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CHAPTER I

Pre RISTORY 0P THE SURTECT,
OPURPOBE OF THIS 37UDY
Phere iz 4o wy knowledse no aveilable work on fawmily 1ife
in #2zxly Tictorian prose fiction. There are many works on related
2ubjects; of thece, tbhree are moet significant. They are G. 7,

" s 7-» . o . vy s - 1
Young's Vietorian ingland , . 7, Cunnington's Fewinine Attitudes

s
. , @ : . . ;
in the Hineteenth Century , snd Amy Uruse's The Yictorisne and

7, ;
Their Books . The first of theee, Yictorian England, is a com—

nilation of chapters written by vsrious sersong, exavining dif-

ferant aspecte of Tictorian EIngland, and cgmplemented'by a long
and excellent susmmary chapter by the editor, G, M. Young. The
chenters entitled "Homes and Uabite," =ritten by ¥rs. €. 3. Peel,
"Charity," by £. Lmscelles, =nd "The rortrait of an Age," Ly

G. ¥. Young, have the closest relation to the present study; but
even theee chapters do not pretend to make the kind of investiga-
tion that this stnudy attenpts, They heve primsrily an historical
intereset; they are a repository for a great deal of statistieal
information taken from wmany snd various sources. The chapter on

"lomee end Habite,® for exarple, ie replete with information about

1. Yowng, (. ¥,, Yietorisn England, London, Oxford University
Prese, H. Yilford, 1836.

2. Cunnincton, Cecil Tillett, Feminine Atsitudes in the
Hipeteenth Century, London, ¥. Heinemann, Ltd., 1935.

3. Cruse, #4muy, The Victorians and Their Booke, London, George

Allen and Unwin, Ltd., 1935.



cueh things as plumbing, sznit~tion, furnishings, =nd rent.
Their purpose seamns to be largely descriptive.

The second book, Feminine Attitudes in ihe Hineteenth Century,

is a sprishily, and even flippant, though substantial, discussion
of the peycholozicsl constitution of the Vietorian Woman during

the whole of the Victorian period. It divides itself over-neafly,
snd pernaps artificislly, into chapters dealing with the consequent
decades, each decade being categorically described by an epithet,
Ita purrose seems 0 be to examine the nmamners snd etiquette con-
=ecuent uvon the man-ruled society of Vietoriarn Ingland, and %o
show how they 7ere avoalved o give power, by Convention, to man-~
ruled “oman.

The third book, Ary Crusze's The Viectorisns and Their Books,

ig hard t» olaseify--in & way it ic¢ = pot pourri. DUrawing uponm -
verious literary eources and historieal records, this book en-
deavors £o be an historicsl and sociolozical stndy.4 The chapters
entitled ""he Victorian Header," "The Yorld of Charlotte Yonge,*
*The Young Victorian's Library," "The Great Movellets and theilr
Public,® "Books from Yudie's,"™ and "The Browns of England" are
more closely relsted 4o the present study than is the rest of the
book,

any special studiee of various aspects of fiction, criti-

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

4. Its purnase ie the same as that of her books on earlier
perieds' The _ﬁgg;gg,g;‘mngl%gn ;te;gtugg, London,
George G. Harrap and Co., 19 The Englisbman and
his Books in ihe Zarly ¥ineteenth C tur s London, '
George G, Harrap =nd Co., 193@.




Lean weefy no ewnnlengniary informa®iom, Among thesg are in-
Yire in the Xietordan I

. 8
Ymtther Sosate The Silver-Tork Sehosl,  snd veriouz molltlesl,

eluded =orke 1ike “roncesr Tueserllla Sn

eocizl, comamie, -nd litcrsey hiskories, Further mention of
ther here ito wwmecesenry: they are ingtuded in the bitliorraphienl
14nte,

i bewe Yinited this study,

Fpope Sictiom, in severa’ waye. I have Tisited 1t in time to %the

Serly Yietorian period as defined by V. Carmmian In bie Le o

7 .
sleterre. Houetly, thie is the %ime belwesn the

2l ogn 2
gerly Y20%e of tre Heforw MY and Foor Laws snd the early '50%s
sfter the foilure ~F *he Shortist HYovement in 1848 and just before

o e .. B
she Urlmenn Tur, The eetting of oznct dates is, of course, ilm-

Z. fuesetl, Veanees Thereea, .%Lm in the Fictorian Hovel,

e Tay "o acet1lan ﬁo.‘ 1820,

“atthew ni?anp ?§% Silver-Fork Sehogl, Hovels of
n Preceding ¥om igg aizr, K. Y., rblumbla niverzity

7. ﬂﬁ?ﬁ#iﬁn, touls Veamgols, Le loman fnelp ;
rig, “hetEhé novelle de }lbruw;@ et ﬁ cﬂiﬁ
a. e ﬂ%zamiaﬂ her reasongd $iw termmination of the “nrxly
Vie%a21, wriod €0 be between 1846 and 18852

iv Chepticre eet ternind dés le miliew de

1844, ?Oﬁ ervrita, ﬁ?ﬁ@ lee glasmes diricennton, ne

sont “rananilliwés qu en 1880 sy 1881, LY¥iypozition
de 1881, ani donne B 1Vingleterre le apeel %r‘u de sa
richeaa@, eat un faﬁ*mux important de ltapaissrent
=actsl., Lo guerre de Orimée, enfin, en 1854 et 1885,
duvre une «h@@e de la vi@ ?ﬁbliau@ dorinée ~ay la pr6§
oocupstion des événesente sxtdrieurs., C'est done entre
18468 ot 1855 que se ftervine la ‘early Viectorian period.t”

m-n e 2
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pogeible. Some of the material considered may lie s year or two
outeide these limits, and yet in manner, subject, and purpose be-
lonz in the period. At lsast one work considered, “amuel Butler's
The day of All Qlﬁﬁgwg although very useful to this study, was
written hslf a2 century later; as s novel of reminiscence 1t is
partienlarly elucidating, TIn general, however, 1 have limited my
primsry reading meterial %o selected novels, reviews, and esgays
written in ©neland, during the period, and about contemporary

and domestic Unelish 1ife. The only exceptions to this restric-
tion sre Frederika Bremer's novel, The H i‘hbav,,lg about con=-
temporary Iwedish life, =2nd Harriet Yartineau's treatise on
Society in Am@riag.ll In each cese there is a reason for the
inclusion of the work. "he popularity of Hiss Bremer's novels in
their Englieh tramslation by %ar# Howitt and the references made
%o them by the Early Victorian reviewers and critics attest to
their importance. Although Mise Martineau's Boclety in America

iz descriptive of the society, l=we, and customs of America, it is
also highly éescri?tive of the gocliety, laws, and customs of Lng-
land; for ¥ise Hartineau developed her treatise by comparison and
eontrast,

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

a, Putlsr, Samuel, The Tay of All Flesh (posthumouns 1803},

10. HBremer, Frederika, The HYeighbors, Howitt, Hary, trans.,
London, George Bell and Soms, 1901. (Preface date 1852.)
11. Hartineau, Harriet, Sociegty in Americe, London, Saunders

and Otley, 1857,



thelr aveilagility to we. 2F the important sutbprs, Jdickens,
‘hackeray, disreeli, Bulwer~Lytton, “re. Gsskell, CUherles Hinmsley,
anthony Trollope, and the three prontée, I hove studied all works
written within and sbout the Rarly Vichorisn period in England,

f the lesser writers, Yre. Gore, Lady Mlessington, Lady Bulwer,
Frences Trollone, Groce Aguilar, “re. Crowe, “re. Kllis, Hary
Howitt, Charlotts Yonpe, Theodore Pook, and “hirley Brookes, I have
need representative novels available in the University of Illinois
Sibrery esnd in other libraries by inter-library losn. By resding
reviews in perioadicale of the day I have also informed myself
=bout the subject matter and trentwent of wany other novels by

these and other novelists, I found The Athenseum me7rz ne partic-

ularly useful in this respect; it contained suwmaries 07 *he
wlots of very =many populsr novels not discussed in other period-
iests,

I have limited my re=ding of reviews to those appearing in

The Asthecnzeum, The Horth British Heview, the Momthl
kginbureh

devie=w, Tfhe

ine, and

fieview, the guarterly ideview, Fraser's U

Ypgezine; and I have supplerented this investiga-

tion with reference to Hise Caroline Tashburn'e doctoral thesis
The History from 1822 to 1880 of British Criticism of Narrative
fgggg_ﬁgﬂﬁign.lz

I have restricted my resding of treatises and essays %0 a

few contemporary popular works, avpearing either singly or in

13, Thiz study is available at the University of Illinois
Library.



megarinea:  namely, ccahiered oo lzters? waterinl in the various
% Ei

. . . . ; 13
warazines; fre. S1lis's The Faoily Mompliox a ecoliection of her

very popular The Lothers “ngland, The Yivee of .ngland, Tie

na 1i~h;14 Thackeray's The Book of Snobs; 15 Harriet Yartinesu's
ciety in Amexiea; and Caroline uortan s Inglish dghg.“gg,Ang;
in the Hineteenth Century.

I nave limited myself in objectives. 1 bave not tried %o
make an historical study of the Zarly Vicsorian family as it may
bave existed. I have studied farily 1ife in Zarly Viciorian Lng-
land only =ss it appeared in prose filction and criticism; I have
tried %o discover, thereby, what the writers of the period thought
the fomily consisted in, and what its probleme and ideals were,

I have tried, also, %o discover what criticisma of family 1ife
they implied or stated.

To secommlieh this purpose, I have tried %o describe the
Early Victorian family as it was presented in the novels, showing
its memberghip, its occupations, its amusements, its dubtles, its

phileosophy. This I have tried t0 do largely by gquoting nassages

13. Slliv (ﬁrs‘ barah, The Family Honil He Y.,

14. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, England snd 3he English, Londonm,
: Richard Bentley, 1833, Seoond Ldition.

15, ihm@k&f&?, W. ¥., The Book of Snobs, bound with Qhristmag
Books, ®. Y., A, L, Burt, n. d.

18. Horton, Hon, Mre,, Caroline, English Laws for #
the Hipeteenth Century, London, prin%ed for private
circulation, 1854,




frow the novels; [ have sought the general amony the several, the
rrincivle among the examples. I have iried to show how various
problems and princinles of fexily 1ife were used for plot moterial.
md I have discussed the criticisms made in novels, reviews, and
eseaye o7 this typical family. In this discuscion I have distine
ouished between the criticismse wh}ch approved of the system,
philososhy, o7 order of the typlcal family but decried sbuses and
aberretions within it: =nd the criticisms which in =ome degree
directed themselves againet the philosophy, order, or systen, if-
self. And ! have lagtly considered these criticisnme, and the
comnter-criticiame which they cslled forxrth, in the light of the
contemporary reputation of the novel ns a medius for the expres-
silon of idezs,

I have deemed this study, a¢ [ have limited it, worthy of
trestment for two reassons. In the first place, the Early Victorian
was very conscious of, interested in, snd proud of the family as
zn Enplish institution. Y¥rs, Ellis, at the beginning of her Zhe
Jomen of Englend, proudly said:r

It is the domestic character of England--the
home comforte, and the fireside virtues for

which she is so justly celebrated. These I

hope %o be able to speak of without presump-
ticn, ae intimately associated with, and de-
pendent upon, the moral feelings and pgbits

of the women of this favored country.>’

Bulwer-Lytton, earlier, at the outset of Epgland and the English,

attented:

1?; ‘p. 1.
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Bt your “reellency [Prince Tetlieyrmmd
to whom the work i addressed] has observed,
thet 211 smoneed uz, save those of the high-
est ranks, live very much alone. Our crowd-
ed nertics sre not soelebty; we nrsexble all
our zcquaintances for the pleqqure of saving
nothines %o them. M"Les Anelale,® seys one of
your cogntrym@n, *les Anglnise an% une
infinitt de ces pedit§ uu¢9e“ de conven¥ion,—-—
pour se disvenser de parler.® Our main ele-
#ment is home; and if yon belicve our senti-
mentaliste, we considex-it a wonderful virtue
to be urvhapny snd disagreeasble everyvhere
glse.18 '

And Charles Dickens, in one of his pleas for humaneness and benev-
olence, eguated the love of home with the love of coumiry!

