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CHAPTER I

1" HISTORY or TH^ SOWKCT,
T% '^THOD ^7D PURPOSE OF THIS STUDY

There t? to my knowledge no available work on family life 

in i^prly Victorian prose fiction. There are many works on related 

subjects; of these, three are most significant. They are G. ", 

Young*s  Victorian lin^l and C. \ Cunnington*  s Feminine Attitudes

in the Nineteenth Century , and Amy Cruse*e  The Victorians and 

TheirBooks". The first of these, Victorian England. is a com­

pilation of chapters written by various persons, examining dif­

ferent aspects of Victorian England, and complemented by a long 

and excellent summary chapter by the editor, G. Young. The 

chapters entitled "Homes and Habits," written by %rs. C. 9. Peel, 

"Charity," by E. Lascelles, and "The Portrait of an Age," by 

G. Young, have the closest relation to the present study; but 

even these chapters do not pretend to make the kind of investiga­

tion that this study attempts. They have primarily an historical 

interest; they are a repository for a great deal of statistical 

information taken from many and various sources. The chapter on 

"Homes and Habits," for example, is replete with information about

1. Younm, G. , Victorian England. London, Oxford University 
Press, H. "ilford, 1936.

2. Cunnington, Cecil Tillett, Feminine Attitudes in the 
nineteenth Century. London, Y. Heinemann, Ltd., 1935»

3. Cruse, Amy, The Victorians and ?he%r Books. London, George 
Allen and Unwin, Ltd., 1935.
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each things as plumbing, sanitation, furnishings, and rent. 

Their purpose see^s to be largely descriptive.

The second book, feminine Attitudes in Nineteenth Century, 

is a sprightly, and even flippant, though substantial, discussion 

of the psychological constitution of the Victorian Dornan during 

the whole of the Victorian period. It divides itself over-neatly, 

and perhaps artificially# into chapters dealing with the consequent 

decades, each decade being categorically described by an epithet. 

Its purpose seems to be to examine the manners and etiquette con­

sequent unon the man-ruled society of Victorian England, and to 

show how they were evolved to give power, by Convention, to man- 

ruled Taman.

The third book, Ary Cruse's The Victorians and Their Books. 

Is hard to classify—in a way it is a opt nourri. Drawing upon 

various literary sources and historical records, this book en­
. 4deavors to be an historical and sociological study. The chapters 

entitled **be  Victorian Reader," *The  Torld of Charlotte Yonge," 

"The Young Victorian's Library," "The Great Novelists and their 

Public," "Books from Mudie's," and "The Browns of England" are 

more closely related to the present study than is the rest of the 

book.

Many special studies of various aspects of fiction*  criti­

cism, economics, history, politics, and biography have, of course,

4. Its purnose is the same as that of her books on earlier 
periods: The Shaping of English Mtezataza, London, 
George G. Harrap and Co., «27$ and Englishman and 
his Boots ia the Early. Sixteenth Ceptury, London, 
George G. Harrap and Co., 1930.
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been wefr? a*  supplementary information. Among these are in­

eluded ?#rk# like ''r%nces iWselt'a &&ua la 1M ïlssaMsn laœL> 
6

':%tthev ^rsa*̂  T^ie :ülver*'rp.rk  ^ch.^nl.p and various political, 

social, economic, and literary histories. further mention of 

them here is unnecessary; they are included in the bibliographical 

lists. ;

i hnve limited this study, 1ZL ^ÜZ
i-" rose let ion. in several ^aye. I have limited it in time to the 

Ànrly Victorian period as defined by ?. Carwilan in his Le 
y 

a K^ughly, this ie the time between the

early *30*s  of the lieform 811^ and Foor Lavs and the early *50*@

after the failure ihe Chartlet Movement in 1848 and just before 
8the Crimean '%r. Th^ setting of exact dates 18, of couree, Im-

5, Russell, France» Thereea, 
%  T., ^e ^acdllan Cb.,*

-'atthev lilting, 
teggâlaa f

res?, 193$,
üssa-Suâ. 'Mosh lassie, st

" " Columbia Universityr

7. Callan, toule Tmncols, L& &pial m 
Paris, ^ocl^t^ Nouvelle de llbrSrie etded^*

8. -  Gazarian has reasoned the termination of the >rly* *
Victorian period to be between 1848 and 1885#

*"i le CMrtis?e est terminé dès le milieu de 
1848, les escrite, dans les olaeees dirigeantes, ne 
sont tranquillisée qu*en  1850 ou 1851. L*̂position  
de 1851, qui donne Angleterre le spectacle de sa 
riche see, eat un facteur important de l*&paifwent  
social. guerre de Crimée, enfin, en 1854 et 1855, 
buvre une pheee de la via publique dominée par la pre^ 
occupation"des événement? extérieure. C*o@t  donc entre 
1848 et 1855 que se termine la Nearly Victorian period.**  
'bld., p*  3.



4

possible. Some of the material considered may lie a year or tvo 

outside these limits, and yet in manner, subject, and purpose be­

long in the period. At least one work considered, Samuel Butler's 
The ?av of All Flesh2 although very useful to this study, was 

written half a century later; as a novel of reminiscence it is 

particularly elucidating. In general, however, I have limited my 

primary reading material to selected novels, reviews, and essays 

written in England, during the period, and about contemporary 

and domestic English life. The only exceptions to this restric- 
10 tion are Frederika Bremer's novel, The Neighbors., about con­

temporary Swedish life, and Harriet Martineau's treatise on 
21

Society in America.... In each case there is a reason for the 

inclusion of the work. The popularity of Miss Bremer's novels in 

their English translation by ^ery Howitt and the references made 

to them by the Early Victorian reviewers and critics attest to 

their importance. Although Miss Martineau's Society in America 

is descriptive of the society, laws, and customs of America, it is 

also highly descriptive of the society, laws, and customs of Eng­

land; for Miss Martineau developed her treatise by comparison and 

contrast.

I have been limited in the number and choice of novels by

9. Butler, Samuel, The _?ay of All Flesh (posthumous 1903), 
%. T., Pocket Books, 1939, —

10. Bremer, Frederika, The abhors. Howitt, Mary, trans,  
London, George Bell and Sons» 1901. (Preface date 1852.)

*

11» Martineau, Harriet, Society in America. London, Saunders 
and Otley, 1857*
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their availability to me. Of the important authors, Dickens, 

Jhackeray, Disraeli, Bulger-Lytton, \ro. Gaskell, Charles Kingsley, 

Anthony Trollope, and the three Brontes, I have studied all works 

written within and about the &arly Victorian period in &n%land. 

Of the lesser writers, ^rs. Gore, Lady Plessinæton, Lady Bulwer, 

Trances ^ro^lope, Grace Aguilar, Mrs. Crowe, ^rs. Kills, Mary 

Howitt, Charlotte Yon^e, Theodore Mook, and Shirley Brooks, I have 

used representative novels available in the University of Illinois 

Mibr?ry and in other libraries by inter-library loan. By reading 

reviews in periodicals of the day I have also informed myself 

about the subject matter and treatment of many other novels by 

these and other novelists. I found The Athenaeum ne partic­

ularly useful in this respect; it contained summaries o^ the 

plots of very many popular novels not discussed in other period­

icals.

I have limited my reading of reviews to those appearing in 

Zhg, Athenaeum. Ttie ^orth British Review, the Monthly Revie?^ The 

&dinbur#b Stevie?. the Quarterly Review, Eraser's Magazine. and 

The Kew Monthly Magazine: and I have supplemented this investiga­

tion with reference to Miss Caroline Mashburn*?  doctoral thesis 

2M HistoTT from 1832 io I860 ^f British Criticism ^f Narrative

I have restricted my reading of treatises and essays to a 

few contemporary popular works, appearing either singly or in

This study is available at the University of Illinois 
Library.

12.
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mEgasines: namely, scattered collateral material in the various 
13Magasines; Mrs. Dilip's Th^, Fs illy ^onlto%. a collection of her 

very popular The "others gg, lowland. The Wives 3^

daughters, at ^laer-Lytton's ^n^land
Sn^lish: Thackeray's Th^ Book of Snohs:^^ Harriet Martineau's

Society jji ^erica: and Caroline Norton's English L&m &2Z
16

I have limited myself in objectives*  I have not tried to 

make an historical study of the Marly Victorian family as it may 

have existed. I have studied family life in Marly Victorian Eng­

land only as it appeared in prose fiction and criticism; I have 

tried to discover, thereby, what the writers of the period thought 

the family consisted in, and what its problems and ideals were. 

I have tried, also, to discover what criticisms of family life 

they implied or stated.

13. Cl Us, (Hrs. ) Sarah, The Family Monitor. 9. Y.,
K. Talker, 1848.

14. Lytton, Edward Bulger-, SKlsM SM ÈBSÜâà» London, 
■ Richard Bentley, 1833, Second Mit ion.

15. Thackeray, M. , The Boo); of Snol^, bound with 
• V» w Is'* Burt, n* d.

16. Horton, Hon, Mrs,, Caroline,
the Hine^nt^ Centra, London, printed for private 
circulât ton, 1854.

To accomplish this purpose, I have tried to describe the 

Mrly Victorian family as it was presented in the novels, showing 

its membership, its occupations, its amusements, its duties, its 

philosophy. This I have tried to do largely by quoting passages 13 14 15 16
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the novels; I have sought the general among the several, the 

principle among the examples. I have tried to show how various 

problems and principles of family life were used for plot material. 

And I have discussed the criticisms made in novels, reviews, and 

essays o" thl^ typical family. In this discussion I have distin­

guished between the criticisms which approved of the system, 

philosophy, nr order of the typical family but decried abuses and 

aberrations within it; and the criticisms which in some degree 

directed themselves against the philosophy, order, or system, it­

self. And I have lastly considered these criticisms, and the 

counter-criticisms which they called ^orth, in the light of the 

contemporary reputation of the novel as a medium for the expres­

sion of ideas,
I have deemed this study, as I have limited it, worthy of 

treatment for two reasons. In the first place, the Early Victorian 

was very conscious of, interested in, and proud of the family as 

an English institution. Krs. Ellis, at the beginning of her The 

%omen al England, proudly said: .
It is the domestic character of England—the 
home comforts, and the fireside virtues for 
which she is so justly celebrated, These I 
hope to be able to speak of without presump­
tion, as intimately associated with, and de­
pendent upon, the moral feelings and habits 
of the women of this favored country.17

Bulwer-Lytton, earlier, at the outset of Btn&lgnd apd &&& 

attested:

17. p. 1.
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But you:' ^zcelleney [Prince 
to the #ork 19 addressed] has observed, 
that all anon^st us, save those of the high­
est ranks, live very much alone. Our crowd­
ed parties are not society; we assemble all 
our acquaintances for the pleasure of saying 
nothing to them. "Les Anglais," says one of 
your coipitrymen, "les Anglais ont une 
infinité de ces petite usage? de convention,— 
pour se dispenser de parler.*  Our main ele*  
ment is home; and if you believe our senti­
mentalists, %e consider it a wonderful virtue 
to be unhappy and disagreeable everywhere 
else.18 '

And Charles Dickens, in one of his pleas for humaneness and benev 

olence, equated the love of home with the love of country:

The man of high descent may love the halls 
and lands of his inheritance as a part of 
himself; as trophies o" his birth and power, 
his associations with them are associations 
of pride and wealth and triumph; the poor 
man’s attachment to the tenements he holds, 
which strangers have held before, and may to­
morrow occupy again, has a worthier root, 
struck deep into a purer soil....

Oh! If those who rule the destinies of 
notions would but remember this—if they 
would but think how hard it is for the very 
poor to have engendered in their hearts, that 
love of home from which all domestic virtues 
spring..«.In love of home, the love of coun­
try has its rise, and who are the truer pa­
triots or the better in time of need—those 
who venerate the land, owning its wood, and 
stream, and earth, and all that they produce? 
or those who love the country, boasting not 
a foot of ground in all its wide domain? 19

In the second place, the Early Victorian was interested in, 

and increasingly occupied with, prose fiction. Reading aloud in

18. Vol. I., p. 11.

19. The Old Curiosity Shop. ?hA Barks of Charles Dickens, 
Vol. HU, IE T , Books, Ine., n.d., 01 eartype Edition. *



the fplly—proper and decorous books, of course—^as a re^ 
ular part of family Tlfe.*O  It seems to ne, therefore, that a 

study ^hat the -arly Victorian authors had to say in approba­

tion or in criticism of the family might add to an understanding 

of both the Jarly Victorian society and its literature.

30. Witness the family readings in:
Yonge, Charlotte K., %e Bely of liedclvffe. %\Y.,
E. P. Dutton and Co., n. d., Everyman's Library Edition, 
P. 87.
Bronte, Charlotte, Shirley. N. Y., The Gershon Co., 
n. d., pp. 70-75.
Gaskell, (^rs.) Zlizabeth Cleghorn, Cranford, %. Y\,
H. M. Caldwell Co., n. d. pp. 33-25»
For further testimony, see My Cruse's TM Victorians 
Mâ ZMlr Boohs.



CHATTY II

-tn- TnvTLT: A? EirosiTioR or its
rUKCTIO^ Arn PHILOSOPHY

To apeak of e typical Üsrly Victorian family 18, of course, 

to speak of an hypothetical thing. There ie at no age, as any 

judicious critic must admit, a typical, average, or representative 

anything. And yet one uses, frequently and felicitously, these 

very terms: representative, average, typical. )ne feels that 

they have meanings which are serviceable Wen both speaker and 

listener a free in understanding their limitations and imperfeo- 

tions. Perhaps n typical ^arly Victorian family never existed; 

one could not be sure. Certainly if it did exist, it was no more 

conscious of being typical than any modern family would be of be­

ing typical of the present period. There were many and very dif­

ferent kinds of families in the period under consideration. They 

mere made up of people who partook in different degrees of intelli­

gence, goodness, greed, priggishnees, jealousy, and all the other 

many human attributes. Yet one may speak both intelligently and 

intelligibly of a typical Early Victorian family. One may do so 

because many ideas, attitudes, interests, beliefs, and objectives 

"ere held predominantly among all families, although they rare 

certainly not held in common by all. Wile paying attention to the 

many varieties of English family life evident in the works of prose 

fiction studied, this present chapter attempts to define the typ*  

leal family, to show its form and its function, and to discover 

the philosophy which guided it. In this attempt, it permits the
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^orks of yrofu fiction themselves ?oenk a? ^uch s.s possible.

-a beliefs, so widely accepted that any controversion of 

ther indeed a rarity, ^ere the philosophical bases upon ^hich 

the couplex structure of the ^arly Victorian family was erected. 

The first belief religious; and it existed even a^one those 

people %hnse out^ord life ?as not ^^nifestly religious. It was 

that each person born into this ^orld a soul accountable to 

God, and that it res the duty of bis parents to try to make him 

acceptable on earth to Society, Thick God-ordained, and after 

desth, to God in heaven.

Helen Huntingdon saw a duty to God imposed upon her by the 

birth of her child:

% am s wife: my bliss is sobered, but 
not destroyed; my hopes diminished, but not 
departed; my fears increased, but not yet 
thoroughly confirmed; and, thank Heaven, I 
am a mother too. God has sent me a soul to 
educate for heaven, and given me a ne^r and 
calmer bliss, and stronger hopes to comfort 
me.*l

^r*.  Hamilton, the exemplary mother in Home influence, ex­

pressed her belief in the sa^e religous duty in her ^ords of in­

struction to Pd^ard, her sister*?  child whom she had taken into 

her home after his mother*?  death:

" * . -the young—God*s
^o?t Holy Zord. The influences of your 
home are based on that alone, my Edward. 
They appear perhaps to the casual ob­
server as only love, indulgence, peace,

1. RrontB, Anne, The Tenant. .of Sildfeyi Hall. 8. T., 
The Mersbon Co., n. d.t p. 189.
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and the joy springing from innocent and 
happy hearts; but these are mere flowers 
sprin&ln# from one immortal root. In 
?od*<  ord «lone is our safety....”2

^hereupon «"be him the Bible of her brother, Charles, to carry 

^ith hîæ even as she had carried it Tith her all her life. &lse- 

^here the same ^r«. H^nilton enunciated the sa^e principle in 

speaking to a child under suspicion for some %lld misdemeanor:

"I not so unconscionable as to ex- 
you to have no faults, ^y dear child; 

all C Tish you to attend to, is more obedi­
ence to my commands...disobedience to me is 
also disobedience to God, 'or He has com— 
mended yog ti obey your parents and guard- 
ians.».."^ '

these are direct expressions evidencing the authors' con­

sciousness of the principle, but an even stronger testimony to the 

universality of the principle is sho%n in the exposition and solu­

tion of various problems of plot and incident. It was this prin­

ciple ^hich gave importance to the task of strengthening Guy 
Wiiie’? character;*  tn the red aiming of erring Frank Hazeldean,® 
and Vivian Caxton;® to the devotion oMary Raymond to her sadistic

Aguilar, Grace, &%ge Influ&ns&, & Talp for others 
Daughters, N. Y., i). A Tieton and Co. a 1914, Be*  edition. 
P. 429.

3. JIM.» P- 1TI.
4. Tonge, Charlotte, The Heir of

5. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, "Plslstratus Caxton,  wW Hovel  
of. Varieties 6U&» London, George Routledge

* *

and Hons, Ltd., n. d., The Stevenage Mitton, Vols. I, II, 
III, 16-18 in series.

6. Lytton, M-?ard Buler-,  A*
London, George Routledge and Sons, Ltd., n. d., The 
Stevenage Edition, Vol. II.
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and the joy springing from innocent and 
happy hearts; but these are mere flowers 
g^rlnæln# from one immortal root*  In 
(Tod*  .Prd ?lone i? our safety.».*"^

^hereupon she g«ve hi^ the Bible of her brother, Charles, to carry

with him even as she had carried it with her all her life. ^Ise- 

where the same Hamilton enunciated the same principle In 

speaking to a child under suspicion for come mild misdemeanor:

* I am not so unconscionable as to ex^ 
pee» you to have no faults, my dear child; 
all E wish you to attend to, is more obedi­
ence to my commands.«.disobedience to me is 
also disobedience to God, for He has com­
manded you to obey your parents and guard­
ians...."^

These are direct expressions evidencing the authors*  con­

sciousness of the principle, but an even stronger testimony to the 

universality of the principle is shown in the exposition and solu­

tion of various problems of plot and incident. It was this prin­

ciple which gave importance to the task of strengthening Guy 
%orvrne*s  ch^racter;^ to the reclaiming of erring Frank Haseldean,^ 
and Vivian Carton;^ to the devotion op Mary Haymond to her sadistic

Aguilar, Grace, Ipfl.pg,pp&$ & 2al& I&Z 
Daughters. f., i). Aj^leton and Co.^ 1914, Sew edition» 
P. 429.

3. Ibid «, p. 1.71 «

4. Tonge, Charlotte, The Heir of Reddyffe.

5* Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, "Pisistratue Carton," "My novel" 
or Jarlet les in English Li fe. London, George Routledge 
and ^ons, Ltd., n. d., The Stevenage Edition, Vols. I, II, 
III, 16-18 in series.

6. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, Caxtons. A ZlStaBb 
London, George Routledge and Sons, Ltd., n. d., The 
Stevenage Edition, Vol. II.
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7 8husband; to the succoring of the fallen ^uth; and to the final 

remorse ^hich settled upon Kalph Nickleby when he discovered the 
basely-abused Smike to be his o^n son.**

Die eligion gibt Ihm (the Rarly Vic­
torian] ^asst&be, nach denen er seine Lebens- 
fuhr#n# gestaltet und nach denen er das el^ene 
und fremde Handeln beintellt.^G

The second belief, which was almost universally accepted, 

and upon which the complex structure of the Baily Victorian family 

was erected, ?as that by divine ordinance man had been created a 

superior being to woman, and that society, therefore, was by divine 

ordinance to be masculine. In the novels themselves, as one mould 

expect, enunciation of this principle was almost non-exi^tant; it 

mas a belief accepted rather than discussed, %en it was enuncl*

7. Gore, (^rs.), Oatherine Grace Frances. Marv Raymond and 
Other Tales, London, Henry Colburn, 1838, Vol. I.

8. Gaskell, Blirabeth Cleghorn, liuth. %. Y.,
G. P. Futnsm*s  %ns, 1906, Knutsfora Edition of The Torks 
of Mrs. Gaskell, Vol. III.

9. Dickens, Charles, T^e Life and Adventures of Blcholas
’U Y., Books, Inc., n. d., the "^2%ks of Charles 

Dickens, Oleartype k^ition. Vol, IJL

10. Lanz, daiGrestell^
Grund ^rnane. Tubingen, Christian Guide Press, 1933, 
p. 69. 
See also Crotch, *.  "alter, The Soul of Dickens. London, 
Chapman and Hall, Ltd., 1913, p. 73: "But Dickens was not 
content merely to point out that Society by failing to 
educate the young, was in reality breeding criminals. He 
struck a deeper note when he attacked the cardinal cause of 
the whole evil, the doctrine of child depravity which had 
obtained a firm hold upon the pastors and masters of the 
period. The idea of children then paramount was that of 
the Murdstones, who would not let David play with any other 
fete) because they maintained 'all children to be a swarm 
of little vipers and held that they contaminated one 
another.'*
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eted in novels, reviews and essays, it was enunciated as e counter­

criticism against a plea for various womens1 rights. As such it 

will be discussed later. A reading of any of the novels, however, 

makes manifestly clear the widespread acceptance of the idea. It 

shows that boys and men, their ideas and their actions, were the 

focus of the novelists*  interest. -ven when the novelist dealt 

seemingly with the problems and plights of a female character, he 

dealt with those problems and plights as they involved her rela­

tionship with man or men, generally as they concerned her marriage 

or her behavior as a wife. Caroline Melstone spoke the conven­

tional belief when she said to Shirley:
"Shirley, men and women are so differ­

ent; they are in such a different position, 
omén have so few things to think about— 

men so many; you may have a friendship for a 
man, while he 1^ almost indifferent to you. 
inch of what cheers your life may be depend­
ent on him, while not a feeling or interest 
of moment in his eyes may have reference to 
you."11

Frances Trollope gave open recognition to it in her o^n voice

in The of
%ny female philippics have been penned, 

I believe, against that manly passion for 
superiority which leads our masters to covet 
in a companion chosen for life the temper of 
mind here described Cutter dependence); but 
I am tempted to think that this longing to 
possess a being that wants protection, far 
from demonstrating a disposition prone to 
tyranny, shows a nature disposed to love and 
to cherish, in a manner perfectly accordant 
to the most perfect beau idéal of married 
life.1%

11. Bronte, Charlotte, gfaUla, P  178.*

12. Trollope, (%sj, Frances, 1^, London,
Richard Bentley, 1837# Vol. I, pp*  64-5*



Put perhaps the amplest and clearest enunciation of the be­

lief 'oust be sought in a ?ork of non-fiction. In The "Ives of.

?3n^ln id, the very popular >.\rs. Bills stated:

71 th gratitude we ou^ht to acknowledge 
our belief, that morally and spiritually 
there is perfect equality between ^en and 
women; yet, in the character of a noble, en­
lightened, and truly good ^an, there is a 
power and a sublimity, so nearly approaching 
what we believe to be the nature and capac­
ity of angels, that as no feeling can exceed, 
so no language can describe, the degrees of 
admiration end respect which the contempla­
tion of such a character must excite.

%ven in the complaints of Mrs. Norton, whose notorious divorce pro­

ceedings and whose trials before English law evoked her startling 

and bitter ^n^lish Laws for %menthere was a confession of her 

belief in the principle.
®I believe in the natural superiority of 

man as f do in the existence of a God. 
^he natural position of a woman is in- 
feriorlty to man. Amen. That is a thing 
of God's appointing, not of man's choos- 
ing....I never pretended to the wild and 
ridiculous theory of equality

Consequently, the Early Victorian family, feeling more or

less strongly its responsibility for making its members acceptable

to Society and to God, and believing in the superiority of man

over woman, sought to achieve efficiency by functioning in accord­

ance with these beliefs. It was, first and foremost, masculine

and authoritarian in its government. As Mrs. Ellis observed, it

was "unquestionably the inalienable ri^ht of all men, whether ill

13. p. 34.
14. Armstrong, Margaret, Eanpy Kemble A Passionate Victorian. 

The Macmillan Co., 1938, p. 204.
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or men, rich or poor, wise ?r foolish, to be treated with defer­

ence, and %ade auch of in their o^n houses.Jhen Charles 

Dickens, in his persistent crusade against unkindness and unlove, 

reflected the portrait of the ^urdstone family in young David*s  

eyes, he was, of course, bringing his reader to anger; but, the 

anger was directed at tyranny in its derogatory sense rather than 

at the idea of authority. For, aside from its criticism of abuse, 

the portrait typical:
Fir%iegs, I %ay observe, was the grand 

quality on which both Mr. and Miss Murdstane 
took their stand..,.?r. Murdstone was firm; 
nobody in his world was to be so firm as Mr. 
^urdstone; nobody else in his world was to be 
firm et all, for everybody was to be bent to 
bis firmness. Miss ^urdstone was an excep­
tion. She might be firm, but only by rela­
tionship, and in an inferior and tributary 
degree, mother was another exception. 
She might be firm, and must be; but only In 
bearing their firmness, and firmly belling 
there was no other firmness upon earth.

Even as each of God*s  creatures on earth was subordinate to 

God in heaven, so each member in a family was subordinate to a v 

family lord. In such a family structure, the father was, of 
course, the most import ant member.^ All other members of the

15. Ellis, (Mrs.), IM UTSS 41 P» 38.

16. Dickens, Charles, The BtetoIX St 2^211 SSlESSXSMM
te Younger. W. Y., Books, Inc., n. d., the forks of

arles Dickens, Cleartype Edition, Vol. I, p. 47.

17. Ellis, (Mrs.), TM ^f p, 38%  At home it*
is but fitting that the master of the house should be con­
sidered as entitled to the choice of every personal indul­
gence, unless indisposition or suffering on the part of 
the wife render such indulgences more properly her due; 
but even then they ought to be received as a favor, rather 
than claimed as a rights
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family bln deference, followed his will, and administered

to his comforts. Such a typical father was John Pendennis:

.1= for John Pendennis, as the father 
of the family, and that sort of thing, every­
body had the greatest respect for him: and 
his orders were obeyed like those of the aedes 
and Persians. His hat was as well brushed, 
perhaps, as that of any man in this empire. 
His meals were served at the sa^e minute every 
day, and woe to those who came late, as little 
Pen, a disorderly little rascal, sometimes did. 
Prayers were recited, his letters were read, 
his business dispatched, his stables and gar­
den inspected, his hen-houses and kennel, his 
barn and pigstye visited, also at regular 
hours. After dinner, he always had a nap with 
the Globe newspaper on his knee, and his yel­
low bandana handkerchief on his face...mother 
and child were hushed and quiet when --r. 
Pendennis walked into the drawing-room, his 
newspaper under his arm,.».18

Like John Pendennis, the typical father decided everything for bis 

family—everything concerning money, occupation, education, wor­

ship, and amusement. Like Mrs. Harbottle*s  father, a bankrupt, or 

like Sir George Grindle, he might decide whom his daughter was to 

marry.Ke might, like Mr. Cartwright, direct the making of his 
$A

wife's wiil,^ He might, like Theobald Pontifez in Butler's 

reminiscent novel, control the petty cash of the household and give

18, Thackeray, William Makepeace, The History &f Pendennis. 
Ms. fortunes Md. Misjoy tungs., Ms. t.XtoiU 2Z2£1*
est enemy. N. Y., Thomas Y. Crowell and Co., n. d., 
Vol. I, p. 16.

19. Hook, Theodore, T]ke Parson's daughter: London,
Richard Bentley, 1835, Standard Hovels Edition, No. XLVI, 
p. 36. and fathers and Sons. New Hagâ&ln&$ Vol.
LIX, (July, 1840), p. 391.

20. Trollope, ’’rances, The Vicar of >£jftilll. Vol. Ill, p. 77. 



18

his wife m "nee for the expenditure of which he held her 

accountable.^ He mi^ht, like Squire Hazeldean, determine the 

official f^^ily attitude towards a run-away son involved in a
22 'love affair. He might, like Sir George ^eddowe, feel entitled

to appropriate his daughter*̂  private inheritance for his own use 
23

21. 51 ^e,sh. p. 82.

22. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, Novel, pp. 72, 158.

23. Trollope, (Mr*.), Frances, Charles Chesterfield; or...the 
Adventures of Youth of Genius. Paris, Bat^ry*s European 
Library, 1841, p. 314: #’Stop, Clara! Before you answer 
me in such an accent as that, ’cried Sir George, suddenly 
interrupting her, ’let me briefly tell you that the loan 
of the money which I have condescended to sue for rather 
than command—*which, as a father, I unquestionably have 
the right to do—will be attended with not the slightest 
risk Thatever.**

24. Brontë, Charlotte, *Currer Bell,* Villette. N. Y., 
The Gershon Co*, n. d., p. 343»

25* Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, The Paxtons, p. 13: *1... By the 
bye, will my ^eogilos be brought up like Hector or 
As t y an ax—videlicet. nourished by its own mother or by a 
nurse?’

*’^hich do you prefer, Mr. Paxton?’ asked Mr. Squills 
.... * tn this I always deem it my duty to consult the 
wishes of the gentleman.**

or abuse. He might, like Mr. Home, determine to whom, and when,
24bis daughter might be permitted to write letters. He might,

like Austin Caxton, determine whether or not his wife should sue- 
25kle her child. He might, like the kind Jacob, require his

daughter each week to account to hl^ for all expenditures made 21 22 23 24
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26through her. He might, like Denby, try to make bin daughter
*exemplify his idea of excellence and good government.**?  He %as, 

in fact, the ultimate authority in all family matters.

And yet, without losing any of hie dictatorial powers, he 

found it necessary to subdivide his authority for practical pur*  

poses. He could, like Mr. Bloomfield, expect his wife to keep 

house for him, and still reserve the right to criticize her for
28 -her way of buying fish. He could, like Arthur Huntingdon, en*  

trust the care and education of his small son to his wife, and, at 

his own will, and against his wife#s, withdraw the son from her 
29care and teach him to drink and swear with the men. In general, 

he agreed with Mrs. Ellis that the duty of the wife was to be the 

mistress of the house ** e director or foreman who thought and 

ordered what her servants should do**always,  of course, subject to

26. Blessington, (Lady), Margaret Gardiner, The Governess. 
London, Longman, Orme, Brown, Green, and Longmans, 1839, 
Vol. 1, p. 237: Jacob explained to Clara, whom he was 
befriending, how he treated his own daughter: "  I re  
quire even my daughter Rachael to render me an account, 
every week, of all disbursements made through her; so that 
thou, who art even as another daughter unto me...must be  
come punctual and regular in all pecuniary transactions.'

* *

*
*

37. Gore, (Mrs.), Catherine Grace Frances, Ovington, or Cecil 
& Feer. London, T. and W. Boone, 1852, Second Edition, 
Vol. I, pp. 278.*

28. Brontë, Anne, ”Acton Bell," Agnes Grey. S. Y., Harper 
and Brothers, 1903, The Haworth dit ion, Life and ^orks 
of the Sisters Bronte. Vol. V, pp. 3779.*

29. Brontë, Anne, T&e Tenant of mdfell Hall. See also the 
similar situation in the Greville family in Home Influence 
by Grace Aguilar.



Iv subdivide his authority further a^on^ servants

hired either by ai&self or by hi^ ^iie at Lia Sccire; he 

like Xoche^ter, hire a ^ovemesi: to teach ale child, tmd then er- 

aaiae both chile and ^overnese biaself in the evenings on the sub- 
« 33jectï of their day's study."

beat in importance in the family was the eldest son» for it 

was to ht% that the properties, rights, and control of the family 

should pass upon his father's death, his birth into the world 

was a ^reot event, and gave joy to his whole family, even to an 

old grandfather like Mr, Pont if or, who had been ^seriously uneasy 

lest there should be a failure in the male line of his descend- 
^7 

ants....*"  Mis birth into a family living on its o%n estate was 

celebrated with great pomp and ceremony by all the tenantry. " 

And when he grew up to young manhood, he was the family's darling. 

Like young Carson:

30. mils, (Krs.), The gives, of ^land. p. 85

31. Disraeli, Benjamin» &arl of Beaconsfield, Bybil, && the
Two, nations. Y.$ P. ?. Collier and Son, n. d., p. 309

32. ürontë, Charlotte, Cwrrer  Rell," J^pe H. Y., 
Dodd, Mead and Co., 1927.

