review

Vol. XII.   Jan. 1903.   
Vol. XX.   1911.   
Vol. XXI.   Oct. 1912. 
Vol. XXIII.   Jan.   1914.   
Vol. XXXIII.   1924.  
Vol. XXXVIII. Jan .. and April. 1929.
Vol. XXXIX. July 1930. 
Vol. L. 1941, 

Minutes and Reports of the Essex Education Committee 

Secondary Sources
Ausubel, H., In Hard Times, 1960
Barker T.C. & Robbins M. A. History of London Transport, Vol. 1, 1963
Brock W. R., An American Crisis: Congress and Reconstruction: 1865-7, 1963
Burn, W.L. The Age of Equipoise, 1964. 
Clapham, J.H.,  An Economic History of Modern Britain: The Early Railway Age, 
1926. 
Cruikshank, R.J. Roaring Century 1946. 
Edwards, A.C., A History of Essex, 1958. 
Ellis, H. British Railway History: 1830-1876, 1954. 
Grigson and Gibbs-Smith, (General Editors) Things, 1954 
Halévy, E. & McCallum, R. B., Victorian Years: 1841-1895, 1951. 
Hammond, J .L. and Foot, M.R.D., Gladstone and Liberalism, 1952. 
Harrison,  M.  and  Royston,  O.M.,  Picture  Source  Book  for  Social  History:  Late  
Nineteenth Century, 1961
Jenkins, Roy., Sir Charles Dilke, 1958. 
Kelly, E.R., Post Office Directory of Essex, 1867
Kelly, Directory of Essex, 1870
Kelly, Directory of Essex, 1890
Kelly, Directory of Essex, 1895
Laver, James, Victorian Visits, 1954. 
Maltby,  S.E.,  Manchester  and the  Movement  for  National  Elementary  Education, 
1800-1870.
Moncrieff, A.R. Hope.  Essex: Illustrations from original paintings by L. Burleigh  
Bruhl, 1909.
Morant P., History of Essex, 2nd. edition. 1918.
Oxford Junior Encyclopaedia,

Vol. V, Great Lives, Revised edition, 1960.
Vol. X, Law and Order, Revised edition, 1960. 

Palmer, A.W., A Dictionary of Modern History 1789-1945, Penguin edition.1964. 
Parris, H. Government and the Railways in Nineteenth Century Britain, 1965. 

73



Petrie, Sir Charles, The Victorians, 1960. 
Pevsner, N., The Buildings of England: Essex, 1954. 
Pevsner, N., The Buildings of England: London, Vol. 1. Revised edition. 1962. 
Provisional Lists of Buildings of Historic and Architectural Interest, Town & Country 
Planning Act. 1947.
Reader, W.J., Life in Victorian England 1964. 
Simmons, Jack, Transport 1962. 
Simon, Brian, Studies in the History of Education 1780 – 1870, 1960
Southgate, G.W., Europe 1870 – 1945, 1952. 
Southgate, G.W.,  A Text Book of Modern English History, Book 2. Revised edition. 
1961. 
Thomson, D. England in the Nineteenth Century Penguin edition. 1950.
Trevelyan, G.M. Illustrated English Social History, Pelican edition. Book 4. 1964. 
The Victoria History of the Counties of England: Essex, Vol. 1. 1903. 
White, Directory of Essex 1848. 
Wright, T., The History and Topography of the County of Essex. Vol. 2. 1836. 