The man of high descent may love the halls
=nd 1rnds of hic inheritznce as a part of
3imgelf; as trophies 07 his birth and power,
his aseociations with them sre nscociations
@f nride and mealth and triumph; the poor
men's attochment to the Senements he holds,
which s%rangere have beld before, and may to=-
morreT occupy asgain, hzs 2 worthier root,
struck deep into a purer soil....

Oh! if those who rule the destinies of
netions would but remember this-~if they
=puld put think how hard i% is far the very
poor to have engendered in their hearts, that
love of home from which =211 domectic virtues
spring....In love of home, the love of coun-.
try hze ite rise, pnd who are the truer pa-
triots or the better in time of need~-those
who venerste the lend, owning its wood, and
etream, and earth, and all that they produce?
or those who love the country, boasting n@t
a foot of ground in all ite wide domnin?'®

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

and increacingly occupied with, prose fiction. Headling sloud in

18, v{:‘1.‘ Iu‘, Pe 11.

19, *‘?ga G%g Curigsity Shop, The Torke of Charles Dickens,
11T, Y. Y., anks, Inc., n,d., Cleartype Editian‘



the ferily-=Troo vrouer ond decorour books, of course-—was o rege-

-
B

vlzr wert of family life. It seems to nme, therefore, that a
] ¥

atudy of what “he Jarly Yicktorinn muibore hpo $a ooy in oanprobo-
“ion or ‘n eriticis of the fasily mirht add to an underchianding

of both the Zarly Tictorisn society =nd 1%e¢ litersture.

20, Fitnese the family readings in:
Yonre, Charlotte H., The Heir g_,ﬁedglgﬁfe, ¥,
E. P? Dutton and Co., n. d., Everyman's Linrpry mditxun,
n. 87,
Bront®, Charlotte, Shixley, ¥. Y., The Mershon Co.,
n. d., pp. 70~75. '
Gaskell, (irs.) Tlizabeth Cleghorn, 3 He Yo,
H, ¥, Caldwell Co., n. d. pn. 32~25.
For further testimony, sce Amy Cruse's The Victorians

and Their Books.

anford




gl H w‘ F",wm )\7;\{ T I

AT BEPQUITICN QF ITS
AT PHILOSOPHY

To epeak of 2 bynieal Bxrly Yietorian family is, of course,
%2 epesk of an hynotheticsl thing. There is at no age, as any
judicions oritic must 2dmit, 2 &Eiiﬁ&l, aversoe, or repreeentative
=nything., ‘nd ye$ one uses, fremiently and felicitously, these
very hterms: representetive, sversge, ty-ical. ‘me fecla that
they have wesaninwe ~hich =re zervieesble ~hen both epeasker and
listener srree in understrnding their limitrnitions and imperfec-
Lisne. lerhans n tysical Zarly Victorian farily never exicted;
one could not bLe cure. Certsinly if it did exist, it was no more
conscious of being $ypicsl than any modern farily would be of be-
inr ty»ical of the prezent period. There were msny and very dif-
ferent kinds of families in the neriod under considerstion. They
~ere made up of neonle who partook in different degrees of intelli-
gence, mhodners, greed, priggisbmess, jealousy, 2nd 211 the other
many aman stiributes. Yet one may speak both intelligently and
intellizibly of a typieal Early Viectorian family. One may do so
becanse many idess, attitudes, interests, beliefs, =nd objectives
=¢re held predominontly among all families, although they rere
certainly not held in cowmon by 8l1l. “hile paying attention to the
many varieties of Enslish family life evident in the works of prose
fiction studied, this present chapter attempte to define the tyne
ical family, to show its form and its function, and to discover

the philosophy ~hich guided it. In this attempt, it permits the
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=orks of wrove fistion theweelves to 2cenk a? wsuch pe poreible.
ey beliefz, oo videly acceztod that any controversion of
ther —nr indeoed = raridy, were the nhilosophical bazes upon which
the connlex structure of the Horly Victorisn family was erecthed.
*he first belief mas velivious; =nd it existed even awong those -
zeazle whoze outword 1ife wee not menifestly relisious. It was
“het esch Derson Lorn inta 3his =orld was 2 eoul accountable %o

God, =nd thet 1% 7238 the dudy of his rarente $o try to make him

de=th, %5 God in heaven.
Helen Funtingdon =ar a duty to God imposed upon her by the
birth of her cghild:

“Hor T &= a wife: my bliss is sobervred, but
not desotroyed; my hopes diminished, but not
dennrted; my fears incressed, but nat yet
%rarauwhly confirmed; and, thenk Heaven, 1
am o mother too. God hee cent me a soul o

educate for herven, =znd given me a new and

ca1§%r Llias, snd stranver hopes to cowfort

"ﬂe . :

¥re, Hawilton, the exewmplary wmother in Home Influence, ex-
pregeed her bhelief in the szme religious duty in her mords of in-
strugtion %o udward, her sistzr's c¢hild whom ehe had taken into
her home nfter his mother's desth:
"...the only safety for the young—-God's
ost Holy Jord. The influences of your
home are based on that alone, my Edward.

They apvear perhaps $0 the casual ob-
server as only love, indulgence, peace,

1. Bront8, Anne, The Tenant of gldfe‘l Hall, #. Y.,
‘h(‘ 3§brqhqn 00.’ n. d" ﬂi N



zoringing frow innocent and
bus thege are mere fiowers
»m one immorbtsl root., In
lone i® our safety....”

“herenzon <he gove hin the Bible o7 her brother, Cherles, to carry
with him even a¢ she had esrvied i+ with her =11 her life. ilse-
rhere the same ¥re, Hesildon enunciated the sare princinie in
aspeskine £n 2 ehild under euspleion for some wild misdemeancy:
"1 am mot =0 wmconsciomable zs %0 ex~
pEet jou %0 have no faults, wy desr child;
211 U with you %o shtend %0, ie move abedi-
ence to my commande...disobedience to me is
zlso disobedience %o God, Tor He has come
manded you to obey your D“r*Q*S and guard-—
‘p?}(}QG"“U
Theee are direch expressions evidencine the authors' con=
sciousnecs of the principle, but an even stroncer testimony to the
univereality of the prineiple is shoom in the exposition and solu-
tiom of various problems of plot snd incident. It was this prin-
civle which gave imnortance 4o the task of styengthening CGuy
Yorvitiele chnraeﬁer;4 tn the reclaiming of erring Frank ﬂazelﬁean,5

irs e 6
and Vivian Caxtony” 45 the devodion of Mary Hnymond to her sadistic

3, Aguilar, Grnoe, Home Influence, s Tale for Mothers and
Daushters, W. Y., D. Axleton and Co., 18914, Hew edition.
P. 429,

3. ibid., =. 17,

4. Yonre, Charlotte, The Heir of Hedclyffe.

5. Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, "Pisistrstus Caxton,® "Iy Bovel'

or Vsr;e+;e§ in Eneglish Life, Landnn, George Routledge

and done, Ltd., n. d., The Stevenage Fditiomn, Vols. I, II,
I1I, 16~18 in series.

6. Lytton, Zdward Bulwer-, The Caztong, A Qggggg Pieture,
London, George Routledae and Sons, Ltd., n, d., The
Stevenage kdition, Vol. II,



»ni the joy suringing from innocent and
hanoy herrhte; Wit these pre mere flowers
anvinzing from one immortal root. In
2pdts nrd slome iz our safeby....!

*herennon che e=vs him the Bible o7 her brother, Charlee, to carry

with bim even as she had carvied it —ith her 11 her life. ilse-

where +the same ¥re, Hewilion enunciated the save princinle in

epesking tn 2 child under suspicion for sove wild misdemeanors

1 am not ¢n unconsciomable as to ex-
nect you to have no faults, wmy desr child;
211 € wizh you to attend %0, is more obedi-
ence Lo my comwmands.,.disobedience to me is
also disobedience %5 God, Tar He has com-
mended you to obey your perents and guard-

s LI
Theese ars dirveet exprescions evidencins the authors' con-
seiousness of the prineciuvle, but an even stronger testimony to the
univereality of the priuneiple is ghovn in the exposition and solu-
tion of vesrious problems of plot anéd incident. It wae this prin-
ciple which gove imnortance to the teck of strengthening Guy

Yorvitielts eharacﬁ&r;é t~ the reclaiming of erring Frank Hazeldean,E

o 8
and Vivian Caydon;” 45 the devodion of Hary Haymond to her sadistic

2. Aguilar, Grace, Home Influence, a Tale for Mothers and
Daurhters, M. Y., DJ. Axnleton and Co., 1914, Hew edition,
p. 439,

3. ibid., ». 17,
4. Yonze, Charlotte, The Heir of Hedclyffe.

5. Lytton, Eédward Bulwer-, "Pisistratue Caxton,® "iy Hovel®
or ¥Yarieties in Enelish Life, London, Georpe Routledge
and fong, Ltd., n. d., The Stevenage Xditiom, Vols. I, II,
I1I, 16«18 in series.

6. Lytton, Zdrard Bulwer-, The Csztons, A Family Picture,
London: George Houtledge and Sone, Ltd., n. d., The
Stevenage kditiom, Vol., IL.
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huebsnd; o the suceoring of the f:1len Lwth; =nd to the final
remorse which settled upon Halvh Niekleby when he discoversd the

besely-abused 9mike to be his own s&n.g

i".b

@%ﬂ seligion pibt ibm (%he arly Tig=
torian} !asstdbe, nach denen er seine lebensg=-

fuhriing gestaltet wnd nach den n er dae cirene

und frexde Handeln beinteilt,l

The second belief, vhich wes slmost universally accepted,

and unon which the gomplex etructure 0F $he Yoxly Victorian femily
was erected, was thet by divine ordinance man had been created s
guperior being o voman, and that gociety, therefore, wes by divine
ordinonee %0 be masculine. In the novels themselvwes, as one would
expect, enuncistion of this principle was almost non-existant; it

war & belief nsceoented rather than discussed. “hen it mas enunciw

7. Gore, (ire.}, Catherine Grace ¥rances, Mapy laymond and
Ckher Toles, London, iHenry Colburn, 1833, Vol. 1.

8. dGaekel?, (Vrs.), Elizabeth Cleghorn, iuth, 7. Y.,
3. P, lﬁtnwm'v ,nn 1308, Fnutsford “dition of The forka
lirs, Gmekell, Vol. III,

9. Mekens, Charles Qg Life and Adventures of licholae
¥ akle“? . ¥ ? a Inc., n. d., The Zorks of Charles
Hckene, GTear?ype “€i+van, Tol., IX,

10. Lanz, Gema, Has wvicho: rianische &egegg;ﬁagz dargestellt auf
_;gg%,gg; Somane, Tubingen, Christiasn Guide Press, 1933,
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3ee also Croteh, i. Telter, Rickens, London,
Chapmen znd Hall, &td., 1913, - %3. Hut Dickene was not
content werely to peint out that Soclety by failing to
educate the young, was in reality breeding eriminals, He
gstruck 2 deeper note when he attacked the cardinal cause of
the whole evil, the doctrine of child depravity whieh had
obtained a firm hold upon the pastors and masters of the
period. The idea of children then paramount was that of
the Hurdstones, #ho would not 1let David play with any other
(sic) becmuse they maintained 'all children to be s swarm
of 1ittle vipers and bheld that they contaminated one
snother, '™
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ated in novels, eviewglanﬁ essays, it was enunciated as s counter-
criticism againet 2 plea for warious womens' richte, As such it
#1171 be diccusced later, A rerding of any of *he novels, DOTEVET,
makee wonifestly clesr the widespread ncceptance of %he jder. 1%
showe that boys and men, their ideas and their actions were the
focus of the novelists' inkterest. -ven vhen the novelist deaslt
seeningly with the problems and vlighte »f & female charscter, he
dealt with those problems and plishts as they involved her rela-
tionship with man or men, generally o2 they concerned her marriace
or ﬁar behavior ac a2 wife. Crroline Helsione epoke the conven=-

tional belief ~hen che c2id to Thirley:

"Shirley, men and women are so differ-
ent: they are in such = different posifion.
“pmen have so few things to think sboub--
men eo meny) you may have 2 friendship for a
man, ~hile he i= almost indifferent to you.
i'neh of ~ha* cheers your life may be depend-
ent on him, while no% a feelins or interest
of moment in hie eyes may hove reference to
you,*11

Frances Trollope gave open recognition %o it in her o~-n voice

in The YViesr of Jrexhill:

Yany female philippilcs have been penned,
I velieve, agains® that manly passion for
superiority which lesds our masters o covet
in a companion chosen for life the tewper of
mind here deseribved (utter dependencel; but
1 am tempted %0 think that thic longing to
possess a beine that wants protection, far
from demonstrating a2 disposition prone to
tyranny, chows a nature disposed %o love and
to cherish, in a manner perfectly accordant
1o thwgmost perfect hesu 1désl of married

1ife.
1. Brontd, Charlotte, Bhirley, p. 178,
12. Trollope, (¥rs.), Frances, IThe ¥Vicar of ¥rexhill, London,

fiichard Bentley, 1837, Vol. I, pp. B4-5.
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b porhens the anplest and clearest enuncirstion of the be-

1

1ief wmust be szoucht in 2 work of non~fiction. In The “ives of
dnrland, the very populsr frs, E1llis stated:

7ith eratitude we ouzht to acknowledge
ounr belief, thet morslly and epirituslly
there ie perfect emality between men and
women; yet, in the character of a noble, en—
liohtened, snd truly zood man, there ie 2
dower and a subliwnity, so nenrly approzching
~het ve believe to be the nature and cspac~
ity of anrels, that as no fesling can exceed,
g5 no lampuare can describe, the degrees of
admiration and respect which the c@ntﬁgpla-
tion of sueh & character wmust excite. v

hven in the complaints of ¥re. Horton, whose notorious divorce pro-
ceedings end whose trials before Hnglish law evoked her startling

and bitter

inglish Lews for Homen, there was a confession of her
balief in the pnrinciple.
®1 verieve in the natural superiority of
man as L do in %he existence of a SGod.
“he nzturel position of a woman i in~
feriority to wman. Amen. That iz a thing
of God's aponointing, not of man's choos=-
ing....1l never pretended to tﬁ§,zild and
ridiculous theory of equality.fl
Consequently, the Early Vietorian family, feeling more or
lees etrongly its responsibility for making its members =cceptable
to 3ociety and to God, and believing in the superiority of man
over moman, sought to achieve efficiency by functioning in accord-
ance with these beliefs. It was, first ond foremost, masculine
and anthoritarian in its government. As Mra. Ellis observed, it

was "unguestionably the inalienable rizht of all men, whether ill

1z, n, 34.

14. srmstrong, “arzaret, Fanny Kemble A Passionate Victorian,
¥.Y., The ¥acmillan Co., 1938, p. 304.
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or well, rich or poor, wise or foolish, o be trestud with defer-

w15

ence, znd =ade wmuch of in sheir omm houscs. Jhen Charles

Jickens, in his persistent crusade agzinst unkindnecs and unlove,
reflected the portrait of the iurdstone faxily in young David's
eyee, he was, of course, bringing his reader %o anger; but, the
anrer wae directed at tyranny in its derogatory sense rather fthan
a4 the idea of authority. For, aside from ite critiecism of abuse,
the nortrait == $ypicall

Tirvness, [ may observe, was the grand
mality on which both Y¥r. and !fise Murdstone
$ao% their stand....Vr. Hurdstone was Tirm;
nobody in his world was to be so firm as Mr.
Yurdstone; nouody else in his world was to be
firm =% 811, for everybody was %> be bent %o
iz “irmess. Yiac fuardstone was AN excep-
tion. $he wmight be firm, bubt only by rela=-
tionship, =nd in an inferior =nd tribuiary
dezree. v mother was another exception.
She might be firm, and must be; but only in
bearing their firmeness, and firmly belifgiﬁg
there waz no other firmness upon earth.

4ven as esch of God's greatures on earth was gubordinate to
God in hesven, S0 each member in a family was subordind® to a -
family lord. In such a family structure, the father was, of

course, the most important member.17 A1l other members of the

15, E1lis, (¥rs.), The ‘ives of Sngland, p. 28.

16, Dickens, Charles, The Personal History gg.ﬂavzd Copperfield
the Youncer, ¥. Y., Eooke, Inec., n. 4., The Yorks of

17. EYlis, (¥rs.), The Jives of England, p. 323 “At home 1%
ie but fittine that the master of the house should be con-
cidered as entitled to the cholce of every personal indul-
sence, umless 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 Tavor, rather

than claimed as = right.*
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foxily chomed him defersnce, Tollowed his w117, snd aduinistered
¥ ¥
5 his comforhe. Such » tyoical feiher wae John Pendenmis:

is far Johm Pendennis, ns the father
of the famrily, =and *hat sort of thing, every-
body had the grestest respect for him: ond
his orders mere obeyed like thoze of the 'zdes
anedl Pereizsne. His het was as wel? vruched,
werhape, 28 that of any men in this empire.
Uis mesle vere served at the «anme minute every
day, ond woe %0 those who cave late, as 1little
Fen, o disorderly little rascel, scmebimes did.
Prayers mere recited, hic letters vere read,
his business dispatehed, his stables =2nd gar~
den inspected, his hen-houses =nd kennel, hie
barn =nd oliostye visited, =1lsc at regular
hours. 4Af4er dinner, he always had 2 nzp with
the $lobe newspaper on his knee, end his yel=-
low bendana handkerchief on his face...mother
»nd child were hushed snd guiet when ¥r,
Pgndennis walked in%c the drawing-room, his
newspaper under his arm....18

Like Jobhn Pendennis, %he typical father decided everything for bis
farily--cverything concerning wmoney, occupation, education, WOY=
ehip, =nd swusement. Like Mrs., Harbottle's father, a bankrupt, or
like Zir George Grindle, he might decide whom his daughter was to

qa _ |

marry.l” He might, like Yr. Cartwrright, direct the making of his
2 ‘

wifels will, 0 Fe wicht, like Theobsld Pontifex in Butler's

reminiccent novel, control 4he petty cash of the household and give

18. Threkeray, Tilliam Makeneace, The History of Pendennis,
his fortunes a%d migfortunes, bis friends and his great-
eet enemy. K. Y., Thomas Y. Crowell and Co., n. d.,
Tfﬁl. x’ })w 166

19. Hook, Theodore, The Yarson's Daushter; s Hovel, London,
ichard Bentley, 1835, Standard Hovels tditionm, Ho. XLVI,
p. 26, and Fathers and Sons, New Yontbly Magazine, Vol,
LIX, {(July, 1B40), p. 281.

20, ?rollope, “rances, The Yicar of Wrexhill, Vol. III, p. 77.
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his =ifs =0 ~llommce for the erxpenditure of which he held her
Al
accountsble. He micht, like Sguire Haszeldean, determine the

officia’ fauily at*itude towsrds 2 rvun-away son involved in a

-

love affair.” He micht, like Zir Georme Heddows, feel entitled

to appropriste hic dauchter’s private inheritance for bis omm use

33

or avuse. He might, like Hr. Home, determine to whom, and when,

”~y

. 24
nis dsushter =wight be permitted to write letters, He might,

1ike Austin Czxton, determine whether or not his wife should suc~-

e
k¥le her child.”S fle might, like the kind Jacob, reguire his

daughter each week to sccount to hixn for all expenditures made

24.

25,

The =y of A1l Flesh, p. 83,

Lytton, .dward Bulwer-, ¥y Hovel, ppn. 72, 158.

Trollope, (Yr=s.), Freances, Charles Chesterfield:; or, the
Adventures of z Youth of Genius, Paris, Baudry's furopean
Livrrry, 1841, p. 214: "'S¢op, Clara! Hefore you snewer
me in such an accent as that, ‘'ecried Sir George, suddenly
interruptine her, 'let me briefly te'? you thet the loan
of the money which I have condescended to suwe for rather
than commsnd--which, as a father, I unguestionably have
the right %0 do--7il? be attended with not the slightest
riek whatever.'®

Bront#4, Charlotte, "Currer Bell," Villette, ¥, Y.,
The Hershon Co., n. d., pP. 342, '

Lytton, idward Bulwer~, The Caxions, p. 13: "'...By the
bye, 7il1 my ¥Yeogilos be brousht un like Hector or
Astyanaz--yidelicet, nourished by ite omn mother or by a
nuree?* ;

#%Thich do you prefer, ¥r, Caxton?' asked Mr, Bquills
vses 'im this I always deem 1t my duty to consult the
wigshes of the gentleman.'®
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through her.gﬁ Fe wizht, like Denby, try to mnke his deushter
fexemplify his idea of ercellence and good government.“g7 He was,
in fact, 4¢he nitimate auwthority in 31l femily matiers.

ind yet, without loeing any of bhis dickatorial powers, he
found it necessery to subdivide his authority for practical pur-
=oses. Hs could, like ¥r, Blaamf%eid, exnect hig wife to keep
house for him, =nd still reserve the risht %o criticize her for
her way of buying fish.ga He gould, like Arthur Huntingdon, e€n-
tTust $he care and eduestion of his small son to his wife, and, at
his own will, 2nd ageinet his wife's, withdraw the son from her
care and %each him to drink and svear with the men.zg In general,
he agreed w=ith ¥re. E114is that the duty of the wife was to be %the
mistrese of the house -- o director or foreman who thought and

ordered what her servsnts should do--2lways, of course, subject to

26. Blessington, {(Lady), Yaregsret Gardiner, The Uoverness,
London, Longman, Orme, Browm, Green, and Longmans, 1839,
Vol., I, p. 337t Jacob explzined to Clars, whom he was
befriendinzy, how he treated his own daughter: "'I re-
quire even my dauszhter Rachael tc render me an aceount,
every week, of all disbursements made through her; so that
thou, who art even =t another daughter unto me...must be-
come punctual snd regular in all pecuniary transaections,'®

a7. Gore, (irs.), Cathsrine Grace Frances gzm;gggggi or Cecil
a Peer, Landén, T. and ¥. Boone, 1852: Second Edition,

28, Bronté, Anne, “Acton Bell," Azpes Grey, ¥. Y., Harper
end Brothers, 1903, The Haworth “dition, Life and “orks
of the Sisters EBronté, Vol. ¥V, pp. 377-9.

29, Bronté, Anne, The ggg§g3;2; %ildfell Hall. See also the
similar situation in the Greville family in Home Influence
by Grace Aguilar,
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ace i bue Tanily was the ¢idezt son, for 1%

progeriies, rights, and control of
should pasz unen his futherts death. His birth indo the world .
vas o crést event, snd gave joy $0 hies whole fawmily, even o an
21d orandfether like ‘v, Pontifer, who had boen "eoeriously unessy
lest there should be a faoilure in the male line of hiz deccend-
aﬁts....ﬁgg Siz o birthk into o Tarily living on its own estote Tas
gcelebrated 7ith rreat pomp and cereaony by 211 the tenantry.
And when he grew up to youne wanhood, he was the

Like young Saroont

20. #11ie, (twe.}, The Jives of !

. Jleraelt, Henjomin, [exl of Deeconsfield, Zybil, or ihe
'ﬂhéz ! ,: ..:. J’.“ P. y, CO.’iC uf"d Gn’ it d.g, Ba L/‘Qg-

22, 5rontéa Charlotte, ”Gurrer Bel,* Jane yre, . Y.,
Uodd, Yead and Co., 1937.,.

32. Putler, Semel, Ihe Hay gf All Flech, pr. 84=5,

34, Gore, {%rs.), Catherine Grece ‘rances, Irs. Arwvytace: or,
Fomale Wom;gwfzﬁn. Parte, G, W, M, waynalﬁﬂ, 1836 p. 128:
“hen Fre, Armybage learneﬁ that her son Arthur's chi1d wos
a girl and not a male heir, she was disappointed. Bhe dew
cided %o keep up appesrance anyway; ui the way im which
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He was the only som, and his sisters were
wroud of him; his father and wmother were
sroud of him: he could not set up his jude-
ment against theire:; he waz proud of him-
zelf, 55

As he metured, he beran %o share powers inm the home, althoush he
remained alwsys subservient to his father. Like Reginald, he mizht
“ehoot up into independence," and show his mother that "according
o the systes of the dresent day, she had lessomns to receive from

her son. $he, a woman, knew nothing of the world, as now consti-

tuted: he, = boy, was comparatively better instructed.“ge He

might, like the model HWamilton boys, undertake some of the duties
of the hend of the house during his father's absence: protecting

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

37

guiéinglthe younzer children. Upon the death of his father, al=-

AN

ghe curtailed the planned festivities was significant.