*

33. Butler, Samuel# PP. @4-5.

34. Core, (Mrs. )  Catherine Grace dances, Mrs. Armytage: or. 
female Pomip^tion. Paris, G, T. r. Reynolds, 1836, p. 128: 
"hen Mrs. Arnytage teamed that her son Arthur's child was 
a girl and not a male heir, she was disappointed. She de­
cided to keep up appearance anyway; but the way in which

*
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He the only son, and his sisters were 
nroud of his; his father and mother were 
oroud of him; he could not set up his judg*  
ment against theirs; he proud of him- 
self.35

As he matured, he began to share powers in the home, although he 

remained always subservient to his father. Like Reginald, he might 

* shoot up into independence," and show his mother that * according 

to the system of the present day, she had lessons to receive from 

her son, ohe, a woman, knew nothing of the world, as now consti­
tuted; he, a boy, was comparatively better instructed."^ He 

might, like the model Hamilton boys, undertake some of the duties 

of the head of the house during his father’s absence: protecting 

his mother and sisters, carving at the table, and advising and 

guiding the younger children*  Upon the death of his father, al-

she curtailed the planned festivities was significant.
"The disappointment of the poorer tenants was, however, of 
brief duration. Mrs. Armytage’s attention was roused to 
the possibility that her mortification mintt become evident 
to the neighborhood, by a visit of congratulation from the 
inevitable proprietor of Mill-Hill; who mingled with his 
felicitations the expression of an earnest hope that the 
next child born at Holywell might be a boy. She according­
ly gave orders that, although no bells were to be rung, 
nor beacon, nor bonfire to be kindled, all the expected 
gratuities should be bestowed, and all the preparations for 
festivities continued. The ox need not be roasted whole; 
but it might still be apportioned to the poor. After all, 
the little find their account in the ostentations of the 
great."

35. Gaskell, (Mrs.) Elizabeth Cleghorn# %arv Barton and Other 
Tales. London » Smith, &lder and Co., 1906, the IbrkS of 
Mrs.. Gaskell. Knut a ford Mitton, Vol. I, p. 76.

36. Gore, (Mrs.), Catherine Grace Frances, The Map of Fortune. 
London# Henry Colburn, 1842 Vol, I, p. 95.

37. Aguilar, Grace, Home XafWMA, P- 77.
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though he be but sixteen years old, like Arthur Pendennis, 

there sprang up in his breast * 9 sort of secret triumph and exul*  

tation. He was the chief now and lord. He was Pendennis; and all 

round about him were hie servants and handmaids." Just as at 

his birth, so at his coming of age, there was great celebration. 

Again, if he belonged to a family living on its own estate, there 

was celebration among the tenantry, who henceforth would recognize 
39

38. Thackeray, %» :L, Pendennis. Vol. I, p. 38. See also 
Trollope, ^rances, ?ol. I, p. 30.
"The grief of Charles [just come of age—the day before] 
was that of a young, ardent, and most affectionate spirit; 
but his mother and sisters now seemed to hang upon him 
wholly, and the Being who alone can read all hearts only 
knew how deep was the sorrow he felt.*

39. Disraeli, Benjamin, Earl of Beaconsfield, Tancred. London 
H. Valter Dunne, 1904, Earls Edition, Vol. 1, p. 6. 
Trollope, Frances, The. Vicar, of Vol. I, p. 6.

40. Dickens, Charles, P» 382:
"'As you are in no hurry, then,1 said Steerforth, 

'came home with me to Highgate, and stay a day or two. 
You will be pleased with my mother—she is a little vain 
and prosy about me, but that you can forgive her—and she 
will be pleased with you.**

him as a man. But even as a child, as a mere student under a 

governess or a tutor, and even though governed by Ms mother, he 

was looked upon as a man—to-be, and therefore superior to all other 

members of the family except his father, He was idolized by his
40 mother and was generally, like Steerforth, aware of her adoration. 

To a sweet, simple woman like Helen Pendennis, he was a promise of 

relief from the duty of heading her husbandless home:

It pleased her (with that dismal pleasure 
which the idea of sacrificing themselves 
gives to certain women), to think of the 
day when she would give up all to Pen, and
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he should brin^ his ^ife home; and she 
^ould surrender the keys and the best bed­
room, and go sit at the side of the table, 
and see him happy.41

From the younger brothers, and particularly from the sisters in 

the household, he received deference, as will be demonstrated later.

The next in importance in the family were the second, third, 

and fourth sons. Because they were men, they took precedence over 

the women of the family, but they were nevertheless definitely in­

ferior to the first son, the family heir. They had to find some 

means of living; the heir did not. They had to seek their fortunes; 

the heir did not. As children, they paid deference to their eldest 

brother; they yielded to his will and judgment, because their par*  

ents had educated them to do so. Kven as well-intentioned a person 

as W. Yorke, theoretically decrying partiality, unconsciously
42 taught the conciliation of the heir. As mature men, they felt

41. Thackeray, % M f Pendennis, Vol. I., p. 89.*

42. BrontA, Charlotte, Shirley, p. 119: "He is crossed in the 
game-look at his scowl » Mr. Yorke sees it, and what does 
he say? In a low voice, he pleads: ’Mark and Sartin, 
don’t anger your brother.1 And this is ever the tone 
adopted by both parents. Theoretically, they decry parti­
ality; no rights of primogeniture are to be allowed in 
that house; but Matthew is never to be vexed, never to be 
opposed: they avert provocation from him as assiduously 
as they would avert fire from a barrel of gunpowder. 
’Concede, conciliate,  is their motto wherever he is con­
cerned. The republicans are fast making a tyrant of their 
own flesh and blood. This the younger scions know and 
feel, and at heart they all rebel against the injustice: 
they cannot read their parents1 motives; they see only the 
difference of treatment. The dragon’s-teeth are already 
sown among Mr. Yorke’s young olive branches; discord will 
one day be the harvest."

*



the difference between themselves and the heir perhaps even more 

severely:

"Thy—my father ^as a gentleman," said 
Fremont in a hesitating tone# "and I was a 
younger son."

"Ah!" said Gerard, "that is as bad as 
being a woman."43

They could expect little from the oldest brother other than his 

aid in obtaining commissions for them in the army or livings in 
44 the church, and to him they paid deference as the head of the 

f am ilydn-1 arge.

The next in importance among the members of the family vas 

the mother. Her primary function was to carry out the will of her 

husband and administer to his desires and his comforts, and she was 

usually content to serve in this capacity. She said that "any man 

who wishes to live in decent comfort with me as a husband must be 
able to control n»*"^  Then she explained to her son what he 

should expect of his wife, she was proud to boast of what she had 

been to his father:

43.

44.

45.

Disraeli, Benjamin, Sybil, p. 143.

Landon, Letitia %., Wy J&mS SZ, ISAPÂm
Appearances, London, Henry Colburn, 1842, Vol. I, p. 235: 
"*  Of course her eldest son gets her estates; the youngest 
will have nothing. They did very right to put him in the 
navy, for the father’s services were great, and he ought 
to be pushed. That was a matter of chancer however, since 
Lord Meersbrook could have done nothing for him; he had 
been abroad ever since his father’s death.*

Helen looked at Georgiana, and thought sons were very 
different to daughters; ’if she were as rich as Lord 
Keersbrook, Georgiana would have a fortune tomorrow. Dear 
Mary, too# who was so poorly, and so kind to everyone, how 
delightful it would be to make her independent !1*

Brontë, Charlotte, Shirley. p. 429.
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Then you must fall into your prop­
er pl^ce. You*U  do your business, and she, 
if zhe*c  worthy of you, will do hers; but it's 
your business to please yourself, and hers to 
please you. 1*̂  sure your poor dear father 
was as good a husband as ever lived, and after 
the first six months or so more over, I should 
as soon have expected him to fly, as to put 
himself out of his way to pleasure me. He al­
ways said I was a good wife, and did my duty; 
and he always did his, bless him!**

2ven Miss Hatty, a member of the delightfully feminine society in 

Cranford, though neither wife nor mother, was ready to admit that: 

"a man has a sort of knowledge of what should be done in difficul­

ties# that it is very pleasant to have one at hand ready to lean 

upon."4? And, like Hrs. Pendennis, "she spoke about Mr. Pendennis 

(a worthy little gentleman enough, but there are others as good as 

be) with an awful reverence, as if he had been the Pope of Rome on 

his Throne, and she a cardinal kneeling at his feet, and giving 
40

him incense." Like the wife of Sir Abraham, she could think her 

husband the best of husbands, and be not unhappy, although he 

rarely allowed her to enter his life, which was of the world, and 
49although he did not share his confidences with her. Like Helen 

Huntingdon, she could confide to her diary that she was glad to 

have her husband where she could minister to his needs, even though

46. Brontb, Anne, p. 44.

47. Gaskell, (Mrs.), Cranford, p. 265.

48. Thackeray, % %,  Pendennis, Vol. I, p. 19.*

49. Trollope, Anthony, The garden.» H. Y. 0., Pratt Institute
Free Library, 1932, pp. 273-4.



he had previously oerpretrated upon her and her child nearly all 

the crimes of ^hich husbandbood and fatherhood were capable.

Indeed, her life was one of service to man; she 3as always depend­

ent upon hi% except "in that state in which alone a woman ceases 
to be dependent-*%idowhood.*51  She owned no property, and could 

legally acquire none of her own. ÿverything that had been hers 

before her ^arriaee, and everything that she acquired or produced 

thereafter—including children—belonged to her husband. her 

duties included the bearing of children, the direction of serv­

ants, the management of domestic economy, and the management of 

her children's early education. If her husband was a wise and 

understanding man, she might enjoy both freedom and power in the 
53 

direction of the domestic economy. She was aided by whatever 

servants she could afford—but, like ^re. Grantley, "inspected her

60.

51.

52.

53.

Brontë, Anne, '%. Tenant ^f Kl,# P*

Lytton, Ldward Bulwer-, relha% tbe Adventures ^f 
Gentleman. London, George iloutledge and Sons, Ltd., 
n. d», The Stevenage Mitton, Vbl. XXIV, p*  16.

"Currer Sell's 'Shirley'»" IM. Vol. XCI,
(Jan., 1850), p. 115: *The  grand function of women, it 
must always be recollected, is, and ever will be, Maternity: 
and this re regard not only as her distinctive character­
istic, and most endearing charm, but as a high and holy 
office—the prolific source, not only of the best affec­
tions and virtues of which our nature is capable, but also. 
of the wisest thoughtfulness, and most useful habits of 
observation, by which that nature can be elevated and 
adorned. ...All women are intended by Nature to be 
mothers...."

Lytton, Edward Butwer-, My Novel. Vol. I, p. 371: 
Riccabocca was a wise man in this respect towards hie wife, 
Jemima. He "secretly thought her extravagant, but,like a 
wise man, declined to look at the house bills, and ate his 
joint in unreproachful silence."
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kitchen,, though rhe bed e first-r&te housekeeper, ^ith sixty pounds 

% year; end attended to the lessons of Florinda and Grisgel, though 
she had an excellent ^ove^nese with thirty pounds a year.**^  And, 

like Mrs. %^illton, she consulted with the governess of her chil- 
55 dren and directed her in their education.

In addition to performing these practical duties by means of 

which a woman put into practice the will of her husband, the wife 

contributed to the welfare of the family by her exercise of 

delicacy, grace, ornament, patience, service—and the care of the 

sick. She "painted in water-colours and sang, and made card-racks 

2nd penholders, and was called an ^elegant, accomplished woman.**56  

%he "played well on the piano-forte, and better still upon the 

horp. Her voice, though not of the finest quality, was powerful, 

and she had been taught to make the best of it; her dancing was 

exceedingly admired; and she was one of the most accomplished 

caricaturists that ever sketched eyes, nose, and chin,*"  She 

exerted a moral influence upon her husband, who, in this mercenary 

world, was necessarily somewhat tainted by his daily encounters 

with society in the outer world; she brought him to church, for she

54. Trollope, Anthony, The P  134.*

55. Aguilar, Grace, Influence, p. 335.

56. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, My Hovel, pp. 77-8» The above 
is a description of Mrs. Dale.

57. Trollope, (Mrs.), Frances, T&& Lottery «arjlaRg., a 
dowel  London, Henry Colburn, 1849, Vol. I, pc. 128-9. 
The above is a description of Cassandra de Laurie.

*



^uiok ^3 see hi? need for help,*  She ezertcd a ^oral influ­

ence upon her children in their early years and in their youth; 

she shielded thea from error end-grief and guided them to vell^ 
59 being and happiness. She influenced the taste and perception 

of her company by her refinement and charm ^hlch gave "a grace and 
60flexibility to the intellect," finally, she was always prepared 

to exercise "woman's lovliest attribute, that of a tender and
61 utterly unselfish nurse."

'"he daughters in the family were the next most important 

members, the eldest one enjoying a superiority over the younger 

ones. Like #18^ gorleena, "ns the eldest of the family, and nat­

ural representative of her mother during her indisposition," she 

would take full charge of the younger children, "hustling and 

slauping" them about so efficiently that her father would declare 

that "in understanding and behavior, that child was a woman." " 

Zvery daughter was expected implicitly to obey her parents, even 

to the extent of refusing to marry until her father's sanction had 

been given*  She was the helper and pupil of her mother, upon

58. mis, (Kre.); T^e Stamen of pp. 13-30.

59. huilai, Grace, Heme. Influence,, preface, 1848.

60. Disraeli, Benjamin, Earl of Beaconsfield, Coningsby. or 
thq Hew Generation. E. Y., R. T. Collier and Sons, 
n. d., p. 235.

61. Aguilar, Grace, Home Influence, p. 386.

62. Dickens, Charles, Nicholas mckleta. p. 434.

63. Cunnington, C. %, feminine Attitudes in the Nineteenth 
Century, pp. 81, 91.
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whore pattern modeTied hergpif for future wifehood and mother*

ho"d. "%er life was mainly domestic. She regarded her mother 

with a^e and her father with fear; the one inspired her with pity, 
*nd the othsr with meeMess,*̂  Vltb her mother she made charita*  

ble visits t^ the Te*g  fortunate people in her parish teaching 

the young and caring for the old and sick. She ministered to the 

comforts of the men in the house in any ways she could devise.

-he was accustomed "to fill an inferior place, to give up, to fall 

b?ck, nnd to be as nothing in comparison with" her brothers.

Like poor little Bella, she might even be told to keep her young 

brother quiet by allowing him to continue his amusement of pulling 
, 67 ..her hair. Bhe might, like little ^mmaline, believe it her duty 

to protect her brother by taking upon herself the blame for all 

his misdeeds; indeed, the problems resulting from such excessive 

and misguided devotion were the subject of about one third of at 
68

least one long novel*  Or, like Lucy Grant, she might constantly 

serve her brother whom her mother adored, because "To him, and to 

his good, she was taught to refer every action of her life."69

64» Ibid,r p. ill.

65. Lytton, dward Bui war,  Th^ Carton^. Vol. II, p. 557»*

66. Ellis, (Mrs.), as. Mm. laalaM» p. 25.

67. Lytton, Kos in a D. ( heeler) Lady Bulwr, Cher elev or the
Kan of Honour. London, Edward Bull, 1839, third Edition,
Vol. XI, p. 164.

68. teuilar, «race, Bom Influence.

69. Ellis, (Urs.), Sarah Stickney, IgSBSZ. ISSeSSfiSEBl; JU. 
Varieties of Character. London, Fisher, Son, and Co., 
n. d. 1846, Vol. I, "The Managing life,  p. 15.*
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Generally, like she to n^y iefe?ence to her broth­

er*?  core prsotlcsT and more capable mind; ^hen in a small way she 

attempted something outside her proper sphere of action and with­

in her brothsr*s,  such as the reading of the state of the share­
market to her father, she discovered her limitations.^ Certainly 

71 pg
like little Florence, or Amy, she devoted herself wholly to 

en ailing or invalid brother, &nd lavished her love uron him. Her 

life in the home was one of service; the goal she was expected to 

attain was marriage. Failure to marry made her a continued burden 

responsibility to her parents, and afterwards, to her brothers 
73into the house of whom, like ^iss yurdstone, or Jemima Hazel­

. 74Lean, she ^1'ht be introduced Titi indifferent success,

Servants in the home, and especially those who had been em­

ployed many years, were considered almost as members of the family 

A reviewer of the day defined their general status when he wrote: 

e speak, of course, with reference to 
, those strong ties of family attachment

which the many good and (if well treat­
ed) faithful servants exhibit towards the 
house in which they become domiciled."5

70. Gaskell, (Krs.), Huth, p. 327.

71. Dickens, Charles, Bilk
'^opp f., Books, Inc., n. d., 
Dickons, Cleartype Edition, Vol.

M sol
Bê ^IzkjS Of Charles 

XIV.
73. Yonge, Charlotte, geir of Hedclvffe.

73. Dickens, Charles, Ravid Conrerfield.

74. Lytton, Edward »tl«er-, My govel.

75. "’'aid Servants", Fraser's «agazlne. Vol. XXVIII, (Bov., 
1843), pp. 564-5.



' i'- ' ir^lycrv. /rrdcd tLM;

the 'yy^i^L ^ervrrt n?- .r felt the s^rrn"? tie: -%yiy n^tecb-
mentt

T_ .nf%, r@T-yrrtp brve been lone 
to thi? subservience; it is 

conylrteiy the custom for
the yietre?- to reçolwte their ^RnusrS; 
thrir clothes, their intercourse ni th 
their friends, and ^any other things 
ytioh they ou^ht *o  rionce ^o? tbef^eivor, 
that it has become difficult to treat themTy better.?#

/here .ervryto, doMciJ^ed, and TiTTn- ts think tleTselve? r« 

port 0"' the fr=ily have represented r r^thsr !??-€ rrrt of 
the totrl npr2-^irn; for recorder to rr. Zills, the- families of 

thr ^re?t nass of the pornirtion of -hick connected
^rofe end ^^îfcctnre ure*  restricted to the services 3- frnoi 

one to four domestic?. dometl^ee they pore advice and counsel 

to tbo -aTtly, or did the faithful old ^ally nhen the
7^ irobie^ o- intr-htetny -utb to the Pensonsfriends arose. /o^e-

ti%er, like ^he faithful Peo^otty, they enjoyed poner of both love 
79-nd discipline over the youn^ children.

^he Tovernees, «"Ithou^h hired pn %% educator ^nd brought to 

live in the home, of least rank in the family, ieturliy she 

'ras treated as a. menial; even the servants, ayons; nhom she nac

76. 'Zsrtineau, Harriet, ^jpclety in Meric^. p. 143.

77. ’îllis, ( :rs«), The Wen of ^n^land. p. 8.

78. Gaskell, (-re.), Ruth.

79. Sickens, Charles, David Copperfield.



nei

nothin?

o terrien*i.r? *heir
-:;TtG ' : ?ey, -it :ht thrt;

: - ■-'--» ■--y Î1W V./Uvb-iti JL U; ! A V., «>12’4

to be ruled, mu?t need*  set up as a ruler/ 
^nd rnlfeotcd ?. deter vin tien to keep, not 
only his sisters, but hie governess in order, 
by violent aanu^il and %edrl applications; and, 
as he a tall, strong boy of his years, 
this occasioned no trifi in- inconvenience. 1

sound bores on the ear, on such occasions 
^irht have settled the matter easily enough; 
but as, in that case, he might make up some 
story to his mother ~hich she ^ould be sure 
to believe, as she had such unshaken faith in 
his veracity—though I had already discovered 
it to be by no means unimpeachable—I deter- 
'.ined to refrain from striking him, even in 
self-defence; and, in his most violent moods, 
my only resource vrs to thro# him on his back 
and hold his hands and feet till the frenzy 
-ss somewhat abated. To the difficulty of 
orcventing him from doing That he ought not, 
vas added th*t  of forcing him to do #hat he 
ought. Often he #ould positively refuse to 
learn, or to repeat his lessons, or even to 
look at his book. Here, again, a good birch

80. Blessington, (Lady), The governess. Vol, l, p, 71.



vy ?n^pre rare ?o limited, T ^ske the 
-.het I

Like .rrbh /inch, %nO3 So^ ?i#ch rescued fros nrr 5? rav-
erns^s, shv ^i^hv 'i?)C. thrt the &nt^3:nir_ nuC interfe t^c% of 
ckliGTan; parents, 11C servrint? Glike defeated e.n/ chrnce jf suo- 

. 82curs m 2UT no%n. ^he %l%o learned thnt chg nse expuc^c^ do 
nrny i^inns uurlü&s tt&ch children. Like dlrrc, ^hc .l:ht be c:- 
^ect^C tj db ncudleroTc*  &nd ncid service for her nirtrece; to .er- 

nit k- c c-'.oiou:? obtentions of inpet^ou^ youn ° -en ruusts o'" the 
de »lly; nnd to act as cn iiitcrmmoio in the clandestine affairs of 
r . 83her employers, uiko .«ouisa, she %i^ht be required to lend iier 

puree money at various times to her enployer--^ho completely 

forget the loan; to Le "generally useful"; and "to carry all the 

sha"*ls  and uabrelles^ i?henever she talked ivith members of the 
84 family. Ind, ??hen the f^iily travelled, she occupied a seat in 

% corner of the carriage with her back to the horses, or she sat 

outside the carriage—"when there was nothing to see, but #uch to

81. Brontê, inae, kmes drey, p. 380.

82. Olckong, Gbarles, IM ail at lartlh
Chuzzlewit. iBooks, Inc*,  n. d., Th^ arks of Charles 
Ulckans, Cleartype Edition, Vol. II, p. 580, Tom explained 
Xuth*s  difficulties as a governess: "'3he is as sell bred, 
as well taught, as well qualified by nature to command re- 
Aoect, as any hirer of a governess you know. But when you 
place her at a disadvantage in reference to every servant 
in your house, how can you suppose, if you have the gift of 
coajon sense, that she is not in a tenfold worse position 
in reference to your daughters?*"

83, Blessington, (lady), %e Governess,, Tol. 11, pp. 145-6*

8*.  Ellis, (%re.), Temper and Temperament. "The Imprisoned 
Kind," Vol. II, pp. 35, 39.
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be endured.* Her life restricted almost wholly to her occu­

pations within the ho%e, for she was permitted few vaoct^ons; she 

required t? be available for duties at all times; she was

odd v^ry little above her board and room; she was not allowed to 

entertain visitors; she was restricted in her participation in 

activities even within the home which she served. She mi^ht find, 

like uth ?inch, that:

The lady of the establishment was curious 
in the natural history and habits of the 
animal called Governess, and encouraged her 
daughters to report thereon whenever occa­
sion served; which we*,  in reference to all 
parties concerned, very laudable, i^provln^, 

pleasant,86

Her position was certainly not an enviable one.

Just as the family itself was masculine and authoritarian in 

its government, so was the f^ily-ln-large to which the individual 

family belonged as a member and to which it looked for aid and 

preferment. Like the House of -onfort, the family-in-large often: 

aade it a rule that all admitted to be mem- 
hers of the family should help each other; 
that the head of the House should never, if 
it could be avoided, suffer any of its 

/ branches to decay and wither into poverty.
The House of Monfort also held it a duty to 
foster and make the most of every species of 
talent that could swell the influence or 
adorn the armai? of the family. Having rank, 
having wealth, it sought also to secure In­
tellect, and to knit together into solid 
union, throughout all ramifications of kin­
ship and cousinhood, each variety of repute

» p. 39. r
See also Front ë, Anne, Agnes Grey, p. 433.

88. Dickens, Charles, Martin Chuzzlewit, p. 139. 



and power that could root the ancient 
tree -more firmly in the land.87

the oldest son was possessor of the property, or of the 

estate if there one, and was head of the fa^ily-in-laræe» Ag 

head of the fa#iiy~Ln~laipe, he received deference from the people 

n the other member families, often from those much his senior in 
ye?rs*  Like Barnes He^come, he mi^ht be an odious person,^ 

' gg

87. Lytton, /Edward Bul we r-, Wat 7111 He Do ?lth It?. London, 
George Routledge and Sons. Ltd., n. d., The Stevenage
Litton, Vol* T, II, pp. 404-5, Vols. 27-38 in Series.

88, Thackeray, William Makepeace, The Hewcomes* Memoirs of 
A Respectable family* Boston, Estes and Larriat, 
1883, Thackeray*g Complete Wrks, Vol. I, The Peoples 
Edition* p. 341.

89. Thackeray, M., Pendennis.

90. dore, (^rs*), Kra. Ar^vta^. p. 47*

like Arthur Pendennis, a thoroughly likeable one; but in either 

case ^hen he became head of the family, he received deference from 

his aunts, uncles, and cousins alike, %ven the wealthy and haughty 

^r*.  *r?yts?e  herself, "strongly attached to her own family and 

its interests, and regarding 81? John Laudsley as head of the 

house, and heir-pessumptive to Holy^e^i in case of failure of her 

on issue, entertained a high regard for him and all his genera- 
tion.* 87 88 89 90

Oonsciousnes of the fa ily-in-l^rge, and the typical pride 

in family helped to secure the individual against complete dis­

aster then his member family suffered misfortune; for the family­

in-large supplied deficiencies within member families. In the 

family lacking a father, and having no son sufficiently grown to 
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wake hi? pl^ce^ one or more brothers of the oddov*s  husband ad­

vised guided her. Thus, *%jor  Pendennis summoned from 

the comfort of his London life to aid Helen Pendennis rhen her 

very youn? son, Arthur, was on the verge of a mesalliance, to 

"entreat, command, the wretched child to give up this most denlor- 
able resolution."9~ Thus, though %lth less affect on and Tilling- 

nes9, hal h Nickleby arranged the destinies of his brother*̂  ?idov 

and her two children, brought them to London, and attempted to 

free himself of their incumbrance by placing both Nicholas and 
Kate in positions where they could be self-supporting.^

31%il:rly, in a family lacking a mother, until the father 

remarried, one or more sisters of the man might assume the mother*s  

position; often a sister was introduced into the home, the wife 

still living. Thus #thel ^ewcome, despite her complete contempt 

for her brother B^mes, entered his home after his divorce had 

been granted, because she felt that she could be of service to
93children. Thus, also Mrs. Chick was established in the 

house of the dyin? Mrs. Dombey, and Mise Murdstone in that of 
David*?  remarried mother.^

The family-in—large also aided or supported bachelor members

91. Thackeray, % %., Pendennis, Vol. 1, p. 4.

92. Dickens, Charles, Nicholas Bcklebv.

93. Thackeray, 1. The Welcomes.

94. Dickens, Charles., Dombey and Son.

95. Dickens, Charles, Copperfield.
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like O^levle, ' maiden sisters like Jemima %zeld.ean,*?

and orphaned nieces or nephews like Aznes illoughby, ^ary Haymond, 
98Guy ^orville, and David Copperfield," Reedy relatives of the 

^ife very rarely, and then only by suffrance, were elded or sup­

ported by the family. The responsibility for them lay with the 

family to which the wife had belonged before her marriage, Thus, 

such a case as that of Uncle Jack, ^rs. Cartonne enthusiastic, 
aq 

impractical brother, is almost alone.""

The typical family, as a unit, observed the demands and re— 

ouiresents of the Church. "The Church, when allied with the Btate, 

assumed dominion not only over it [marriage] but over the Home as

96. Trollone, Frances, %e Lottery of ^arrlane. Julian, the 
heir, supported Augustus, his cousin, until his (Augustus's) 
marri^^e; after the marriage, Julian settled t 400 a year 
upon him.

97. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, My Rovel. Squire Haseldean, her 
brother, boarded her in his home rent free, gave her a 
dowry, and officiated at her wedding. "

98. Trolloue, (^rs.), Trances, The Tidow Barpaby. London, 
?ilila% Glalsher, n. d. Agnes was supported alternately 
by her great aunt Betsy and her aunt Barnaby.
Gore, (^rs.), Mayr Haymond. 3,iary was adopted by her 
uncle and married off as soon as possible*
Yonge, Charlotte, The ^lr Redclyffe. Guy was taken 
into the home of the Edmonstones and treated as one of 
their own children.
Dickens, Charles, David Connerfield. David was taken 
into the home of his great aunt Betsy Trotwood who later 
adopted him.

99. Lytton, Edward Bul we r-, The Cartons. Uncle Jack was taken 
into Austin Carton's home, supported, and treated as a 
member of the family. *



The ddly readIng of prayers by the head of the house 

before the assemblage of the entire family and their servants 

typical, ss represented in The ^e^comegi

I do not sneer at the purpose for which, 
at that chimin# eight-o'clock bell, the 
household is called together. The urns 
are hi^sinr, the plate is shining; the 
father of the house, standing up, reads 
from a #ilt book for three or four minutes 
in a measured cadence. The members of the 
family are around the table in an attitude 
of decent reverence; the younger children 
whisper responses at their mother's knees; 
the governess worships a little apart; the 
maids and the large footmen are in a clus­
ter before the chairs, the upper servants 
performing their devotion on the other side 
of the side-board; the nurse chicks about 
the unconscious last-born, and tosses it up 
and do^n durin? the ceremonyAOÏ

The whole family rell#iou in its church attendance; as Rulwer- 

Lytton noted:

It appears (and this is highly satis­
factory) by this evidence on Sir A. Agnew's 
Committee, that the sabbath is generally ob­
served by all orders except the poorest, that 
churches are filled as soon as built, and 
that even those seats reserved for the work­
ing classes are usually thronged.102

Many a husband and wife, like Mr. and Mrs. Garnet, "went out to 

church every Sunday morning as punctually as the half-hour, and 

again in the evening as soon as they had had tea, taking care that 

the maid-servant—they had but one—went to church in the after­

noon , about which she was always regularly questioned, even to the

100. Russell, ^rances, Salta la 212122122. «2121» PP. 181-2

101. Thackeray, K., The Seycomes. p. 150.

102. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, England, and The English, Vol. I, 
p. 323•



text, they did their duty as Christians, these worthy
103 people." ' even the servants were o'te^ required to join in the 

&\tendanoe»lO*

The ^omen of the family performed offices of charity in the 

parish. Like Lady Zveringham, they superintended schools, organ­

ized societies for relief, and gave their personal attention to 

"individuel cases of suffering or misfortune," "melted the obdurate, 

inspired the slothful, consoled the afflicted, and animated with 
her smiles and ready phrase the energetic and the dutiful.*̂0^  

The young edrl growing up in the family learned to "become serious 

and religious," "tend schools and visit the poor," and be "kind to 
her mother and brother#*!^  a family ^hose %omen members 

^ere primarily interested in worldly wealth, respectability, and 

appearances, maintained the pretense of religious conformity. Ag 

haughty a woman as Lady Anne Granard, ^ho kept up appearances at 

all costs, supplemented her regular and fashionable attendance at 

church by participation in the fanciest of all religious charity,

103.

104.

105.

106.

ailis, (Hrs^), "The imprisoned :llnd," Temue^ and Tern- 
Vol. I, pp. 173-4.

Dickens, Qbarles, Nicholas mcklebv. p. 176. Tom, read­
ing an advertisement for servants, noticed the require- 
mentst "'Three serious footmen,*.Cook,  housemaid, and 
nursemaid; each female servant required to join the 
Little Bethel Congregation three times every Sunday— 
Mth a serious footman. If the cook is more serious than 
the footman, she will be expected to improve the footman; 
if the footman is more serious than the cook, he will be 
expected to improve the cook.*"

Disraeli, Benjamin, Coningsby. p. 136.

Thackeray, T. Pendennis, Vol. II, p. 342.
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107
fancy fair—Phi ch was about as useful as the intense iRlssionary 

?ot ion- of n Jellyby.107 108 109

107. London, L. A., Lknilg. îlranerd. Vol. II, p. 168, 
Lord eersbrook*s attorney described the fancy fair ?ost 
aptly: fancy fair is a ne- kind of charity, my lord;
or, strictly speakine, a ne? mode of dispensing it, by 
employing the wits and fingers of our ?ives end daughters 
in making all sorts of fidfads, which turns your house 
into a Babe^, sends your servants to Ackermann's, or the 
haberdasher's, ten times a day for coloured paper and 
pasteboard, fancy edging, beads and braid, cord-racks and 
hand-screens, dolls' heads and purse-clasps—in short, 
things without end, as I know to my sorrow.'* 
^or a detailed picture of a fancy fair, see Frances 
^Hope's usas

108. Dickens, Ohrrles, ^leak House. Books, Inc., n. d., The 
.-Oiks sf Charles Dlckeng, Cleartype Edition, Vol. XUI.

109. Perhaps as good % definition of Society in its Sarly 
Victorian sense as any I know is the brief one in Frances nail f M > «.A 4 — 4.1.^, «»> _ 1__ _ a  •»_ 1 __ N .