74



Index 
A
Abergele, North Wales..........................................................32
Abott, Mr...............................................................................60
Agrarian reform.....................................................................27
Agricultural Hall...................................................................20
Agriculture............................................................................29
Alabama incident, The.....................................................67, 68
Alabama, The (ship)........................................................67, 68
Albemarle, off Piccadilly.......................................................16
Apologia pro Vita Sua by Cardinal Newman.........................28
Archbishop of Canterbury.....................................................41
Archer Street, London...........................................................55
Ausubel, Herman...................................................................29
Ayrton, Acton Smee...............................................................56
B
Bagehot, Walter.....................................................................17
Baker Street, London.............................................................36
Bank holiday.........................................................................28
Barnardo, Dr.Thomas............................................................17
Beal, James............................................................................54
Beales, Edmond.....................................................................56
Berryer, M. Antoine Pierre....................................................64
Birmingham...............................................................41, 43, 45
Bishop of Winchester............................................................17
Bishops Stortford, Herts........................................................33
Bishopsgate, London.............................................................36
Blackfriars, London.........................................................33, 38
Blackwall Tunnel, London....................................................23
Blake End, Essex.....................................................................7
Blenheim Crescent, London..................................................57
Board of Trade...........................................................19, 31, 36
Bocking Meeting.....................................................................6
Bocking, Essex.......................5, 6, 7, 14, 16, 19, 20, 23, 52, 73
Boleyns, Bocking, Essex.......................................................14
Bombay, India.......................................................................24
Bonney, Thomas....................................................................17
Booth, Charles.................................................................28, 36
Boston, Lincs........................................................................31
Bradlaugh, Charles................................................................56
Braintree, Essex...............................5, 7, 14, 20, 23, 24, 33, 73
Brentwood, Essex..................................................................34
Bribery Bill, 1868..................................................................51
Bridge House, Bocking, Essex..............................................14
Bridge Street, London...........................................................21
Briggs, Thomas.....................................................................32
Bright, John..............................................31, 43, 48, 59, 62, 71
Brighton, Sussex..............................................................13, 33
British Museum...............................................5, 15, 16, 19, 28
Broad Street...........................................................................37
Broomhills Farm...................................................................10
Brougham, Henry Peter...................................................14, 17
Bruce, Henry Austin..............................................................41
Bunyan, John.......................................................................5, 6
Burne, Joseph........................................................................61
Butler, Dr...............................................................................60
C
Cairns, Hugh.........................................................................61
Cambridge...................................................................2, 23, 24
Cambridge Borough Council.................................................24
Cambridge County Council...................................................24
Campbell, John......................................................................17

Canada...........................................................23, 34, 60, 67, 70
Canning, George....................................................................14
Cannon St, London................................................................35
Carlile, Richard.....................................................................40
Carlisle..................................................................................30
Chartist movement, The........................................................40
Chelmsford, Essex.....................................................14, 20, 51
Chelsea, London......................................26, 48, 50, 52, 53, 57
Civil War, American..................................................53, 66, 67
Clarendon, Lord....................................................................67
Clement, James.......................................................................7
Coal gas.................................................................................36
Colchester Volunteers..............................................................9
Colchester, Essex.......................................................33, 34, 57
Colman, Jeremiah....................................................................9
Communist Manifesto by Karl Marx.....................................28
Conscience Clause.................................................................44
Conservatism.........................................................................62
Conservative............................................26, 47, 53, 59, 62, 63
Constable, special..................................................................64
Cope, Mr...............................................................................56
Corn Laws.............................................................................26
Cornwall and Minerals Railway............................................33
Coronation.............................................................................13
Courtauld, Mrs......................................................................23
Cowper-Temple, William......................................................46
Craig, Rev. Thomas.................................................................7
Cranborne, Viscount (later Lord Salisbury)...............34, 35, 49
Crewe, Cheshire....................................................................23
Crystal Palace, South London...............................................20
D
Daniel, Mr.............................................................................57
Darwin, Charles.....................................................................28
Dean of Canterbury...............................................................60
Derby, Lord..........................................................18, 42, 48, 49
Devon and Somerset Railway................................................33
Dilke, Sir Charles.........................17, 26, 44, 53, 54, 55, 71, 73
Disraeli, Benjamin 18, 26, 41, 42, 47, 48, 49, 50, 59, 60, 61, 68
Dissenters........................................................................41, 61
Dixon, George.......................................................................45
E
Eaton, Mr..............................................................................19
Edgware Road, London.........................................................36
Education...3, 23, 27, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 61, 62, 70, 