*The disavpointment of the poorer tenants was, however, of
brief durstion. Yre, Armytare's attention was roused to
the poesibility that her mortification mirht become evident
to the neighborhood, by 2 visit of conmratulation from the
inevitable proprietor of ¥il1-~Hi1l; who mingled with bhis
felicitrtions the expression of an ezrnest hope that the
next child born at Holywell mirht be a boy. OShe according-
1y gave orders that, =lthoush no bells were %o be rung,

nor beacon, nor bonfire to be kindled, all the expected
eratuities should be bestowed, and a1l the preparations for
festivities continued. The ox need not be roasted whole;
but 1t might still be apportioned to the poor. A&fter all,
the 1ittle find their sccount in the ostentations of the

great."”
35. Gnskell, (Mrs.) Elizabeth Cleghorn, ¥zry Barton and Other
Tslee, London, Smith, £lder and Co,, 1906, The orks of

¥rs, Uagkell, Knutaford Edition, Vol. I, p. 76.

38. Gore, (Mrs.), Catherine Grace Frances, The Yan of Fortume,
Lamdan, Henry Colburn, 1842 Vol. I, p. 95. '

37. Aguilar, Grace, Home Influence, p. 77.
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thoush he misht be bub sixteen years old, like Arthur Pendennis,
there sprang up in his breast "s sort of secret triumph and e xl=
tatinon., e was the ehief now snd lord. He was Pendennie; and 211

038 Just as at

rommd gbout him were hie servents and handmalds.
hie birth, so st his coming of age, there was great celebration.
Agrin, if he belonged to a family living on its own estabe, there
wae celebration awong the tenantry, who henceforth would recognize
him as a maniﬁg PFut even as s child, as a mere ghudent under a
moverness or a tutor, and even though governed by his mother, he
waz looked upon as a man~toebe, snd therefore superior to all other
merbers of the family excent his father, He was idolized by his
mother and was senerally, llke Steerforth, aware of her adcratianfﬁ
To a swgeﬁ, 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

whieh the idea of sacrificing themselves

gives 4o certain womem), to think of the
day when she would give up all to Pen, and

28, Thackeray, 7. H., ig, Vol. I, p. 36, B8ee aleo
Trollope, "rances, fizgﬁg £ Frexhill, Vol. I, p. 20,
“the grief of Charles [just come of age--the day before)
was that of a young, ardent, and most affectionate epiris;
tut hie mother and sieters now seemed to hang upon him
=holly, and the Being who alone can read all hearte only
knew hor deep was the sorrow he felt.®

39. Disreell, Benjamin, Earl of Beaconsfield, Tancred, London
¥, %alter Dunne, 1904, Earle Edition, Vol. I, ». 6.
Trollope, Frances, The Vigar of Yreszhill, Vol. I, p. 6.

40, Dickens, Charlee, David Copperfield, p. 383
' "'Ais you are in no hurry, then,' said Steerforth,
teome home with me to Highgate, and stay a day or two.
You w111 be pleased with my mother--she is a little vain
and prosy about me, but that you can forgive her--and she
711l be plessed with you.'"
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he =zhould brine his =ife home; and she

would eurrender the keys and the best bed-

room, and go sit aht_the side of the tsble,

snd ses him happy.4l
From the younmer brothers, snd particularly from the sisters in
the household, he received deference, as will be demonstrated later.

The next in imoortasnce in the farmily were the second, third,

and fourth song. Because they wefé men, they took precedence over
the women of the family, but they were nevertheless definitely in~
ferior 4o the first son, the family heir. They had to find some
mezns of living; the heir did not. They had to seek their fortumes;
the heir did not. As ahildren; they paid deference to their eldest
brother: they yielded to his will and judgment, because thelr par-
ente had educsted them to do so. Even as well=-intentioned a person

as ¥r. Yorke, theoretically decrying partiality, unconsciously

v 43
tzught the coneiliation of the heir. i4s mature men, they fell

a1, Thackeray, 7. 4., Pendennis, Vol. I., p. 89.

42, Bronté, Charlotte, Shirlev, p. 1189: "He is crossed in the
zame-100k 2t his sco»l. ¥r. Yorke sees 1%, and what does
he say? In a low voice, he pleads: ‘Uark and Mertin,
don't anver your brother.' 4ind this is ever the tone
sdopted by both parents. Theoretically, they decry parti-
ality; no rights of primogmeniture 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 2 barrel of gunpowder.
*Concede, conciliante,' is their motto wherever he is con-
cerned.  The republicsne are fast making a tyrant of their
oxn flesh and blood. This the younzer sciong know -and
feel, and at heart they all rebel agasinst the injustice:
they cannot read thelir parente! motives; they see only the

-difference of treatment, The dragon's-teeth are alresdy
sown among ¥r. Yorke's young olive branches; discord will
one day be the harvest.®
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the differsnce between themzelves and the heir perhans even more
severely:
" hy--my father was a gentleman,* said
szremont in a hegsitating tone, "and I was a
younzer son," ,
#Ap)* sald Uerard, "that is as bad as
beine a woman,"43
hey could exvect 1ittle from the oldest brother other than his
aid in obtaininge commiseions for them in the army or livines in
44
the church, and %o him they paid deference as the head of the
family=in=larce,

“he next in importance among the membere of the family w=as

the mother. Her orimary function wag to carry out the wil"' of her
husband and administer to his desires onéd his comforts, =nd she was

nsually content to serve in this capmeity. She eaid that "any man

who wishes to live in decent comfort with me sms a husband must be

able to econtrol meg"@s

“hen che explained to her son what he

should expect of his w=ife, she was nroud to bhoast of what she had

becn to bis father:

43, Disraeli, Renjamin, Zybil, ». 143.
44, Landon, Letitia K., Lady Anne Ursnard; or, Xe y

Apvearance

2eg, London, Henry Colburn, 1842, Veol. I, p, 235:
YOf course her eldest son gets her estates; the youngest

7111 have no*thing. They did very right to put him in the
navy, for the father's services were great, and he ousht
to be pushed, That was a2 matter of chance, however, since
Lord ¥=ersbrook could have done nothing for him; he had

been abroad ever since his father's death.t

Helen looked at Georgiana, and thought sons were very

different to daughters: *if she were as rich as lord
Yeersbrook, Georgisnea would have a fortune tomorrow.

Dear

¥ary, too, who was so poorly, and so kind to severyone, how

delightful 1% would be to make her independent!‘®
45, Bronté, Charlotte, Shirley, p. 429.
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Then you musht fall erch in%o your prop=
er slzce. You'll do your business, and she,
if she's worthy of wyou, will do hers; but i*'e
your businees to plezse yourself, and hers to
nlease you. 1'm sure your poor dear father
was as good a husband as ever lived, =nd after
the first six monthe or so were over, [ should
as soon have expected him %o fly, as to pud
himself out of his way to plessure me. He al-
ways sald I was a good wife, aznd ,éd my duty;
and he always did hie, blees him!®

Zven Miss Hatty, a member of the delightfully fesinine society in
Cranford, though neither wife nor mother, was ready to admit that:
¥a man hes a sort of knowledge of what should be done in difficul-
ties, that 1t is very pleazsent to have onc at hand ready %o lean

upon. " 47 And, like Mrs. "endennig, "she spoke nbout ¥r., Pendennis
{= worthy 1i%%le sentleman enough, buk there are others as good as
he) with am a»ful revercnce, as 17 he had been the Pope of Rome on
hiz Thronme, snd ghe & cardinal kneeling at his feet, and giving

him 1ncense.“48

I'iike the wife of 5ir Abrahsm, she could think her
husband the best of husbands, and be not unbapdy, although he
rarely allowed her to enter his 1ife, which was of the world, and
althougb he did not share his confidences with per.?? Lixe Helen
Huntingdon, she could confide to her diary that she was glad to

have her husband where she could minister %0 bile needs, even fthough

46. Bronth, Anne, The Tenant of Fildfell Hall, p. 44.

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

48, Thackeray, 7. ¥., Pendennis, Vol. I, p. 18.

48. Trollope, Anthony, The Z%prden, K. Y. C., Pratt Institute

Pree Library, 1933, pp. 273=4,



he had oreviously serpreirased uson ner and her child nearly all
the crimes of which husbandbond and fathernood were ca@able.ﬁﬁ
Indeed, her 1i‘e wae one of service %o wan; she was always devnend-
ent upon biw except "in that state in which alone a =oman ceases

to be dependea%wwmidawnﬁad.“SI

She owned no property, and could
lerelly acquire none of her own. Zverything that had been hers
vefore ber warriare, and everybhing that she acqguired or produced
thereafter-~neluding children--belonged +o her husband. Hex

52 the direction of serv-

duties inecluded the bearing of children,
ante, the menazement of domestic economy, and the manavement of
her childrents early eduestion. If her busbend wos a wise and

understonding man, she mishy enjoy bLoth freedom and power in the
dirvection of the domestic ecanumy.sg “he was aided by whatewver

servants she could afford--but, like lres. CGrantley, "inspected her

50. Brontd, Anne, Zhe Tenant of Hall, o. 117.

51. Lytton, Léward Bulwer-, Pelhan or the Adventures of a
Gentleman, London, George iloutledge and Soms, Litd.,
n. d,, ‘he Stevenage Hdition, Vol. XXIV, p, 16.

3::,}. vf’e .

53. “Currer Sell's 'Shirley'," Zhe Ldinburegb Heview, Vol. XCI,
{Jan., 1880), p. 115: "The grand function of women, it
must alwaye be recollected, is, and ever will be, Hateraity:
and thig e regard not only as her distinctive characlter«
istic, and most endearing charm, but as a high and holy
office--the prolifie source, not only of the best affece
+ions and virtuee of which our nsture is capable, but glso.
of the wisest thoughtfulness, and most useful hablits of
obgervstion, by which that nature cam be elevated and
adorned. ... 211 women are intended by N¥ature to be
mothers, .. "

53. Lytton, idward Bulwer~, My Hpvel, Vol. I, p. 371:
filceabocca was g Wise man in this respect towarde his wife,
Jemima. He "ceeretly thought her extravagont, but,like a
wise man, declined o look at the house bills, and a%te his
joint in unreproschful silence.”



Eitehen,. though she hed 2 firste-vete housekesvsr, with eizty pounnds
sz yeor: sad attended tn the leosnns of Florinds and Grizzel, thoush

¥ 54

che had an excellent governess with thirty pounds - vear. Andg,

1ike ¥rs. Pamilton, che consulied with the coverness of her ebile

dren ond directed ber in their educ&tion.ﬁﬁ

In addition %o performing theeg practiesl duties by mesns of

which a women put into nractice the mi13 of her husband, the wife

contriboted to the welfare of the f2mily by her erercise of
delieacy, grece, ornament, patience, éervice«~and the csre of the
=ick. %he "nainted in water-eolours snd sang, »nd made card-racks
end nenbolders, and was ealled sn ‘elemant, accornlished momen, * 456
“ne "rlaved well on the plamn-forte, 2nd better 24111 upon the
herp.  Her volce, thoush not of the fineet oquality, was powerful,
and she had been tausht %o =eke the best of it; her dancing was
exzgeedinmly admired; and she wee one of the most accomnlished
enricaturists that ever sketched eyes, nore, snd ehin.*"7  She
exerted a moral influence uvon her husband, who, in this mercenary
world, was necessarily somewhzt tainted by his daily encounbers

with society in the on*2r world; she brourht him to church, for she

54. Trollove, Anthony, ‘he Farden, p. 124,
B5, Aguilar, Grace, Homeg Influence, p. 335,
56. Lytton, sdward Bulwer-, My Hovel, pn. 77«8. The above

iz a description af‘gra ﬁale.

57. Trollope, {¥rs.), Frences, The Lottery of Harrisge,
dovel, London, Henry Colburn, 1848, Vol. I, op. 13&«%.
The abave iz a desoription of Cassandra de Laurie.
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waa qaick U0 zee hir need for belp.  Bhe erertod o oworal influe-

a

cnee upon her children in “halr 2aely yonrs 20d in their youths
she chielded thew Trom error =md grief ond puided thom £5 welle

+

. 53
seing snd hapiness, She influenced the t=zs3%te and nercedntion

3

of her company by ner refinement and chorm vhich gave "o mrace =nd
flexivilisy %Q Lhe iﬂﬁsilect,“sg Finally, she was slways prepared
%o exercice "woman's lovliesot attribute, thot of a tender and
utterly nnselfish nurge.“ﬁl
Tha denrhiers in the fanily were the next most important
=embera, the eldest one enjoying n superioriiy over the younger

»

Mies Yorleena, *

mrmes,  Like ay the eldest of the fTarily, znd nate
arsl renresentative of her mother during her indlesposition,® she
—auld trcks full echergoe of the younser children, "husiling and
slaoning" thenm zbout so efficiently that her fether would declare
that "in understsnding snd behavior, thet ohlld was a waman,”gg
Zvery daurhter w—as expocted implicitly to obey her pavents, cven
to the extent of refusing to marry until her father's sanction had

€3
been ziven, = She wae the helper and pupll of her mother, upon

58, #11is, (¥re.), The Hor

ef Inclend, nn. 123-20.