'^he typify? fa-Hy strove to be conventional as ^ell as pious,

y? therefore aceentable to Society.It tried to live at its 

proper c*ste  level; for to pretend above its rank to question 

the ways Providence, and sns therefore sinful. %e of 

the book, Lady Appe iirnnard. war. directed agslnrt a somnn*s  en­

deavor, not merely to rise in the æorld, but to live above her 
7 1 0

caste. The most forceful erpreefion of this acceptance of the 

- - “J- -*  ***•'  V tlx# A. Æ4 A

ausseii's 1& ^ovelf P# 181:
"By society is meant that powerful but intangible 

influence that has a name but no local habitation. It 
1- in effect a federation of homes, organized on the 
caste system. Encan as 'fashionable,' or 'polite,' its 
concern is ^ith the lighter side of man's life; with his 
recreation if a worker, or his amusement if a drone. 
In view of the fact that it is particularly the feminine 
domain, with the corollary that Oman's Place is in the 
Home, She, as a satirised class, belongs here as appropri­
ately as anywhere»*  ' " "

110 Landon, L. E

Society.It


41

onste system, however, was not given by the novels, but by the 

political economy of the day» The overworked and underpaid 

laborers, child and female factory laborers, and the economic sys­

tems of laissez faire and laisser passer attested to an acceptance 

of a belief which novelists like Dickens ( in Hard Times ), 
Charlotte Brant4 (in Shirley), Disraeli (in Sybil). ^rs. Gaskell 

(in Mary Barton and Ruth). and Charles Kingsley (in Alton Locke 
112

and Cheap Clothes aai &&&&%.)# cried loudly against as a diabol­

ical id& fire in the mind of Society.

To live below its rank was also to sin, and to be irrespon­

sible to Society, Even such a mild and delightful society as that 

at Cranford prided itself on its aristocracy, and refused to
113 associate with members of a shop-keeper, and hence lower,class.

The ideal procedure was neither to presume, nor to neglect the 

duties becoming one's station, but to maintain one's rank or im­

prove it. In the Society-consoione world of Early Victorian Eng- 
114land, whose great deity was Mammon, * the nearest means of 1m-

111- Dickens, Charles, Hard for %esR Times. ». Y., 
Books, Inc., a. d., &g. &rkg. && ÇM&Ê& Slskgnâ» Clear­
type Edition, Vol. XII.

112. Kingsley, Charles, Altoa Lpcke, XaUfllX M £251» M 
Autobiography. London, Macmillan and Co., Ltd., 1911. 
bound with Cheap S12SÎÊ5.121 &51&

113. Gaskell, (Krs.), Cranford- pp. 11, 21.

114. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, England and, the English. Vol. I, 
p. 120. As early as the beginning of the period under 
consideration, Lytton noted the Mammon worship which 
Thackeray, the Brontes, Kingsley, Carlyle, and many others 
were to declare against:  As the f irst impression the 
foreigner receives on entering England is that of the 

*



proving mf: af ona*̂  fn-ily marriage. Like Trsvanion, 

r -f-sn with rliTbt marry a fortune to be^in hir career as

a statesman nnd then give his daughter in marriage in order to 

further his career by means of "the alliance of that house in
I T K 

n^lsnd ^hich ls -ost necessary" to him. As Thackeray wisely 

observed, the number of marriages made for the purpose of social 

elevation was aopallinv. In Pendennjo. he said:

Ind if every woman and man in this kingdom, 
^ho has sold her or himself for money or 
position, Mr. Pendennis was about to do, 
'9ould but purchase a copy of his memoirs, 
^hat tons of volumes Messrs. Smith, Ider, 
and Co., would sell.116

romantic view of marriage for love #as one which the novelist 

repeatedly had to justify. Convention thought the idea foolish; 

successful marriages ^ere matters of cold reason, not of emotion. 

As the curate "alone said in agreeing ^ith -oore:

If there is one notion I hate more than 
another, it is that of marriage; I mean 
marriage in the vulgar, weak sense, as a 
mere matter of sentiment; t^o beggarly 
fools agreeing to unite their indigence by 
some fantastic tie of feeling—humbug! 
But an nd vent agi ous connection, such as 
can be formed in consonance with dignity 
of views, and permanency of solid interests, 
is not so bad^-eh^ ’■ 117

evidence of wealth, so the first thing that strikes the 
moral inquirer into our social system is the respect in 
which wealth is held: in some countries Pleasure is the 
idol; in others, Glory, and the prouder desires of the 
world; but with us Money is the mightiest of all deities.*

115. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, The Gartons. p. 263.

116. Vol. II, p. 358.

117. Brouté, Shirley, p. 19.
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tyoicrl family mlæht ^11 gay is noble!*  did Mrs. 

<d%onstone ^hen she thought that her nephew Philip was holding 

hl^eeif aloof an'? attempting to avoid Leura because he found 

himself in love ^ith her; she rich, he poor—a mere captain.

In addition to livin? its proper caste level, the indi­

vidual fa '-ily tried t ) itself acceptable to society by pre­

servin? what was called respectability. a ter in very great use 

p.^ng the ^prly Victorians. Accord!'g to a story entitled "%e- 
11 g 

spectability. A sketch,*  the respectable was the profitable; " 

according to Bulwer-Lytton, "the current meaning of *respecta­

bility*  -ay certainly exclude virtue, but never a decent suffi­

ciency of wealth.According to Disraeli, respectability was 

"realizing such an amount of what is termed Character by a hypo­

critical deference to the prejudices of the community as ^ay 

enr _?_e then, at suitable times, and under convenient circumstances 
and disguisee, to plunder the public."^^1

To preserve this respectability, the family had to do several 

very definite things, and to avoid doing others*  It had to main­

tain financial stability. Father and sons had to a^oid wasteful- 
12 

neo*,  gsring, profligacy, and other vices which destroyed wealth.

118. Yonge, Charlotte, The Heir of Redclvffe. p. 139.

119» Eraser.*̂.  Vol. m, (Oct., 1837), p. 417.

120. England gal The inslieh. Vol. I, pp. 31-3.

131» Disraeli, Benjamin, Conlngsbv. p. 391.

122. Ellis, (%s.), The %ves of England, pp. 56, 60-63.
According to Mrs. Bills the two qualities in a husband 
of which the wife might have the greatest dread were 
speculating or gambling, and intemperance.



Young men like Guy %orville*  r^nk Ha,geldean, and Samuel Poole 
had to be rescued fros debt and dissipation.^^ The ™omen in the 

ily helped to maintain financial stability by avoiding extrav- 

agences and by practicing domestic economy, Like ^iss Matty 

Jenkyns; *hey  mipbt practice economy in small matters as well as 

in l?r-e ones; they might be careful and chary in the use of can­
, 124 .dies. md yet, the family had to keep up appearances—like 

Colonel Pompley, ^ho "so successfully achieved the difficult art 

of uniting economy with eho?/ that it -as difficult to give "an 

idea o' the extent to which Colonel Pompley made his income 
All members of the family had to dress properly/^ for dress ?as 

important for appearances; and in general they had to appear ele­

gant and refined in all that they did. Like ^Iss Pele, they might 

modestly say of themselves, *1  imagine we are none of us what may 

be called rich, though we all possess a genteel competency, suffi-

123. In: Yonge, Charlotte, The He%r of ^edclvffe.
Lytton, Iî:dTT5rd Bulwer, Novel and That ^ili He Do

Jl? -----------
1^4. Gaskell, Cranford, pp. 89-90.

^ee also hronte, ^bine, Agnes Grey, in which Agnes de­
scribed the economies of her parents*  home: p. 360: 
"Our clothes were mended, turned, and darned to the ut­
most verge of decency; our food, always plain, was now 
simplified to an unpreceded degree—except my father*b 
fevor.it e dishes..

125. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, My Novell Vol. I, pp. 395-^6.

126. Lyttpn, Edward Bui ver-, Wat Mil He Do lith It?. Vol. I,
P*  131. Darrell reprimanded LioneTfor not dressing for 
dinner: . ”

"No, but let me not offend you if I take advantage 
of my years and our relationship to remark that a young 
man should be careful not to let himself down below the 

evor.it
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dent for tastes that are elegant and refilled, and woul.d not, if 

they could, be vul^?rly ostentatious.The %odest and discreet 

pleasure of feeling so respectable one of the rewards of 

despectmüility.

^o preserve respectability, the family had to maintain a 

repute*  on of sexual morality. I not only lost caste irre­

trievably for herself by being free in love, like the helpless 

child Ruth, who had to suffer all her life for having been seduced 

and betrayed,*̂  but she lost caste for her family as ^ell. Of 

course, the family like the Avenels, used all means to avoid the 

dl-ccrrce, and used any lies or pretences which they thought might 
1?9serve to prevent a lo=s of caste. " A woman also lost caste both

standard of his own rank. I? a king could hear to hear 
that he ^as only a ceremonial, a private gentleman may 
remember that there is but a ceremonial between himself 
md—hi? hatter!*"

127.

128.

129.

Gaskell, (%?«.), Cranford, pp. 283-4»

Gaskell, (%rs.)$ Ruth. Ruth was sympathetically treated 
in the novel. Although she met friends in the Bensons, 
she was quickly lost, and cast out by the neighborhood, 
when her secret was at last discovered. Examples like 
Ruth and Mrs. Barton's sister (in the same author's #arv 
Barton) are few in the literature of the period, for 
fallen women were not proper subjects for any consider­
ation. %ven a pale picture like that of Haney Sykes, 
(in Charles Dickens's The Adventures of Oliver Twisty H. Y. 
Books, Inc., n. d., ïhs larks of Charles Dickens, Clear­
type Edition, Vol. V.) as we shall see later, met with 
disapprobation.

Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, lx Hovel*  Vol. II, p. 77$ ' 
Lennie learned, after reading Avenel's letter, that he 
was the son of the dead Hora, sister to Jane whom he had 
all along thought his mother. He was embittered by the 
letter and swore that he would keep out of the Avenel's 
way and not sully their reputation. As it all turned out 
in the end—happily, of course—Nora had been married,
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her o^n thet of her even police association with

i proper persons. Like Blanche l^ory, she could not ^ith impunity 

be seen talking to *jen  ^ith ?hom no girl should h^ve an intimacy,*  

for *1:3  :3 d mother would let her daughter know those men, or ad— 

ait then within her doors.Kot only, like ^enerva, would she 

su Ter by accepting presents from a man to whom she was not oven 
, 131 engagea, out, like ^ary Barton, she had to remain modest and 

waiting even though the man was not likely to make a second declare 

tien o~ love, because she had misunderstood and refused bis first 
132

one. I*  she was completely delicate and respectable, she was 

not forward even in her thoughts; she followed the advice which 

Helena aun^ gpve her niece:

"It is not, indeed, to be supposed that 
yo' would wish to warry spy one, till you 
are asked; a girl’s affect\onr should never 
be -on unsought. But when they gre sought— 
when the citadel o' the heart is fairly be­
sieged—it is apt to surrender sooner than 
the owner is aware of, and often against

130.

131.

132.

but had died before her marriage had been disclosed to her 
family; her husband, a man of position, had not known of 
the birth of the child. %en Mora's family, assuming Kora 
a fallen woman, had buried her, they had given the child 
to her sister who had passed it off as her own and her 
husband’s. This had been done for the sake of respecta­
bility.

Thackeray, % M., Pendennis^ Vol. II, p, 309.

BrontB, Charlotte, Vlllette. p. 84.

Gaskell, (%rsj, ^arv Barton, pp. 151, 163, 201. Ulti­
mately Mary Barton did receive another proposal from Jem, 
which she accepted eagerly. But she had long feared that 
she would not receive one, for she had denied him once. 
Sven believing that her hopes were small, she felt that 
she could not take the inlative and explain herself to 
Jem.
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her better judgssnt, and in opposition to 
all h?r preconceived ideas of what she 
could hnve loved, unless^she be extremely 
careful md di8creet#*T33
l' ?as her duty, a# & ulfe, to love her 
husband, but it ?a*  her duty, on a lady, 
to do so without passion*134

Although the men in the family were permitted some latitude 

in their serual conduct, they ^ere permitted no involvements be­

cause o^ this freedom, for an involvement entailed a loss of caste 

hen youn? Carson told ^nry that he "thought we could be happy 

enough without marclare,*  he did not fear that his family might 

think or speak harshly about him; but when he proposed marriage to 

her because she 3ould not yield to his proposals of illicit love, 

he could merely h&g&that *in  a year or too my father will forgive 
^@,#135 Mrs. Bellingham, à mother might tolerate her son*s  

affair 31th a sixteen-year old girl, but be outraged at the very 

idea of a connection.

Fe may as well drop all dispute as 
to the young woman*s  manners; but I suppose 
you do not mean to defend your connection 
31th her; I suppose you are not so lost to 
all sense of propriety as to imagine it fit 
or desirable that your mother and this de— 
graded girl should remain under the same 
roof, liable.to meet at any hour of the 
day? 136

To preserve respectability, members of the family had to ful- 

fll some intellectual requirements. Like Jane Bruff, each woman

133. Bronte, Anne, Se Ignant o£ Ikll. p. 103.

134. Cunnington, C. V., Attitudes 15. $bg Nineteenth
Century, p. 108.

135» Gaskell, (Hrs.), Mary Barton, pp. 156-7.
136. Gaskell, (Mrs.), Ruth, p. 89.
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in the house endeavored to be "perfectly well versed in all that 

is now considered absolutely essential to the education of a young 

lady.•.competent as a scholar# a linguist, an artist, a musician, 

and even if it came to that, as a 'philosopher*.*  For just as 

it was always the woman's duty to charm the guests and visitors of 

the family, it was also her duty to entertain them. And, like I(rs. 

Sherrick, formerly a famous opera star, and now married to "a man 

of spirit*  who absolutely forbade her to sing in public, she was 
more than welcome to perform for guests in her husband's home.^^ 

The men in the family were educated in the conventional way; first 

a tutor, then a Public School, then the University, and then a 
tour.138

To preserve respectability the family had to entertain proper­

ly, showing benevolence by its condescension to those beneath it, 

and modesty by its deference to those above it. The duty and the 

manner of entertaining requisite for respectability or gentility 

was a family matter, rather than an individual one#

*& single man can lodge in a garret and 
dine on a herring*  nobody knows, nobody 
cares. Let him marry, and he invites the 
world to witness where he lodges and how 
he dines. The first necessary a wife de­
mands is the most ruinous, the most indef­
inite superfluity; it is Gentility accord­
ing to what her neighbors call genteel. 
Gentility commences with the honeymoon;

137. Hook, F^hers Mil Ml. 1SS KamlM. %l. LVIII,
(Bov., 1840)7 P. 299.

138. Thackeray, % %., ^he Sewcomes, pp. 336-7.

139. See below, pp  53-55.*



it 1"- Isnrtkens tbe rons
deeliue?. :hon ths hmey 1^ %one, yiur 

rnyrt " c-n h^vs our ter without
suRrr #iite rlone, i?vc; but in ease 
^entili+y dr^p in, here's ? bill for silver 
su^ar-tùn^s!*140

5urin^ the %prly Victorian period the family discovered that 

enter^rinin^ dinners in the home beco^in^ incre singly 

move conventional; ?%4 whenever possible, it supplied itself -ith 

tbv cervices o' nr excellent cook for these dinners.p; g?ten 

co^pl&n^n-cr dinners ndtk a dance, r imslc^l, or merely nn 

***e oly, -he success of the letter de rondin;-? upon the individual 

brillance o? the several guests, hrerfuently, particularly 

by people -h: 'dLMted t? a sho?, a lion mas introduced to the 

cosn-ny; any unu-ual, exotic, or notable person^ The place of 

the lion in Society -ns both criticized and satirized."on^g-

140. Lytton, bd-ard Bul-er-, Jh;:t HU He ^Jo ath It?. Vol. I, 
P). 475*6.

141. Jlsrneli; .Renja-ln, Tancred. Vo"». I, ç. 7. "The cooks 
sre like the civil engineers, since the middle class 
have tn?#  ^tvi-% dinners, the de^^d e^creds the 
supply.

*
*

142. London, 1. ^ne Oisnard. Vgi, u. 315.
"%ut she (Lady Anne) vants, "f all things, so^e kind 

of lion, 'cried Helen,' a Turk, or a Hajab, dressed in 
?"tin, rho eats with hie fingers, or she ^uld put un 
^ith a distinguished author, I believe, if she could~æet 
one; or the Chinese lady, or a ?cioh harper, he had 
-hits, silky hair. 3he 3suld rather have Sir ailiam 
Honeymood Hales Courtenay than anybody, a great deal; but 
he is in prison, and they non't let him out, dear heart! 
hst 31th his moustachlos, his long beard, his richly 

embroidered crimson dress, and bis Maltese cross and 
S3ord, he mould be invaluable.'" 
Other amusing satires upon the social lion may be found In 
Trollope’s Pharles. Chesterfleld. Bles^lngton's The Gov­
erness and Thackeray's I^e He^momes.
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scension to inferiors, too, was necessary, for kindly condescen­

sion was a certain indication of gentility. It was graceful "to 

assume the dignified, yet patronizing attitude, to which none but 

the leaders in society have any right.Like Urs. Nickleby, 

the whole family should take the initiative in recognizing its in­

feriors, thereby putting the inferiors at their ease and showing 
them that it was "willing to take notice of" them.^"^ Conversely, 

though o^ course without presuming, it should put itself in a 

position to be taken notice of by its superiors.

Having very definite objectives for itself and its members, 

and feeling the strength and right of Convention, the family re­

quired a conventional system of education for its children. At 

home, both young boys and girls were taught simple reading and 

writing, the rudiments of foreign languages, moral precepts, and 

miscellaneous matters by their governess, who instructed them 

according to the directions of their mother. In the home of an 

average well-to-do family, like the Murrays, the parents employed 

a governess to educate their children in the pursuance of definite 

and somewhat superficial objectives:

For the girls she [?rs. Murray] seemed anx­
ious only to render them as superficially 
attractive and showily accomplished as they 
could possibly be made, without present trou­
ble or discomfort to themselves; and I was 
to act accordingly—to study and strive to

143. Trollope, Frances, The Lottery of Marriage, Vol. II, p. 3.

144. Dickens, Charles, Nicholas Hicklehy. p. 550.



Tl.%; retina, mid
/oli 'Cg *71*7  tL: Icset po"c tble ezoztion 

et. aad 39 #%c?7iia at 
i*v  "iae. "ith regard khe t^3 boyn, 
It t ar;c; inly iir-of
nccj^jliahæan^s, i ta ^et - he ^re^test 
..-oa^iLlo zn^ntity af b-Mi azczia? and 
V@lpy*s  delectus into their hen.de, n order 
to m. . ^hen f or swhool—the yrentest possi­
ble nusntity.&t le^st without trouble to thcn#elves.-45 :.

"he rials in ^uch r family rero taught -^tever their gov- 
eane?" could tench o" the polite %cco^pTi<h3onts; their purpose of 
'dis e^nc^t'in to ^-ko the# cbpr^ihr, polished, graceful in 

dociety; ^he roy- ^era tr^ht at hwne werdy in pgenrr^t on for 
'he Ir^cr c^ruonh'^n'jlr-osr of thoir eluent;on at school and 
university, ^hin ho^e education for girls, sepsrote instruction 
by uothor sud evan by the ?rth^r and brother might be added, if, 
"ike yirncbs, th' girl ^s? favored by on int-restad and capable 

foully,'?..) the home education for boys ^rs added instruct .on in

11 Bronte:, Anne, Grey, u. 416

146 Lytton, .ùl^Rrd Bnl^er-, ^hc Chutons, pp. 361-2.
*dy father has hrd to rua^Te his library for books, to 
feed (or extinguish) her deal e for farther information;*  
and bus promised les'-on^ in munch ond it ;'lien—at some 
golden tise in the shadowy 'Fy-and-^y*  Thick are received 
sr gratefully that one might think Blanche mistook 
2^T^:üaoue and dovelle borÀi l for baby-houses and dolls. 
Heaven send her through French and Italian with tetter 
success than attended Hr. C&%ton*s  lessons in Greek to 
Fisistratus! She has an car for music, which my mother, 
The is not f bad julge, declares to be exquisite. Luckily 
there is an old Italian settled in a town ten miles off 
^hu is self to be an excellent music-master, and who comes 
the round of the neighboring squirearchy twice a week.
T h^ve taught her to draw...and she has already taken a 
sketch fro? nature, which, barring the perspective, is 
not so amiss; indeed, she has caught the notion of 
'idealising*  (which promises future originality) from her 
own natural instincts... /

hen.de


occurslike hunting ^na ridia™, S3 th&t, 

l ike ^uy .orville, the you^ boy be en accomplished young? 

^entle^nn, and therefore source of ?rlde to the head of the
I A? house, even before he ^ent to school.

\any wirl? received no secondary education other then a 

continuance extent * on of the home; education ^hich they had re— 

oeivsd children, their ^ovemess, if capable like Arnes Grey, 

féminin-" ^hem as both instructor and c&m^anion until the
1 48tine o their narria^s." " In such cases, the oolite accomplish-- 

mente ^er*?  extended to include sin^lnr, p^ayinr on the piano or 

the h^re, needlework, painting, modem l^n^uaf?es, botany, conchao^y 

and all the other adornments which have been mentioned already as 

the requisites of feminine gentility. Some girls, however, were 

sent to day schools or hoarding schools for their education, some­

times enterin? nuite younw, Frequently orphans and recalcitrant 

children, like Jane yre end ^meline ortescue, were sent to 
149

boards nr schools t.? be got out of the way." Illegitimate daugh­

ters, like Barnes lewcome's children by Krs. Delao y, and like the 

lovable Esther üu^aerson, were sent away to school for the sake of 

awnearances, and for the purpose of giving them an education by

147. Yonre, Charlotte, The Heir of Redclyffe.

148. Brouté, Anne, ^nes ^rey.

149. ^rontë, Charlotte, Jane Kvre.. Jane was sent to a board- 
Inw school because her aunt to whom she had fallen charge 
resented her, illtreated her, and therefore found her 
recalcitrant.
Aguilar, Grace, Home Influence. K^eline was just barely 
saved from belnr sent to a very rigorous girls*  school 
because of apparent recalcitrancy.



-hi ch they coulT gupoort themselves l^ter on as govern- 
ISO . "

e^ses. m fac-.;, tae practise of educatin'- illegitimate daush*  

tST*  to be governesses so co^on that Charlotte Bronte allowed 

one of her h^urhty characters to defend the production of female 
bastard*  on th? grounds of utility^^ %%%}%&? parents, and in­

deed æany parents -ho ^ere not T^nlthy, sent their girls to fash- 

tnnable ?ehn>i^, although a reaction a#akns% the fashionable girls*  

school rar nascent. -t these schools, usually combinations of 

da? and boarding establipr-entg, like Liss '-'nnflather's istablish- 

ment, the ^irls nere taught the uaual nccomplishsents suitable or 

youn? ladies; ^ean^hile they -ere protected fro% the world, and 

particularly from men, until they should be ready to %ake their
1 Kp 

debuts to Society,

Che secondary education of the boy of the family followed a 

conventional pattern. After leaving his governess, he began ~ork 

#ith a tutor in order to prepare himself for school. This tutor

150. Thackeray, L. The ^eT-comes. p. 316.
Wickens, Charles, Bl?ak House. p. 20.

151, Bront^i Charlotte, Shirley, p. 295: 
remember,' continued Mrs. Pyror, after a pause, 

'another of iss IPs observations, ^bich she would utter 
^ith quite a ^rmnd air. she mould say—"IE need
the imprudencies, extravagances, mistakes, and crimes of 
a certain number of fathers to sow the seed fro# which 
" ; reep the harvest of governesses. The daughters of 
tradespeople, however well educated, mu*t  necessarily be 
underbred, and as such unfit to be inmates of OUR dwells 
in^s or guardians of OUR children's minds and persons.

shall ever prefer to place those about SUR offspring, 
?ho have been born and bred with somewhat of the same 
refinement as 0U\9^L7ESf'.*

152. Olokens, Charles, The Old Curiosity Shop. pp. 220-225.
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153mi^ht be a local 'aprson like "estbr^ok, "" or Person
Dale»'''^ or a young mnn e^^ecially employed to teach him, like 

Louis ^')orc»^ " The tutor's duty, in any event » Ta^ to qualify the 

boy for school, it school, the boy did not receive < solid or use­

ful education. Xe learned t) construe a little Latin and Greek, 

without necessarily becoming proficient in either language, and to 

recite some scripture lessons. Under good conditions, at the end 

of five or six years at school, he ^ould have progressed to be 

"a fine scholar, and have at least as much classical laarnin" as 

a gentleman in the ^orld need possess.it school he formed 

friendships» Hi 9 assocl*tinn  ^ith other boys of reputable rank 

w?? generally considered the most ^orthæhile part of his school 

education; not only it supposed to teach him sportsmanship, 

but %1so it yas supposed to enable him to make advantageous con­

nections, for at school he was supposed to learn to be a good 
157 

leader and a gentleman. These suppositions about the Public 

School made the typical family exert itself to give its boys a 

school education as conventionally fashionable as it possibly 

could. It Tas because these very beliefs Tere current and effec­

tive that even ^lUbank, "^hose opinions mere of a very democratic 

bent, sent his son to &ton, although he disapproved of the system

153. Trollope, Frances, Cfcajlga Chesterfield.

154. Lytton, Kdward Bulwer-» Hovel.

155. Brontd, Charlotte, Shirley.

156. Thackeray, T. %., Th^ M^come^. p. 57.

157. Bills, (Mrs»), Temper and Temperament. "The Imprisoned 

possess.it


of education there.*̂^8

At the university, ^hich differed from the Public School only 

in decree, the.boy continued his classical education because it 

?as very admirable thin^, and one "^Ich all gentlemen should 
enjoy,*1^'  'hot is to say, he continued studies in *(#eek,  Latin, 

and French, aathe^&tics and rhetorIn addition, he com­

plemented his education by visits with friends during the vaca­

tions, and, if possible, by a continental tour after graduation, 

for, as fon-outh pointed out to Conin^sby, "there were t^o educa­

tions, one which his position required, and another rhich was de*  
manded by the %orld."161 His educat on completed, the young man 

was then ready to be married and to b_caae the head of a typical 

f?rly Victorian family.

?he works of ^rose fiction from which most of the foregoing 

quotations have been taken illustrate aany aspects of ^crly 

Victorian family life. They concern themselves with many kinds of 

families, and with families belonging to different social groups. 

And yet, i think, they define the typical family at the same time. 

That is to say> they indicate what structure and philosophy were

^Ind," Vol4 1, p. 195: "He (Samson Garnet) had been sent 
early to school, and to a good school too; for, being an 
only child*  his parents thought their money well bestowed 
in making him a gentlemen."

158. Disraeli, Benjamin, p. 42.

159. Ibid.. p. 185.

160. Gore, (Urn.), The Man of gortup^, p. 140.

161. Disraeli, Benjamin, ̂ qnip«Bby. p. 185.



common 'n. A—— ïLÀIki Aelies and #ere approved by Society. They demon­
strate th%t the typical family believed that it %s ordained by 

God to be masculine and authoritarian in government, end subserv­

ient it, mnn dependent upon, Society. They demonstrate further 

th^t it lived conventionally and conservatively, and worshiped 

health, Rank, ^nd Respectability on earth.



OJ&PTSa III

C ŒilTICIS ' 0? PA^ILY LIFE

*he typi^Rl ^prly Victoria family as described in the pre­

ceding pa^es represents ^hat the 2arly Victorian thought the 

ideal. ^vory conservative Znqrllshman : then wished to make his 

family conform to that ideal. But, of course, he ?%s not always 
successful; he wrs human, ?nd %as subject to human error. Conse­

quently, even the ran accepted the institution of txc ty.loal 
family rs right and desirable s^are that individual abuses 

often disrupted the family order. -hat the fault? Thy did the 

family suffer? hrt could be done? ^uch ^ere the questions he 

asked. And he -ranted them answered, for he wanted to be able to 

restore order. How did the novelist, the reviewer, the essayist 

help him? 'bat answers did they give? hat were their criticisms?

rest of the ^arly Victorian navels of family life approved of 

the typical family; they approved of its form and structure, and 

they approved of the philosophy which guided it. They used the 

typical family as a focus not only of interest, but also of moral 

purpose«" ?hmt is to say, they used it as a standard by which to 

measure the individual families whose histories they told: they 

compared and contrasted the happy, conventional, typical, family

1. Washburn , Caroline, JM AalaZZ 1123 ^3112.1^2 21 
British 5x1112123 at Z1.2M Hsïlaa» «IBS
Hash burn has demonstrated that the demand of the critics 
throughout this part of the nineteenth century was for 
realism and morality in fiction*



the unhappy, disrupted family. Consequently, the novels "zero 

^uch alike in structure; this admitted of only caln

patterns. Cjia. pattern showed the inevitable trt^edy which result­

ed r conventional family suffered disruption or cisor^aniaa- 

tion; the other pattern showed the h%pplne?8 nnd serenity which 

resulted when a disor^anlBSd or disrupted family was ^ade whole 

and conventional a^ain.

i:he tragic solution of the main problem in Ar&vtase. for 

eys^plu, gavi; emphasis to ^rs. Gore's belief in the conventional 

family order. -rs. Armytaee, a proud, do^in^erin^ woman, continued 

in control of her %rown children and the family fortune and estate, 

instead o~ yielding the headship of the family to her son Arthur, 

es Convention ?ould have required*  The results were tragic, for 

the ultimate restoration of the normal order came too late: the 

daughter died of a broken heart, the son and his -ife were made 

unbaopy, and ultimately ^rs, Ar^yta^e herself died deeply repent- 
g

ent. On the other hand, the happy solution of the problems of 

the Hazeldeans was accomplished by the restoration of the typical 

order. The son, a%ay from his parents, was led astray; he gambled, 

fell into the hands of money—lenders, signed notes against his 

expectations of inheritance, and finally became involved with a

2. Gore, (Mrs.), «re. Arrvtaee.
A similar tragedy due to a similar cause was expressed 
in Frances Trollope’s TJig. at breath ill in which 
tragedy was the result of inheritance being left to 
a woman, naturally weak and * Me» instead of to 
the young son just of age. Mt hough the solution at the 
very end restored the family order, again it came late 
and had to come at the expense of the Mother’s repent­
ance and death.
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woman. He reformed in hors ver, mid raa rescued fro% his

perils. A'; last he brought h#p?ine^s to hinself and to his family 

by returning to them *nd  by ^arryin? the daughter of a nelghbor- 
3inn fs^iTy. of courge, the solution of every ?roble^ in every 

novel not so ost as these espies mi?ht i^oly. In feet, a 

novel made up wholly of net solutions? happy or tragic, was almost 

invartauly a noor novel. And yet the forrula really was i^neral. 

EVen the authors of better novels used it less obviously. Instead 

o? melodrama and pointed ^oral lesions, they substituted realism 
and subtly implied moral lessons.

"criy Victorian novels of family life, although they accepted 

the typical family, ^ere critical in thr.t they exposed abuses rnd 

aberrations within it. The number and kind of abuses and aberra­

tions which they exposed were not many, but they were much reit­
erated. "

One group of criticisms concerned the family-in-large—parties 

ulerly ^ith respect to its duties towards dependents, with respect 

to matters of inheritance, and with respect to the family reputa­

tion in Society. Kovellats made frequent criticism, both openly 

nnd by implication, of the meanness often displayed by the family 

in the performance of its obligations towards relatives, partic­

ularly towards orphaned children, ^rs. Gore blamed Sir Charles and 

Lady Raymond, for example, because they neglected a family duty to 

their niece:

A sense of duty had determined Sir Charles,

3. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, IsM*
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In the first instance, to become the çunrd- 
ion of his orphan niece; and a sense of duty 
continuait y reminded Lady Raymond that a 
gir"*  possessed of no more than three thousand 
pounds must not be brought up with expensive 
hrbite or ambitious pretensions. ^ary accord­
ingly ran little chance of being spoiled in 
Prood street or at 'arley ^#nor; she ?as 
snubbed by the governess, slighted by her cous­
in'; and sneered at by the upoer servants; 
though pointed out by the Raymonds to stran­
gers 38 "a very sweet girl, whom we regard as 
one of our own.*4  "

Bulwer-Lytton enlisted his readers against Hrs. Avenel when he 

allowed good J arson Dale to try in vain to persuade her to pay 

h^lf Lennie's emenses et college—Lennie was her grandchild, 

mistakenly thought illegitimate. Person Dale promised to pay the 

other half himself, but Kra. Avenel's answer was:

"I say I will provide for him. I say 
th?t yon may 'pren-ice*  hiæ in any distant 
town, and by and by we will stock a shop for 
him. h*t  would you have more, sir, from 
folks like us, ^ho h^ve kept shop ourselves? 
It ain't reasonable what you ask, sir,*5

Charlotte Sronté vigorously blamed Jane Gyre's aunt, Krs. Reed, 
6for her meanneo- tn disposing of her niece. She also blamed Lord

Tynedale ond Mr. Seacombe for their meanness and their reluctance
? to educate their sister's orphaned child, William Crimsworth.

4. Gore, (Rrs.), karv )ja:^on,^. pp. 6-7.

5. l!y Novel. Vol. I., pp. 312-313.