73, 74
Elementary education.............27, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 45, 47, 61
Elementary schools...............................................................47
Emmanuel College, Cambridge.............................................24
Enfield, Lord.........................................................................55
English, John.......................................................................5, 6
Essex 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 20, 23, 24, 33, 34, 52, 57, 72, 

73, 74
Essex County Council.....................................................23, 24
Essex Education Committee............................................23, 73
Essex Review..........................................................5, 9, 15, 73
Essex Street, London.............................................................20
Euclid....................................................................................17
Evening Star..........................................................................18
Examiner, The.......................................................................18
Exeter Hall, London..............................................................17
Exeter, Devon........................................................................55

75



F
Faraday, Michael...................................................................17
Farnham, Lord.......................................................................32
Farringdon Street, London.....................................................36
Fawcett, Henry................................................................45, 52
Fenians, The..........................................................................59
Fennes, Bocking, Essex...........................7, 8, 9, 14, 19, 23, 72
Football.................................................................................28
Forster, William Edward..................................................41, 43
Fortnightly.............................................................................18
France........................................................9, 24, 64, 65, 66, 69
Freake, C. F...........................................................................53
Free Trade.......................................................................17, 26
Fulham, London....................................................................50
G
Garfield-Weston Group.........................................................10
Germany..............................................................29, 39, 64, 69
Gilbert, Mr.......................................................................53, 55
Girton College, Cambridge....................................................23
Gladstone, William....26, 27, 31, 42, 45, 46, 47, 49, 55, 58, 59, 

60, 61, 62, 66, 73
Globe, The.............................................................................18
Gosfield Hall, Essex................................................................6
Gosfield Seer, The.................................................................15
Gosfield, Essex........................................................................7
Gower Street, London...........................................................36
Granville, Earl.......................................................................61
Gravesend........................................................................13, 56
Greater Britain, by Sir Charles Dilke...............................17, 53
Greece...................................................................................66
Greek...........................................................................9, 17, 66
Grey, Lord Charles................................................................17
Guardian, The........................................................................18
Guildhall, London.................................................................56
Guizot, François....................................................................17
H
Hackney, London...............................................................9, 32
Haileybury College, Hertfordshire........................................24
Hamburg, Germany...............................................................10
Hamilton, Lord George.........................................................55
Hammersmith, London..........................................................50
Hampden Clubs, northwest England.....................................40
Hansom cab...........................................................................36
Hardy, Mr..............................................................................24
Haydon Bridge, Northumberland..........................................30
Heathfield Cottages, London.................................................55
Hills, Alfred.............................................................................9
Hoare, Sir Henry..................................................44, 53, 54, 55
Hodgskin, Thomas................................................................40
Holland Park Avenue, London...............................................15
Horse drawn tram..................................................................38
House of Commons.......................................14, 48, 51, 58, 61
House of Lords..........................................................38, 49, 61
Hudson, George...............................................................27, 30
Hughes, Thomas....................................................................54
Hutton, Richard H.................................................................17
I
India..........................................................................12, 23, 24
Indian Civil Service...............................................................24
Inner Circle Line, London.....................................................38
Inns of Court, London...........................................................64
International Working Men's Association..............................48
Ireland......................................................27, 53, 58, 59, 61, 72
Irish Reform Bill...................................................................59
Irish Republic........................................................................59
J