53. Aruilsr, Grace, Home Influenge, preface, 1848,

60, Disreeli, Benjawmin, Zsrl of Bescomsfleld, Coningsby, or
the Hew Generation, ¥. Y., R. F. Collier and Sons,
n. d., p. 2356,

81, Aguiler, Grece, Home Infiuvence, p. 86,

83, Dickens, Charles, Hicholas Nickleby, p. 434.

63, Cunnington, €, ., Feminine Attitudes in the Hineteenth
Century, pp. 81, S1.
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rhose oathern oha mn%e‘led hereelf for future wifebood and =other-

nond,  "YHsr 1ife maz wmainly domeetie. She regarded her wmothery

with awe and hey father vith fear: the one inepired her with pity,
£

. B4
snd the other with meeknesa, ™ ¥ith her mother she made charita-

Mg

p-h

vigits *» %the Yeoe fortunate peondle in her »arish teaching

the youns and ecaring for the o1ld and sick. She ministered to the

o
b}

0y

eomforis of the men in the house in any ways she conld devise.
“he e aeeustomed *fo £111 an inferior wnlace, %o zive up, to fall
back, amd %2 ba as nothing in comnarison »ith" her brcthers.ge
LUlke poor 11t%le Bella, she might even be t01ld to keep her young
wrather guiet by nllowing him to con%inue his amusement of pulling
hor hair.67 Zhe might, 1ike 1i*tle Emmaline, believe it her duty
ﬁa protect her brother by taking upon herself the blame for all

his rizdeeds; indeed, the vproblems resulting from such excessive

‘ii

and mizgmided devation were the subject of about ome third of at

;,.J

68
lengt one long novel, Or, 1ike Luecy Grant, she micht constantly
asrve her brother whom her mother aﬁere&, becsuse "To him, and to

his @ood, she wss tauzht to refer every actiom of her 1ife, "S9

64, ieid., ». 111.

65. Lytton, tdward Bulwer-, Ihe Caxtoms, Vol. II, p. E57.
86. Ellis, (Ers.), mmﬁm P. 35.

87. Lytfon, #osina D, (“heeler) Lady Bulwer, Cheveley or the

Yan of Homour, London, Idward Pull, 1839, Third idition,
fel. II p. 164.

68. Aguilar, Grace, Home Influence.

69, kllis, (mr;iké Sarah ¢ txgknif, Fi ggg, 2D djc nks
' Varieties Uharageter, London, Fisher, Hon, and Co.,
n. d. 1846, Vol. I, ?ﬁe E&naginp ?1?9:‘ P. 15.
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Zznerslly, like Jemimn, the l2arnzd £5 nsy Jeference tn her brothe

napket

11%2 1i%tle Wlﬁranse,?

rowmnpTe Treactical and mors sasable minds when in a en2ll way she
whed something outside her urowmer zohere af 2o%i-n snd withe
protherts, such as the readine of the staie of the shere-

. . 70
t2 hzr father, che Ai=caovered her limitations. Certainly,

7
or Amy, = che devoted herself Tholly %o

zm oailiny ov invalid brother, 2nd laviched her love uzor him, Her

1ifs

tteldn 7es marriaze., Tailure to warry mede her = eontinued burden

?

e

*he home wze one of service; the ooal ehe wse ernected to

sn rerpontibility to her warents, en? sfterwerds; 4o her brothsrs,

, 73
into the houge of whor, 1ike Yise Yyrdet-me or Jewime Vazele
% H

. 7
LEan,

4 .
she =izht be introdueed vitp intifferent ~uccegs,

Jervente in the home, =nd sepeeizlly thosse who hod beern ene

k4

rloyed meny yeare, were consldercd glmost ze members of +the farily.

A reviewer of the dny defined their gerera’ ststus Then he rraote:

‘¢ spesk, of course, with reference to
those stromg ties of family attachment
which the many good and {(if well treat-
ed) faithful servants exhibit towsrde the
houee in which they beconme dorieilead,’

0.

7.

wickens, Cleartype Edition, Vol. Y77,
Yonge, Tharlotte, Heir of Redclyffe,
Dickens, Charles, David Conrerfield.
Lytton, “dward Bulwer-, ly Hovel.

¥i*aid Servants®, Fgasgg's Ypgazine, Vol, XXVIII, {¥ov.,
1843), pp. 564~5,
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ometivee they ocve adviee ond gouncel

0 a Terily, of 419 tha f2ithfuY o014 T»11ly —hen the
o D e gpn T A y o 4 % £3 emam 1 £ ,oam o} sty o 73 N o
a7 dwtredueinge Jukh %o the Fenenme ricnde nrace, NG -

timae, Tike "hs foithfl Persotty, *hey enjoyed mover of both love
nd dizel~Tine over tte youne c¢hildren,

“he movernecs; «lthonsh hired 2o 2n ednestor =nd brousht 4o
live in the home, "an of leset renk in the fomily, Aetuslly she

was frestsd se o menisl; sven the servente, arang vhom she —as

76. Uartinsan, Havried, Zgeisety in AMmerics, . 143,
77. #114s, (Urs.), The omen of

78. Goskell, (Frs.), it
73. dickens, Charles, Uavid Lopnerfield.
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=umily ek hed Ti%t%e sower o ddeeinline aver her wirdl oue
e P e - 2 % o om o ¥ Yq o 73 -+
crer her Loy vunile she hed cvern lece, TP thece gherree of
DEts ° 3 K — 1 vy & - PP, - vp Iy mpma gy gn .
vre cutliciently aveilod 40 berin mith, oo they Trormengly
e oient e mede core vneaTorteble then neusle faw ther
KRR oo marh o7 foraentins dhejr cocepnees, Lilg
g R - Al ~ By g
FGEy & bt Ming thet:
ot Mmook o . o
< e
e be wmled, ma b ﬁu&ﬁ set up =28 a2 ruler,
b — "-I L)
7 X

2 Wfeshod 2 Agherine s
an1y his siﬂturs, vut kic zovermes
Dy violend smausl and T a
wme o tall, stromg boy of hie yeara,
aeoss'“ﬁe” no APl flia- iwoamronisnes

- sound ba”e“ on the esr, on sueh Ocewf1ans
@i?u* have 5led the matter essily snouth;
bk 22, in th@t cnge, he mizht make ug 20me
atary %o uis mother ~hick shs -nuld bs =uve
to Lelieve, =23 she had sueh unshs=ken Taith in
biz veraciiy- ~,hangh I had alrendy Aiscovered
it to Lz by no meeng unis peach&ale~-i defep-
~ined %0 refrﬁi from e*riking hiw, even in
zglf-gefenece; snd, in his mosk vinTent monds,
my only ressurce ~*¢ to throw bim on hie beck
and hold hic hends and feet +ill the frenzy
Teg somerhed absted., Yo the difficulty of
aroventing hiw from ﬂoin* rhat he oucht not,
wpe sdded thet of forcine him %5 do what he
ought., Often he would nositively refuse to
learn, or $o revest hic leesons, or even to
took a his book, Here, agerin, 2 good bireh

b Ad

(—lo

80.

Meecinntton, (Lady), The &

erness, Vol. I, p. 71.
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outside the carrioze--"when there wos nothing to zee,

money of

s

N . - LA, . P Y -
ES A R WIS RS Cuilairen. ¢ Ta miiht e Ol
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Sooet ug oon ntermmeio in the oland gestin g feive of
873
ALY £ . P N L B o M
syere. Like Loulss, sbe misgkd e reguired to lend her

i

viricus te ber enployer--vho

ol U 5G Gavmy

wmbrel Tae” whenever she walized with wenmbers of She

snd, #nen the fanily $ravelled, she occupied @ seat in
the carrizge Ti5h her back to ihe norses, or she s&at

wnt omueh o

81.
83.

83.
84.

Hronté, ‘me, immes .rey, P. 380,
Jl&k@}l Sharles, Zhe oife zpd sin

Gyen
L, “ooks, Imnc., n. &,, ‘The - ng‘ i?" C’g sples

; a, Vlesrtype .dition, Vol. iI, p. 580, Tom ezplained
suth's difficuliics ae a soverness: - ' 'Ghe is as well bred,
as well taught, as well qualified by nature t0 command re-
spect, as any hirsr of a governess you kmow. Hubt when you
place ber a: a disazdvantasze in reference to every servant
in your house, how can you suppose, if you have the gift of
comaon sense, that she ls not in 5 %enfold worse position
in reference to your daughters?'®

Blessington, (Lady), The Govermess, Tol. II, pp. 145-8,

E11lis, {¥re.), Tempexr and Temperament, ®"The Imprisoned
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g : . ] ,
be endured,” Her 1ife woe rostricted almost wholly to her occu-
prtione within Yhe home, Torx she weo perwitted few vacstions; she

rermired %> be sveilsile for dutiez at 317 times; she was

seid very 1ittle abave her boasrd znd room: she was not allowed to
I ¥

entertzin visitors; she was restricted in her narticizetion in

activities even »ithin the home which she served. She miecht find,

Tike ~uth Jinch, thati

e lady of the eskablisheent waz curions

in the natural history and habits of the
animal called Governess, and encoursred her
daughbers to renort thereon whenever ogcca—
cion served; which wew, in refersrce %2 511
parties concerned; very lszudsile, izproving,
and alenemmt,

Her pozition wae ecertesinly not an enviasble ome.

Just ge tue Tamily itsel? wac mosculine and avthoritarian in

its government, &1 was the femily-in-large to which the individual

fanily belonced as 2 member and to which 1% looked for rid and

sreferqent, Like the House of onfort, the fanily-in-lsrze oftens

zade 1% = rule thet 211 admitted o be mem-
vers of the family should help each other;
that the head of the House should never, if
it could be svoided, suffer any of its
branches to decay and wither into poverty.
The House of Yonfort slso held it a duty to
focter and make the most of every species of
talent that ecould swell the influence or
zdorn the snnal¢ of the farily. Having rank,
havinT wealth, it zought z2leso to secure in-
tellect, and to knit together into solid
union, throughout a1l ramifications of kine
ship snd couwinhood, each variety of repute

8.

Ivid., p. 38,

See also Fronté, Anne, Aspes Urey, p. 423.

88, Dickene, Charles,
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and 1w

tree o

Tay thet could root the ancient
ore firuly in the 1lsnd, 87

sorunlly, the oldesteon waz posses-or of the properdty, or of the
ezt te 17 there wss one, and woe head of the fa-ily-in-lerre. Ao
hesd of the fonily=in-laroe, he received deference from the peonle
wotne other meaber families, often from those much bic senior in
yesre, Gike Besenee Hewcome, he migh%>be en odious ﬁerson,ga or

\ . ' 88
like Arthnr Fendennis, a thoroughly likeable one; but in either

&

cace when be bocsmme head of the Tamily, he reeceived deference from
nic zunts, uncles, and cousine alike. Xver the werlthy snd haughty
Vre. frrybsoe herself, "stronyly atbached o her own family and
ite intere«te, and rerarding Sir Jobhn tsudsley as head of the
hovze, and heire-pezeusmpbive to Holywe'l in ease of failure of her
s™n iswue, entert-ined = hish remard for hin and all his genera-
tiagtawﬂ

Conzgiousnes” of the fa ily-in~lrroe, and the tyrieal pride
in family helped %o secure the individual apains® complete dis—
aeter when his member fanily suffered misfortune; for the family-
in-larre cup~lied deficiencies within mexber families. In the

fanily lzckine a father, and having no son sufficiently zromm to

87. Lytton, nhdward Bulwer-, Jhat ¥ill He o It?, London,
zeorze Routledge and Sons. Ltd., n. d., The Stevenage
“ditiom, Vol. I, II, pp. 404~5, Vols. 27-28 in Series.

88, Thackeray, Filliam ﬁakayeasé, The Kewcomes, Hemoirs of
& ost Respectable Pamily, Boston, Estes gnd Larriat,
1883, Thackeray's Complete Yorks, Vol. I, The Peoples
8g, Thackeray, ¥. M., Pendennis.