6. Jane Byre.

7. BrontMt Charlotte, "Currer Bell,  The Professor. M. Y., 
The Gershon CoM n. d., p. 3: My  uncle Crims worth, an 
astute mercantile man, took the opportunity of writing a 
fierce letter to the candidate, stating that if he and 
Lord Tynedale did not consent to do something toward the

*
*
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To thir list o ? oersnno criticized for similar abuse or neglect- 

?#?e mlrbt be added. Dickens censured a^lph 
§ Q

Nickleby" and the "urdstones^ for their meanness and neglect, and 
Iruded by contrast John Jamdyce/^ and Betsy Trot^ood^ for their 

magnanimity and benevolence as guardians. -rances Trollo e ap­

proved the Mobrays for taking Rosalind Torrington into their home 

as one of their o^n children, * and disapproved Martha Barnaby for 

taking her niece lignes ?ii lou^hby into her home and then treating 

her as a menial."^ Grace Agu'lar highly applauded the exemplary 

Mr. and 're. Hamilton for caring for their orphaned nephew and 

niece exactly as they cared for their o^n children.

Tvro other and very important problems of the family and of 

the family-in-1^zge involved inheritance. One these concerned

Society greatly esteemed a man of rank in the fam—

sunoort o" their sister's orphan child, he would expose 
their relentless and malignant conduct toward that sister, 
and do his best to turn the circumstances against Mr. 
Lacombe's election. That gentleman and Lord T. knew 
well enough that the Crimeworths were an unecruploue and 
determined race; they knew also that they had influence 
in the borough of %——; and, making a virtue of necessity, 
they consented to defray the expenses of my education."

8. Nicholas Nickleby.

9. Jkvld %.%per^@M.

10*  Hæ.

il. Saviji
12. J?rejgüll.

13.

^4. gome Influence.
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ily, thyt is, the man inherit both title and money; but

it emphatically censured p man ^ho reckoned openly, or at least 

not discreetly, on bis expectat Lons. Tith the wisdom Sidonia, 

the family mi^ht say * * I hope he does not dream of inheritance.... 
'Tis the most enervating of all visions.*̂  For, like Frank 

Hrzeldean, who simed post obits to a usurer in order to disem­

barrass himself debts, a young mar, by counting upon his exiaec- 
tâtions, could bring only grief to his family.^ %ven a family 

itself censured for living upon its expectations. Like the 

Ken^i?ees, the members of a family ^ere ^rong to calculate upon an 

uncle*̂  711^ for future preferment, and, like the Ken^gsee, they 

might be deemed worthy of th?t inheritance only after they had 
17

16. Disraeli, Benjamin, Coningsbv^ p. 206.

16. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, ry Novela Trank's fault was one of 
necessity, ar be thought, and finally admitted a happy 
solution after much distress. The following dialogue show­
ed the effect of such an idea upon the good Squire;
Vol. 11, pp. 191-2; 9The Squire pressed his son to his 
heart—heart so large, that it seemed to fill the whole 
width under his broadcloth.

*My dear Frank,* said he, half blubbering, 'it is not 
the money; but you see, it so vexes your poor mother; you 
must be careful in future, and, zounds, boy, it will be 
all yours one day; only don't calculate on it; I could not 
bear that—I could not indeed. '

’calculate!' cried Frank. 'Oh, sir, can you think 
itv*

17. Dickens, Charles, Nicholas Nickleby. Mr. Kenwigs’s feel­
ings upon Mr. Li llyvick’smarriage—which, of course, de­
stroyed all expectations—were humorously touching, p. 649:

* 'My pleasantest feeling, all the time that child was 
expected,1 said Mr. Kenwigs, mournfully, * was a thinking, 
'If it's a boy, as I hope it may be; for I have heard its 
uncle Lillyvick say again and again he would prefer our

ceased to anticipate it. Like the Pecksniffs, ever expectations. 
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they ælrht be justly punished ^ith severe rebuke and shame, as 
18 as disan-"ointment.

A second criticism involving inheritance demonstrated the 

impropriety and unwisdom of bequeathing wealth and estate to an 

incapable jer^on, generally a woman. ^r. noivbray, for example, 

team #ronr to ^11^ his ^ealth and property to his ^ife. He thought 

that because he had been penniless and his wife had been wealthy 

before their marriage that in justice he should make her his heir. 

Hut such a win was wrong; it was unconventional. And 'rances 

"rollope, like 8ir Gilbert Harrington, wanted the reader to know 

that it was. 'rs. owbray was not competent to be the head of her 

family, just as rrs. Armytage was not competent to be the head of 
hers.^S %he remarried, becoming the wife of a demoniacal vicar, 

^o him she g&ve obedience, and at his request willed all her pro­

perty to him. Dire tragedy for her children was averted, however, 

by ^ir Gilbert's intercession, just before her death; Sir Gilbert 

had her make out a new will in favor of her son Charles. The fam- 
20 ily order was thus restored.

having a boy ne?t, if it's a boy, what will his uncle
Lillyvick say? %st will he like him to be called? "ill 
he be Peter, or Alexander*  or Pompey, or Diorgeenes, or 
what will be be?'...when T see him such an infant as he is, 
and think that uncle Lillyvick, as was once a going to be 
so fond of him, has withdrawal himself away, such a feel­
ing of vengeance comes over me as no language can depicter, 
and I feel as if even that holy babe was a telling me to 
hate him.'*

18. Dickens, Martin Chusalewit.

19. Gore, (Mrs.), te»

30. The Vicar. of Wrexhill. The account of Mowbray*s  will is 
in Vol. I, p. 104,
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ezamplary hero, Guy wrote s Till Thich ^iss

Yan^e wished her feeders to sdmire, e Till both proper and judi­

cious, and observant of the interests of the family-in—lar^e. 

Dying, and not knowing; whether his pregnant wife would give birth 

to a boy or a girl, he made a provisional settlement, The most 

significant part of the settlement was that in the event of a 

male child the estates and properties would go to the son under 

his mother's guardianship# but that in the event of a girl child, 

the estates would go to Guy's cousin Philip, and a sum of money 
would be settled uoon the mother and daughter.^

Another whole group of criticisms involved the family and 

society, directing its attack chiefly upon pretension, fashion­

following, and the struggle to keep up apperrances. ^e whole of 

the book Lady Anne Granard. or Keeping ut> Appearances was a 

criticism of a family abuse—social hypocrisy. Although the crit- 

icls# of the haughtly Lady Anne was softened a little by her final 

suffering ^nd partial repentance, most of the novel sharply attack 

ed her for various practises by means of which she managed to keep 
pg

up appearances.The same criticism was stated succintly by

21. Heir of Re dd y f fe. p. 463. Amibel was glad of these 
arrangements because she objected to the idea of rearing 
a daughter to be a wealthy heiress.

For a similar reason, Mrs. Trollope (in The Lottery 
of Marriage) disapproved of the will which gave Mrs. 
Codrington control of a large estate inherited by her 
daughter. In this case, the woman sought to dissipate the 
income on herself while hoping to make a remarriage before 
her daughter's coming of age.

32. Landon, Letitia. Lady Anne skimped on household expendi­
tures: she underheated her house; she underclothed her 
children. She also borrowed money with no intention of 
repaying it; she ignored the bills of tradesmen*
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Dickens in description of ^r. ^alderton;

' fer ^uocessful speculations had raised 
hi^ from a situation of obscurity and com- 
^arrtive poverty, to a state of affluence.

frequently happens in such cases, the 
ideas of himsel*  and his family became ele­
vated to an extraordinary pitch as their 
meanq increased; they affected fashion, 
taste, and many other fooleries, in imita­
tion of their betters, and had a very de­
cided and becoming horror of anything which 
could, by possibility, be considered low. 
He was hospitable from ostentation, illib­
eral from ignorance, and prejudiced from 
conceit. Egotism and the love of display 
induced him to keep an excellent table: 
convenience, and a love of good things of 
this life, ensured him plenty of guests.23

Charlotte Hrontë generalized upon this particular abuse and Im­

plied that it ^as a common one:

"living costs little," said I to my­
self," in this economical town of Villette, 
where people are more sensible than I under­
st nd they are in dear old England—infinite­
ly less worried about appearances, and less 
emulous of display—where nobody is in the 
least ashamed to be quite as homely and sav­
ing as he finds convenient. House-rent, in 
a prudently chosen situation, need not be 
high."24

23. Dickens, Charles, Sketches by Boz. N. Y., Books, Inc., 
n. d., Th5 'forks of Charles Dickens, Cleartype Edition, 
Vol. XI, p. 349.

24. Gillette, p. 328. Again in The Professor^ Hiss Bronté 
compared the Belgian with the English household to the 
latter’s disadvantage for the same reason, pp 144-5: 
"I have seen a degree of sense in the modest arrangement 
of one homely Belgian household, that might put to shame 
the elegance, the superfluities, the luxuries, the strain­
ed refinements of a hundred genteel English mansions. In 
Belgium , provided you can make money, you may save it; 
this is scarcely possible in England; ostentation there 
lavished in a month what industry has earned in a year. 
More shame to all classes in that most bountiful and beg­
garly country for their servile following of Fashion; I
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A second ^roup criticisms concerned aarriaçe--^ matter of 

life susceptible of abuse, and consequently suitable 

material for plot or incident. The novelists made a number of 

different criticisms; they recognized that marriage properly 

concern the Thole family, and not merely of the individual. 

But they deplored so™e marriage motives, and they deplored the 

exercise o' tyran^lcol authority. Foremost among practices which 

they condemned tho making o' a marriage for purely mercenary 

reasons, even though superficially the fam'ly might make preten­

sion of other motives.^ It is difficult sometimes to tCl 

whether the novelist Tas criticizing the system by which marrisges 

were ance, or whether he was merely criticizing malpractices with­

in the -ystem—snalprnctises which could be corrected without chang­

ing the system. Some authors, like Thackeray, were quite sharp 

and persistent in their attacks upon the wercensry marriage; often 

they seemed to question the family's right to authority. Others, 

less realistic and more perfectionist, pieced the blame upon the 

individual family, upon the abuse of authority. All agreed, how­

ever, th^t, regardless of the agreeableness of a well-monied match, 

a marriage made for money alone was an evil—a very common evil 

in Society, Thackeray defeated Major Pendennis’s views on mar­

riage by having Arthur reject them and act against them; but

could write a chapter or two on this subject, but must 
forbear, at least for the present»*

25. Russe"! l, Frances, Satire in the Victorian level. p. 182:
"Peacock is interest not only in this matrimonial bargain­
ing but in the accompanying insistence on a decent dis­
guise.*
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/hackürny these tue b^st expression possible by having 
the pjoT utter ther, ^or the /ojor ras very likable sort of 
reactionary:

*You are heir to a little independence, 
^hlcb everybody fancies is a doosid deal 
^ore. Yon have a rpod nanc, good -aits, 
road manners, and a good person—and, be- 
god! I don* *t  see why you shouldn't marry 
a Dornan with money—get into Parliament— 
distinguish yourself, and—and, in fact, 
that sort of thing. Remember, it's as 
e?sy to marry p rich ^oman &e a poor %oman: 
and a devilish dear pleasanter to sit down 
to a good dinner than to a scrag of mutton 
in lodgings. Make up your mind to that. 
A woman with a good jointure is a doosid 
deal easier a profession than the law, let 
me tei^. you. hook out; I shall be on the 
watch for you: and I shall die content, 
my boy, 1*  I can see you with a good lady­
like wife, and a good carriage, and a good 
pair o^ horses, living in society, and see­
ing your friends, like a gentleman,"26

26, Pendennis^ Vol. 1, pp. 368-9.

27 » ^he ^ewcomes, p. 343. Ilse where Ethel further remarked,
p. 292:

* I think, grandmamma...we young ladies in the world, 
when we are exhibiting, ought to have little green tickets 

Generally, however, Thackeray was more outspoken; he had Ethel re­
mark sharply:

"^ade his fortune? yes....that is the 
cry. ?here never were, since the world be­
gan, people so unblushingly sordid! Ye own 
it, and are proud of it, Te barter rank 
against money, and money against rank, day 
after day. %y did you marry my father to 
my mother? Yao it for his wit? You know he 
Might have been an angel and you would have 
scorned him. Your daughter was bought with 
papa's money as surely as Newoome ever was. 
fill there be no day when this mammon-worship 
will ever cease among us?"27 "
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He spoke also for himself in the same tone:

Perhaps the best use o» that book, the
*Pcera#e," is to look down the list, and 
see how many have bought and sold birth, 
how poor sprigs of nobility somehow sell 
themselves to rich City Snobs*  daughters, 
how rich City Snobs purchase noble ladies 
--and so to admire the double baseness of 
the bargain.28

pinned on our backs, with 'Sold* written on them; it would 
prevent trouble and any further haggling, you know. Then 
at the end of the season the owner would come to carry us 
home."

28. ZM, Book of 2&1&&SL, P* 29. Again in The Newcomes. Thackeray

and Clara, Vol. II», p. 208: "A bad selfish husband had 
married a woman for her rank: a weak, thoughtless girl had 
been sold to a man for his money; and the union, which 
might have ended in a comfortable indifference, had taken 
an ill turn -nd. resulted in misery, cruelty, fierce mutual 
recriminations, bitter tears shed in private, husband's 
curses and maledictions, and open scenes of wrath and 
violence for servants to witness and the world to sneer 
at. % arrange such matches every day; we sell or buy 
beauty, or rank, or wealth; we inaugurate the bargain in 
churches with sacramental service, in which the parties 
engaged call upon heaven to witness their vows—we know 
them to be lies, and we seal them with God's name."

29. Russell, Frances, Satire t^e Victorian Novel, p. 183.

30. The Kan of fortune. Vol. I., p. 340.

Kot only Thackeray, Dickens, Charlotte Brontë, and Anthony 
Trollope attacked the mercenary marriage;^ almost all writers, 

significant or merely popular, joined in the criticism. rrs. Gore 

said ironically:

She was an ugly girl, if he recollected 
rightly—but #hat then?—In the choice of 
an heiress, people must not be too fastid­
ious.30

And Rosine Lytton, bitterly ironic, said:

spoke his own personal comment upon the marriage of Barnes



...end he justly considered th?t the fa­
ther of three daughters, however beautiful 
they ^re, 9urht not to be fastidious about 
the a^reeàbility or amiability of any man 

n rent-roll of & 8000 a year.31

Letitia Landon, too, disapproved of th^ doctrine which she put

into the %outh of Lady Anne:
"You never shall be the wife of that young 
erilor! %! not if his brother endowed 
him with half his fortune. On that point 
æy ^ind has been made up for years. The two 
sons-ln^la? I have and the one I expected to 
h?ve were only sons, and either only or eld­est sons shall ever enter ^y family,32

vx
from the criticisms of these lesser ^Titers, however, some of

the sting -759 pithdrmm. These prit^rs did not permit their heroes 

nnd heroines to larry for wealth, but made the? marry for other 

and #ove laudable reasons; fortuitously, horever, the marriages 

thus made eventually, bar) jened to be blessed with health and pro-*  

perty. Cheveley, for ersiple, though a wood, noble, just, and 
beloved man, was genteelly a veritable Croesus.^

31. Cheveley, Vol. I., p. 104.

32. £figx Anna IrzwiA, %i. i, p. soi.

33. To the many lesser critics should be added the names of
almost all the other authors studied.

34. Lytton, Kosina, Cheveley.

Another criticism, vary closely allied to that of the mercena­

ry marriage, was directed against the Society marriage: a man and 

a women were forced to marry for rank, or they were prevented from 

marrying because of the lack of rank*  The novelists criticised the
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Society marrinze for the faults for ^hich they criticized the 

mercenary ?&rei^Te. Both showed the abuse of family authority. 

Theodore Hook wished his readers to deplore Lady ?rances*s  atti­

tude towards her souls love for Lovell, the uarson^s daughter. 

Indeed, this wish T-s easy to grant, for Lady rances used very 

foul #erms to break up the attachment*  she tampered with her son*s  

naii, lied to him and to Gmma, and purposely compromised her son 

with the woman of her choice when he was drunk. Her reason for her 

actions was that belonged to a family of lower caste than her 

own. Rookie criticism seemed both commendable and sincere. It 

"as not, however, for George did marry #mma only after he had lost 

his prospects of inheritance, and nmma had inherited money and rank 

from a conveniently obliging aunt.35 Lady Bles^ington sympathized 

with Clara 'ordaunt whose lowly position as a mere governess was 

a barrier to the course of her love for the worthy Seymour: Lady 

Bles^inrtnn implied that Social principle unjustly compelled Clara 

to refuse to marry her beloved when suddenly he hod become the 

very important Lord Seymourville, and hence had acquired rank above 

her. But Lady Blesrington did not criticize effectively—she 

avoided, rather than confronted, the problem. She made possible 

the desired marriage of Clara and Seymour by the introduction of 

a deus ex machina, an obligingly distant relative from whom Clara 
3G inherited sufficient wealth and rank to satisfy Convention.

35. IM Parson's SftWgMax-

Many other authors like these two did lip-service to the criticism

36. The Governess.
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o ? re—others, like Charlotte Bronte, ^ho dared to

hnve Hocheeter propose to Jrne in spite of the difference between 
77 7Atheir r&nks,' were more sincere. The sincere critics^ ^ere in 

the minority, however. Even Disraeli did not let his Sybil over­

come her objections to marrying above her rank; before he let 

h-r be married to Charles JKgre^ont, he first made her the heiress
39 of the barley estates and discovered that she was of noble birth.

Sno^h^r criticism directed mst marriages which sons 

or daughters contracted against the will of their parents or with- 

>ut their parents*  knowledge. Such marriages, or even engagements, 

opposed the established order and ^ere hence deemed improper and 

unfair to the family. Although Miss Yonge wished her readers to 

37. Jane Pyre.

38. Thackeray, in The Jeweomes. may be considered sincere.
He did have Ktbel release Farintosh, who did not want to 
be released, and who insisted that he had enough rank for 
both of them, and who asserted that he could stomach Barnes 
and the rest of the family, and its humble origin.
-rintosh protested; Bthel insisted, adding kindly that he 
ight say that he jilted her. He said it. Finally Ethel, 

thoroughly sickened with title-hunt Ing, rank-chasing, and 
all the snobbishness which Thackeray hated, was purified 
into a woman Thackeray could love. Thackeray then gave her 
to the likable, untitled, unhealthy, and very worthy Clive.

' In all probability, Mrs. Gaskell was sincere in her 
denunciation of Mrs. Bellingham*s objections to Ruth (in 
Ruth) on the grounds of her inferior rank, for Mrs. Gaskell 
made no attempt at a "satisfactory" union; rather she con­
cluded her story by having Thurston Benson rightly and 
forcefully blame and reject Bel1Ingham when Bellingham 
tried to see Ruth once again.

believe that Philip and Laura were * meant for each other," and al-

39. Sybil.



rüe to eack other, she severely cen-
-?.voo -or the ^ron? ^hlcL they coonittel by re-
cret^y nek ^u^ferin^, anriety, onf ne?r trn^e^y -e:e

40the ne^vrrl result« )f *ho  nncomvesti^n^i secrecy. Jr^ce r^iiar

40. Heir a" bedelyf fe. hen Philip told Laura of his love for
her and received her love in return, he refused her sugges­
tion that they get her parents' consent on this seemingly 
plausible grounds: "*I ask no ore without your parents* 
consent; but it pould be giving them and you useless dis­
tress and perplexity to ask it no??. *hey should object to 
my poverty, and we should gain nothing; for I would never 
be so selfish as to wish to expose you to such a life as 
that of the wife of a poor officer; and an open engagement 
could not add to our confidence in each other. We must be 
content to wait for my promotion. By that tis e'—he 
smiled gravely—* our attachment will have lasted so many 
years as to give it a claim to respect* *# pp. 259-60.

41. Home influence, p. 164.

tre s^vs belief: the ei^hfeer ye^r-oT^ "roilton,
yl^oet ^ilty of o sarri-rüf cn-a h?%e to her Barents,
confesse:? nil, condemned hersel*  repentantly. ^op clearly 
ceelo'-t^e rjpht. Caroline ennobled herself in is? \%^il*r*s  eyes 
by ssyinr to her mother:

"...on py knees, solemnly, sacredly I s^esr, 
Ï will never marry without pp.pa's and your 
consent. I dr.rc no longer myself; I 
h-ve once been rendered blind by that sin- 
fpT cr'viap fo./ freedom froa o^l authority, 
dor unchecked independence of thought and 
gord. and deed, and never, never more ril^ I s'-n-. forth in own weakness...."41

/rs. ^r^l^opc condemned the secret ^nrrince by having anny Thorn­
ton, who had encored herself secretly to Augustus Pglevie, feel 

eh^pe nnd remorse for her unconvent tonal conduct ^hen, ^ith noetic 

justice, Augustus proved himself to be a mere adventurer by making
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-'ôrTiF^ ~hicc bs %ora s-lv^^tn^eous."^
"hi forced 7m-Ti.rr-c ^hie^ Tss partible sn^er uh@ o^^horitrr- 

or^er ^nr deeded r% ?b%se, ns sreh ^ost 
^aveli^ts ln/ei?hed it. 'lionet Pruff -ished ti force his

^n^-hter t~ %3rr/ ^r. Georgs ?rlnd~e;
^'^11," ^ru*fÿ-*o%u  -ord is ns

Lpttgry. al llanAm»
43. Hook, Theodore, fathers and Sens. p. 146.

ns p. thDusend—T don't ^enn tn hurry 
the affair needlessly—r^r 4 n't 

to force your inclinât tans; but y-»u ^ust 
ê^?ntu?Tiy marry George Grlndle--it is nn affair settled.*43

?he re«t of the novel concerned itself with the righteous frustra- 
^lon o^ such an un'"arrent%ble exercise of authority. by making the 
prospective brideproop unworthy ^n- deceitful, Hook emphasized 
ho^ evil coercion would have been, hven ^ore skillfully, rs. 
Gpr%aii assailed the forced aarriaçc by sbo^ia? the difficulty 
caused by r. n-radeha^'s attempt to compel « aerrlaee which others 
^19% ppuld h?v% taken place naturally and happily. Slthoueh ulti­
mately Je^ipn and r. 'arquhar did ^arry for love, they carried 
only after much useless disappointment and frustration. Decause 
of her father's autocracy, indeed, Jemima's spirit was at one time 
badly bruised;

#he ^ould so fain have let herself love %r. 
Farquhar; but this constant manoeuvring, in 

' -hich she did not feel clear that he did 
nok take a passive part, made her sick at 
heart. She even wished that they might not 
go through the form of pretending to try to 
gain her consent to the marriage, if it in­
volved all this premeditated action and



spüech-n%kin^--such of every
one their rl^ht nièces, like pieces 
r.,.t chess. :'hü; felt as If she r&thcr 
be a:t dmiRhter, ^here no one is
de^r^ded in their o^n eyes by be^n# 'rztioo t? R contract.44

?'. A::loyo eve^ more vehemently denounced the forced <\arri&^. 
:h^ «tory o? the machinations by ^hich CRrt^ri^ht and his neT, 
iie^^ided "Ife attempted to compel Helen to marry Cartwright's 
cousin, Corbold, Tn? fantastic ^nd dismeting. »-rs. Troll ope vie- 
ornu-ly -nd intentionally revolted the reader*̂  sensibilities by 
h^vinm C^rt^Tl^kt plot to lock Helen and Corbold together in a 
room Pten tha house empty; everyone else be in? out of doors ^t 

4F.

44. i^uth. p. 238.

45. T&e

46. Pendennis. Vol. I, p. 352»

the charity fancy f^lr ^hlct arrt^ri^ht had arranged. Then 
^rthur fendenni*  " 111 you me, dear and make our
^oth-r happy?*'  ^hockeray m»de Laure**  reoly e criticism not only 
of forced mnrri*%e5,  but also of martia^eg merely engineered by 
merlon? of authority in the frally. " Laura, descite her love for 
en, refused his proposal and denounced his reasons and objectives 

in offering marriage; later she found it necessary to explain her 
refusal to Pen*?  mother, %ho failed to understand, ^rs. Pendennis 

the %ell-#eaning, conventional» short-sighted person; Laura, 
the superior, intelligent one #hom Thackeray admired.

To these criticisms of marriage-abuses the criticism of the 
false or pretended marriage must be added, The false marriage ob-



dis^t mred the conventional pattern for ^ar— 
. _ 47tw&n no^.

^e^er^i, the cr^tlctsms involving problem? of marriage 
-ere criticize of Biases within the order, onü -ere directed 

arobM^h pride, deception, tyranny, and hypoc­
risy. In other ^ords, they implied that neither the ty-ical family 
nor the institution of a#rri??e was st fault, but rather that in­
dividual per-ong ^ere often stupid, obi^sive, or vicious*

47. A typical denunciation of the false marriage occurred in 
liosina Lytton*s Chevelev* lire. Lytton told of the wealthy, 
despicable de Clifford who posed as a peasant to win the 
love of a peasant girl, Mary Lee; married her under a false 
name; had a child by her; and then deserted her*

48» Bronte, Charlotte, Shirley* The three curates were Malone, 
Sweeting, and Donne *

49. Ibid., p. 235»

-mother set of criticisms arms directed against abuses involv­
ing the position and function of religion in the life of the fam­
ily. novelists in general criticised the failings and short- 
comin-s jf the .vtablished Cliurch—the sloth, luzury, and lack of 

seriousness characteristic of many of its curates and parsons, like 
the three curates in Charlotte ^ontë, they
nere ready to say:

Let ^norland*?  priests have their due; they 
are a faulty get in some respects, being 
only of common flesh and blood, like us all; 
but the land would be badly off without 
them; Britain would miss the church, if that 
church fell. God save it! God also reform 
lt!49

The most forceful criticisms of religion as it affected the family 

?ere usually directed against dissenter groups, or against emo-
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50 like the evil vicar jf and tha aisouided, and

hence danTer^ug, .noth er of Alton Locke. Kingsley denounced the

Ghrletienity to the severity of ^hich young Alton Locke ^as 

subjected:

It seemed a set a*  doctrines, believing in 
which ^as to have a magical effect on peo­
ple, by saving thc\i from the everlasting 
torture due to sins and temptations which 

L had never felt. How and then, believing 
in obedience to my mother's assurances, and 
the solemn prayers of the ministers about 
me, th*t  I was a child of hell, and a mis­
erable sinner, I used to have accesses of 
terror, md fancy that I should surely make 
nezt morning in everlasting flames.SI

50. Trollope, (Mrs.), The Vicar of ^re,J^ill»

51. Kingsley, Charles, aim Locke, p. 6.

52. Young, 0. %., Victorian England, p. 5: " Evangelical ism 
had imposed on society, even on classes which were indif­
ferent to its religious basis and unaffected by its 
economic appeal, its code of Sabbath observance, respon­
sibility, and philanthropy; of discipline in the home, 
regularity in affairs; it had created a most effective 
technique of agitation, of private persuasion and social 
persecution...«The Evangelical discipline, secularized as 
respectability, was the strongest binding force in a nation 
which without it might have broken up, as it had already 
broken loose."

-iss .Aguilar protested aga nst the austere Sabbath which was rep­

resentative of the evangelical discipline imposed upon society 

and the family; and by contrast extolled the may the unexception­

able Hamilton*  observed the day;

71th regard to themselves and their 
children they pursued a plan, which many 
religionists, might, perhaps, have con­
demned, and yet its fruits sere very pro­
mising. fheir great wish was to make the 
Sabbath a day of love, divine and domestic; 
to make their children look to it with joy



en.f pgklciprtion throughout the ne 
d^y c?4te distinct in its enjoyment fro^ 
' ' other; and for this reron^ ^hile their 
, .lirrrn -ere younr, they only went to 
church in the nomir?, the afternoons ^ere 
devoted-io tenchin^ tho% know nnd to love 
^oc in his works as Tell re "brd, and ^heir 
evenings to such quiet but hrpey amusements 
one literature, as would fill their young 
hearts with increased thankfulness for their 
very hapoy lot.63

^3th-r group of criticism assailed abuses and errors in the 
education of yaun^ people, "any of the novelists argued for e 
frepter understanding of the problems of education, and for a 
greater interest and endeavor in solving the^; at the sate time, 
reny of these -r iters did not attack the system itself, although 
Tost of ther did. "he distinction between the criticism of indi­
vidual error and o' the system itself is not pl-ays easy to -^ke.^ 
It is probably be^t aade -ith respect to the individual family's 
motives and objectives in trainin'- its children and in sending them 
to schools. Dickens, for ^.T^pie, criticirod 'r. Qnowley for send­
ing his rife'g two little boys to ackford Squeers's academy, 
Dotheooyg ^if. ^r. %na?ley reasoned that his wife mould not be 
tempted to *pend  upon her ^ons the ^oney for which he had married 
her, because Jotheboys Hall allowed no vacations and countenanced 

no communications from the pupils to their parents—except a 

Christmas form letter. ' Charlotte Bronte likewise criticised

53. Home influence. p. 165.

54. ^or criticisms of the system itself see Chapter IV.

55. Micholas Mickle by, p. 25. Dickens also criticised the
Murdstones for sending David to Mr. Creakle's school for 
the same reason (in David Copperfield.) Likewise, he 
criticised even the proud Mr. Dombey, who had a sort of 



1rs. for sending Jane ^yre to school tv get her out of
the and to humble her.*

badness for his son—or 
r. Dombey truly did not 
in Dombey sad Sq£. )

56. Jane ^yre.

57. Alton Locke, p. 105.

58. Coningsby.

59. Charles Chesterfield, p. 14.

Chorley rin^^ley criticized -üe cousin of vton ^ocke for his 
-3^17% for attending ür^brid^e as the only method yet discovered 
for turnin'-' a snob (?s l am, or #&g,j into a gentleman; except 

57putt in? ni^ into a ae^vy cavalry regiment." Similarly, Disraeli 
ridiculed the elcei- ''illban?, ^ho did not believe the -embers of 
the aristocracy any better tunm ^anu^aeturers like himself, for 
cenfin? bi? son to ^ton because the Public School ^es the accepted 
^ediir: for the education o? e gentleman*?  son. Although young

real iced hi? father*̂  ambition? for hi^ and Tas accepted 
by Oonin^ehy rn^ his friends, ulscaeli really denounced the purpose 

58 for ^hich he been sent to -ton.
^rances frolloo^ criticised ".'homa? Chesterfield for being 

*tno proud of th? learning thus bestowed upon his son'[tutoring by 
the vicar] and too fateful for the manner in shich it ^as done, 
to dre?^ of questioning its usefulness,"'" and for being Tilling 
therefore to make undue sacrifice of himself and the rest of his 
family, He wished to mortgage hi? farm, Thick Tae the Tho"e of 
his wealth, in order to send his son to school.

?he most virulent attacks upon education, however, assailed

rather for the idea of a son.
Tant to be bothered ^ith the boy



the e yet ers itself, at least in part.

-'hsr group of criticises concerned the positions, 

duties, and function? of the various members of the family. One 

of tha ^ost i^nortant of thene ^as the attack upon the profligacy, 

ertravc??nce, or tyranny of a husband an"i father; almost every 

novel writer introduced at least one-culpable lord and master. 

Sometimes the actions of such a man and the consequences of them 

furnished the ^?inplot of the novel. Ohevelev, h^ry dav^ond. and 

^he tenant of Slildfell Hall are cases in point. In each novel, 

the author ccmplained of the husband*s  "ant of good will and under­

standing, and turned the %bole book into a criticism of his vices, 

Thick she implied to be common in Society.*-  In many other novels, 

the n#tn plots of which developed other themes, the tyrannical 

husband was the subject of incidental censure. Ruth attacked the 

tyranny of rr. Bradshaw; As nep Court, that of Henry ^ilmslow; The 

21A CurlP&l that of Quilp; Susan Hooley. that of Aytoun;

60. See Chapter IV.

61. In Cheveley (by Rosine Lytton), Lord de Clifford was 
guilty of physical brutality towards his wife and of pub­
lic humiliation of her. He kept a mistress under the same 
roof with his wife, and made his wife subservient to her. 
He persecuted her, also, for the innocent attentions which 
their gentlemen friends showed her. Through all, the wife 
remained with him, for she had no choice but to remain. 
Her release from oppression came only with his death.

In Mary Haymond (by Mrs. Gore), Mr. Herstham perse- 
euted his wife with unfounded jealous accusations. Although 
she remained faithful to him and refused to abandon him, at 
length he strangled her.

In The Want &£ Ii.ldfe.il Ball, (by Anne Brontë), 
Arthur Huntingdon had affairs with another woman in Ms 
own home, abused his wife, and debauched his son. Although 
his wife ran away from him, she returned when he was ill 
and submitted herself to more indignities. Her rescue came 
only with his death.

i.ldfe.il


/ne rCTCories, that of Bnmc? "he Prrpon*$  Daughter. thnt

In ^rs. Gaskell*? Huth, "r. ^rad^ha? by severe discipline, 
drove his son to become a thief and nearly wrecked his 
daughter*? life by trying to force her marriage to a busi­
ness friend.

In Shirley Hrooks*? Asnen Court: A story of Our Own 
Time.. Y., Stringer and Townsend, 1856, Henry Bilmslo? 
wasted an estate, brutalised his ^ife and his three daugh­
ters, He was prevented from continuing physical abuse 
upon his daughters, and from endeavoring to sell one of 
them to a wealthy, old man only by the intervention of out­
siders.