Johnson, Reverdy............................................................67, 68
Juniper, Mr. William..............................................................15
K
Kay-Shuttleworth, Dr............................................................39
Kemp, Elizabeth....................................................................13
Kemp, George T....................................................................13
Kensal Green, London...........................................................50
Kensington, London............................................37, 52, 53, 64
L
La Sonnambula Opera...........................................................20
Labouchere, Henry................................................................55
Laing, Samuel.......................................................................59
Laird, John (shipbuilder).......................................................67
laissez-faire................................................................19, 28, 30
Langford Mill........................................................................10
Lansdowne Road, Notting Hill..................................15, 16, 23
Lansdowne Walk, Notting Hill..............................................15
Lattey, Mr..............................................................................24
Latymer Road, London..........................................................37
Leadenhall Street, London.....................................................56
Leigh, Essex..........................................................................14
Letchworth, Herts..................................................................24
Liberal government....................................................42, 47, 60
Liberal party....................................................................50, 62
Liberal Registration Society..................................................57
Liberalism..................................................................47, 49, 73
Liberals..................................47, 52, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 62, 70
Lincoln..................................................................................31
Liverpool Street, London.................................................36, 37
Lockyer, (Joseph) Norman..............................................17, 19
London. 9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 33, 36, 

37, 38, 52, 53, 64, 70, 73, 74
London County Council........................................................23
London Trades Council.........................................................53
Lowe, Robert.......................................................39, 40, 49, 62
M
Maldon, Essex.................................................................10, 57
Manchester Education Aid Society........................................41
Manchester Education Bill Committee......................41, 42, 43
Mansion House, London.......................................................38
Mark Lane, London...............................................................14
Marlborough, Duke of...........................................................42
Marx, Karl.............................................................................28
Marylebone, London.............................................................52
Member of Parliament...............................................45, 47, 51
Metropolitan line.............................................................36, 37
Middlesex..............................................................................55
Mill, John Stuart........................................................28, 53, 56
Montreal, Canada..................................................................23
Morrison, Mr.........................................................................44
Moseley, Robert....................................................................35
Motley, John..........................................................................17
Mozart, Wolfgang..................................................................20
Müller, F. Max.......................................................................17
Munitions Department, Westminster.....................................24
N
Napoleon I...............................................................................9
Napoleon III................................................................9, 64, 65
National Association (of Liberals).........................................58
National Education League..................................43, 44, 45, 46
National Education Union.....................................................43
National Gallery for the Young by M Tabor..........................23
National Society, The............................................................39
National Union of Local Associations (Conservatives).........58
Newcastle........................................................................11, 30
Newcastle Commission, The.................................................39

76



Newcastle Report, The..........................................................40
Newman, Cardinal.................................................................28
Newnham College, Cambridge........................................23, 24
Newton, William...................................................................56
Norfolk..................................................................................33
Northampton.........................................................................56
Norwich, Norfolk....................................................................9
Notting Hill Gate station.......................................................16
Notting Hill High School.................................................23, 24
Notting Hill, London................................15, 16, 23, 24, 26, 50
Nugent, Lord...........................................................................6
O
Odger, George...........................................................48, 53, 70
Ollivier, Emile.......................................................................65
Omnibus................................................................................38
On Liberty by J.S. Mill..........................................................28
Origin of Species by C. Darwin.............................................28
Osborn, Captain S.................................................................44
Owen, Robert........................................................................40
Oxford.............................................................................41, 73
Oxford University............................................................41, 61
P
Paddington, London..............................................................36
Palace of Westminster, London.............................................22
Palace Yard, London..............................................................21
Palmerston, Lord.......................................................26, 49, 66
Paris, France........................................................64, 65, 66, 72
Parliament.......13, 21, 26, 31, 43, 50, 52, 57, 58, 59, 62, 67, 70
Parliament Street, London...............................................13, 21
Parliamentary Acts....................................................................

 Ballot Act 1872...............................................................61
 Boundary Bill 1868...................................................50, 51
 British North America Act 1867......................................67
 Elementary Education Act 1870..27, 41, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 

61, 70
 Endowed Schools Act, 1869............................................42
 Irish Land Act 1870...................................................47, 61
 Vaccination Extension Act 1853......................................19