80. Gore, (#re,), Ers. Arvyiaze, p. 47.




3
3

»
¢
&

B

seke hiz place, one or mors brothers of the widow's husbend ad-
viesd ond eiided her, Thus, "sjor Pendennis was sumroned from
the comfort of his Lowndonm 1ife to z2id Helen Pendennis vhen her
very youns son, Arthur, wao on the verme of = mesallisnce, to

%

md, the wretehed child $5 pive up thie wost denlor-

"entreat, cow
able resilation, " Thuz, thoush with less affect on and »illino-
nese, Hel h Hickleby arrsnred the destinies of bisz brother's widow
and her tw»> ehildren, brought thew to London, and stteupted to
free himeelf of thelr incumbrence by placing both Hicholme and
Erte inm no=itioms where they ecould be self«sugnorﬁing.gg

Similorly, in 2 200y l=cking = mother, unbil the father
remarrisd, one OoT moreé sistere of the wan wicht sesewme the mother's
mosltion; often a sister was introduced into the homs, the wife
stil® living., Thus Ethel iewecome, despite her complete contempt
for her brother Barnes,'entereé hie home after his divorce had
been sranted, because she felt that she could be of service to

a3

Barnes's children, Thus, 2lso YMrs. Chick was establiched in the

. , 94
houee of the dyinz ¥rs. Dombey, and Nise Murdstone in that of
- 95
Jdavid'e remarried mother,

The family~in-large also zided or supnoried bachelor members

91. Thackeray, T, M., Pendemnnig, Vol. I, ». 4.
93, Dickens, Charles, Hicholps i

3. ?haéketay, . Y.y The Hewcomes,
94, Dickens, Charles., Dombey and Son.

g5, Dickens, Cherles, David Coprerfie
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Tike Aurustur Jmlevie, wmaiden sisters like Jemimn Hazeldesn,

e

7

aud orshemed nizees oy mevhews like imnes "illouvhby, Mory sinyusond

i - . N , 28
Guy ‘orville, snd Jovid Co-perfield, Aeedy relotives of the

Ced

wife very rarely, s=nd then only by suffrance, were sided or =up~
ported by the family. The responsibility for thews lay with the
farily to whichk the wife had belonzed before her wmarrisre., Thus,

Y

such a2 eas¢ az thet of Uncle Jaek, Urs. Caxton's enthusiastic,
’5

fﬁo

imonracticel brother, is =zlmost alone.,”
“he tyricsl family, ne 2 wnit, observed the dewmands and re=
suiresentes of the Chureh. "The Church, when =1lied with the State,

asrumed dominion wat only over it (worriase] but over the Home as

a6, Trollane, Prances, The Lottery pf Mo . Julian, the
heir, sup-orted %uﬂustug, his cou@in, until his {Aurustus's)
marri=ce; after the marrispe, Julian settled & 400 a year
unon him.

37. Lytton, idward Bulwer-, iy Hovel. Squire Hazeldean, her
ura*h@r, voarded her in his home rent free, gsve her a
dowry, and o7Ticiated 2t her wedding.

98. Trollove, (dre, ), “rances, The “idow Esrpaby, Londom,
A11iaw Glaisher, n., d. Agnes was supporied alternately
by her oreat aun® Betsy and her aunt Barnaby.

Gore, (Hre,), Hory Raymopd. Mary was adopted by her
uncle and married off as =oon as possible,
Yonze, Charlotte, The Heirx g&_ﬁegg;¥$gg, Guy was taken

into the home »f the gdwnnmtanee and treated zo one of
their own children,

Qiek&ns, Charles, David Covperfiel
into the home nf his great aunt
adonted him.

; David was taken
tsy Trotwood who later

-

99. Lytton, Hdward Bulwer-, The Caxtons. Uncle Jack was token
inso Justin Caxton':s ho&e, supnﬂrteﬁ, and treated as a
member of the faxily.
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1y resdine of prayers by the hoad of

the house

e the azsemblage of the entire farily =nd thelr servante ==e

comesy

- d2 not sneer at the pnrpase for whieh,
ﬁ+ thnt rhiming eicht=o0'elock bell; the
househnld iz ealled %omether. The urns
=ve hivsing, the plate is shining; the
fathier of the houcse, stondine up, resds
from = ¢ilt ook for three or four minutes
i measured cadenee.,  The mexbers of the

yeily 2re =round the f£able in on attitude
of degcent reverence; the youncer Chiu iren
whisner rec onses at their mother's knees;
the msoverness worshipe a 1i4tle zpert; the
zaids snd the 1ﬁ rre footmen sre in o clus-
ter before the chaire, +the nmmer cervanis
serforving thelr devotion on the other side
o7 the side-borrd; the nurce whisks about
the uneonscious 1»@%~bmru, =g _tosses it up
and do-m durins the ceremony.t

whole fawily was religiows in itz chureh attendnnce;

Lytton noted:

¥any a husband and wife, like ¥r. and ¥rs. Garnct,

It anpears {(and this is hishly satis-
faetcry) by this evidence on Sir A, ignew's
Oovmittee, that the sabbath ic generslly ob~
served by all orders exeept the noosrest, that
churches are filled as s00n a8 built, and
that even those eeate reserved for the work—
ing e¢lasses are usually thronged.102

ae Plwgre

Teent out to

church every Sunday moranins 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 bad but one--went to church in %he after~

noon , about which =he was always regularly cuestioned, even to the

100,
101.
102.

Fuseell,

24

Thackeray, 7. ¥., The Heweomes, p. 150.

Lytton, kdward Bulwere,

P. 323.

frances, Bztize in the Vietorian Howel, pp. 1813,

England and The Epslish, Vol. I,
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Howrh, v Yhed Shey 4310 thelr dulty as Jhristiasns, these Torihy
7,1@3 v, v A . S . " . S A 3 4«.", o
pogsle, w¥en the servantse were o'ien reouired to join in the
104

The wousn of the family performed officez of charity in the

1y Sveringham, they superintended schools, orzan-

ized ssecietler for reliefl, and gove their personal attention to
"individusl cases of suffering or misfortune,” "melied the obdursie,
in=pirved the =lothful, consoled ihe ef?lieted, and animated with
her emiles snd resdy phrase the enersetie and the dmtiful.“leﬁ
*he younz oirl growing up in the Tamily luarned %o ®bhecome serisus
and religions,” "tend schools and visit the poor,® and be "kind to

. 10
her mother snd brother,” 100

Fyen & fandly whosze womeén menbers
=were primarily interested in worldly veslth, respectability, and
arpesrance=, maintained the pretense of relisious conformity. s
hanrhty = woman ss Lady Anre Grensrd, wbo kept up appearances at
a1l costs,; =supnlemented her remulsr znd fachionrils ahtendsznce of

church by parbicipation in the fanciest of a1l religious charity,

103, #1148, (Hre,), “The Imprisoned Iind," Temper and Tem-
perament, Vol. I, on. 173-4.

104, Dickene, Charles, X by, p. 176, Tom, read-~
ing an sadvertizgemnent for SEIVants, noticed the require~
menta: **'Three serious footmen...Cook, housemaid, and
nursemnid; each female servant reﬁuireﬁ to join the
Little Bethel Congregztion three timeﬁ every Sunday-e
with a serious footman, If the cook is more serious than
the footman, she will be expected to improve the footman;
if the footman it more serious thsn the cook, he mill be
expeched to improve the cook.'™

105, Dieraelil, Benjemin, Conincsby, ». 138,
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Yhe fancy fﬁirzgzhich ran ebout =g usefu) as the intense miesionsry
14
retions of o Mpe, Jellyby.108
The ftypies’ Taclly etrove 40 be eonventisnel ne well as nious,
an therefore =meoerbable 4o %3ciety.1ﬁﬁ It tried %0 live 2% i4s
srener exete level; for to pretsad alsve 14w renk wes 4o musstion

and orae bhoveFfores einfal, The wihals of

wae direched arzinst 2 poman's ene

deavar; nobt merely fo rige In the world, 'ut btz live above her
i I

I I . . f s , L
cacte, “he most foreeful cyoreccion of this accentsonee of the

1‘3?0 I " % ?"], .L, "'* 2 § ; 5 st X \‘) . II, ?}Q 168’
uar% \eer~br:ak @ u€+wrney nescr1bna the Tancy fair wost
=utlys "'4 faney feir is o ne~ kind of charity, my lord;

or, etrictly Qp&*kiﬂﬁ* & new mode of dispensing i%, by
emnloyine the wite and fingers of our wives -nd 2aurbhers

in making 811 sor*s ~f fidfade, which furns yaux house

1n+q = Prbe), sends your "erV?ﬁte to Ackerwann'e, or the
neberdasherte, tenm times = aag for coloured peper and

ﬁﬁ“%ebaﬂrd Taney edoing, bezds and brald, card-racks and

hs n@-creea¢ d42%1s' heads and aurse-cl«sps*wzn short,

things i thowut end, a¢ I know to =y sorpow.t?

sﬂr a det=iled gic ;ure gf 2 Taney feir, see TFrances
Trollapets Zhe Yiear of 7

108, UDickens, Chrrles, E}ﬁggﬁug Booke, Tng., n. d., _n_e
‘otks of Chorlec’ Dickene, Cleartype Edition, Vol. X7iI.

109, Perhaps as cood » definition of Society in tte ;arly
Victnrian sense as any I know is the brief one in frances
Russell's Zstire in the Victorien Novel, p. 181:

" By ﬁoriefy is meant that powerful but intangible
influence that hos 2 name but no loesl hsbitetion. It
iz in effect a federntion of homee, orwwwiﬂed on the
caste systern., Enowrn as 'f?ﬂbwonﬁbTe ' or ‘polite,' ite
concern ic with the lighter otde ¢ man*v 1ife; with his
recrestion if a worker, or his amusement i° a drone.
In view of the faet that it is perticularly the feminine
dowain, with the ecorollary that Yoman'es Place is in the
Home, She, as a satlrized clase, belongs here a=z anpropri-
ately a= anywhere."

110, Landon, L. E,
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cnste system, however, was not given by *he novels, but by the
politieal economy of the day. The overworked and underpaid
laborers, child and female factory laborers, and the economiec sys-
tems of laissez faire and laisser passer asttested to an acceptance
of a belief wmhich ﬁdvelists 1like Dickens {in Hard‘Timeslll),
Charlotte Brontd (in Shirley), Disraeli (in Sybil), ¥rs. Gaskell
Barton =md Ruth), and Charles Xingsley {in Alton Locke
and Cheap Q;ggggg_agﬂ,gggzz},llz crisd loudly ssainst as a diabol-
iczl id€e fize in the mind of Society.

(in Hax

To live below its rank was slso to sin, and to be irzespon-~
gible to Hociety. Eveﬁ such a mild and delightful'sbeigty as that
at Granfaré prided itself on its aristocracy, and refused to
ascociete with members of a shop-keeper, and hence Iawer,elasg‘llg
The ideal procedure was nelther to presume, nor %o neglect the
duties becoming one's station, but to maintain one's rank or im-
prove it. In the Soclety-consciocus world of Early Victorisn Eng-

land, whose great deity was gamman,114 the nearest means of im-

111. Dickens, Charles, Hard Times for These 1§§g, Ha Yoy

Books, Inc., n. d., The jorks of Charles Dickens, Clegr=
type Edition, Vol. XII

1a. Eingsley, Charles, } ;ggg Locke, Tailor and Poet, An
Autobiography, London, Hacmillan and Co., Ltd., 1811.

bound with Cheap Clothes and Nasty.
113, Gaskell, {iirs.), Cranford, pvp. 11, 21.

114, Lytton, Edward Bulwer-, EZngland and the English, Veol. I,
p. 120. As early es the beginning of the period under
consideration, Lyttag~noteé the Mammon worship which
Thackeray, the Brontés, Kingaley, Carlyle, and many others
were to declare againet: "As the first impression the
foreigner receives on entering England is that of the
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oo’ oF onets fa-ily
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g. Like Trzyomion,

#oven with enbition vicht marry o fordune %o bezin his cszreer os

& stategran ~nd then give his daurhter in warriage n order to

farther hio ¢areer by means of "the ollisnce of that house in

115

~axlznd which is =09t neecessory® to him. Az Thackeray wisely

observed,

elevetion

“he romentile view 2 oo

the number of marviapes made for the purpoze of cocial

waa eoanalline

he sgid:

ery woman and =an in this kinzdom,
who hag 2014 her or himeelf for money or
no=ition, == ¥r, Pendennie was sbout to do,
wauld mt purchase a cony of his menoire,
what tome o7 volumee ligasrs, Smith, “ldew,
and Co., would sein. 1)

rriage for love wes one whieh the novelist

]
b

repentedly had %0 justify. Convention thought the idea foolish;

suceescfnl marricree were matters of cold reason, not of emotion.