In Charles Dickens*s The Old Curiosity Phon, ^uilp, 
a sadist who persecuted anybody he could, brutalized his 
wife and mother-in-lam for sport.

In Vrs. Catherine (Stevens) Crowe’s Susan Honlev: 
22» th& Adventures of a 'Wd-Gervant. William Tait,' 
Edinburgh 1842, Aytoun through jealousy ^hich had been fos­
tered by his refusal to allow his rife to speak freely with 
him, persecuted both his wife and an innocent man. He 
even shot the man because of his unfounded suspicions and 
was saved and humbled eventually only through the goodness 
of hi? wife. ' ‘

In % M. Thackeray*? The ^ercomes. when Barnes Hewcome 
got a divorce from his rife, on the charge of duplicity, 
and gained the custody of the children, every witness 
sided with his wife, testifying tbet Barnes had been guilty 
of gross cruelty and wife beating.

In Theodore Hook's ïhe EarB^*^ gautdrter.. Hartottle, 
a coarse, boorish man, entertained jealous suspicions of 
hip beautiful, refined wife, Fanny. He persecuted her and 
contrived the death of the man he suspected.

In Grace Aguilares Home Influence « Greville rejoiced 
at the birth of his son with "such rejole Ing as to fill his 
wife’s heart with an agony of dread; for he swore that he 
would make hie boy as jovial a spirit as himself, and that 
her namby-pamby ideas should have nothing to do with him.* 
p. 83. He carried out Me vow, agonizing his wife and 
dissipating Ms young son.

of Harbottle; Home Jn^uence, th^t o' Greville.l^till other 
novels, like Dombey and Gon ond ^klrley. criticized hugbond, 
less aslodrn^ntically and perhaps ocre convincingly, for a lock of 
understanding as melt as of benevolence. ^hus Dombey could see 
his wife die in childbirth, and feel^el?.tvon at the same moment 
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because the child she had bnmeTas a son 2nd heir. He ^as unable 
to undorptend how unfair 2nd inconsiderate he had been and was he—

to the wife he -or Tosin^.63 i?e?stone:
<e thought, so long as a woman was silent, 
nothing ailed her, and she wanted nothing, 

9he did not complsin of solitude, soli­
tude, however continued, could not be irk­
some to her. If she did not talk and nut 
herself forward, express a Partiality for 
this, and aversion to that, she had not 
partialities» or aversions, and it was use­
less to consult her tastes. ^3 rade no 
pretense of comprehending women, or compar­
ing them 71th men: they were a different, 
probably a very inferior, order of exist­
ence; a wife could not be her husband's 
companion, much less his confident, much 
less his stay.64

another similar group of criticisms directed against the 

son in the.family, particularly for profligacy and wastefulness. 

A boy was expected to have some spirit, but he was expected also 

to be discreet. %hjor Pendennis said 0^ an attachment of his 

nephe#*s,  "If it were but a temporary liaison...one could bear it. 

A young fellow must sow his mild cats, and that sort of thing" 

but a boy mas censured, like John Reed, when his dissipation inter­

fered with his duties, or cost much money. He was censured for

63. Dickens, Charles, Dombey #nd So#.

64. Pronto, Charlotte, Shirley^ p. 41.

65. Thackeray, X E., Pendennis, Vol. I, p. 118.

66. Bront^, Charlotte, Jane %vre. p. 90. Bessie expressed this
criticism;

"Oh, he is not doing so well as bls mama could wish. 
He went to college, and be got—plucked, I think they call 
it: and then his uncles wanted him to be a barrister, and 
study the law: but he is such a dissipated young man, 
they will never make much of him, I think*



the sa-s that hir father far he prepared to
tske hi? father*-  place, He was criticised, like ^rank Hs^eldean, 
Viread/ mentioned, and 3other heirs*  mentioned in '?uncred, for

"-issis looks stout and wel" enough in the free, but 
I think she*c not quite easy in her mind; Mr. Jchn*s con­
duct does not please her—he spends a deal of money,*

87. See footnote 18, pL&2/ .

68. ^Israeli, Benjamin, 2ancre^. Vol. I, p, 15: "Other heirs 
apparent of a rich seignory would soon have removed these 
difficulties. By bi1! or by bond, by living usury, or by 
post-obit liquidations, by all the means that private 
friends or public offices could supply, the sinews of war 
would have been forthcoming.*

69. Gore, (hrs,), Vol. III, p. 396. Mrs. Blair’s dying speech 
was: "
"It is X ^hc am the cause of poor Reginald’s ruin. I 

courted. riches for him. As a child, I accepted dependence 
for him in the house of a cruel, heartless man.—'Then he 
attained the object of my desires, I seemed to worship him 
the more,--worship my only son the more—that he was rich 
and great; and instead of checking his faults, or attempt­
ing to mature his judgment, gave way to all his caprices, 
and allowed him to grow up in utter hardness of heart!"

70. In Pendennis (by W. %. Thackeray), the diverting of Arthur 
from » wild and impractical attachment began the struggle 
of his education for life. Only when through Laura’s

the extravagance and unkindness of post obit liquidations. Bub- 
stmt ml parts of ^any books, in fact, nero devoted to the criti­
cise of tnoso and similar vices rhichthe author considered ell too 

prevalent in youn- %en. &Z Fortune. for era pie, concerned

itself with nothing but the cause and cure of the profligacy of a 
spoiled, fatherless heir." Other books, like Pendennis. %% hovel 
^-= ^ICFik house, occupied ^ho^selves greatly with the seme orob- 
ten.* 68 69 70
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he abuses of authority by the proud or fashionable mother 

have been consented upon. o^en like Lady Frances Sherringham, 

;rs. irrytage, Lady Anne Granard, Mrs. Mackenzie, Harriet Vining, 

rs. Codrington, and Mrs. Bellingham were all censured for their 
71 haughtiness, pride, and tyranny.

resistance Pen was finally purged of his last young blood 
tendencies, was Thackeray willing to call him matured*

In HZ Kovel (By Kdward Bulwer-Lytton), the stabil­
izing of !F"r@nk Hazeldean, along with the salvation of the 
ambitious vandal Leslie, furnished a large .art of the 
plot.

In BleaK Kousp. Dickens preached a well-known sermon 
on the fate of the shiftless boy (Richard Carstairs).

fo this list, of course, many others could be added: 
Henry Fortescue in Ho^e influence. (Grace Aguilar); Steer­
forth in Hayld Copperfield (Charles Dickens); Charles 
Chesterfield in Charles Chesterfield (Frances Trollone); 
Frederick Stephenson in The fidow Barnaby (Frances Trollone); 
fhilip )irmin in The Adventures of Philip. H. T., A. L. 
Burt, n,. d., ( . ™haokeray); Vivian in The Cartons 
(Edward Bulwer-Lytton); George in Fathers and Sons 
(Theodore Hook); etc.

71. In fars on Is Daughter (Theodore Hook), Lady Frances
^herringham did all she could to prevent her son from 
marrying Lovell. She instigated calumny against 

got her son drunk and had him propose to a lady of 
her choice, opened and withheld letters, employed spies, 
and got both her son and. herself into debt in the process.

ln Army t.age (Mrs. Gore), Mrs. Armytage broke up
her daughter's love affair and tried to wreck her son's 
marriage.

In Wz Jam Granard (Letitia Landon), Lady Anne dls- 
sip^ted her hueband's wealth by extravagance, ran into 
debt for which she was arrested, tried to force her daueh- 
ters into fashionable marriages, and died, somewhat re­
pentent, but still plotting other schemes.

In The Kewcomes (% H. Thackeray), Mrs. Mackenzie, 
known as "The Campaigner", contrived Clive's marriage to 
Rosie, ruined their marriage by her ranting, hellion be­
havior when the Colonel's bank failed. Clive finally turn­
ed her out of his house.

In T&e Managing (Mrs. Ellis), Harriet Vining hav­
ing caught and married the spoiled Horace Grant, proceded 
to rule him and wreck their home.



84

And finally, a %haie group of miscellanious criticisms in— 

voiced abuses in numerous family relationships. One of the most 

significant of these criticisms attacked the undervaluing, the 

subjection, and the unnatural treatment of girls. Dickens crit­

icized Dombey for ignoring Florence and for resenting Paul's
72affection for her. ^rs. Gore criticized Mrs « Armytage for her 

lack of interest in her daughter Sohpia, who died of a broken 
73

heart. Mrs. Gaskell criticized Mr. Bradshaw for his undervaluing 
74of Jemima and her sisters. In each case, the author emphasized 

the injustice druie by such neglect, and endeavored to make the 

reader feel sympathetically that the abused or neglected daughter 

fas, as a feeling person, as important a human value as her broth­

er who ws, not neglected. Indeed, Grace Aguilar openly condemned 

the practise of making girls subservient to their brothers, and 

implied that the practise was a prevalent one. The main plot of 

Miss Aguilar's novel, influence. concerned the woes of alien 

Fortescue who shielded her brother and suffered most bitterly for 

his faults; Mien had been instructed by her dying mother, who had

in Zhp Wte?y 21 Marriage (Frances Trollope), 
Mrs. Codrington wasted her daughter's income and used all 
possible means to prevent her daughter's debut from inter­
fering with her own attempts at remarriage.

In Hutfr (Mrs. Gaskell), Mrs. Bellingham broke up her 
son's affair with Ruth, and kept him from being as little 
unkind to the seduced girl as he would have been of his 
own accord. Her paying off of Huth and her sending her 
away drove the girl to attempt to commit suicide*  Thurston 
Benson rescued her. '

72.

73.

74.

Dombey an& Son.

Hut&.
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rlæ&ys most grossly neglected her in favor of the brother, to take 
« . 75

care ot him and to serve him. Anne Bront#, too, criticized the 

subservience of girls to their brothers. The dialogue between 

Agnes Grey and her pupil, ?om, is an eloquent commentary:'

*Purely, 'om, you would not strike 
your sister. I hope I shall never see you 
do that." -•

"You will sometimes: I'm obliged to 
do it now and then to keep her in order." 

But it is not your place to keep her 
in order, you know,...*76

Another family relationship much criticised because of abusive 

practices that of the governess to her employers and to her 

charges. without questioning the necessity and utility of the gov- 

emess in the home, novelists repeatedly and severely criticized 

the English family for its ill-treatment and undervaluing of its 

governesses ♦ important were the problems of the governess that 

at least three major novels, Jone tyrey ignes Grey. and The Gov— 

concerned themselves wholly with her; and others, like

aS llaælage, ^ewcomes. Kart in Chuzzlewit. The

-#.%» Ghirley, and :%at Jil1 Do ^ith It? discussed her
77

Incidentally, The purpose of the criticism was well summed up

75. Another instance of this criticism might be seen in Louisa 
Gradgrind's marrying of Boundarby in order to help her 
brother Tom, which sacrifice Dickens condemned (in Hard 
Times. )

76. Br ont é', Anne, Agrees Grey. p. 373.

77. The governesses treated were: Jane Eyre in Jane Eyre . 
(Charlotte Brontb); Agnes Grey in Agnes Grey IAnne Brontê); 
Clara Mordaunt in The Gpycrpe^ (Lady Blessington);
Margaret Stockton in && ^f Marriage (Frances
Trollope); Mrs. Mason in The Fewcomes (% 1. Thackeray); 
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by Lady hies ington in a letter to %rs. Fairlie. Lady Bleeslnrton 

wrote:

I am very stifled by what you tell 
me of ^'iss Laneys approbation of 'The Gov- 
ernes?*.  It was my anxious wish to point 
attention ^nd excite sympathy towards a 
class from which [more is) expected and to 
who# less is accorded, than to any other. 
It has always struck me that no situation 
is so painful as that of a Gentlewoman con­
stantly occupied in the difficult task of 
forming the youthful minds, and instilling 
not only all the rudiments of education, 
but what is of infinitely more importance, 
those principles on which the (happiness] 
here and hereafter, of her pupils must de­
pend; made exposed to the neglect, rude­
ness, or jealousies of those who confide to 
her the most sacred of all trusts, the 
minds of their children.78

-ven in the typical family, as described in Chapter 11, the lot 

of the governess was a hard one, and was generally deplored.

The third family relationship occasionally criticized was that 

of parent and child; the abuse attacked was parental tyranny. Mrs. 

Gore criticized a popular belief in parental authority stated by 

Kiss Margaret: *The  authority of parents over a child cannot be 

either wilful or capricious**  Grace Aguilar*s  Mrs. Hamilton, the 

model mother, Hcould not bear, nor could her husband, the system 

which prevailed in some families of their acquaintance, that their

Ruth Finch in Martin Chuzzlewit (Charles Dickens); Miss 
Berkeley in The Manning ^lf^ . Bills); Mrs. Pyror 
in Shirley (Charlotte Brontb); and Arabella Crane in 
That fin Do with It? (Edward Bulwer-Lytton.)

78. Sadller, Michael, The Strange Life of Lady Bl^ssington. 
Boston, 1933, p. 240.

^9" Mrs*.  Armvt^ge. p. 70. 
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children could neither receive nor Trite letters to e&c^ other, or 

their intimate friends, withoub being their seniors....

Perfect confidence in tr-elr home they had indeed instilled, 
th?t confidence was never ritkheld.*̂  'ost novelists, 
accepted right the dominance of children by their parents and 
believed th^t the child o^ed complete obedience %? a duty, ^ven 

in such ca*es  as that of ^r. Oradgrind, -hen the '^rent's judgment 
was pt fruit, the novelist did not ouestion the parent's right of 

Bl authority or exonerate the chilT from obedience."
All of these criticisms of abuses and aberrations within the 

family order were alike in one respect. ^hey did not quest ton 

either the rightness or the practicability of the typical family 

ns a great bnglioh institution; instead, they tried to demonstrate 

that the lack of understanding, love, and benevolence in some 

individuals Tas the cause of various hardships and miseries In 

family life. Of this kind of criticism, the master Tae Dickens, " 

who, "Although he an affectionate fathen.*seemr  to have ruled 
83 with a rod of iron in his own household." Dickens repeatedly

80. Home influence, p. 244.

81. Dickens, Charles, Hard Times. Even Gradgrind, to Thom all 
children, even his own, were little pitchers to be filled 
full of facts, was condemned for a lack of understanding 
rather than for acting beyond his authority.

82. Fraser'p, "Charles Dickens and David Copperfield," Vol.XIII, 
(Dec. 1850), p. 698. The reviewer gave as the reasons for 
Dickens's popularity "above all, because of his deep rev­
erence for the household sanctities, his enthusiastic wor­
ship of the household gods »#

83. Oliphant, James, Victorian Hovel1stsf London, Blackie and 
' Son, Ltd., 1899, pp. 30-31.
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except when be fslt ths ly order or part of it attacked or un- 
87fairly represented. Ke did, however, n^ke repeated criticisms

with feoling and conviction of one individual abuse in particular:
the neglect sni ill-tr^-tment co^only sho-m by the family to the 

88governess

87.

#833, (Sat., Dec. 14, 1839), prefaced his review of the

poses kept then". alive...."
* Charles Dickens and David Copperfield,* * Eraser’s,
Vol. XIII, (Deo. 1850), p. 698i '?robably there is no sin— 
^le individual %ho, during the last fourteen years, has 
occupied so l?rge a space in the thoughts of ^n^lish folk 
as Charles Dickens."
"Master Hurphrey*s Clock," Athenaeum. #680, (Bov. 7, 1840), 
p. 888: "»»,it is life-like and bustling, and therefore 
æood for one's amusement; it comes from a sound head and 
heart, and therefore fitted for one*s improvement: and 
accordingly, as Master Humphrey*s C/6c4* >?s already its 
thousands upon thousands of readers, we be^ leave cordially 
to recommend it to the Million.*

A writer in .^he Adinbur^h Review. for example, criticized 
Mr g. Gore *8 %men as They fare because he thought it a mis-
representatlnn of an ideal and therefore dangerous. 
Article 71, Vol. II, (July 1830), p. 459:
"Me see no useful end that can be gained by associating the 
unimpeachable discharge of domestic duties, with so much 
that is un ami able and ridiculous in the character of Lady 
Lilfleld. There is nothing in the example of such persons 
so dangerously attractive as to recuire the antidote of 
such a vehement current of ridicule as Mrs. Gore has direct­
ed against them. -Ie cannot see the laudable purpose of 
sneeringly remarking, that *so bright an example of domes­
tic merit—and what neighborhood cannot boast of its dupli- 
cate?—was naturally superior to seeking its pleasures in 
the vapid and varying novelties of fashion.* Mrs. Gore, 
we dare-say, does not mean to affirm that matronly waltzing 
is more to be admired than matronly attention to the 'seven 
substantial children,’ or that it is better to give a ball 
than to establish a school; but she is bound to take care 
that others do not draw these inferences from her expres­
sions. % know many who combine the most unimpeachable 
discharge of domestic duties with a reasonable participa­
tion of the pleasures of society»..."

See also Chapter IV for other counter-criticisms.

88. The reviewer of Lady Blessington’s The Governess* Athenaeum.
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novel by many long remarks on governesses in general. He 
accused England of stupidity and ^olly in her ill-treatment 
and degradation of this class of person. He said that by 
sacking to hire governesses cheaply in the market and by 
treating them as menials, England was fast deteriorating in respect to education. '
d. 942: "The fathers of families, if they have some glim­
merings of the truth, have rarely leisure to watch over the 
education of their sons; and the daughters are committed to 
nhe care of females utterly disqualified by their own in- 
teilectual deficiencies# if not by their ^resumption, for the task." "
p*  .943: " The first guarantee for her incapacity—the first 
injustice to which she is erposed—is the utter dispropor­
tion of her remuneration." '
p. 943: "*hc  low social position of the governess is still 
further determined by the coldness and the neglect of her 
employers. True it may be, that the presence of a stranger 
and a hireling, at the domestic fireside, #uet often be an 
unpleasant restraint; if *hie  be "o, it is still but a 
small price to pay for those who cannot or will not educate 
their children themselves. P-zen*;s  have no right to bring 
a cultivated and sensitive female under their roof to 
r.ortify and degrade her; if *hey  want her services, they 
must not rob her of nny part of her just reward; and of 
the stipulated board and lodging. If the governess be in­
deed fitted for her task, she will have sense and discre­
tion to avoid becoming an unnecessary restraint on the 
heads of the family; and her acquirements will add to the 
pleasures of the domestic circle, rather than detract from 
them."
p. 943: *̂o  do justice to her merits, to confer on her 
the desirable efficiency, she should be treated with all 
the delicacy and respect which custom exacts between well- 
bred equals. The governess is not the subordinate, she is 
the associate of the mother; and this the children must be 
made to feel, or their future characters as rational beings 
will suffer for the neglect."

Governess*  jtjiew #933 (Seat. 13, 
184W, p. 902; "Elevate ’the nursery governessf in orin- 
ciples and habit, and there must be a corresponding ele­
vation in the pupils. Of all duties, here are the most 
important; it is she who forme the future men and women. 
Yet parents go on in the old track, insensible of their 
own responsibility in the choice of instructors, and as 
negligent of moral culture, as if there were no such thing 
in the world." ‘

"ZaglîX BiX and ^gg Im,’ &XLSb Vol.
LX^XIV (Deo. 1849), p. 177: "She must be a saint, or no 
woman at all, who can rise above those perpetual little 
dropping-water trials to which the self-love of an average- 
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of the essayists, tor, like the reviewers, accepted the 
fR^ily order without question. The other writers ^ho were of the 
opinion that the ^ere correction o' -luse was not enough, but that
the revision of some principles of the order was necessary will be 

89discussed later, Representative of the majority group was Mrs.

3111s, whose works pere most popular; and to rhom the conventional
90reviewers referred with praise. 8he approved of the conventional

ly~*  laced ^ovemes^ is exposed. Th?t fearful fact that the 
lunatic asylums of this country are supplied with a larger 
proportion of their inmates from the ranks of young govern­
esses than from any other class of life, is a sufficient 
proof ho^ seldom she can»*  
. See also: "Mothers and Governesses," Athenaeum.
V1021 (?ny 23, 1847), 548; "On the Social Position of
Governesses," Eraser's. Vol. XXXVII ( A^ril, 1848), pp. 411­
414j ""ints on the Modern Governess Syster," Pragerfe?
Vol. XXX (Xov. 1844) pp» 571-584; "Queen*s  College— 
London," Quarterly nevle^p Vol. LXXXTV (March, 1850), 
pp. 364-384.

The usual reviewer seems to have echoed the oublie 
opinion which resulted in the organisation of the Govern­
esses*  benevolent Institution, 1843, later called Queens 
College. (^his institution was the start of the present­
day system of education for English girls of the upper mid­
dle class:

"^he first important step in opening the doors of a 
sound, higher education for women was taken when Queen’s 
College, London, was opened in 1848. This college had its 
origin in a Governesses*  Benevolent Institution, founded 
in 1843, thus affording some evidence that the higher edu- 
catlon of English wo^en grew out of the great need for 
better-trained governesses." Goodsell, illlystine, A 
Jijstgiz t^e Educational Inatitu?
tion. X. Y., Macmillan Company, ISIS'.)

89. See Chapter IV.

90. Cruse, Amy, IM yictori.ang and Their Books  p. 339:*
"The ideals of the orthodox party were well summed up in 
a series of books written by a certain Mrs. Ellis, which 
were immensely popular, and were constantly quoted with 
respectful admiration."
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family end exhorted her readers to look upon it as an ideal. She 

approved 1:2 paternal structure and the principle of ine 

superiority upon ^hich it was founded,

One important truth sufficiently impressed 
upon your mind will materially assist in this 
desirable consumption—it is the superiority 
of your husband, simply as a man. It is 
quite possible that you may have more talent, 
with higher attainments, and you may also 
have been generally more admired; but this 
has nothing whatever to do with your position 
es a woman, which is, and must be, inferior 
to his as a man,91

And yet urs. Ellis could speak of "that worst of all slavery, the 
92fear of a husband." " She recognized the superiority of boys and 

93
men, although she was aware that they often became "selfish, dom*

The popularity and number of these books about women 
written by women may be seen in the review of "A Plea for 
Women," Athenaeum. #853 (^arch 2, 1844) p. 189: "It is no 
unimportant sign of the times and of the tendency of opin­
ion, when books multiply on one particular subject, we have 
counted on *our  library table,' within a short oeriod, not 
less than sixteen works having reference, in some direct 
form, to the present condition of women—her 'mission,’ her 
'influence,' her power to •regenerate society,*  her rights, 
claims, duties, vocation, education, and so forth.*

Other books similar to those of %'rs*  Ellis's in sub*
ject and in the conventional point of view expressed are: 
%™. JobP. Stanford»# Zpsat 13. ME 2Mlal âM SaBSEMS. 
Career: ers. Hugo Reid’s & Plea for Vomen: J. 3. S. 
Barton's the Exposition of the Laws relating to the Women

a didactic novel); betters to w wo 
Lady; J. w. Parker’s Imam’s Kission: 
Mrs. Jameson, Characteristics gf "omen. 
and gpmmgnnlaoe Book.

& (this, however, is 
sa EîlgaM» by a 
and the essays of 
Memoirs of Women.

ZM. am 21 P- 10.
93. Ibid.. p. 8.

93. The Kothers of England, p. 91; "In the first place, then, 
let it be remembered, that boys must be humoured to a cer­
tain extent. Both boys and men require this, and they
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tyrannies! to the other sex,*  because their mothers 
94 hod been indulgent. " ^he felt it "an unspeakable privilege en­

joyed by the women of England, that in the middle ranks of life, 

r married woman, however youthful or attractive, if her own manners 

are unexceptionable, is seldom, or never, exposed to the attentions 
. ' 95of men, so as to lead her affect tons^ out of their proper channel." 

&he warned "the women of England back to their domestic duties," 
96 asserting that a woman *s  sphere was her husband's home. She de­

plored rebellion of children, and taught that parents should exer- 
97else complete control over their children. She accepted that it 

was a husband's privilege to introduce members of his family into 

his home and that it was the wife's duty to bear their "well-meant 

interference" amiably.*  The only way in which she was perhaps a 

little different from the reviewer was in placing the responsibil­

ity for a happy home upon the woman, and in one way or another ex­

onérât ng the man from blame: if a man was tyrannical, his mother 

hsd spoiled him by indulgence; if he was merely fretful, his wife 

did not recognize and perform her subservient duty towards him.

All of the criticisms thus far enumerated, whether made by 

the novelist, the reviewer, or the essayist, were conservative and

have a right to expect it from women."

94. ZM 21255. at àacLâM, ». 25.
95. Ibid., p. 48.

96 • JM x>jm al Saslsaâ» p. 14.
97. T£e ,ax»> at p. 6.

98. ibid., p. 13.
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conventional. Although some of the writers quoted in this chapter 

^re &fte& non-conventional in their criticism of the order itself, 

tne osr^iculnr criticisms under consideration here were conventional 

ones, ^hat is to say, some writers were both critics of abuses 

within the order, and critics of the order itself. The latter type 

of criticism is discussed in the next chapter. The conventional or 

conservative criticisms —— the ones discussed in the -foregoing 

sages — deplored abusive practices within the institution of the 

family; they did not criticize the institution itself. They seemed 

to reflect the opinions of the general public of %arly Victorian 
England.
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iuoiOAL cai^iaispis Aim m:AC?ioRARY oowPKR^RiTiois^ 
OV FAMILY LIF&

Although most of the Early Victorian critics were canven— 

tiongi and conservative in their ideas about family life, and be­

lieved in the structure and philosophy of the typical family, some 

few critics were not wholly satisfied that the English ideal was 

without fault. These few writers doubted whether the mere correc— 

bion or individuals was enough; they believed that some revision 

of basic principles was necessary. Yet, they were not revolution­

aries; they did not act either with great seal or great confidence. 

They behaved decorously, very like other Early Victorians—not 

like the Itoman tics of the 1840%, They did question sporadically, 

however, whether some chronic and common ills of family life were 

not result ant, at least in part, uxxm the very structure and pbi- 

losophy of the typical family; they questioned the rightness and 

justice of some generally-accepted principles.

These critics of the order were few in number, and restricted 

in the range of their criticism. They seldom attacked a principle 

with violence; and they questioned only a few principles. Genera "■U..
*W, they were not far from conventional. Even so, they were the 

men who thought in advance of3he age in which they lived.

Perhaps the most significant among the criticisms, or ques­

tionings, made by the writers in this group were those which lament­

ed the restrictions and limitations forced upon Woman: socially, 
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intellectually, end legally." Although the critics did not venture 

seriously to argue the equality of man and noman, they did argue 

for various degrees of freedom for woman. «hey orgued for freedom, 

because they doubted one principle of the Carly Victorian Society: 

the God-ordained superiority of man.

^orks of non-fiction like Caroline Norton’s English Laws for 

^omen end Harriet Martineau*?  Society in America demonstrated the 

injustice done to women before the law. They attacked particularly 

the facte that a woman could possess no property; that she was 

unable to divorce herself from her husband, or even live apart from 

him; and that %he had no rights to her children if her husband
2divorced himself from her. Caroline Morton, whose divorce trial

1. Calverton, V. F., Sea ^rnresBion in Literature. %. Y., 
Bone and Liveright, 1926, p. 217:  without political 
rights, scarcely more than a chattel before the law, in 
fact as a wife a form of property almost unprotectedly 
subjected to her husbande  disposal, woman had to display 
her virtues in invulnerable array."

*

*

2. Goodsell, "illystine, A History of %be Family as a Social 
Institution. p. 429: "Up to the year 1857 

the English law took no steps to remedy the hard position 
of married women with respect to their property disabil­
ities. But in that year an Act was passed partially to 
protect the property of a deserted wife. "(This Act allowed 
her to retain any property she might acquire after having 
been deserted.)

Mot until 1882 was woman given free rights over her 
property while she was married. ~

Also, p. 447; "the Matrimonial Causes Act of 1857 
perpetuated the same inequality of rights in respect to 
divorce as had previous legislation and practised (The 
act gave freedom to the man If the wife was adulterous. It 
gave freedom to the wife if the husband was adulterous—if 
he was also cruel to her or had deserted her for two years.) 
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^as notorious, wrote a long end impassioned essay against the de­

graded position women.

«.«the wonderful indecency of our divorce 
trials,—the incredible fact that the woman 
accused is allowed no direct defense, and 
cannot appear by counsel on such occasions— 
the loth and reluctant admission (and that 
of very recent date) of the right of a 
mother to her infant children,—are alike 
odious and incomprehensible^..in the English 
laws which wreck a woman's whole destiny; in 
the law which permits the most indecent and 
atrocious libel against her, without a 
chance of legal defense,—in the law which 
countenances and upholds far worse than 
cheating at cards,'and renders null and void 
a contract signed by a magistrate, because 
that contract was made with his wife,—in 
the law which gives a woman's earnings even 
by literary copyright, to her husband,—in 
the whole framework, in short, of those 
laws by which her existence is merged in the 
existence of another, (let what will be the 
circumstances of her case:) and by which 
Justice in fact divests herself of all con­
trol and responsibility in the matter—&ng- 
land sees nothing worthy of remark.3

And yet, Caroline Borton did not wish to be thought revolutionary. 

%ven though she questioned a basic principle in English family 

life, she did not think of herself as a revolutionary; in fact, 

she did not wholly deny the principle and the rightness of man's 

superiority. "That I write," she said, "is written in no spirit 

of rebellion; it puts forward no absurd claim of equality; it is 
simply an appeal for protection.**  Her implication, indeed, was 

that the Early Victorian ought to make laws which would limit his

far Ipmgn in the Nineteenth Century. printed 
for private circulation, 1854, pp. 21-2.
TIM y. olUAd., p*  a.
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30?er rather thanextend ^omen*s.5

^ike Caroline Norton, Harriet Martineau was dissatisfied with 

the legal status of women in ^n^land. In her book, Society in 

she preferred American divorce and property laws to Lng*  

tish ones—-although she believed that the laws concerning women 

were bed the world over. "In no country, I believe," she wrote, 

"are the marriage laws so iniquitous as in England, and the con­
jugal relation, in consequence, so ImnBired»"^ Among the American 

laws which she approved were those insuring woman^s right to own 

L=ropert,y, the reciprocity of all, marriage vows, and an even degree 

aï accessibility to divorce laws by rich and poor, and by man and 

^oman alike; she deplored the absence of such laws in England.

although reviewers and essayists throughout the aarly Vic*  

uorian per od usually ignored the question of woman*s  legal rights*  

-or else treated it lightly and superficially—-at least two mag*  

azine articles somewhat mildly criticized English laws for women 

with respect to the system of the family itself. The first arti­

cle appeared in 1341 in The Edinburgh Review; it admitted that 

"the wish expressed on behalf of women to attain some influence on 

legislation is not altogether causeless and unreasonable*  Legis*

5. Krs. Borton asked ironically: "Are we to believe that the 
gentlemen of Great Britain are so jealous of their privilege 
of irresponsible power in this one respect, that they would 
rather know redress Impoasiblq in cases which they them  
selves admit to be instances of the grossest cruelty and 
baseness, than frame laws of control, for themselves such as 
they are willing to frame for others?" English Laws for 
iomen, p. 15.

*

6. . Vol. III., p. 123 
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1 at ion has been less ^riendly than Society—and they have real 

?r>unds of complaint against the existing state of the la? with 
7 

respect to the relations of husband and wife." ?he article 

specifically pointed out the unfairness of laws recreating proper­

ty and respect in? the children of separated couples. "Although, 

therefore," the writer argued, "the Ta? has been slightly reformed, 

it cannot yet be said to deal impartially with both sexes, it is 

not yet cleared from the imputation of having too much the impress 

^##12 legislation, and favouring the father at the expense of 

the Lothar*?  rights. It does not yet recognise equality of right 

in the t^o parents*  On the contrary, it vests all authority In 

the father, ti'1 the mother, by appeal to a court of justice, can 
8 obtain a participation. This seems to us unjust." The second 

article appeared in 1855, at the end of the Early Victorian period. 

It protested against the inequality of men and women before the 

la?; It attacked the discrimination against women and the poor 

?ith respect to the accessibility of divorce; and it offered a 

sad commentary upon the moral state of the typical English home:

It is not much to the credit of the hus­
bands of England to say that if the wives 
of England could obtain divorces on the 
grounds that their partners had been guilty 
of simple adultery, half of the said wives 
would apply for them.9

7 ’Sights and Conditions of Jomen,» T&@ hdinburgb Rgyjjeg, 
/ol. Lix II, (April, 1841), pp. 207-8.

®♦ Ibid«, p. 208.

"The Law of Marriage and Divorce," 
Vol. LII, (August, 1855), p, 149.
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% Chovülü?, -lu.vh» and "'he ^e?C9me>. likewise

criticized Injustice done to #omen before the la?. They ques- 

tlonea toe ri^ntnesa of masculine authority over and so

questioned ln?lc principle of the typical ^arly Victorian family, 

uady Lytton's Oheveiey. indeed, fairly bristled ^ith indication.