Parliamentary elections.........................................................51
Parliamentary Reform Act 1867...............26, 40, 41, 48, 50, 61
Parris, Henry...................................................................27, 36
Patti, Adelina.........................................................................20
Peel, Arthur...........................................................................49
Peel, Sir Robert.....................................................................21
Peterborough, Northants........................................................31
Petrie, Sir Charles............................................................30, 38
Plutocracy.............................................................................52
Poplar Academy, London..................................................9, 72
Portland Road, London..........................................................36
Post Office.......................................................................21, 73
President Johnson (U.S.A.)...................................................67
Priests..............................................................................46, 60
Prince Christian.....................................................................17
Prince of Wales (1897)..........................................................23
Prussia.............................................................................64, 69
Q
Quarterly Review..................................................................18
Queen Victoria...........................................................17, 18, 50
R
Rackham, Clara née Tabor...........................................2, 23, 24
Rackham, Harris....................................................................24
Radical...........................................................47, 53, 57, 62, 71
Railway Companies (Abroad)...................................................

 East Indian Railway........................................................33
 Grand Trunk Railway, Canada...................................23, 34
 Great Indian Peninsula Railway......................................33

 Madras Railway..............................................................33
Railway Companies (England)..................................................

 East London Railway......................................................33
 Great Eastern Railway...................................33, 34, 35, 36
 Great Northern Railway............................................33, 37
 Great Western Railway..............................................32, 36
 London and Essex Railway.............................................34
 London and North Western Railway....................23, 33, 35
 Metropolitan District Railway...................................33, 37
 North Eastern Railway....................................................33
 North Union Railway Company......................................30

Railway Regulation Act 1868..........................................32, 38
Railways............................................27, 28, 30, 31, 33, 36, 38
Rankin family........................................................................10
Rankin Flour Mills Ltd..........................................................10
Rankin, William Hugh...............................................10, 13, 14
Rayne Place, near Bocking, Essex.........................................14
Reader, William Joseph.........................................................28
Reform Debates of 1866........................................................50
Reform League................................................................67, 68
Religion...............................................................40, 41, 44, 46

 Agnosticism....................................................................28
 Christianity......................................................................65
 Church of England..........................................................58
 Church of Ireland................................................27, 58, 61
 Church schools................................................................47
 Denominational Schools..............27, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 47
 Disestablishment of the Irish church..............53, 59, 60, 70
 Dissenters........................................................................13
 Established Church....................................................41, 43
 Irish Church.............................................18, 27, 59, 60, 70
 Jews................................................................................45
 Nonconformist...............................5, 15, 25, 47, 62, 70, 71
 Papal Supremacy.............................................................59

Religious catechism...............................................................47
Religious Education.................................27, 39, 42, 43, 45, 47
Requiem, by Mozart..............................................................20
Revised Code, The................................................................40
Ricardo, Magdalen................................................................24
Roach, river...........................................................................10
Robertson, Captain................................................................54
Rochford, Essex....................................................................10
Roebuck, John Arthur............................................................67
Roman Catholic.............................................27, 28, 45, 58, 59
Rossini, Gioachino................................................................20
Rotherhithe Tunnel Works, London.......................................23
Royal Academy.....................................................................20
Royal Commission................................................................27
Royal Institution....................................................................16
Ruskin, John....................................................................17, 28
Russell, Dr. William H...............................................53, 55, 57
Russell, Lord John...............................................39, 49, 59, 66
S
Salisbury, Marquis of............................................................35
Samuda, Joseph d'Aguilar.....................................................56
Saturday Review...................................................................18
Savill, Harry....................................................................13, 14
School boards............................................................44, 46, 47
Scott, Robert..........................................................................19
Secret ballot.....................................................................26, 53
Secretary of the London Trades Council................................48
Secular instruction in schools................................................43
Seeley, Professor John...........................................................17
Semaphore signal..................................................................21
Seven Lamps of Architecture by J. Ruskin............................28
Seward, William H................................................................67
Shaftesbury, Lord..................................................................17