Az the cura*=z “slone ¢a2id in agresiny with Yoore:

If there is one notion I hate more than
=mether, it is %thst of marrisse; I nzean
marriaze in the vulzar, wesk sense, as a
mere mabfer of sentiment; t+o besgaxrly
"o0le acreeing *o unite their indigence by
some fentastic tie of feeling--humbug!
fat an sdventagious conneetion, such as
can be formed in consonance with dienity
nf views, snd permenancy of <o0lid intereste,
is not so bad--eh? 117

evidence of wealth, so the first thing that strikes the
moral inguirer into our soclal system is the respeet in
which wmealth is held: in some countries Pleasure is the
idol; in others, Glory, and the prouder desires of the
world; but with us Yoney ie the michtiest of a1l deities.”

115, Lytton, idward Bulwer-, The Caxtons, p. 263.
116, Vol. II, p. 358.
117."  Eromté, Shirlev, p. 19.
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The tyriesl fomily misht el say *I1% e noblel!? an did Hrs,
sdronstone when ¢he thourht thsat her nevhe~ Philin was holding
hiwmeelf a2loof = =mae attewnpbing to svold Laura beecsuse he found

- ; sy L1
hizeelf in love wifth her; she rich, he noor--g mere caphain, 18

tal

In s8d04%

2
pedn

an 3o livine a% itz proser cashte level, the indi-
vidusl Tacily tried 0 make 1teelf apeceptailie t0 “oclety Ly pre-

a ters in very gresnt use

s ong the derly Yictorians, fdccordine t2 2 story entitled "le-
]

N . . . 18
epectability. & “keteh," the respectable wmas the profiteble;
¥ ?

according to Bulwer-Lytton, "the current meaning of ‘resnecia-
bility'! w2y certzinly exelude virtue, but never a decent suffi-
cigncy of wcnlth.ﬁlgg According ko Disraeli, respectability was
”realizing,ﬁuch an arount of whet is tersed Characher by & hypo-
critical deference to the prejudices of the cormunity as »may
en~ile them, at suitable Simes, and under convenient circumstances
and discuiser, %o plunder the public.”lgl

7o preserve this respectability, the family had to do several
very definl*e things, and to avold doing others. Tt had %o maine
tain finaneial stability. Father and sons had to aroid wasteful-

132
nece, onvine, nroflisaecy, and other vices vhich destroyed wealth.

8, Yongze, Charlotte, The Heir of Hedelyffe, ©v. 139,

118. Yraserls, Vol. X7I, {(Oct., 1837), p. 417.

120, Knsland and The Lnglich, Vol. I, pp. 31-2,

izr. Disraeli, Benjamin, Coningsby, p. 391,

122, E11die, (irs,), The fives of Enzlsnd, pp. 56, 60-83,
According to Mrs. Ellis the two qualities in a husband

-of whieh the wife micht have the greatest dread were
speculating or gambling, and intemperonce.



Younzy men like Guy lorville, -rank and Seruel Poaole

had %o be rezeued from debd snd dissipstion. The momen in the
Tzeily helped %o wmsintrin financial =4ability by avoldins extrave
agsnoes = Ly mroeticing domestic economy. Like iss Matty
Jenkyne, “hey wicht practice economy in small matters as well ae
in larre ones; they wivht be careful snd chary in the use of c¢rn-
ﬁles.lg@ nd yet, the fouily had to keen up apnesrsnces--like
Golonel Fomrley, who "so suceessfully schieved the difficult art
of unitine ecﬁn§my with ehow,® thot it wae 4177icult o oive "=n

- . ; . . 4 125
idea o7 the extent %o which Oolone' Pompley made his income zo T

o o o 12¢
211 membere of the fauily hed %o drest nroperly, 58 for dress was
imrortoamt for apcenrraces; and in genersl they had to apsear ele-

gent and refined in all that they did. Like Micse Fole, they might

o

mocestly sry of themselves, "I imagine we sre none of us vhat ma
L]

be eslled rich, thoush we all pocsess = zenteal competency, suffie

123, in: Yonge, Charlotte, The Heir of Hedeclvffe. :
Lytton, Edward Bulwer, My lovel and _“hat 11 He Do
Jith Ig?

124, Gaskell, (¥re.}, Cranford, vp. 89~20.
“ee also:'Fronté, Anne, Acmes Grey, in which Acnes de-

cseribed the economies of her parents'! home: p, 380:
#Our clothes were mended, turned, and darned to the ut-
most verge of decency; our food, alwaye plain, was now
simplified to an unpreceded degree--except my father's
fevorite dishee....®

125, Lytton, tdward Bulwer-, ¥y Hovel, Vol. I, pn. 385-86,

128, Lytton, Idward Bulwer-, Fhat Jill Do Fith It?, Vo1. I,
Pe 131. Darrel? revrimended Lionel for not dreceing for
dinner: _

"Fo, 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 himeelf down below the


evor.it

cient Tor btastes that are elezant snd refined, and would nok, if
they could, be wvuloarly ﬂ@:mﬂ@&ﬁiﬁ&%.ﬁlg? The wodest and discreet
slessure of feoling zo reopectable wo» one of the rewards of
Hespechailility.

fa preserve resnectability, the fomily had $o mainiein a
reoutatoon o?vgezual norality. 4 voman not only lost caste irre=-
trievatly for herself by being free in love, like the helples
child “uth, =ho had $o suffer 217 her 1ife for having bzen seduced

28

and bg,rnyed, at ohe logt caste for her family a8 wmell. Of

cource, the Towily like the Avenels, used 21) means to avoid the
dirorsce, snd used zny lies or nmretences whick they $hought might

. 12
zerve to prevent = lo=g of gnghe. ° A women aleo lost caste both

ghandard of his oon rank. I7 2 kiny could bear $o hear
that he was anly 2 ceremmnia 3 a private gentleman may
remember that there iz but = ceremonisl between himeelf
snd--nic hattertt®

127. gaskel?, {(Yre.), € 8, pn. 283=4,
128. Gasnkell, (I ‘re.), Juth. Ruth was sywpathetically treated

in the novel., Although she met friends in the Henoons,
she was oguickly lost, and csst out by the neighborhand,
~=hen her secret wase at lagt discovered. Exarnles 1like
Huth and Mre, Barton®c sister {in the came author's Mary
Berton) are few in the literature of the period, for
fa?len women were not. proner subjects for any congider~
tioh. oven a pale ploture like that of Nancy Sykes,
(in Charles Dickens's The Adventures of QOliver Trist, H. Y,
Books, Ine., n. d., The Znrks o7 Charles Dieskens, Clear-
type “éiﬁxan, Vol. V.) 28 we chall see later, met with
disapprobntion,

129, Lyﬁuon, idward Bulwer-, My Hovel, Vol. II, p. 77:
Lennie learned, after re nding Avenel's letter, that he
was the =on af the dead Fors, sister to Jane whom he had
271 along thought his mother. He was embittered by the
letter and swmore thet he would keep out of the Avenel'ls
way =nd not eully their reputation. As it =211 turned out
in the end--happily, of course--Fora had been married,



2

her o ond thet of her f2mily--by even polifte assoeiction with
imoroler peroons.  Like Hlonebe Awory, =be eould not with Lnpunity
be secy tatlking t0 "aen widh <hom no zir) showld heove on Lintinacy,®

for "Un s d mother would let her daushiter know those nen, or ade

. . 1=, en
w1t thew within her doors.® ™ Ho% osnly, like Censrve, would she

su "fer Dy accesSing wrocents from a wan 4o whom she 788 not oven
but, 1ike Uary Barton, she had $o remain wodest and
waitine even thourh the man = nobt likely 4 make a second declars
tiom 2F love, becruse she had misunderstood and refused bis first
one. I” she was enmpletely delicste and respectable, she wes
not forward even in hsr thourhts; she followed the adviee which
Helen's am® ~sve her niece:

"I% i not, indeed, to be supposed thab

your mould Mign o marry any one, %111 you

are arked; a mirl's affect inc should never

be -on unaaumht. Hut vhen they sre soucht-~-

when the citadel o7 the hesrt iz fairly be=

slezed--it is ant to surrender soocner than
the omer is aware of, and ofien arainst

tut had died befsre her marriasge had been disclosed to her
family; her husband; 2 man of ﬁomi*ian, had no* known of
%h@ birth of the child. “hen Kora's family, ascuning Hora

a fallen woman, had buried her, they had given the child
ta her sister who had passed 1% off as her o'm snd her
husband's., Thie had been done for the sake of respecta-
bility.

130, Thackeray, 7. 4., Pendeannis, Vol. II, p. 309.
131. Bront8, Charlotte, Villette, p. 84.

132,  Gaskell, {(Xvs.), lary Bartop, pp. 151, 163, 201. Ulti=
mately Mary Barton did receive another proposal from Jem,
which she agccepted eagerly. But she had long feared that
she would not receive one, for she had denied him once.
Lven bslieving that her hopes were small, she felt that
she gould not take the inlative end explain herself to
Jem,
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hoer better judguint, and in opnozition io
13 srecomeelived ideass of whet ghe

ave loved, mless she be extrenely
sne diserees, 123

wr duty, as a vife, %o love her
4, bubt it = her dng‘, 28 a lady,
ko do 80 7ithou' pession.ll

Althourh the men in the family were perritied sowe latitude
in their sexusl conduct, they mere permitted no involverents be-
ca2use o this freedom, for zn involvement entailed » loss of caste,
hen yommr Carvson $014 Mary tihst he Q%ﬁauﬁht we could be houny
enouzh without mareiare,” he did not fear that his fanily might
think or epesk harehly nbout bimy; but when he nroposed marrisge to
her beczuse she would not yield to his proposals of illicit love,
he could merely hope that "in a year or tmo my father »ilil forgive

1 5 & k? > 3 3 .
26.#13%  gre itpe, Bellingham, a mother might tolerate her son's
affair =ith o sizisen-year old oirl, but be outrsged at +the very
idea of a comrection.
‘e may as wel* drop all dispute as
t2 the younz =woman's mannere; but I eupvose
you 4o not mean to defend your connection .
with her; I supnose you are net so lost to
811 ezense of propriety as %o imagine it fit
or desirsble that your mother and this de-
rraded girl chould remain wnder the ssme
roof, liable to meet at any hour of the
day? 128 : '
To preserve respectability, members of the family had to ful-

£11 some intellectusl requirements, Like Jane Hruff, each woman

133, Bront¥, Anne, The Tenant of Fildfell Hall, p. 103.

134. Cunnington, C. 7., Fem titudes in ihe Hineteenth
Century, p. 108.
135, Gaskell, (Hrs.), Hary Berton, DP. 156-7.

138, Gaskell, (¥rs.), Ruth, p. 89.
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in the house endeavored to be "nerfectly well versed in all that

iz now considered absolutely ecssential to the educstion of a young
- lady...competent as s scholar, z lingutet, an artiét, & muasician,
and even if it came to that, as a *philagaphex*.“ES? For just as
it was always the woman's duty o0 charm the guests and visitors of
the family, it was also her duty %o entertain them. And, like Urs,
Sherrick, formerly‘a famous opera star, snd now married to "3 man
of spirit” who absolutely forbade her %o sing in public, she was
more than welcome to perform for gueste in her busband's hcme.158
The men in the family were educated in the conventional way: first
a tutor, then a Public School, then the Umiversity, and then a

‘501&1‘»139

To preserve respectability the family had to entertain proper-
ly, showing benevolence by its condescension to those benesth it,
and modesty by ite 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.