The ^o^er class of Ln^lish^omen :%it up­
on their lords and masters and perform for 
them o "floes o'" manual labour which ^ould 
convince a Gouth*Sea  savage how remiss his 
squ^w aas in the wifely virtues of indus­
try and endurance. It is true, that the 
upper class of wives are of necessity, ex­
empt from this species of humiliation; but 
it is also true, that their degradation 
and subjection only assumes a different 
form and manner; inferiority is still the 
unmistakeable hedge of the order. 21th us, 
the luxurious expenditure of a man is 'de 
rigueur,” while the mere necessaries of a 

are furnished by accidental and for­
tunate superfluities, ^he extravagance of 
fathers and sons is always to be atoned 
for by the economy, privation, and self­
denials of mothers and daughters.

English women have but one privilege— 
they may devote their lives to the educa­
tion, welfare, and care of their children, 
without ever being able to obtain one sin­
gle conventional or legal right over them, 
while the father, be his vices what they 
may, or his neglect ever so unnatural, still 
possesses by our wise and moral laws, the 
whole and sole control over the unfortunate 
little beings who may be destined to feel 
all the disadvantages of his power, without 
reaping any of the benefits of hie'protee- 
tion.10

Later on in the same book, Lady Lytton again indulged her fury, 

with Cheveley as her spokesman. Cheveley, annoyed at the indig*  

nities shown to Lady de 01ifford by her husband, remarked to Mrs.

10. Vol. I., pp. 276-7,



' %OiJûj flit*  ^htvBlëy, l.icU"
i hie forehead U'?on his heM; *Wt  don't 
yon y%'-, in thif, onr %or?l co-r^rv, 
?rlv^te vices are always Merced in %uMic 
7i:^ec? ~i+k one jet ?lns n: other
Trn h =i a right t? interfere: above all in 
the treat^-nt ?" -Iveo, for 5 wife is n

o-n exclusive property, an ambulating chattel, -^r mho?c caty-ratly? value the " 
h^s recently established a tsrriffe;

for i re?d in the police report, - few days
^h*t  a folio? having severely beaten 

hi- ^ife, and his donkey on the s-^e day, 
the ^or+hy magistrate ^ined him fifteen 
smll^in^a for the latter outrée, acco^- 
m-nied -ith a lecture on cruelty to animals; 
and added another "ive, ^or the former, but lesser "isdemeannur."ll

ind yet, Lady Lytton not a revolutionary. ft is true that she 
did declaim a^'nst the unfairness 9^ the 1?^ to wo?.en, but it is 

also questionable whether she believed in the equality of men and 
"omen any sore than Caroline Norton did;^ she solved the problems 
of her heroine, Lady de di"tord, by giving her in marriage to

11• Ibid,y vol. 11X•, pp« 181^2*

12. aosina Lytton's assertion is reminiscent of 1rs. 3ortons;*
Lao.y yt- on mrote: " ere —omen but true to themselves and 
to each other, their position Rp human beings ^ould be 
widely different from Phat it is now, and ever must be, 
?hile they continue satisfied with being the degraded 
nonentities they are at present. I am no advocate for the 
ridiculous and immoral chimera, called 'Rights of lomen,"— 
for they have no rights—or at least none that can or ought 
to empower them to fill those masculine niches in the ’ 
world, ^hich mould authorise them to kill their fellow­
creatures as soldiers, cajole them as statesmen, or cheat 
them as lawyers. A woman's proper and only emoire is her 
home, and unless her nature could be physically changed— 
that is, unless she could cease to be woman—it never can 
or ought to be any other; but still there should be some 
cruelty to animal act that would extend its protection to 
her in that sphere," Cheyeley, Vol. II., p. 271.
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?hsveTcy, ths %t hi% beat; rise, 9in9,
rH'" rich.

j^tL, rhteh nnf^v^rr\?y rovto^e^ by tne \?%iy Victorian 
rovio.-ers b crnse it toli *r  story of ? r^l^sn ^o-?n...not fit 
^or tha njre ^'9 modest ^e^bgrs of the 967**13
asB&ibe^ the ^rinoipls :i%rri^e Thieh teclRreH the h^bonfl sole 
possep^or o': hi# "ife*-  children. hith, a^^er h?vin? bee^ sadnead, 
betrayed, nnd deserted, became *rnnttc  ^ben the iearned tha^ her 
seducer discovered There she Taa: "\he hnd a fir^ conviction— 
not the lesn firm because she kner n^t or. That ras bnsed—ibat 
s child, Tbe^her legits. r~te or not, belonged n' le^nl ri%h^ to 
'he frther.*"""  'rs. ^ankeli"*  criticise rss indeed significant: 
Then BeHin^hr^ tried to see his six-year old child, '"burst an 
Benson, ThoT the nrly "'I ctor ions criticised for *acculescinr  in 
« deception,**^  rose above the lar, drove Beilin^ha? from his 
house, end damned the leeal rights Thick ar /hF?i*h  gentlecould 
exercise ^o Train control of the child.

In The 'leTcomes. Thackeray, The -as critical of the order 
itself in several rays, attacked the conventional attitude towards 
Toman; he assailed her leTal dependence upon man, and consequently 
the basis of her marriage bond. In telling the story of the di­

vorce of Sir Barnes ^eTcorne from his vlfe Clara, Thackeray Trote 

bitterly:

13. Cruse, Amy, The Victorians and Their Books. p. 271.

14» pp. 287—8.

15. Cruse, My, The Victorians and Their Books, p. 371. 



tçii ^hat followed afterwards in the dreary 
hi?tjry of Gin22 /ulleyn. The proceed— 
in^s in the Re-come Divorce Bill filled the 
iiFurl ^..nb'?r of _ oolr-^s in the paperts — 
especially the Sunday papers. he witnesses

cya.T:c med by Teamed peers Those business
—nay, pieasure-^lt sae^s to be to enter into 

matters; md, for the ends of justice 
%nd morality, doubtless, the whole story of 
armes household' M-s told to the
Prltish public. In the previous trial in the 
"onr'~ o' Then's Bench, how rrandly Turjesnt 
^-land stood up for the rl^htr of British 
hunlmnds! —Lth That urthos he depicted the 
conjugal paradise, the innocent children 
prattling round their happy points, the ser­
pent, -he destroyer, entering indo that 
relrravian Zden; the wretched and deserted 
husband alone by his desecrated hearth, and 
calling for redresr on his country: Tolland 
-ept freely during his noble harangue. At 
not a shilling under twenty thousand pounds 
"ould he estimate the cost of hie client's injuries.-&

And he accused Tn^land ps well ns Sir Bemes:
^hy should yir Barnes feTcome*̂  conscience 
be more squeamish than his country*s,  Thick 
has put money in his pocket for having tram­
pled on the weak young thing, and scorned 
her, and driven her to ruin? Then the whole 
of the accounts of that wretched bankruptcy 
are brought up for final Audit, which of the 
unhappy partners shall be shown to be the most gullty?17

A few novelists criticised the inferior social and intellect 

tual position forced upon women by Convention, and so criticised 

the typical family which taught ?omen that they were inferiors. 

Hosino Lytton, who in Cheveley deplored the law’s opinion of women

16. Vol. II., pp. 217-8.
17» Ke^omes, Vol. II., p. 220. 
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in the g&^e novel further assailed the Conventionalopinion of 

women. Although as indicated before, Krs. Lytton was not an 

equalltarian, she objected that by principle the typical family 

allowed no powers to woman. "It would save a great deal of trou­

ble to enquiring foreigners," she wrote, "if, for the future, 

lexicographers would insert opposite the word 'home* —a place for 

keeping wives and children; 'mutton chops'—food for ditto.

*-ost husbands seem to think," she declared, "that if their wives 

hnve a second idea, the world cannot be large enough for them 

both, any more than two suns can shine in one hemisphere." Lady 

Lytton declared that this contempt for woman's intelligence and 

industry was characteristic of men in Society at large, as well as 
in the family circle:

Englishmen politely banish rational con­
versation in female society, as being beyond 
the comprehension of their protempore compan— 
ions; and as, twenty years ago, the generality 
of grown persons invariably spoke to children 
as if they thought them fools, and so often 

them that which they had supposed, the 
same effect from the same cause (despite the 
march of intellect), may sometimes be pro­
duced upon adults now.21

Mrs. Gaskell, too, whose whole novel Ruth undertook the de­

fense of an abused and seduced young girl, and berated Society for 

tolerating the seducer and for punishing the seduced, rebelled 

against the principle that a wife live according to her husband's

18. See p. 101, footnote 12.

19- Chevelev. Vol. III., p. 31.

20. Ibid.. Vol. I., p. 3.

21. Ibid.* Vol. I., p. 272.



"r. \ not vicious h^sbrr^ father,
deter .inod to Prosecute for tizeft—not nooreciatla^ thnt
Lie hod been driven t- theft by 'he very enrterity of foully 
Jiccinline. Conve?-t.l.n deluded hrs. Jr^dSu-r; accept her

hush^nd?^ decision. ^rs. unskelt, however, disagreed
rith hnnventton; md ^hc mrCe the neék TCrs. Prsdshm s^voon cour— 
r:^c to sry:

*7 hrve been n nond rife till non. I 
knnn T have. I h«ve done s.ll he bld ^e, 
cv r since -e nerc ^n.ried. hut nor ? ni'7 2-rnV :y ^tnd, end = y to everybody ho^ 
cruei he is—hon hr rd to hi^ o"n flesh and blood! I*  ho outs poor Dick in prison, I 
-silltoo. If I*v  to choose between ry 
husband nnd my son, I choose my son; for he^ 
Til? hr vc no friends, unless ! ar. with

23. p. 404.

33. See those in the preceding chapter, p* &&ff.

Thackermy, -oho has already been spoken of with respect to 
criticises of -.^lich lr^ "n-en, usually defended
women against Society. Sometimes his criticisms #ere directed 
%%a-nst Individuals or individual vices;^^ «o%eti%eg his criti­
cisms seemed to condemn as tyrannical and stupid the whole struc­
ture of the In^lish family and lociety. The following passage 
from The }îe:7co%es belongs to the latter class:

hou, say people quarrel and make up; 
or don't make it up but sear a smirking face 
t * society, and call each other ^my dear**  
and ^my love,9 and smooth over their coun­
tenances before John, who enters with the 
coals as they are barking and biting, or 
who announces the dinner as they are tearing 
each other's eyes out? Suppose a woman is 23



ever go miserable, pnd yet smiles, end 
doesn't show her grief? "Quite ri^ht," 
s%y her prudent friends, and her husband's 
relisions above all. "by dear, you have 
too much propriety to exhibit your srief 
before the world, or auove all, before the 
dnrlin^ children.* So to He is your duty, 
to lie to your friends, to yourself if you 
can, to your children.
• •••♦ - ».*e  «ee.»

Sunoose a little plant, very frail and deli­
cate from the first, but that mi^ht have 
bloomed sweetly and borne fair flowers, had 
it received warm shelter and kindly nurture; 
suooose a young creature taken out"of her 
na^e, and given over to a hard master whose 
caresses are as insulting as hie neglect; 
consigned to cruel usage; to weary loneli­
ness; to bitter, bitter recollections of 
the past; suppose her schooled into hypoc­
risy by tyranny—and then, puick, let us 
hire an advocate to roar out to a British 
jury the wrongs of her injured husband, to 
paint the agonies of his bleeding heart, 
(if Advocate gets plaintiff's brief in 
time, and before defendant's attorney has 
retained him,) and to show Society injured 
through him. Set us console the mertyr, I 
say, with thumping damages; and as for the 
woman—the guilty wyetebl—let us lead her 
out and stone her.24

Both Anne and Charlotte Brontè resented the Conventional 

attitude towards women. Although it is true tint Anne Brontê made 

her heroine, Helen, return to the despicable Arthur Huntingdon, to 

care for him, in his illness, it is also true that Miss Brontd 

was brave enough to sanction Helen's original escape with her 

child. Charlotte Brent & was- even more outspoken*  In Shirlev. 

she complained that "A lover masculine, so disappointed, can speak

24. Vol. II., p. 187.

I&a af Wi25
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and ur^e % lovar f-jrir.Vas orx say nsthln?? *or  if
saa did result ^suld be sh&ne %-nd ansui^?:, re^rtge for
pelf-^ro&chsry,^'*  And in the sa^e ne/d, she dey^ored more 
seriously the Ounveational attitude towards -oson:

^oak at the nuKsrou^ families of ^irls in this 
neighborhood: the Ar^ïtaæes, the Birtwhistles, 
the Lykes# The brothers of thec^ rirTs are 
everywhere in business, or in professions; they 
have something to do: th^lr sisters hove no 
earthly pleasure, but an unprofitable visiting; 
and no hope, in all their life to OGio, of any­
thing better# This stagnant state of things 
makes thea decline in health: they are never 
#ell; and their æinds and views shrink to won­
drous narrowness. The great wish—the sole ai% 
of every one of them is to be married, but the 
majority will never marry; they will die as 
they now live. They scheme, they plot, they 
dress to ensnare husbands. The gentlemen turn 
them into ridicule; they donft want them; they 
hold the# very cheap; they say—I have heard 
them say it with sneering laughs many a time— 
the matrimonial market is overstocked. fathers 
say so likewise, and are angry with their daugh­
ters when they observe their maneuvers; they 
order them to stay at home. That do they expect 
them to do at home? If you ask—they would an­
swer sew and cook. They expect them to do this, 
and this only, contentedly, regularly, uncom­
plainingly, all their lives long, as if they 
had no germs o: faculties of anything else; a 
doctr ne as reasonable to hold, as it would be 
that the fathers have no faculties but for eat­
ing ?Aat their daughters cook, or for wearing 
whet they sew, Gould men live so themselves?
^ould they not be very weary?27

in Frofes^o. .̂ too, Charlotte Bronte severely condemned the

Conventional position of woman» Sven death she thought was pref­

erable. -

28» p. 83.

37- âMîlSX. PP- 306-7.



if a rife*?  nature 
that of the man she is wedded to, marriage 
;ci9v be gi&vsry. l^ïinst slavery nTl ri^ht 
thinkers must revolt, and though torture be 

price of rosiztanco, tortura rrast bo 
dared; though the only road to freedom lie 
through the gatei of ds^th, those gates- 
must be passed; for freedom is indispensable. 
Then, Monsieur, I ruuld resist as far as my 
strength permitted; when that strength fail*  
ed, I should bo sure of a refuge. berth 
would certainly screen both from bad laws 
ond their consequences.28

All o' the criticisms thus far onu^sr^ted questioned the 

rightness of the generally-accepted belief that was ordained 

by Jod a being greatly superior to ^oman. They questioned that 

belief somewhat timidly, to be sure, for they were not themselves 

convinced that the sexes were completely equal.

As already discussed, the *arly  Victorian novelists, review­

ers, ?nd essayists attacked abuses in the typical educational sys*  

tern; but some. of them also attacked features of the system itself. 

One of the aspects o? education which they attacked was the Public 

School. They accused it of being a snobbish institution-one which 

taught itg pupils little ?%>re than to be snobbish and extravagant. 

At the beginning of the period, Lytton asserted that the aims of 

the Public School were faulty ones: they were but another example 

of the ^influence which our aristocracy obtain over every instl- 

tion—every grade of our social life* —from the cradle to the 
grave."29

28. pp. 190-1.

29- W IM ag»A Tol. I., p. 234»
See also Vol. I., pp. 333*4:
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Thackerayt although he did exhibit some fondness at length for

Grey Friars, making it a sanctuary for old Colonel Sewcome, could 

not heln criticizing the low educational standards of the Public

Schools. He agreed that Clive’s case was a typical one:

*He [Clive] has acquired in five years, 
and by the admirable seestern [Sic] purshood 
at your public schools, just about as much 
knowledge of the ancient languages as be 
could get by three month’s application at 
home,"30 '

lor was Thackeray willing to believe that the Public School taught 

"the beauties of equality" by having boys live together. His 

criticism was much the same as Lytton’s;

They say at public schools Princekin is 
taught the beauties of equality, and thrash—

"In the first place the large portion of the boys at 
a public school are the sons of what may be termed the 
minor aristocracy—of country gentlemen—of rich merchants- 
-of opulent lawyers—of men belonging to the ’untitled 
property’ of the country: the smaller portion are the sons 
of statesmen and of nobles*  low each parent of the former 
class thinks in his heart of the advantages of acquaintance 
and connexion that his son will obtain, by mixing with the 
children of the latter class. He looks beyond the benefits 
of education—to the chances of getting on in the world. 
’Young Howard’s father has ten livings— and young Johnson 
may become intimate with young Howard, and obtain one of 

' the ten livings.*  So thinks old Johnson when he pays for 
the Greek which his son will never know. ’Young Cavendish 
is the son of a minister—if young Smith distinguishes 
himself what a connexion he may form!*  So says old Smith 
when he finds his own son making excellent Latin verses, 
although incapable of translating Lucan without a diction- 
ar y J Less confined, but equally aristocratic, are the 
views of the mother.—*My  son is very intimate with little 
Lord John: he will get, when of age, into the best soci­
ety!—who knows but that one of these days he may marry 
little Lady Mary! *"  But, said Lytton, these dreams were 
not realised.

30. JSg. ISSSSHS# Vol. I., p. 90.
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ed into some kind of subordination. PshaZ 
Toad-eaters in pinafores surround Princekin. 
Do not respectable people send their chil­
dren so as to be at the same school with 
him; don’t they follow him to college, and 
eat his toads through life?^

Dickens’s observations upon the schools of England are very 

well known. His direct criticism of the aims and objectives of 

The Public School were probably never better expressed than with 

respect to the education of Richard Carstairs:

* I thought it much to be regretted that 
Richard’s education had not counteracted 
those influences, or directed Ms character. 
He had been eight years at a public school, 
and had learnt, I understood, to make Latin 
Verses of several sorts, in the most admir­
able manner. But I never heard that it had 
been anybody’s business to find out what his 
natural bent was, or where his failings lay, 
or to adapt any kind of knowledge to hint. 
He had been adapted to the Verses, and had 
learnt the art of making them to such perfec­
tion, that if he had remained at school till 
he was of age, I suppose he could have gone 
on making them over and over again, unless 
he had enlarged his education by forgetting 
how to do it."32 "

Grace Aguilar, although perhaps not ready to generalise upon 

the Public School system, was willing to blame it, at least in 

part, for the viciousness of Greville:

Left at a very early age his own master, 
with a capital estate and large fortune; 
educated at a very large public school, at 
which he learned literally nothing but vice, 
and how effectually to conceal it; courted 
and flattered wherever he went, he became 
vain, overbearing, and extravagant; with no

31. Ibid.. Vol. II., pp. 158-0.
32. Bisak fem, p- is?.
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pursuit but that of gambling in all varieties, 
even hunting and shooting could not be thor­
oughly enjoyed without some large bets depend­
ing on the day*s  sport.33

A reviewer of Wi111am Johnston * s Sn^Xand As It Is declared:

His discussion of the merits and disadvan­
tages of public schools is entitled to praise 
for its moderation, ingenuity, and common 
sense. On the whole, Mr. Johnston doubts the 
good effects of our public school system.34

William Johnstones criticisms of the schools were radical:

Such I believe to be very generally the course 
of the moral habits of English public schools, 
out of which much good and much evil are evoked— 
much that tends to the encouragement of manli­
ness and the repression of dangerous sentiment­
al ism—much also that tends to selfishness, 
scorn, and disregard of what is simple, kind, 
and good in human nature.
*•♦*♦♦**  * * * * •••»■**»**«!►>  * * * * * • * * e » » » » « « * e » * * * •

- It appears to me that one great disad­
vantage of all large schools is, that bovs have 
aalZ IM al boys. and thus los# a thou­
sand opportunities of unconsciously gaining 
knowledge in familiar conversation with grown­
up relatives and friends.35 ~

Although the popular, growing interest in the subject of 

national education did not necessarily imply an attack upon the 

Public School, nevertheless, it implied that people were beginning 

to recognize that the Public School was inadequate. Hence the 

reviewer of %. Hook1 s pamphlet, "On the Means of rendering more 

Efficient the Education of the People," could say with justifiable 

pride:

33.

34.

35.

Home influence. p. 83.

The Athenaeum # 1213, (Jan. 25, 1851), p. 104*
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For upwards of fifteen years, The Athenaeum 
has steadily advocated the necessity of a 
system of National Education, superintended 
by the State and subject to the same respon­
sibilities as the other function of Govern­ment. 36

A second aspect of education which some critics of the order 

attacked concerned the teaching of girls. As indicated in the 

previous chapter, many writers considered the fashionable girls*  

school an abuse of the system which typically and ideally required 

girls to become charming, graceful, and politely accomplished. 

Other writers were more radical: they condemned the fashionable 

school, not always because it failed to teach the polite accom­

plishments of a lady, but sometimes because it did teach them. In 

other words, they questioned the validity of the typical family 

system with respect to its purposes in educating girls; they clam­

ored for more practical and less superficial instruction for Eng­

land's future wives and mothers. Dickens, for example, disliked 

the Minerva House, *a  'finishing establishment for young ladies,' 

where some twenty of the ages from thirteen to nineteen inclusive, 

acquired a smattering of everything, and a knowledge of nothing; 

instruction in French and Italian, dancing lessons twice a week; 
and other necessaries of life.* 36 37

36. && MMnaeum. # 977 (July 18, 1846), p. 729.

37. Sketches go* p. 315# Two other interesting satires 
of the form and function of a fashionable girls' school 
were inserted into S&op: Miss
Uonflether's school, and Mbs tackles's school. The latter 
Dickens described as follows pp. 58-9:
" .there Miss Sophia tackles resided with her widowed 
mother and two sisters, in conjunction with whom she main-



Vartineau, too, had little respect for the system of

education for semen, either in America or in England*

Temale education in America is much 
"That it is in an^land. There is a profes­
sion of some things being taught which are 
cupnosed necessary because everybody learns 
them. They serve to fill up ti^e, to occupy 
attention harmlessly, to improve conversation, 
and to make ^omen something like companions 
to their husbands, and able to teach their 
children somewhat.38

The fact that an increasing number of Early Victorians were 

questioning the wisdom of the kind of education typically given 

to girls is shown by the attitudes of the reviewers. For example, 

the reviewer of 43næsdale, the Cotton Lord. agreed with

Mrs. Stone, the authoress, and quoted her words:

"A modern fashionable education seems to 
be the perversion of everything reasonable, 
at least for the middle class of Society»— 
^e are supposed to be ignorant...that 
Ladles*  fingers could contaminate themselves 
by compounding mixtures of butter and flour

tained a very small day-school for young ladies of propor­
tionate dimensions*  a circumstance which was made known to 
the neighbourhood by an oval board over the front flrst- 
floor window, whereon appeared, in circumambient flourishes, 
the words *Ladies*  Seminary* ; and which was further pub­
lished and proclaimed at intervals between the hours of 
half-past nine and ten in the morning, by a straggling and 
solitary young lady of tender years standing on the scraper 
on the tips of her toes and making futile attempts to reach 
the knocker with a spelling-book. The several duties of 
instruction in this establishment were thus discharged. 
English grammar, composition, geography, and the use of the 
dumb bells, by Miss Melissa Tackles; writing, arithmetic, 
dancing, music, and general fascination by Miss Sophy . 
Tackles; the art of needle-work, marking, and samplery, by 
Miss Jane Tackles; corporal punishment, fasting, and other 
tortures and terrors, by Mrs. Tackles.*  *

38. la,Mg.xtea» %i. m.» pp- 107-8.



114

and suet; and as ta shaping and seaming 
such garments as from their universal adop­
tion we may fairly suppose to be most use- 
ful—this was never dreamt of. Plain see- 
222 M SaWden lu 5M zulee M IM 
MM21- - -by far the greatest portion of 
time mas given to bad music, worse drawing, 
;.md trumpery fanoy-mork.*.J'39

■^he reviewer or 51X13 aof Home Duties assert­
ed:

Till? is another of those attempts, nom al­
most daily made, to supply the radical de­
ficiencies of English education by books of 
instruction, offering short cuts and bye 
paths to a sera sapientla. It is now pretty 
generally understood, that young women are 
committed to matrimony and its cares, igno­
rant of every thing connected #ith the duties 
of their new stat ton: but the world had not 
yet discovered that such ignorance is but a 
part of their manifold deficiencies. It is 
not merely an unacquaintance with facts which 
disqualifies, but far worse, an habitual frame 
and constitution of mind, produced by false 
notions in their instructors of the requisites 
of feniale education. It is not merely that 
women are taught nothing that is useful, but 
they are so hedged in by restrictions, that 
the intellect itself is oripoled,—that they 
are incapable of judging soundly of the facts 
with which after experience may bring them 
acquainted. Girls are shut out from all that 
mutual instruction which boys acquire out of 
school, as well as from the benefit of that 
desultory reading which forms the most use­
ful part of the ordinary acquirements of 
men....4G

The author of an essay in Fraser's BacasIne. "An inquiry into the 

state of Girl*s  Fashionable Schools," joined in attacking false 

ladyism, hypocrisy, unintelligent#, and snobbishness as a deplor-

39. Athenaeum. # 779 (Oct. 1, 1842), p. 846,

40. The Athenaeum t 795 (Jan. 21, 1843), p. 58» 
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able characteristic af the fashionable school, "
But the most significant criticism of the typical system of 

education ^as ^adc not directly against either the Public School 

or the fashionable school; it was made against the theory which 

determined, and distinguished between, the methods for the cbar- 

seter-training of boys and girls. It was made by Anne Bronte:

"I beg your pardon, Mrs. Graham, but 
you get on too fast. I have not yet said 
that a boy should be taught to rush into 
the snares of life, or even willfully to 
seek temptation for the sake of exercising 
bi^ virtue by overcoming it; I only say that 
it is better to arm and strengthen your hero, 
than to disarm ?nd enfeeble the foe; and if 
you i?ere to rear an oak sapling in a hothouse, 
tending it carefully night and day, and shield­
ing it from every breath of wind, you could not 
expect it to become a hardy tree, like that 
which has grown up on the mountainside, ex­
posed to all the action of the elements, and 
not even sheltered from the shock of the tem­
pest.*

^Granted; but would you use the same argu­
ment with regard to a girl?*  "

* Certainly not.  ~*
* #o; you would have her to be tenderly and 

delicately nurtured like @ hothouse plant- 
taught to cling to others for protection and 
support, and guarded as much as possible from 
the very knowledge of evil. But will you be 

so good as to inform me why you make this dis­
tinction? Is it that you think she has no 
virtue?*

* Assuredly not."
* %11# but you affirm that virtue is only 

elicited by temptation; and you think that a 
woman cannot be too little exposed to tempta­
tion, or too little acquainted with vice,or 
anything connected therewith. It must be, 
either that you think she is essentially so 
vicious or so feebleminded, that she cannot 
withstand temptation—and though she may be 
pure and innocent as long as she is kept in ig­
norance and restraint, yet# being destitute of

41. Fraser1 s Magasine, Vol. XXXI (June, 1845), pp. 703-713.



Tl 6

virtue*  to tepot ber ho? to sin Is at 
once to stake her a sinner, and the greater 
her kno^ledre, the wider her liberty, the 
deeper 3ili be her depravity; whereas, in 
the nobler sex, there is a natural tendency 
to goodness, guarded by a superior fortitude, 
which, the more it is exercised by trials 
r.u dangers, is only the further developed—*

* Heaven forbid that I should think so!*  
I interrupted at last.

*Zell, then; it must 'be that you think 
that they are both weak and ozone to err, and 
the slightest error, the merest shadow of 
pollution ^111 ruin the one, while the char- 
act er of the other will be strengthened and 
embellished—his education properly finished 
by a little practical acquaintance with for­
bidden things. Such experience to him (to 
use a trite simile), be like the storm 
to the oak, which, though it may scatter the 
leaves and snap the smaller branches, serves 
but to rivet the roots, and to harden and con­
dense the fibers of the tree. You would have 
u*  encourage our sons to nrove all things by 
their own experience, while our daughters 
must not even profit by the experience of 
others. I would have both so to benefit 
by the experience of others, and the precents 
of % higher authority, that they should know 
beforehand to refuse the evil and choose the 
good, and require no experimental proofs to 
teach them the evil of transgression. I would 
not send a poor girl into the world, unarmed 
against her foes, and ignorant of the snares 
that beset her path; nor would I watch and 
guard her till, deprived of self-respect and 
self-reliance, she lost the power or the will 
to watch and guard herself; and as for my 
son—if I thought he would grow up to be What 
you call a #an of the world—one that has

llfR, * and glories in his experience, 
even though he should so far profit by it as 
to sober down, at length, into a useful and 
respected member of society—I would rather 
that he died tomorrow! rather a thousand 
times?*42

A few writers like Thackeray and the Brontes—and to a lesser

42. IM Tenant. of mdfell Hall. pp. 34-5. 
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extent, hrs. Gaskell and %ilwer-Lytton—d^red to denounce the in­

justice of the newer of Society over the family. That is to say, 

^bey did not believe that Society had a right to control and rule 

the family. ?hey doubted the very idea of Respectability. It is 

true that nhen Thackeray criticised the mercenary marriage-—as 

discussed in the preceding chapter——he criticising an abuse 

in the family order; but he was also criticizing an ?s^ect of the 

order i';self, when he implied that families arranged or did not 

arrange marriages not because of inherent mercenary desires, but 

because they felt compelled to act in accord with the doctrines 

Ox Respectability. was the respect able person who was the 

Snob, and one may imply, therefore, that it was respectability 

which gave rise to snobbishness.

it is among the respectable classes of this 
vast and happy empire that the greatest pro-

43. B&#k of Snobp. p. 106: Thackeray blamed Snobbishness
for making unhappy many in the * middle rank*  by preventing 
their loving and marrying. % said when Punch is king, ' 
there will be no more old maids and bachelors. *The  Rev. 
^r. \@ithuB shall be burned annually, instead of Guy 
Fawkes.*  He declared that snobbishness prevented marriages 
in the * middle rank*  all too often, p. 106? *%at  was it 
that insulted Nature (to use no higher name), and oer— 
verted her kindly intentions toward them? %hat cursed 
frost was it that nipped the love that both were bearing, 
and condemned the girl to sour sterility, and the lad to 
selfish old—bachelorhood? It was the infernal Snob tyrant 
who governs us all, who says 'Thou shalt not love without 
a lady's maid*  thou shalt not marry without a carriage 
and horses; thou shalt have no wife in thy heart, and no 
children on thy knee, without a page in buttons and a 
French bonne; thou shalt go to the devil unless thou hast 
a brougham; marry poor, and society shall forsake thee; 
thy kinsmen shall avoid thee as a criminal; thy aunts and 
uncles shall turn up their eyes and bemoan the sad, sad 
manner in which Tom or Harry has thrown himself away**  



fus Un er SnobR 19 U be found... perhaps 
-here ir no^ one in ten of those houses 
^here the *̂eera%e"  does not lie on the dronin'/ room teble.41

Like Thackeray, Charlotte Uront& abominated the despotism of 

respectability. Although she did not declaim specifically against 

the doctrine, she selected for her heroines and heroes, unconven- 

ti-onai people ^ho paid no heed to respectability. She coaliser- 
ated with, rather than censured, Rochester for attempting bigamy;^ 

and she laughed ^ith Shirley at 9hirley*s  uncle, ^r. Simpson, and 

his ideas u^on respectable marriage.And like Charlotte, &mily 

Brouté denied that Society had a right to po^er over the family. 

' of her novel, jaitherln^ Heights. entirely ignored society; 
Heathcliff and Cathy and Convention did not mix.^ And Anne, in 

The Tenant ^f ^ldfell Hall. implied a distaste for the power of 
48 Convention.

^r*.  Gaskell in Ruth denied that Society had a right to 

interfere in matters of the family; she enlisted the readers' sym­

pathies with Ruth, who was of course condemned by Society when the 

kindly bensone who had shielded her could no longer preserve her

44. 2M. Book of fnobs. p. 20.

45. %vre.

46. Shirley.

47. Brontë, %ily, (TOis Sell), Wheringr Heights. W. Y , 
The Gershon Co., n. d«

48. Although Helen did come back to Arthur, and although Anne 
Brouté did have Helen say that she came back as a duty to 
her marriage, still Vies Bronte made the reader sympathise 
with Helen and disagree with her reasons for returning to 
her worthless husband.
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secret. By hsvîn^ at la*'-  win the respect and lore of the 

^Lole cownmity because she almost al^ne dared to nurse tirelessly 
those stricken by a terrible plague, Mrs. Gaskell realty said not 

th%t Ruth had again become worthy of Society, but that Society had 

learned to understand Ruth. Society at last had risen above 
Convention.

^ven though Lord Lytton*?  better novels, like those of the 
Oarton series, were uncritical o? the family order, Lord Lytton 
did denounce the power of Society in his ^land and the English, 

in this work he criticized the caste system of English society.