77



Silburn, Margaret..................................................................13
Silchester Hall.........................................................................9
Sloane Street, London...........................................................53
Smiles, Samuel......................................................................17
Smith, Gladwin.....................................................................68
Smith, William Henry..................................................2, 56, 73
Smithfield Market.................................................................21
Socialism...............................................................................64
South Eastern Railway..........................................................33
South Kensington Museum, London.....................................20
South Kensington, London..............................................20, 50
South Western Railway.........................................................33
Southend, Essex..............................................................10, 14
Spectator, The...............................17, 18, 42, 48, 49, 54, 61, 70
St. James' Hall, London.......................................17, 44, 48, 59
St. John's Church, Notting Hill..............................................57
St. Marks Church, Notting Hill..............................................23
St. Mary’s Road, London.......................................................55
Stabat Mater, by Rossini........................................................20
Stambridge...........................................................10, 11, 13, 14
Stambridge Mill.........................................................10, 11, 13
Standish, Lancashire..............................................................15
Stanley, Lord.........................................................................67
Stansfeld, James....................................................................54
State schools..........................................................................47
Stoke Holy Cross, Norfolk......................................................9
Stratford, London..................................................................23
Subjection of Women by J.S. Mill.........................................28
Suez Canal.......................................................................68, 71
Suffolk.............................................................................14, 33
Suffrage.................................................................2, 48, 52, 53
Sumner, George (U.S.A.)......................................................68
Sunderland.............................................................................11
Swarbrick, Samuel................................................................35
Sydenham, South London.......................................................9
T
Tabor, Anna.............................................................................7
Tabor, Clara Dorothea...........................................................24
Tabor, Edward Henry.................................................19, 23, 33
Tabor, Elizabeth...........................................................7, 10, 13
Tabor, Emma............................................15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 24
Tabor, Francis............................................................23, 24, 72
Tabor, James..............................................7, 12, 20, 45, 54, 73
Tabor, John......................................................................5, 6, 7
Tabor, John English...................................................7, 8, 9, 14
Tabor, M. Lucy........................................................2, 4, 24, 72
Tabor, Margaret Emma..............................................20, 23, 24
Tabor, Robert.............................................................23, 24, 40
Tabor, Samuel.........4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 16, 20, 23, 25, 72

Taunton Commission, The.....................................................42
Taylor, P.A.............................................................................54
Telegraphs, nationalisation....................................................21
Temple, Dr. Frederick............................................................60
Thames Embankment, London..............................................20
The Saints in Art by M Tabor................................................23
Thompson, William...............................................................40
Tilbury Fort, Essex................................................................13
Times, The..................18, 44, 45, 48, 49, 53, 61, 64, 65, 68, 70
Tithes.....................................................................................27
Tory..........................................................50, 52, 53, 55, 56, 62
Tower Hamlets, London........................................................56
Trade union...........................................................................28
Trades Unions Act 1871........................................................61
Traffic signal.........................................................................21
Trollope, A............................................................................45
Tunbridge Wells, Kent.....................................................13, 41
Turkey...................................................................................66
Tyndall, John.........................................................................16
U
U.S.A. - Northern States..................................................48, 66
U.S.A. - Southern Confederacy.............................................66
U.S.A. - Southern States........................................................67
United States..................................................19, 24, 53, 60, 67
Unsectarian................................................................42, 43, 45
V
Vaccination Act 1840.............................................................20
Vaccination Extension Act 1853............................................19
Vestry, parish...................................................................44, 52
Victoria Hall, London............................................................54
Victoria, Queen....................................5, 12, 13, 16, 26, 39, 71
W
Washington, U.S.A................................................................67
Waterloo, London..................................................................33
Watkin, Edward...................................................34, 35, 36, 59
Westminster, London..........................20, 24, 33, 37, 38, 55, 70
Whigs....................................................................................49
Whitechapel, London............................................................56
Wingfield Baker, Richard......................................................55
Witham, Essex.......................................................................33
Woodcock, Emma.................................................................15
Woolwich Tunnel, London....................................................23
Working class........................................................................48
Working Men's Clubs............................................................28
Wright, Thomas.......................................................................7
Y
York.......................................................................................31

78