But wealth is the greatest of all levellers, 
and the highest of the English nobles will*  
ingly repair the fortunes of hereditary ex­
travagance by intermarriage with the families 
of the banker, the lawyer, and the merchant 
....By this intermixture of the highest aris­tocracy ^ith the more subaltern ranks of 
society, there are far finer and more numer— 
ous grades of dignity in this country than 
in any other. You see two gentlemen of the 
saw birth, fortune, and estates—they are 
not of the same rank, —by no means J —one 
looks down on the other as confessedly his 
inferior. -ouid you know why? His connex­ion? are much hi^er!49

In the same book, Lord Lytton also criticized the idea of Respect­
ability:

But ^ho Is this elderly gentleman, with a 
portly figure? Hush! it is Kr. ^arm» 
mel respectable His most intimate 
friend failed in trade, and went to prison, 
-r. “'arm, in early life, seduced a young 
lady; she lived with him three years; he 
married, and turned her off without a 
shilling—the connexion, for a married man,

49. Vol. I., pp. 35^6.
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ml Tesnect&ble. Kr.. 'ïarm is a most 
respectable man; he pays his bills reenlpr- 
ly—he subscribes to six public charities— 
he goes to church with all his family on a 
Sunday—he is in bed at twelve o*clock.  
--ell, well, all that*?  very proper; but is 
rr. Yar^ a good father, a good friend, an 
active citizen? ar is he not avaricious, 
does he not love scandal, ig, apt his heart

Is he not vindictive, is he not un­
just, is he not unfeeline? Lord! sir, 
I believe he be all that; but what 
then? sy&ry^y allows Harm is most 
respectable man.50

To this list of criticisms should also be added the complaint of 

Alton Locke, who could see no reason in the caste system and in 
its power over people:

"liy have I not as good a ri?ht to speak to 
her, to move in the same society in which 
she moves, as any of the fops of the day.

it because these aristocrats are more in**  
tellectual than I? I should not fear to 
measure brains against most of them now; and 
give me the opportunities which they have, 
and I would die if I did not outstrip them. 
"%y have I not those opportunities? Is that 
fault of others to be visited upon me? Is 
it because they are more refined than I? 
That right have they, if this said refine­

ment be so necessary a coalification, a 
difference so deep—that, without it, there 
is to be an everlasting gulf between man 
and man—what right have they to refuse to 
let me share in it, to give me the onoor- 
tunity of acquiring it?*5l

One might be tempted to add Disraeli to this list of radical 

critics because of such a statement as:

111 am your elder brother, sir, whose 
relationship to you is your only claim to

50. Tol. I., pp. 110-1

51. Kingsley, Charles, Altop Lock^. p. 59.
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merely because he feared *he  possibility that so^e reader ^i#ht 
see radicalism in it.

^bere ^ere almost no counter-criticisms of the attacks upon 

social despotism or upon the educational system. in ^he first 

case, as already demonstrated, the critic implied, rather than 
stated, his objection» to social despotism—often too subtly for 

*hem to be recognized, as radical. "Titi; respect to education, 
little was s^id against the radical critic because most conventional 

people ~ould have agreed with him, had they been actively enough 

interested in the problems of education. The conventional system 

of education remained because of lethargy rather than détermina-

52. &&1L, P» 161.
53. Thackeray, William Makepeace, "Codlingsly" by D. Shrews- 

berry (in novels by Eminent Hands). Boston, Estes and 
Lauriat, 1883, Thackerayte Oomplet e larks, Val » VI# The 
People’s Edition.
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rrert bulk of counter-critictst consisted of replies to

those rpdicml assertion? ^hioh clamored for nore freedom for ^o^en.

^he r ^ctionary reviewer ^rote condescendingly about ?o^en. He

O3^ente3 noon the excellences which belonged particularly to 

^o^an, praised her for them, and limited her to them, "Che article 

on the ^.lights and Conditions o? '^o^en,^ ^hich be^an as a review

of a number of books published on the ^education, rights, and

condition? of ^o^en," and which developed into treatise on the

^oman question. assumed this point of view:

Che theory of the mental equality of the 
sexes, has not wanted eminent supporters, 
/lato says there is no natural superior­
ity of man over woman, except in strength. 
Professor Dugald Stewart is of the same 
opinion, and thinks that the intellectual 
and moral differences which we observe, 
are only the result of education. Voltaire 
thinks that women are on a level with men 
in every talent but invention. "71th all 
due deference to these high authorities, 
we cannot subscribe to their views.

It will not be denied, that, be they 
assignable to education or nature, great 
differences do exist between the moral and 
intellectual characteristics of the two 
?exes. Of these differences, the follow*  
ing apoear to us to be the most remark*  
ableî —women have less of active, and more 
of passive courage than men. They have 
more excitability of nerve; and with it, 
all those qualities which such excitability 
tends to produce. They are more enthusi*  
astic—their sympathy is more lively—the y 
have a nicer perception of minute circum*  
stances....They are inferior in the power 
of close and logical reasoning. They are 
less dispassionate**less  able to place their 
feelings in subjection to their judgment, 
and to bring themselves to a conclusion which 
is at variance with their prepossessions. 
They have less power of combination and of



"cnerrlirntton. "hey are enable of 
steady eni. esneentreted a';*en''i%n--^nd  
-houTt their patience,1? equal, if not 
-renter, their perseverance is less.
Zt o^runt be sr^ued ^ith rTyplnuslbillty, 
tkrt to education rather then to nature 

owec th?t mental superiority over
To^an, the existence of which cannot be denied.54

- ^rl~cr inf^e Athenaeum in reviewing the "Report of the 
Cm^lnpianera of the Employments of Children, &c.^ ^ith Appendices, 
&c." digressed into n di^cu^slon of the woman question. He 
thought that he argued on behalf of women; but his argument was 
really conventional. He declared that 1oman"s place was the home; 
and that mar a brute %ke ^omnn work and so unfit her as 
an educator o" children, "ra, he said, should arrange society so 
that woman could have her proper enhergj so that she could stay 
at home and eyeraise her afore-described towers and virtues:

?he press has lately teemed mith -arks of 
#hich the condition, the destiny of women 

in some form or other the subject,— 
"Roman's 'Mission*" —"The Jomen o' England/ — 
**he ^ves of England,"—"7hc Daughters of 
England, Toman and Her 'faster, " -Toman, 
her nights and Duties," &c. &c. 1% the 
popular theme o? the day. Open one of these 
books—or indeed open any book whatever, of 
morale, physics, travels^ history,—they 
tell us, one and all, that the chief distinc­
tion between savage and civilized life, be­
tween Heathendom and Christendom, lies in 
the condition and treatment of the women; 
that, by the position of the women in the 
scale of society, we estimate the degree of 
civilization of that society; that, on her 
power to exercise her faculties and duties 
aright, depends the moral culture of the

S4. 2^e ndinburnrh Review, ^ol» LXXTII, (April, 1841% pp. 192-3,
195.



rieIng generation* —tn ^ords, the
procréée of the species. They assume as 
r principle, that in every clas« of Chrls- 
Lirr; society there lr ir called domes­
tic life, azid that this domestic life sup­
poses ns its priory element—the presence, 
the cares, the devotion of woman. Her 
sphere is home, her vocation the maternal 
(not meaning thereby the literal bringing 
f^rth of children, but the nourishing, cher­
ishing, nnd teaching of the young). In all 
relations between the sexes, she is the re­
finer and the comforter of man; it is hers 
to keep plive those purer, gentler, and 
more genial sympathies, those refinements 
in "'.orals, in sentiment, in manners, with­
out which we men, in this rough, working- 
d^y world, would degenerate (do degenerate, 
for the case is not hypothetical) into 
''O-e brutes..,.55

ino^hor reviewer stated the reactionary opinion by praising 

:iadame de ?ahl, the author of Practical Hints on the ^oral. ^-ental.

^nd Physical 2rainGirls at School. for having *no  sympathy

with the Amenons:*
Te have heard so much recently of woman's 
mission, womans rights, and wrongs, woman's 
position, and so forth, that it is quite a 
relief to meet with a common-sense, practi­
cal view of the subject of female education­
education in that large sense which is neces­
sary to fit a person for the discharge of 
the grave and active duties of life and a 
safe commerce with the world. ^ads#e de 
Wahl—while fully convinced of the importance 
of her theme—has no sympathy with the 
Amazons who wage war upon society in cham^ . 
pionahip of their sex. Her idea is, that 
women are what they make themselves. She 
does not, however, enter largely into the 
vexed questions of woman and her master ver­
sus man and his mistress. She confines her­
self chiefly to plain educational hints—and 
her hints, we may add, are lessons which may

55. The Athenaeum. # 803 (Karch IS, 1843), p. 357.
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be taken to heart. ce may
safely contend her little book to the 
careful attention of mothers and govern­
esses."

t*he  reviewer of Lady --brggn^s ^aman and Her faster tried to 

%ake bi? criticism acceptable to liberals and conservatives. He 

suggested that the education and illumination of man nere pref­

erable t^ legislation on behalf of 190man:

*hü condition of woman compared with that 
of man, her -relative position in society; 
be it that of savage families,—of semi- 
barbaric nations,—of nomade tribes,—of 
civilised or Christian people, affords a 
subject of vast philosophical and moral im­
portance. Ho^ that position is affected 
by ^ar, literature, and religion,—how by 
physical conformation and maternity,—how 
by woman's innate and imperishable quali­
ties, are questions that open up a wide 
field for most curious speculation. How 
far too it might be safe to legislate on 
her special behalf, particularly in an ex­
tremely artifical state society, or 
whether, it ™ould be safe at all to venture 
the least step in the ray of experiment, are 
inquiries which appear to be susceptible of 
very nice conduct. But after all, we imag­
ine, the preferable conclusion would be this, 
that the higher the condition, intellectually 
and morally speaking, of either of the sexes, 
*0 will be that of the other, by a law of 
natural reciprocity and reaction; and there­
fore that it is wisest to direct such posi­
tive measures as are intended to ameliorate, 
reform, and exalt society at large, imwedi- 
ately to the stronger and more obvious party. 
% man* g nature and interests, as we appre­
hend, not being the same as man’s, yet by no 
means opposed, but only parallel and equiva­
lent,--distinct spheres being measured and 
weighed,-—it seems to be the more advisable 
course to endeavour to contrive such regula­
tions as will guide and illuminate the Master: 

56. The Athenaeum. f 1049 (Dec. 4, 1847), p. 1243.
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and then, perhaps, we shall find small cause 
for entertaining fears concerning the right­
ful dominion end the legitimate province of 
the distress.57

The author of "The Kights of fomen,* a review and discussion 

of various conventional books by and about women, praised the 

-orks because they esteemed the high standard of the Bullish home 

and fa#ily*-a^ong  the books considered were 'rs, Bllis*s  The

21 %nd fhe Jives gngpland, and Mrs. Jameson*s

JWrrc^istiçR ^f » and "'emo 1rs of Jomen. The critic said:

Ve hope—nay, we proudly believe—that 
the honourable freedom of our ^omen moy long 
be made to rest on those only foundations 
%hioh can keep it secure against change—the 
purity, the harmony, the genial brightness 
of our English homes....58

The reviewer of Conings by for £raser.*w  V-agaeine was a re ac­

tionary. He objected even to the dedication of the book to 

Disr=eli*r  wife: ?Anything in worse taste it has never been our 

fortune to encounter." That particularly displeased him about the 

dedication was the contiguity of "most severe of critics*  and 
AC 

"perfect wife.""

The author of a dual review: Mrs. Norton*s  A Letter to the

28 Chancellor Cranworth's Bill and Margaret Fuller 

Ossoifs Jomen in the Nineteenth Century. opposed the emancipation 
of women:

57. Monthly Review. Vol. II, (June, 1840), pp. 204-5.

58. Quarterly Review. Vol. LXXV (Dec», 1344), o. 122.

59. ^'r.  Benjamin Disraeli P./ Eraser's Magasine,* *
Vol. XXXI (June, 1845), p. 728.
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The contrast in the spirit with which 
the works before us are written, is remark­
able. ^he American lady is full of passion­
ate aepiretionQ after a noble and ideal mar- 
rirre,—the true heart uni in and life com- 
^mionshio between man and woman. The Tng- 
lish matron pleads bitterly and querulously 
for the right of divorce.

, The position of women has, within the 
last twenty years, undergone great modifica­
tion. An immense and daily increasing pro­
portion of women have no "domestic sphere," 
as it is called, but are obliged to turn 
out into the world and earn their own living. 
Is this the kind of "emancipation" thot is 
sought?®) r

Keny other reviews like the foregoing ones appeared throughout the 
GI period.

60.

61.
Athenaeum. 1446 (July 14, 1855), p. 311.

Arone the many other reviews, the following are of par­
ticular interest:

The review of Toman* s 'lésion by J. %. Parker, 
The Athenaeu^. # 610 (July 6, 1839), p. 503. The reviewer 
asserted that woman^s influence "ought to be private and 
domestic" and that "woman mistakes her station, and de*  
scends from her sphere, when she mingles in the contests 
of political strife, or displays herself in the arena of 
religious controversy."

"Letter of Advice From an Experienced Matron to a 
Young Married Lady," Fraser's ^agasine. Vol*  XXXIX (April, 
1849), pp. 397-405. This article is a travesty upon the 
"authoritative" advice of women who seek rights.
., , Heil's 'Shirley',"
fol. ICI (Jan., 1850), p. 154: "Men in general, when . 
serious and not gallant, are slow to admit woman even to 
an equality with themselves; and the prevalent opinion 
certainly is that women are inferior in respect of intel­
lect. This opinion may be correct. The question is a 
delicate one. % very much doubt, however, whether suffi­
cient data exist for any safe or confident decision. For 
the position of women in society has never yet been—per­
haps never can be—such as to give fair play to their 
capabilities. It is true, no doubt, that none of them 
have yet attained to the highest eminence in the highest 
departments of intellect»*  The argument which followed
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Of particular interest, however, are the Larly Victorian 

crlticisrs of Chevelev and of so^e of the Brontes*  novels, from 

the reactionary's point of view, all of these novels were effec­

tively mitten and dangerous. The reviewer for Fraser*e  :'amarine 

'"ho discussed Ghevelev Admitted that Lady Lytton had written from 

experience, but he hoped that she had exaggerated. He 

refused believe that the evils described in the novel existed 

in actual ^norland:

should also hope that the picture of Lord 
de Clifford*?  mother is overcharged, at 
least in the circumstances of her conniving 
at the profligacies, or rather pandering to 
the vices of her sons. Instances of this 
kind may have occurred, but surely not to the 
shameless degree here exhibited.62

This review, however, was moderate. A year later in the same 

magasine, in an essay entitled "That's That,*  Chevelev was again 

discussed, this time less leniently, Bow the critic refuted Lady 

Lytton's arguments that woman be given more freedom.

Lady Bulmer, in Chevelev. has warmly 
asserted the rights of her sex to a higher

was both smug and spurious. By asserting that women have 
produced no Bacon, no Bewton, no Milton, he argued that 
women were therefore inferior. The fallacy of this argu­
ment is patent. , ,

The review of && # Zzl&BgS» 3M.
Athenaeum, # 995 (Bov. 21» 18461, p. 1188.

The review of A Pie# for W^en by Mrs. %id, The 
Athenaeum, i 853 (March 2, 1844j/p. 189. The reviewer 
said that all claims of the authoress were just and would 
eventually be realised. He criticized her, however, for 
not recognizing "the inexpediency of such a change at 
this time." He asserted that the public mind should be 
prepared, both sexes trained, for such changes.

62. Fraser*^ Magazine. Vol. XU (May, 1839), p. 623.



intellectual culture, & ^ore independ­
ent social position, than at present enjoy­
ed by them, in^er at all times to ^et the 
wishes of those to whom civilization is so 
largely indebted, mankind, at least that por­
tion thereof particularly addressed by Lady 
Bulwer, would, we are confident, embrace and 
carry out her ladyship's views, were these 
but once shown to be calculated for the im­
provement of the moral and social condition 
of women. But the widest.possible differ­
ence of opinion exists not between the lords 
of creation and their fair fellow-creatures, 
but æcong the ladies themselves; a very 
lar^e and sound-thinking proportion of whom 
a^rée with TS. Butler, that to discharge 
the functions of good wives and good mothers 
is "the highest, holiest end of woman's be*  
Ing,*  "% shall not presume to determine so 
delicate a question; yet we may without much 
hesitation declare, that if mankind must 
choose between the education which trains 
women to become good wives and good mothers, 
and that which fits them for shining in 
poetry, philosophy, and science, they will 
prefer the former method of teachlng*63

a writer in the Monthly Review was even more blunt:

Lady Bulwer's "Cheveley" was a scandalous 
publication,--that is to say, it dealt in 
revelations, no doubt highly coloured, 
which supplied * host of readers, with fam*  
Uy and personal matters exactly suited to 
the taste of scandal-mongers. As a fiction 
it neither ranked high in regard to pure 
moral sentiment, nor as a skillfully con­
structed tale....64

A writer in Fraser'e Magazine a few years later, in refer­

ring to Lady Lytton's novels, employed an argumentum ad homl^^m 

in assailing Lady Lytton's plea for justice for women:

63. Vol. XXI ( April, 1840), p. 459.

64. "The Budget of the Bubble Family,» Monthly Review. Vol. 
HI, (Bov., 1840), p. 444.
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Toor Lndy if she Md not
been verifying the old adage about the 
counsel and the client, she ought inconti­
nently to scratch out the eyes of her ad­
vocate, A better case for the unfortunate 
husband could not possibly be made out.65

And still later in revlenins Lady Lytton's The School for 

a writer in T&e Athenaeum. a ^azine usually rather 

and fair in lèr criticism,employed the same fallacy for 

the same purpose:

By way of last word and warning, let us put 
it to Lady Bulwer-Lytton, whether she can 
mend her position either as an authoress or 
as an individual by e^posin^ her private 
quarrels and rancours to the curiosity of the 
circulating llbrarles?G7

Perhaps the most significant of the reactionary criticisms 

was +hat made of ^ane in the Quarterly Review. "The author-

66• "&ntl-0onln?sby,« Eraser's. Magazine Vol. XXXI (Feb., 1845), 
p*  219.

86. In the review of Gheveley, The Athenaeum. 596 (Varch 30, 
1839), p. 235, the critic, although perhaps not a radical 
himself, was rather tolerant, He refused to say much 
about Oheveley because it was a fiction mixed with facti- 
tous matter, but he did agree that Lady Lytton’s complaint 
was valid, though futile: "In the present state of 
society, and of the world’s opinion, we doubt whether the 
wisest and most temperate appeal of a wife against her 
husband, would obtain for her either a candid hearing, or 
an impartial sentence, Ko amount of patience, forbear­
ance, and assiduous discharge of ungrateful duties on the 
one side, or of inconstancy, cruelty, tyranny, and selfish­
ness on the other, would procure for a notoriously injured 
woman more than a cold and contemptuous pity....Moral 
England ^oes (to use our authoress's own phraseology) make 
grammatical distinctions in the decalogue, and metes out 
its judgments on the male and female delinquencies with 
most unequal measures." " .

67. 2h£  Athenaeum.  1264 (Jan. 17, 1852), p. 81.* *



itrtlve voice of the w&s felt by ^any to have decided 

the question of Jane ^yre*s morality. A rood anny years were to 

pass be ore ey young lady could admit that she had read and en­

joyed the book without bringing dorm shame on her own head and on 
gg

the heads of her parents.*  Although the reviewer recognised the 

power of Jane Ayre. she was shocked by the book, thought it dan­

gerous, subversive, and unchristian. 'hat the reviewer, Miss 

aissby, wa- a woman is of interest. The severity of her reaction­

ary ideas about her own sex was greater than that of the average 

conventional criticisms made by men:

It is a very remarkable book: we have no 
remembrance of another combining such gen­
uine power with such horrid taste. "

Jane .-'lyre is throughout the personification 
of an unregenerate and undisciplined spirit, 
the more dangerous to exhibit from that 
prestige of principle and self-control which 
is liable to dazzle the eye too much for it 
to observe the inefficient and unsound foun­
dations on which it rests, it is true Jane 
does right, and exerts great moral strength, 
but it is the strength of a mere heathen 
mind which is a law unto itself. Mo Chris­
tian grace is perceptible upon her. She has 
inherited in fullest measure the worst sin 
u/ our fallen nature—the sin of pride...
Je do not hesitate to say that the tone of 

mind and thought which has overthrown au­
thority and violated every code human and 
divine abroad, and fostered Chartism and 
rebellion at home, is the same which has al­
so written Jane ^yre.
• •«««•»»«««« *«««•••«**•  e ♦ * * • » *4*4»»

% cannot help feeling that this work 
must be far from beneficial to that class 
of ladles whose cause it affects to advocate. 
J^ne Eyre is not precisely the mouthpiece one

68. Cruse, Amy, The Victorians and their Books, p. 365.



-nul4 cause o? govern­
esses, r.nd 1% le therefore the greater pity she han cbnren it: for there is none we 
are convinced rbioh, at the present time, 
wore deserves and demands earliest and judicious be-friendin%»69

The review for Eraser*  ine of The Tenant of biidfell
Nall was conventional. It admltte-' the eflectiveness of the work, 

but censored It for coarseness:

It is, taken altogether, a powerful and ah 
interesting book. Not that it is a pleas­
ant Look to read, nor, as we fancy, has it 
been a pleasant book to write; still less 
has it been a pleasant training which could 
teach an author such awful facts, or rive 
courage to write them. The fault of the 
I nn=r 1 n rnprcpnArc . . . »Obook is coarseness

The critic agreed that The Tenant of Tlldfell Rall was justified 

in exposing a husband's profligacy, although he was sure that the 

public would find the too?: unnecessarily bitter. The use of the 

diary he thought shocking but permissible; but he asserted that 

no decent wife would"have recorded the swearing which was found 

in Nelen's diary. He further questioned, os n typical family man, 

the validity of Helenas being attracted to Gilbert; Nelen was so 

much better educated than Gilbert, and belonged to a higher class 

of society.

The reviewer of Gillette for The Athenaeum praised the novel

69. Rigsby, "Vanity Pair—and Jane Eyre." Quarterly Review, 
Vol. bXXXIV, (Dec., 1848), pp. 165, 173-4, 176.

70. "Recent Kovels," Fraser's Magazine.. Vol. XXXIX (April, 
1849), pp. 483-4.

71. Ibid., p. 426.



but objected to its ^rerchiness. He also objected to Currer Bellas 

hnbit of aliOTlnr her women to be won by obstreperous men: by 

doing; so, Currer Bell did not help the cause of women in which he 

assumed she interested. And *Te^emberinr  Ourrer Belt's former 

novels," he protested "Inst such perpetual expositions of nrrief 

dealt i?lfh and care o^ercorae." :

Che radical criticisms of family life and the reactionary 

criticises which they evoked from many reviewers were but a very 

small part of üarly Victorian writing. Only a few principles of 

the typical. family organization were criticized at all, and these 

usually moderately. The most significant objection to the family 

order, the objection that woman was limited unfairly to a petty 

sphere called forth counter-criticisms effective enough to keep 

public opinion,with respect to the typical family,static through*  

out most of the period.

72. The Athenaeum.  1320 (Feb. 12, 1853), p. 186.*



CKAPTBa V

-"% uf 2; L 0^ TIR %AHLY VICTORIAN ^OVüL

To understand the importance of family life in ^arly Vic­

torian prose fiction and to estimate the significance of the 

various criticisms of family life, one must kno^ something of the 

reputation of the novel as an art form in the period. One should

Imo# That the Early Victorian expected from the novel, how im­

portant the novel was in his life, and what other factors deter­

mined the form and purnose of narrative prose fiction. An un­

published dissertation by Caroline Tashbum—The History. from 

1832 to I860, of British Criticism of Narrative Prose Fiction—is 

very helpful as a repository for part of this information. To 

the general conclusions which she has drawn, however, it will be 

helpful to add specific illustrations of contemporary criticism 
^ith respect to the popular novel.%

The novel became suddenly popular during the Early Victorian 

period, attracted many authors, and sought to comply with public 

taste. As Dr vid. Hasaon has pointed out, when the faverley novels

1. Miss Taehbum's dissertation, available at the University 
of Illinois Library, which is concerned with a large sub­
ject, is primarily interested in the history of criticism 
of prose fiction, new and old, as it developed from 1832 
to I860. Miss Washburn paid particular attention to what 
kinds of fiction were in vogue, what principles of crit­
icism were in evidence, and what sources of criticism were 
available. Her study was not limited to the contemporary 
novel, but concerned rather the British reaction to prose 
fiction in general, and her conclusions were that through­
out the period there was strong plea for realism and for 
morality in fiction.
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were at the height of their popularity in the 1820's, narrative 

erose fiction was not nearly so popular as it was suddenly to be*  

come in the neat decade. According to figures which he took from 

the records in the British Museum Library of the novels published 

in England each year, the increase in popularity was sudden and 

retonishine. In 1820, he noted, there were "standing on the 

shelves of the ^ritieb Museum Library as hav ng been published in 

Britain*  for that year 26 novels represented by 70 volumes. In 

1850, there were 101 novels written represented by 205 volumes» 

from 1330 until the end of the period this increased productivity 

war maintained. In 1850, there were 88 books represented by 201 

volumes, and in 1856, approximately the end of the Karl y Victorian 
2 

period, 88 books represented by 201 volumes, Such a sustained 

increase could mean but one thing: a large general public had 

became interested in reading fiction.

Whenever a public shows a new interest and is willing to pay 

to have that new interest satisfied, there inevitably arises a 

group of people who seize upon the opportunity of making money 

by satisfying it*  In &arly Victorian England, the people who 

seized the opportunity offered by the new interest in fiction were 

the publishers, the booksellers, and the proprietors of lending 

libraries. Naturally, as business men, they sought rather to 

please than to educate, for that way profit lay. The critics, on 

the other hand, had to content themselves with reviewing what was

2» Masson, David, British Hovelis&& sei ihalx Brisa» Boston
Dillard Small, 1892, pp. 218-19.
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presented to the public and ^ith deploring the production of trash. 

In respect to the problem of the critic, it is interest ng to take 

notice of the comments by the writers in one magazine alone, The 

Athenaeum. These plaintive comments eloquently describe the 

popular novel. In 1840, a reviewer complained that light liter­

ature pernicious because it prevented people from reading more 

thought-provoking irork—because it effeminated public taste. He 

further complained that the popular novel represented the bulk of 

contemporary literature.

This is a serious drawback on the modern 
diffusions of literature, when the publi- 
catlon of trash becomes more profitable 
than the enriching a nation ™ith works of 
intellect and research; *the  trade*  is not
to be blamed if, like 
lows the market. The 
the higher species of 
rendered too small to 
and genius and talent 
from the field.3

other trades, it fol­
author's profit on 
literature is thus 
encourage production, 
are fairly driven

Another reviewer in the same year criticized the popular novel, 

directing his attack particularly against its lengthiness.

Here is a novel in one volume; a volume it 
is true, of six hundred and forty pages! 
The novel routine, however, is thereby broken 
through, and the circulating library is eman­
cipated. The objections to the old form of 
publication are manifold. Ingenuity must 
occasionally fail to tuck up a story comfort­
ably in that old bed of Prooustes, * three 
volumes post octavo*  and where ingenuity is 
successful, it is rarely indeed that the 
work does not suffer...stuffing, to give a 
Falstaff-like rotundity to a poor, forked

3. Review of Sketches of Young Couples. The ♦ 651
(April 18, 1340), p. 313.



137

thing whose natural proportions would bet­
ter suit the housing of a magazine....All 
th?t under the present system is required 
by the publisher is, a catching title, 
(either for the novel or for its author, 
and better still for both,) with nine bun- 
dred pages of dead weight or any weight to 
justify the cost of advertizing,—for the 
quality of the goods is of as little im- & 
portance as that of Peter Pindar*s  razors.

4. Review of The Man jit, Arms: A Romance, The Athenaeum, 1 670 
(Aug. 39, 184OTTP. 682,

See also the review of The Dowager. The Athenaeum, 
jp 681 (Nov. 14, 1840), pp. 889-900. The reviewer began 
his criticism with an assertion of the importance of lit­
erature as an index to society, p. 399$ 4 5 6...it embraces
no less than the whole round of their moral existence, 
and throws a strong light on their institutions, their 
habits, their present capabilities, and their future pro­
spects." Then he added that literature changed as society 
changed. Declaring that a new market had opened to lit­
erature, that the standards of literature had fallen, that 
the publisher rather than the author had become the judge 
of fiction, that the public read much rather than well,— , 
he accused England of intellectual effeminacy, arising out 
of a long peace and steady national prosperity.

5. Review of Shall B, Heir?. TJje #691 (Jan.
23, 1841), p. 76.

In the next year a writer deplored "that thoughtless rapidity of 

composition, ^hieh has destroyed the chances of more than one 

sister novelist to rank with the Edgeworths and the Austens.

And in 1844, a reviewer again pronounced his dislike of the long 

novel which publishers and librarians sponsored. He said in 

praise of a group of short stories by ^rs. Bremer;

They belong to a class of fictions so es­
pecially in favour with ourselves, however 
distasteful to publishers, and those arbi­
ters of literary taste—the keepers of cir- 
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culRt tog libraries-- that we utter 
« brief sentence or two, on behalf of the 
short story.

Tro years later, the reviewer of The gten-^other said:

th lie the popular mind is awakening to hear, 
never was the popular teaching which speaks 
by fiction at so low an ebb. The passion 
for literary fame has yielded to the mere 
love of literary reputation (which is not the 
same thing); the self-respect of genius to a 
cold calculation of gain. The taste for the 
high and pure is exchanged for a sordid min­
istry to what is corrupt in feeling and vi­
cious in intellect. It is of the class, not 
the individual, that we are speaking now.
Is the literary conscience extinct amongst 
our novel-writers? Have they deposed Art?,.. 
An idle, vulgar, unmeaning literature like 
ours of to-day must give place to something 
higher and nobler, before the better sympa- ~ 
thies and purer cravings that are abroad....

And even at the end of the period, the writers in The Athenaeum 

were making the same complaints against the popular novel. The 

reviewer of Agnes Palmar tersely said:

* Agnes Valmar*  is the type of certain classes 
of novels which just now are particularly 
abundant, —novels written apparently by per­
sons who, seeing that others have written 
trash, think they themselves cannot do much 
worse, and therefore make the attempt.6 7 8

6. Review of TJjg. Ihx SsAlXi tel SM tea: âQà
Other Tales. The Athenaeum. #872 (July 13, 1844),p. 645.

7. The Athenaeum. # 963 (April 11, 1846), p. 370.

8. The Athenaeum, # 1375 ( Baroh 4, 1854), p. 277.

In these quotations may be recognized a general criticism which 

was reiterated throughout the whole period: a distaste for the 

trashy or trivial prose narrative.
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Reviewers and critics in general adopted two points of view. 

On the one hand, a? instanced above, they deplored what the book­

sellers had dnne to debase the novel as an art form; on the other, 

they reviewed each particular novel by the standards of public 

taste. In the second case, they judged the work with respect to 

its verisimilitude and its moral tone. But the two attitudes were 

really at crass pur oses, and the reviewers had to vacillate. 

Then they deplored th*  mediocrity of popular novels, they were 

really defending narrative prose fiction as an art form against 

the abuses which it had suffered because of the practices of the 

bookseller; then they spoke with pride of former great authors, 

usually of Scott and Jane Austen. When they leniently criticized 

according to popular taste, they looked upon the novel—the popu­

lar novel—as a valid but trivial art form. In this latter case, 

they judged according to standards which, for the most part, were 

negative; that is to say, they required that the novel be not in­

credible or subversive. And they assumed that the positive pur­

pose of prose narrative was merely to please and to teach conven­

tionally accepted ideas; serious thought, they felt, should be 

reserved for the serious form of composition—the essay. To 

reconcile these two attitudes, I think, is impossible. One can 

merely understand that they both existed—that they represented a 

vacillation of opinion. A writer in the North British Review 

seemed to understand this peculiarity of the office and duties of 

a reviewer with respect to the popular novel:

Although reviewing ephemeral works of fic­
tion is not our principal object, any more 
than reading them is our usual occupation,
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they yet can hardly be neglected with im­
punity by a Hevie# which means to do its 
duty by the public, No kind of writing 
has more influence over the daily end do­

' mastic thoughts of a people.9

^he increased popularity of the novel attracted many persons 

to become authors. The prices which the publisher paid for novels 

for public consumption, although not extremely high, were suffi­

cient to be hemptine both to those persons seeking to maintain 

themselves solely by writing fiction and to those of title and 

rank who wanted or needed extra money. As early as 1835, Nathaniel 

Parker Tillis reported:

Lady Blassington’s new book (The 
Two Friends). makes a great noise. Living 
as she does twelve hours out of the twen­
ty-four in the midst of the most brilliant 

_ and mind-exhausting circle in London, I 
only wonder how she found the time. Yet 
it was written in six weeks. Fer novels 
sell for a hundred pounds more than any 
other author’s except Bulwer’s. Bulwer 
gets fifteen hundred pounds, Lady 8. four 
hundred, Honourable Hrs. Horton two hundred 
and fifty, Lady Charlotte Bury two hundred, 
Grattan three hundred, and most others be­
low this.10

in 1847, a. writer in Fraser’s Magazine estimated that the average 
11

author earned & 300 yearly from his publishers.

The Early Victorian’s interest and pride in the family has 
1°already been mentioned, ° The publisher evidently recognized the

9. Article 10, Forth British Review. Vol. I (Aug., 1844), 
p. 545.

10. Sadi 1er, Michael, Blessingtoa. p. 303.

11. The  Condition of Authors in England, Germany, and France," 
Fraseras Magazine. Vol. XXXV (March, 1847), p. 386.
*

13. See pp. 7-8.
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estent of this interest, for the poplar novel which he published 
™&s concerned mainly with various aspects and various problems of 

family life. As Amy Cruse has suggested, the influence which 

<ueen Victoria indirectly ezerted in fashioning this public taste 

probably a large one:

pot that the ^ueen was a ^reat reader, or 
aspired to lead the literary fashions of 
her reign; in this, as in many other things, 
she influenced her subjects not so much by 
specific acts as by the g neral fashion of her life and conversation*  She set a high 
standard of morality; and her people re­
sponded by demanding books whose morality 
was perhaps over-emphasized. Her family 
ll'e was well-ordered and affectionate; and 
domestic stories became the means of convey­
ing those ideals of nobility and heroism 
which had been found previously only in 
wild and romantic melodrama*  She had strong 
prejudices, which she did not hesitate to 
make known; and this helps to account for 
the fact that the Victorian reader was more 
apt than any of his predecessors or sue- 
cessors to make a tremendous outcry when a 
book was published which offended his sen- 
sibilitieseis

A reviewer in The Athenaeum recognized the public's interest in 

family life as a subject for prose fiction and was even annoyed 

by it.
From north honaldsbay to South Foreland, 
from parilament-house to publican's, from 
study to smithy, an epidemic fever prevails 
about the "practical;*  men of sense, men of 
genius, pseudo—politicians, and fop-philos— 
onhers,—nay, our very poets, with their 
monotonous cricket—chirrup about fireside 
joys, as if in their idea of heaven the 
whole glowing scope of heaven's pavement

13. Cruse, Amy, The Victorians and Reading, P» 13*
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A writer in The Edinburgh Review in the year also recognized 

public taste; however, he endeavored to think well of it:

The mine #blch nichardson opened is one that 
appears to us unexhausted and inexhaustible. 
The mere novel of manners soon becomes obso­
lete. Hence the oblivion whichAas already 
closed over most of the novels of ^Fashion- 
able Life,*  in spite of much ill spoiled vi- 
vdcity and perverted talent for observation*  
But the novel of real feeling, while seem­
ingly not more pretending, advances claims 
to no ephemeral reputat ion....In life as it 
is, lies the true empire of modern fiction; 
in that life within life—the thoughts, 
feelings, aspirations, which the study of a 
single family will reveal to us—(latent to 
the common eye, yet, individualizing each 
with separate attributes of power, weakness, 
beauty, deformity)—lies its true philosophy, 
—its metaphysics that dissects and analyzes 
—its poetry that embodies and re-creates.!-

And in 1853, a writer in The Athenaeum indicated that the general 

public was still clamoring for *domestic literature":

The taste of the miscellaneous public for 
what may be called domestic literature 
seems to be extending on every side. Here 
is a work contain ng an immense variety of 
original articles, hints, facts, figures on 
household economy, education, cottage garden­
ing, together with many interesting and amus­
ing sketches, moral tales, family secrets, 
and other recondite and familiar matters— 
once the exclusive property of ancient house­
wives, and now the daily wisdom of the many 
of both s@xes.lo

14» Review of Guesses at Truth. The Athenaeum. # 156 (May 
19, 1838), p. 355.

15. "Lady Blessington's Novels.  Vol.*
LXVII (July, 1838), p. 356.

16. Review of iNAlZ 1326
(March 36, 1853), p. 386.

mailto:s@xes.lo
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As already the reviewers criticized the novel from

t%o pointe of view. "ometimea they considered the novel a trivial 

kind of literature 'hose purpose ^as ephemeral, and sometimes they 

considered the novel a significant art form which had fallen upon 

evil days. It is necessary to understand ^hat specific criticisms 

were made in accordance -ith each of these points of view if one 

is to understand the significance of criticisms of family life 

made in prose fiction, host of the reviews rers written in accord 

with the assumption that a novel rpa a valid, though trivial and 

ephemeral, form of literature. A writer in The Sdinbur^h Review 

remarked:
Novels are no^ s:, numerous, that whatever 
may be their claims to a permanent reputa*  

. tion, they are scarcely regarded by the 
oublie in any other light than as ephemeral 
publications. They are read rapidly and 
soon forgotten; and the tale of one week is 
almost obliterated from the mind of many a 
reader by the novelty of the next.17

17. Recollections. al & Sàa2S£2Jb "% 32X155.
Vol. LVII (fuly, 1833), pp. 403-4.

The novel was expected to be amusing, pleasant, realistic, and not 

immoral or subversive. It was not expected to consider social, 

religious, philosophic, or other serious material. In the words 

of one critic, "The one legitimate end of novel writing is amuse*  

ment; and if, in the conduct of a story, matter of edification 

arises, it should be regarded merely as a godsend: for whenever 

the secondary purpose of instruction is designedly run after, the 

effort inevitably is made at the expense of the amusement*  Rell*
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Rious novels, satirical novels, political novels, are ever the 
18worse for their religion, satire, and politics.»" Ser^oue 

material was the proper province of the essay or treatise, not of 

the novel, whose readers were not the proper audience for serious 

discussions. A review objected to hrs. Trollope'^ Vicar of 

because its subject natter^ serious and unpleasant, 
and therefore not suited to fiction.

In her last novel she plunged over head in­
to the abominable sink of slavery; here, 
again, she is up to the neck in another ken­
nel of corruption,The Vicar of ^rexhill" 
being a tale written for the express purpose 
of Rowing u& the errors (as she esteems 
them) of a sect increasingly prevalent and 
powerful among us-^the J:vangeîlcals.»..&o 
one can suspect us of an undue disposition 
to favour Mrs. Trollope—or of the slightest 

_ wish to see subjects so dark and painful as 
she prefers to treat of, brought before the 
public by the means of fiction. Her wand 
(fiction's not Mrs. Trollope's), had ve the 
controlling will, should conjure up only 
"Shadows of beauty, shadows of power/ and 
leave whatsoever is coarse and squalid, de­
based and debasing, to sleep out its sodden .q 
sleep in the limbo of commonplace reality...."*

Another review likewise objected to %'.rs. Stone's T&e Young Milliner 

because of its serious purpose, and furthermore found it necessary 

to blazee Dickens for his part in subverting the novel from its 
pleasant course:

../Oliver Twist" of Dickens; since then we 
have had poor laws, Puseyism, and other vex­
ed quest tons done into fiction; and now Mrs.

18. Review of W
#669 (June 13, 1840)*  p.

ASMA?» T&e At&ez&agm, 
469.

19. The Athenae^, # 51? (Sept. 23, 183?), p. 708.



145

Stone, follo?in% the lead of the Report of 
the Children's &npioyment Commission, end 
the indignant and earnest protest it has 
excited, puts forth her statement of the 
esse in a rather maudlin story. It cannot 
for an instant be supposed, that we reject 
the humanity of any sincere intention to 
asolet "the desolate and the oppressed:* 
our columns have long home witness, we 
hope, on the side the enlarged and tol­
erant charities; but we no more like to 
see the grievance-trade intruding itself 
into the literature of leisure, than the 
rags and sores of a hOBoital taken as sub­
jects for pictures.20

A writer in Eraser*#  Magazine commented that the novel in England
21 "has been deeply infected with the utilitarianism of the times."

The Fair Carew was given a favorable notice because it avoided the 

fault of dealing with serious material, and because it therefore 

practised one of the virtues of light literature:

There are no pit—falls to entrap the un­
suspecting reader into discussions on the 
"law of Entail and Primogeniture," the 
"Corn Laws," the "Poor Laws," or any law

20,

21.
The Athenaeum. # 810 (M&y 6, 1843), p. 437.

"Pleasures, Objects, and Advantages of Literature Indi— 
cated," Eraser's Magazine Val. XXVII (Jan., 1843), 
pp. 39-40.
. al*** ^view of A&&
# 1245 (Sept. 6, 1851), p. 948: Novels faithful!y rep­
resent the prevailing tendency of public taste. Some 
years ago they condescended to deal with nothing less 
transcendental than the sumptuous boudoirs of beautiful 
countesses,—the dinner parties of noble dukes—with de­
tails both of the dishes and of the company,—the heart­
rending struggles of mammae and daughters to cross the 
shining portals of " Almack's*  : —they have now taken up an 
entirely different line. They seek for their heroes and 
heroines in the streets and gutters, — paint life in fac­
tories,— and discuss their lodging-houses, dally struggles 
and privations with the minuteness and seal formerly be­
stowed on the "gilded saloons*  and "superb equipages" of 
the aristocracy."
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of nature whatever transformed into a 
hobby:—and to those who take up a novel 
in the innocent hope of finding it one, 
It is well in these days to be certified 
of the fact.22

First Cousins. on the other hand*  which incorporated a protest 

against the marriage of cousins, was unfavorably received by the 

reviewer, indignant at the introduction of *topics like these*:

To inventions of this class, no plea of 
doing good—no power in their display— 
can ever reconcile us. The hospital, the 
lunatic asylum, should be patent to our 
men of science, our judicial authorities, 
our Philanthropists, —but to bring topics 
like these into play as matters of cireu— 
Iating-1ibrary pastime, is a practice 
which must coarsen all who partake in it, 
and which (not to speak too seriously) 
may demoralize some.23

Reviews o* Lady Catherine Long’s Sir Rowland Ashton and Charles

B. Taylor’s Margaret objected to the inclusion of religious ma-
24 25terlal. Further illustrations are perhaps unnecessary.

22. T&e Athenaeum, i 1257 (Hov. 29, 1851), p. 1248.

33. The Athenaeum. # 1242 (Aug. 16, 1851), p. 870.

24. Sir Howland Ashton. The Athenaeum. # 878 (Aug. 24, 1844), 
p. 771: ^But we cannot agree with her in the more général 
principle on which her novel is written, that fiction is 
a good medium for religious instruct ion.*

Margaret. The * 853 (March 2» 1844),
p. 119: *It  is impossible now-a-days to escape from 
religious controversy, seeing that it is poked at us by 
versifiers in their prefaces,—symbolized by our histor­
ical painters...*  and also by novels like this one is the 
implication.

25. Among very many other criticisms of the same kind, the 
following in The Athenaeum are particularly interesting.

Review of Mrs. Trollope’s A Romance of Vienna t 566 
(Sept. 1, 1838), p. 618: * Though its pages may not con­
tain any scenes so objectionable as some in the * Vicar, *
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The novel ^ae expected also to be realistic. It might seem 

to a present-day observer that to beg for realism in one breath

they are throughout pervaded by the characteristic of­
fences of that work—the same malicious and busy appeal to 
every narrow and bad prejudice. Having demolished, as she 
imagines, Dissent in her * Domestic Manners of the Mex­
icans, f and Catholicism, in her "Paris and the Parisians,* 
and Cal v inis tic Protestantism in her "Vicar*  aforesaid— 
Mrs. Trollope here sets herself to show up Judaism in 
Austria." _

Review of Mrs. Trollope’s Charles Chesterfield, t 726 
(Sept. 25, 1841), p. 740: "Hence the demand for novels, 
and hence the peculiar character they have assumed. The 
novelist no longer writes with the ostensible motive of 
amusement alone » Oh not he has far higher aims!—His 
characters are all personified facts; hie dinner-parties 
and tea parties are so many social truths mises en action: 
his conversazioni are tilting-mstches between antagonist 
systems of politics or morals: or perhaps, with more 
unity of design, he devotes his three hot-pressed volumes 
to the illustration of some pet theory of his own—his 
diamonds and his flowers (like that many-coloured tablet 
in the German Fairy-tale,) weaving themselves to initiated 
eyes, into the stern characters of some abstract truth."

Review of Mrs. Bremer*s Brothers and Bisters. # 1076 
(June 10, 1848), p. 572. The review praised Mrs. Bremer’s 
work but lamented her interpolated discussions of commu­
nism. "These, moreover, are eminently times when the pub­
lic good may be consulted by reserve no less than by ran­
dom effort—when the vocation of Art may be yet more than 
ever to provide rest and refreshment for minds aching amid 
grave and momentous struggles. Such rest, it is needless 
to say, implies the banishment of all discordant matter.... 
But if every tale is to be made a sermon, who shall secure 
the world against every sermon being made a tale? Fusion 
means only canfusion, where there is no separation of 
tasks."

Review of Charles Delmar, # 1347 (Aug. 20, 1853), 
p. 990: "This anonymous novelist seems to aspire to fol­
low in the wake of Miss MartIne au, Mr. Disraeli, and the 
Rev. Mr. Kingsley,—and devotes his tale to setting forth 
and contrasting political philosophies, in place of writ­
ing a story that men and women would desire to read, in 
spite of the Toryism, Chartism, Whiggism, Radicalism, 
Christian Socialism, or other doctrine there expounded and 
set forth."
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and to deplore serious sociological study in another was to be 

inconsistent to some extent. Yet many an Early Victorian did 

both things. He asked for realism—but for pleasant, painless
26 

realism, except for some incidental features, Frederika Bremer's

Swedish novels pleased him and he was thankful that Mary Howitt 

was translating them into English: :

Yhat we import of foreign literature, as 
of foreign grain, rarely answers for seed, 
or takes root and flourishes in our soil. 
Mrs. Bremer's works seem to be an excep­
tion. Ho foreign novels in our remembrance 
have attained such popularity in this coun­
try. They have hit the English taste for 
reality, or its close resemblance, and for 
common sense visible in the midst of fic­
tion. They treat of domestic incidents and 
characters, open up to us new scenes and 
ways of living, all foreign to us, but all 

_ bearing the impress of an accordance with 
reality, and with a reality we can under­
stand and enter into.27

He thought Mrs. Bremer excellent, particularly for the realistic 

way she treated family life.He even compared her to Jane Austen:

The translation of a tale like the above, 
Phe Home: fg&ü gam SM EaBllX
Jovsl by an English wife and English mother, 
is good service done to her country*  fe pre­
fer "The Home" to "The Neighbors." It does 
not, indeed, contain any character so original 
and high-toned as "% chere * nor, per­
haps, any passage equal in its humour to the 
autobiography of Mise Hellevi Hausgiebel; but 
it is more consistent, more probable, and less 
sentimental,...to speak more to the purpose 
of the novel—we have here no "hair-breadth 
'scapes" nor extravagant vicies it Mes—but

26. See p  14% footnote 25.*

37, Article 7, Sorth British Reylaa, Vol. I (W, 1844), 
P. 168.
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aimply the every-day trials befalling a 
Judge’s family of five daughters and a 
son: the originals of which are our fa— 
miliar friends. Tho has not known a 
Louise, *our  eldest,*  with her thrifty 
ways, her sound principles and her grave 
airs—as good a manager as she is a wise 
lecturer? Who has not been acquainted 
with a Petrea, disturbed by genius enough 
to render her uneasy without making her 
distinguished? -

.».the Mother. Nothing more delicate, or 
womanly, or beautiful, is to be found in 
domestic fiction than her character: and 

\*e  like it none the less for a certain 
touch of romance and sentiment not alto­
gether English....It is impossible, ln- 
deed, to read this book as a piece of 
%ke-Mlieve. % have had nothing so sim­
ply life-like since Galt’s "Annals of the 
Parish* —no picture of female nature so 
finely touched since Miss Austen’s. 28

He liked.Bulwer-Lytton’s Paxtons except for the melodramatic 

story of Vivian,

In the introduction of this same Vivian, 
his adventures, and their solution, cen­
tres the melo-dramatic interest of the 
tale; or—to state matters more plainly— 
resides its weak point. So easily and 
harmoniously flows the general current of 
the family chronicle, that we feel inci­
dents, however forcible, so forced to be 
a serious disturbance.29

He criticized Charlotte Bront& for what he considered her taste­

less exaggerations and excessive criticisms of social institutions

Again, we are assured by persons who re­
ceived their education (and a very good 
education Miss Bront# herself proves it

28. ^ag. Athenaeum.  311 (Say 13, 1843), pp. 457-8.*

29. Review of 7% Cotone  S&e Athenaeum. # 1148 (Oct.. 27, 
1849), p. 1083.

*
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to have been) at the school to ^hlch she 
was attached in Brussels; that nothing 
can be more unjust than the aspersions 
she has thrown in "Vlllette" on that es­
tablishment, and on the excellent persons 
who managed it. The three curates who 
figure in "Shirley,*  conspicuous for dif­
ferent degrees of folly, vulgarity, and 
impertinence, are, we are told by Miss 
Bronth's biographer, three gentlemen well 
known at the time in the neighborhood of 
Howarth [sioj, who have had the good taste 
to accept this caricature as a joke. But 
if the habits of social intercourse, in 
personal peculiarities, and even the ar­
rangements of charitable institutions, 
are to be exhibited to the world at large 
in the colours of an auto-da-fd^-bedaubed 
with gamboge and emblazoned with devils— 
the novelists will become a pest to liter­
ature, and they will degrade, as some of 
them have already degraded, their talents 
to the service of malignant passions, 
calumny, and falsehood.30

And, although he admitted the excellence of Thackeray*s  irony, he 

said "it is a weapon which he uses far too exclusively. He has 

shown himself, as we have already said, a satirist—but not an 
artist*®^

The novel was expected furthermore to be compatible with 

conventional morality. Consequently, a reviewer could consider 

Pendennis an "unlucky creation"*

Seriously, Pendennis is an unlucky crea­
tion. His virtues and vices are all 
dubious, and on a small scale; we meet 
with so many like him in real life, why 
should we have him forced upon us in ideal 
life?

30. "The License of Modem Movelists, Edinburgh Beylew. 
Tol. OTI (July, 1857), pp. 154-5.

*

31. Kerle  of Vanity SM MfeOM»  1085 (Aug. 12,* *
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• * • • > • ♦ * * * < ♦ » e • • ■ • • •*•♦>**<*
^hen he [ThackerayJ doe*  depict a ?hole^ 
hearted paesion—-9uch as Dobbin**  love 
for Amelia, or Helen**  love for her son-^*  
he makes us feel that it is ridiculous 
in its excess*

?e suppose there is not one father in ten 
^ho would trust his daughters with Joseph 
Andrews, nor one husband in a hundred who 
would be pleased at finding his wife in 
tears with Jones on her knee.
a ****** *#&«*#*»**«  « « • • »>«»•**.»«  ****** 

However that may be, we adjure any 
writer of the present day by ell he holds 
most dear—his reputation and his pocket— 
never, even with the highest moral pur­
pose, to write a book of which it cannot 
be said that le nhre en permettre la 
lecture % s& fills.32

And Mrs. Sills thought it wise for a mother to be careful what

books she allowed her daughter to re«d, for "A novel read in 
33secret is a dangerous thing...." The revlever of Mrs. Grey's

Ite Husbanff for IM Athenaeum succinctly stated the mor­
alistic requirement:

The morality of modern English novels 
requires to be sharply looked into; — 
it has become false, morbid, and non­
sensical. There is nothing more fatal 
to literature than the introduction of 
pinchbeck virtues and Imitative fine 
sentiments, and in this respect Mrs. 
Grey is a great offender,34

- tre
Further illustrations are perhaps unnecessary. '

32. "'T. M. Thackeray and Arthur Pendennis, Esquire,  Fraser's*
Magazine. Vol. Chili (Jan., 1851), pp. 86, 76, 87.

33. IM. WheM 21 England, p. 106.

34. The Athenaeum, i 1411 (Nor. 11, 1854), p. 1364.

35. Among many reviews, the following are of particular in­



152

terest: Review of ^rollooe*s:  %iclq Walter. The 
Athenaeum. 1305 (Oot*  30$ 1852), p. 1169*  The reviewer
hnd described the main character as even more ^objection- 
able**  than the ^idow Barnaby*  *Now#  we put it to Mrs. 
Trollope whether such are the fitting inaterials and the 
fitting dramatis personae to be offered as the elements 
of light fiction, under the guarantee of a lady's penman­
ship, for the entertainment of her own sex."

Review of Mrs. Gaskell's Korth end South. The Athens 
aeum. # 1432 (April 7, 1855), p. 403: "She deals with 
difficulties of morals needlessly, and too fearlessly, be­
cause, as we have again and again said, the riddle pro­
pounded cannot be solved in fiction; and because by all 
one-sided handling of such matters, —when passions become 
engaged and generous feelings are persuaded, and when the 
temptation must be dealt upon as cruel, in apology for 
the offence,—there is always a danger of unmooring the 
eager and the inexperienced from their anchorage..^to 
thrust them forward in 91ction..« amounts, in deed, if not 
in purpose, to a wilful 'playing with fire.' It should 
be added, however, that the tenor and tissue of our 
author's writings are such as to satisfy us that no wilful 
ness has been in her mind, but an earnest, if mistaken, 
desire to do good." 
. "Parisian 'orals and Manners," The Mlnburah Review. Vol. LXXVHI (July, 1843), pp. 116-7: "The tone of min^ 
or state of feeling left by a book, is the true criterion 
of its tendency; and the class of novelists, of which 
MM, de Bernard and Baisse are the chief, too often leave 
their female readers languid, restless, dissatisfied with 
domestic life, and apt to view with an extremely lenient 
eye any sort of tie or connexion which promises to satisfy 
the vague, undefined longing which agitates them."

Review of Mrs*  Gore's The Banker*s  Wife: or. Court âM £Ùx> .The Athenaeum, f 832 fOct*  ?7 1843), p. 900: 
^Though less amusing, perhaps, this is a sounder book than 
some others of Mrs. Gore's fictions. Too often, when the 
authoress has most busily occupied herself in the denun­
elation of worldlinese—always her creditable object—the 
pleasures and usages she condemns have been painted with a 
misto calculated to neutralize the effect of her admoni­
tion."

Article 5, Morth British Review. Vol. vu ("8y, 1847) 
p. 111-12: "If, in the works before us, there be anything 
which would necessarily injure the moral tone of the mind; 
which tends to unsettle its feelings, or relax the firm­
ness of its principles; we are bound, by our regard to 
the health of our liege lord (the Public], to interpose 
our official sentence of warning."

Review of St êl-MWaS. * ’60
(May 12, 1842), p. 456% "^hy excite, with intimations
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of the criticism was made on the assumption that the 

novel was a valid and significant art form, that it was a true 

mirror of actual life, and that it was an important medium for 

the discussion of ideas. But criticisms made from this point of 

view were rare and somewhat timid. In 1843, a writer in The 

Edinburgh Review compared the "good novel*  with a play by 
Aristophanes:

'he best information regarding the domes­
tic habits of the Athenians is to be found 
in the plays of Aristophanes; and if the 
learned were asked what additional book by 
some Greek or ïlomen author they would pre­
fer*  we believe the majority would vote for 
a good novel—it being generally agreed that 
more is to be gathered touching the manners, 
moral, and even ordinary modes of thinking, 
of a people from their lighter works of fie­

. tion, than from set histories with all their 
dignity, or moral essays in all their prosl- 
ness.36

And in 1858, J. 0*  Jeaffreson proudly asserted that the novel 

had grown to be a significant and important literary form:

that vile scenes are gauzed over-—that naughty conJuno- 
tiens night have been displayed, had our author chosen?" 
_ ;tevieg o? ^ Secret IM
Athenaeum. # 1429 (torch 17, 1855), p. 3141 Ht is such 
to be regretted that authors should betake themselves, as 
a matter of choice, to illustrate crime and intrigue, when 
so many subjects of lawful interest, offering 1ample room 
and verge enough*  for all purposes of fiction He open 
before them.*

Anyone who desires more illustrations of the demand 
either for morality or for realism should consult Miss 
'fashburn's thesis, mentioned before.

38. "Parisian Morals and Manners." The Edinburgh Review. 
Vol. LUVIH (July, 1843), p. 115*
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The art is no longer a despised one; 
it is not devoted to the fabrication of in*  
delicate and dangerous love-stories, capa­
ble only of amusing silly 7?omen, and tickling 
the sensuality of vicious men; and no longer 
is it given over to the guardianship of the 
meanest irriters of sterile imaginations and 
gross instincts; but it takes under its 
cognisance every subject that interests the 
intelligence or arouses the affections of 
man,37 i

But perhaps an even better, and probably a more sincere, expression 

of criticism made from this point of vie^ appeared in 1848 in The 

Athenaeum. The writer said in praise of ^arv Bartops 

far it may be kind, wise, or right to 
make Fiction the vehicle for a plain and 
matter-of-fact exposition of social evils, 
is a question of limitations which will not 
be unanimously settled in our time....But 
we have met with few pictures of life among 
the working classes at once so forcible and 
so fair as "tSary Barton»* 38

From the foregoing evidence, one may make several generalisa­

tions concerning the literary reputation of the Early Victorian 

novel. During the period, the novel became suddenly popular, 

attracting a large reading public; it was sponsored by booksellers, 

proprietors of lending libraries, and publishers who were able to 

pay authors to write long and facile novels catering to the public 

taste. It dealt largely with subjects of most common interest-sub­

jects concerning problems of family life referable to the experi­

ences of the average person. It bewildered and perplexed the 

37, Jeaffreson, J. Cordy,
to Victoria, London, Hurst and Blackett, 1853, Vol. II, 
p. 305.

38» The Athenaeum*  f 1085 (Oct. 31, 1848), p. 1050. 
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critic?, who hrd to consider it either as a light and inferior 

form of composition with its own special virtues and validity, or 

ms a worthy art form grossly abused. Consequently it evoked two 
streams of criticism. One asked little of it other than that it 
be amusing and pleasant, that it not attempt the exposition of 
serious or philosophical ideas, and that it be realistic and con­

ventionally aoral. The other deplored the trashiness of the 

popular novels and the system of mass production which propagated 

them. Both points of view were important in determining and limit­

ing the treatment of family life in the Zarly Victorian novel. The 

critic who considered prose fiction a trivial form of literature 

denied it the right to make radical criticism, or, indeed, even to 

discuss serious matters. The critic who considered prose fiction 

inherently worthwhile, although much debased by contemporary 

writers, was reluctant to encourage radical criticisms of family 

life. He was afraid that the writers, who he thought had already 

debased an art form, if encouraged, might endanger the B&gllsh 
institution of the family.



CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSIONS

The typical ^arly Victorian was interested in, and proud of, 

the family as an English institution. He accepted as right its 

structure and its function, for he believed in the philosophy upon 

which it was founded: God had created man superior to woman^supe- 

rior not only in physical powers but in intellectual ones also; 

consequently God had determined that man was to be the master of 
/ 

Society and hence of separate social units or groups like the 4 

family, is the master of a family group, a man of course bad 

responsibilities—responsibilities both to God and to Society, 

T?hich was God^ordalned; he had to make himself and all the members 

of his group acceptable to both. His means for making them ac- 

ce pt able were clearly defined; they required him only to be unques­

tioningly conventional in all that he or his family did.

The &arly Victorian was interested in the English family, and 

he was proud of it. And it soon became apparent to publishers and 

booksellers that he liked to read about it, Consequently, during 

the Early Victorian period, there was a great rush to the literary 

market of novels of family life. Many people were encouraged to 

write novels; people of rank, who, because of their extravagances 

were always in need of money, and people who sought actually to 

earn their livelihoods by writing. Great numbers of women from both 

classes contributed. Almost all of the authors wrote to please the 

reading public. The result was that there were produced each year
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8cores of novels «hose plots consisted of trite domestic problems 

and conventional solutions. These novels wre generally uncrit­

ical. Of course# they had to show conflict in order to develop 

plot; but the conflict very rarely implied any criticism of the 

typical family, of the conventional order. Esther it showed how 

discord, and hence wrong, resulted when any member of the conven­

tional family acted malevolently, heedlessly, or otherwise uncon­

ventionally.

%th this great mass of prose fiction the Early Victorian 

reviewer dealt in two ways. On the one hand, he deplored it be­

cause it was trivial, because it really did tell nothing, because 

it was frequently melodramatic, and puerily emotional, and because 

it was a.far cry from the works of Jane Austen and Sir Walter Scott, 

great works which he easily remembered. On the other hand, he 

tried to criticise it as a new kind of literature with a validity 

all its own. Requiring that it be neither unconventional nor un­

realistic in manner or matter, he applauded it if it amused or 

diverted the reader. In general, he, too, like other Early Vic­

torians, was satisfied with the institution of the family as it 

was; he, too, was willing to extol the conventional order.

There were some writers, however, in the Early Victorian 

period, who, although conventional in most respects, were indi­

vidual enough upon occasion to attack some conventional beliefs 

or doctrines * Furthermore, some of them were good writers, and 

were therefore likely to influence their readers. The critic felt 

himself obligated to warn the public against these authors, or at 

least against the unconventional ideas expressed in their writings*  
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The result was that writers like the Brontes, Thackeray, and Lira, 

Gaskell met an initial resistance to the popularity which they 

inevitably were to enjoy, Thackeray was attacked for his excessive 

satire, the Bront'ès for their coarseness, and %rs. Gaskell for her 

discussion of indelicate subjects.

In general, the Dari y Victorian was proud of the typical 

family, and he resisted criticisms of it, or of the system which 

had generated it. He readily enough agreed that the novelist should 

be a critic of life: he was completely willing that the novelist 

should attack profligacy, tyranny, unkindness, and other vices to 

which authoritarianism is liable. He wanted to teach the despot 

who ruled the conventional family to be wise, understanding, and 
benevolent. But he did not want the despotic power curtailed ; he 

approved of the authoritarian structure of the family. He was, 

therefore, very fond of the works of Charles Dickens, and was quick 

to appreciate them.
Although the Sariy Victorian was willing that abuses within 

the family order be criticized, he was unwilling that any part of 

the order itself be attacked. He had little cause for complaint, 

however, for the attacks made upon any aspects of the form, func­

tion, and philosophy of the family were both few and timid. Only 

one question may be said to have received much critical attention: 

the question of woman’s subjugation in Society. The battle fought 

over this issue for the time being was won by the conservatives. 

It was, however, won by kindly conservatives. Although they agreed 

that God had determined man in W*y  respect to be woman’s master,
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' accepted unciueptioninrly the ri^htnes*  of a

r ile-' society, I; hay allowed roman a sphere of her om in rhich she 

::i^ht excel» The fact that all the excellences thus assigned to 

roiiaY rere virtues and qualities which man had no desire to claim 

for himself, i^ht be urged against the generosity of these critics, 

"everthaïes?, their admission that ^oman had curious moral and 

ornamental powers was enough for the time being. Resplendent in 

her excellences, woman continued to be man*?  lackey.

It would be interesting to speculate what might have been the 

reasons that radical criticisms of family life were so few and so 

timid ns they were in the period, especially when hundreds of books 

rienline -ith family 11 "e were being put into the hands of an avid 

rendin? public, and -hen also for the first time in over a century 

"-here -*->  a queen on the throne of England. Yas Early Victorian 

and so convinced of its own perfection that it could not be 

broadminded towards new ideas, so that instead of broadmindedness, 

1% could at best substitute smug patience and condescension? Had 

the doctrine of Utilitarianism in some deformed shape been super- 

i mposed upon the philosophy of the family? In other words, were 

the people convinced that the God-ordained system had been given 

pragmatic sanction and was therefore all the more right? "fere the 

feeble efforts of the few radical critics of female subjection ren­

dered almost dry by the heated counter-criticisms made by women 

themselves, women particularly like Mrs. Ellis? fas the power which 

the popular novel placed into the hands of the publishers and the 

booksellers used consciously to prevent radical criticism? % re 

the booksellers afraid that Convention would not allow the douce



the typicrl family to read anything but conventional
; iterrturol

Hitler - e^cb question deserves an affirmative angler, and 
i--'()lit:5 F ^iiy, in the 183O*s,  40*  s, and the first part of
ddiO wn^lrnd suddenly rnC voraciously began to re.?d novels of 
'-'-ty ii*G,  y^t -y.nr^ed to discour&re end resist Trhaf scant 
Ta/'icr'' criticism produced. It rould be 5rcnn to say that any 
ryr these reasons T7%s the only reason, and it rould be impossible 
to oe-tr^ine precisely their relative importances. Hut certainly 
nil rere significant. Satisfied that its conventional vievs 77e re 
divine and utilitarian, J^rly Victorian England -as little riven 
t.^ self-criticis-. irose fiction, largely the property of the 
nibilshers ond booksellers, -as forced to folio- rather than to 
lead public opinion. Consequently family life, although the sub­
ject of ?iost of the contemporary prose fiction, #as little crit- 

ized during the horly Victorian period.
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