"A 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 necescary 2 wife deo-
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, Fathers and Sons, New Monthly Hagszine, Vol. LVIII,

(Wovw., 1B40), p. 299.
138. Thackeray, 7. ¥., The Bewcomes, pp. 336-7.
138. See below, pp. 53~55.
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the sevors’ mucsits.,  Uremiently, ond nartienleorly

Y

= 1ioan wan introduced +to %he

comnonys #ny ynuruni, exobie, or ﬁ@*ﬂ%?ﬁ werems The place of
4§ & 9 oy

o s - Cotedenny o . 142
the Tion in Toclety =or bo4h arz*ic:ze& and eadirized. “onde-
142, Lybhom, Ldward Sulvwer-; Thet 0111 He o Atk Ix?, Vo1, 1,
wy. 478B-6,
141, Hlernell,

sTe 1ike 4.
haya tnsp o

ewaply,
14‘3. l H ”tf ”!‘1 ?v» "0’ AJ’”\ T f’-»ﬁﬂe {""2’41'1“3‘1'@. ‘;?"’31.: Y’ :Qa gls»
renta, of 211 thinrs, come kind

nhoe e (Lw*y ‘nne)
£ liom, ‘eoried Helem,' o Turk, or = iajah, drecsed in
n, ™ho eots with hi@ fin@era or she would »ut up
li“h a distincuished suthor, 1 bel;eve, if she ecould et
one; or the Chinese lady, or o “elch hﬂrpcr, 17 he had
white, ¢ilky hair. Bhe would rather have Sir “illism
Hongyrood Hales Courtenay *than anybody, a vrea* deal* but
ke ig in prison, and they *an’t let him out, dear heart!
“het with hic moustachios, his long beard, hi° richly
eniroldered crimson dresz, and hico 'nl4sse cross and
sword, he would be invaluable.'®
@?hcr amasing satires uron the soecial lion mpy be found in

Trollope's Charles ggeg+erf;§1g, Elenrington s The Goy~
egrness end Thackeray's The Hewmcomes.
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zeension to inferiors, too, was necesssry, for kindly condescen~-
gion wae n certain indication of gentility. It was graceful "to
acsume the dignified, yet patronizing sttitude, to which none but
the leaders in cociety have sny rightiﬁlés Like ¥re. Hickleby,
the whole family should take the initistive in recoenizing its in-
feriors, thereby pubting the inferiore at their ease snd shoring
them that it wss "willing $o take notice of" them,léé Conversely,
thoush of course wmithout presuming, it should put itself in g
position to be taken notice of by its superiors.

Having very definite objectives for itsel?f and its members,
and feelinz the strength znd right of Comvention, the femily re~
gquired a conventional system of education for its children. At
home, both youne bLoys and girls were taught simple reading and
sriting, 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
2 governess to educate their childrem in the pursusnce of definite
and somewhat superficial objectives:

For the girls she [¥rs. Yurray] seemed anx~
ious only to render them as superficially
attractive and showily acecomplished as they
could poesibly be made, without present trou-

ble or discomfort to themselves; and I was
to aet accordingly--~to study and etrive to

143, Trollope, frances, The Lottery of Marrisge, Vol. II, p. 3.
144, Dickens, Charles, Hicholas Hickleby, p. 550.
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orali for bqby~huaﬁea and dolls,
E@@;Ln aezﬁ hef %rwguﬁb “rencr an” Tirlian with tatter
cygeess then stiended v, Cazxton's leceons in Oreek %
‘ismsﬁrgﬁusl “he has an err for wusic, which my mo%her,
who is not = bed juime, declores to be exguisite, Luckily
there 1t 2n old Italian settled in a town ten milee off
who e egid 0 be an excellent music-maszter, and who comes
*he round ~f %he neighboring sguiresrchy 4wice z week,
I hirve ¥ruszht her %o dravw...end she has already token a
eketeh Trom nature, whick, barrine the perspective, is
not 80 =miss: éndeed she has caught the notion of
114 ea?iqinp' "{~hich oromires future originslity) from her
o'm natural inetincts...."
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sationg, like Luntinz snd riding, so dheh,
Tike tmy oavvitle, thg young Boy vould be sn aceowmslished young
zentlennn, =nd thersfare » cpuree of sride %o %the head of the
ote he went svey ho gohiool. 147
demy orirle veeceived no sacondary education sther han a

conhinuonee ond extens ion of the home educstion vwhieh they had re-
waiyzd se ghildren, thelr Toverness, if canable like 4cnes lrey,
sgmaininc wLhn "hem 2 hoth instructsr and comosnion until the
Sime a7 their mrrisece,” In engh soses, *h: s07ite sceomnlishe
mente —ere extainded to incliude sinving, layine on 4he disne o
the hars, neediework, peinting, wodern lsmzusnes, boteny, conchdozy,
and a1l the othzsr adoynments vhich hzve been wenbtioned zlrendy as
the requislitec of feminine gentility. Some mirle, however, were
sent o @2y schodlt arv boardine schools for their education, some-
times enterinT rulte youns, Trecuently orphans snd recalcoitrant
ehiildven, 1like J=ne yre nnd “raeline “orbtescus, vere sent to
boerd inz sehodls B: be 2ob oub of bhe %ay’149 I1leritimete dauch=
ters, like Frrnes “secome'e ehildren by 're. Delacy, anc like the
lovakle sthor “mwerson, were sent oway to school for the sake of

awnearences, #2n? for the purpose of giving them an education by

147, Yonre, Chevlotte, The Helr of Redclyffe.
148, Heonté, Amne, JMgnes dgrey.

149, Apants, Charlotbe, Jone yre., Jane was sent $o0 a board-
ine acham’ because her sunt £0 whom she hed fallen charge
resented her, illtreated her, and therefore found her

recaleitrant.,

Aeailar, brsee, Home Influenge. XLmmeline was just barely
saved from beins sent to a very rigzorous girls! school
because of apparent recalcitrancy.
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one af bher hsurhty chorscbers $0 defend the vroduction of femsle
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innatle sobonle; althounsh » resction sosinst the faehionzlle oirlg!
sghonl wer moegent. W% these sehrols, ususlly combin-tiong of
doy amd bonrdins esxtrblisivents,
menty the zirle were Laurbt the wousl sceomplichmente suitsble Cor
rounr ladies; uwesmwhile they vere wrotocted fraw +he =rld, and

ve ready o smake their

o

-
&
=
ol
jatd

perticularly “rom wen, uniil they eh
vng
3

deimts 4o Hociety.™

1 g

¥

2%}

—

the seenndary educrction oF the boy of the faxnilv followed o
conveniional paktern., After leavine his roverness, he beran —ork

with & tutor im order $o urensre himself for sehonl., This tutor

150, Tinekeray, V.
liickens, Therlecs,

The Fe-comes, . 3218,
Elcpk House, p. 20.

181, E’zﬂg}n*"e\g Ch=rlotte, Ihirley, p. 295:

“'1T remenber,' continued “rs, Pyror, after a pause,
Panothier of “iss {'s obeservstioms, Thich she would utter
with quite » orand esir. *7WH," she —ould say--"7E need
the imprudencies, ex'ravngances, wistakee, and crimes of
2 certain nuvber of fathers £o sow the seed fros which
7 reen the harvest of governesses, The daughiers of
tr=despeonle, hovever well educcted, muzt necessarily be
underired, snd as such unfit to be inmates of QUR dwellw
in~s or manrdisne of OUR children®s minde and persons,
i eha2ll ever vrefer to olace those about YUR offspring,
who hnve been born and bred with somewhest of the same
refinerent as CUBELVESYY.®

152, Hickens, Cherles, The 01d Curioc=ity Shop, pp. 2330-335,

1
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ner

mizht be & local oerson Tike .dehurd Testbrook, ar Urraom

'E- !:’i 3 - . ”,
iale, N ar o yommy aan eoneelally ewployed o teach bim, like

i . 15 = , .
Louis “anre, *he tutor's duby, in say ewven’, maz to cualify the

voy for schonl, 4% sehool, the boy 4id net reccive = f0lid oF use~
ful sdueation. He leorned %> constrae o 1i%tle Letin and Greek,
withoub necesasrily bacomine oroficient in either langunse, snd to
recite some seriphture lesgons., imder good eonditions, ot the end
of five or cix yesrs 2% schogl, he =ould have w*a&ze% :2d to be

fa fine scholar, =nd have 2% lengt as much clagsics)l lezrnin~ s

\ [ 24
lewan in the =orld need ﬁagaess.”lJa A% achonl he formed

&
sk

o ment
friendshine., Hie asaeciﬁﬁiﬁm =ith other boys of repubable rank
was penerstly eoneidered the moed =orihwbile part of his school
gducstion; not anly =se 44 swupnosed 1~ teach him sportemanship,
but 210 it wee anuoosed o ensble him 4o make advantageouz con-
nection®, for at sehosl he wze supposed %0 learm %o be a good
leader and = W&n+7emmn.1r? These supnositions aboubt the Pudlie
Sehool madﬂ the typiesl frmily exert itself 4o mive its Loye s
schrnl edocstion g2 conventionally fashionable as it pos=ibly
conld. It wmac Lecsuse these very beliefs were current 2nd effec~
*iye theat even ¥illbenk, "whose oninions were of a2 very democratie

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

152, Trollove, Frances, Charles Chesterfield.

154. Lytton, #dwerd Pulwer—, My lovel.

185, Bronté, Charlotte, Shirley.

1s8. Thackeray, Y. ¥., The Hewgomes, p. 57.

157. E11ie, (¥rs.), Temper and Temperament, *The Imprisoned


possess.it

in
el

5% pdAnestion thore." oo

4% the univereity, ~hich differesd from the Public ZSchool only
in dexree, 3ho Doy eontinued hiz elassies) educstion begsuce it
waa "o wory adeirsBle thine, snd one which all gantlemen should

A 169

enjoy. Thet i3 o smay, he condinned eftudies in Yorveelk, Latin,

5 , . , - 4160
snd Prench, mothenntics ond rhsitorie.?

In sddition, e Cou=
slementod hiz educobion by wisits =ith friends during the vaca=
tions, =nd; 1T »5°=21Vle, by = conbtinents? tour aftcr gradustion.
Sar, as onsouth vointed out to Conimmsby, "rhere werc twh sduca-
tiong, one vhich his position resuired, and another which was de-
monded by the 7orld."18l die educet ion conpleted, the young man
waz then read: 4o be married and to Locome the head of a typleal
Lerly Vietorisn forily.

“he worke of wrose fiection from which most of the Toregsing
guotnotions have been takén itlustrate zsny aspects of weorly
Viectorian family 1ife. They concern themselves with meny kinds of
families, »nd with families beloneing to different soeisl coroups,
And yet, I think, they define the typical fanily at the same time.

Th=t is to say, they indicate what structure and philosophy were

¥ing, " Volis I, p. 195t "He (Samson Garnet) had been sent
early %o school, an? %o a3 good sehool too; for, beinz an
only child; hie parente thought their money well bestowed
in ma%ine him 2 sentlemen.”

158. Dieraeli, Benjamin, Copinzsby, p. 42.
159,  Inid., p. 185,

160, Gore, {%rs.), The Map of Iortume, p. 140.
181, Disraell, Benj=min, Coningsby, p. 185.
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comon te a2l” femilies and were approved by Society. They denon-

ztrate that $he typicel fanily believed that it was ordained by

&)

entine and avtboritarian in government, wnd subserve

denendent upon, Society. They de~onstrate further
that 1% lived conventionally snd comservatively, =nd worzhived

“ealth, lank, =nd Resodectakility on earth.



CEAPYIR 111

WATIVA CHITICIS Y OF FAMILY LIFE

The Sypi-oel Terly Tictoricn fanily as deseribad in the vre~

cedine 2azee represents vhat the Zarly Tictorisn thousht —-z the

ideal., Twory conservative Dnrlishuman .then wished 4o make his

tf@

family comnfarm %0 thot icesl. But, of course, he wze not alvays

o

zuceeseinly he 7o buasn, ond was subject $o huzan error.  Jonse-—
guently, cven “he rmem =h» accerted the institution of ko Hydenl
Tarily ro richt and desirsblc wer amare thet individual sbuses
ofter disrupted the Tamily order. ~“hat =ns the fault? Thy d4id the
Forily suffer? Thet could be done? Juch were the guestions he
aoked, Anﬁ_&é wanted thew snewered, for he wmomnted 4o be able %o
restore order. ow did tbe noveliset, the revicwer, ithe esspyist
helps hinm?  ‘het answers did they =ive? ‘‘hat —cre their criticisms?
cosh of the Lerly Tietorisk novels of family life onnroved of
the tysiesl family; they soproved of ite form and structure, and
they apwroved of the vhilosovhy vhich ruided 14, They used the
typical farily as a2 foecus not only of intereet, but alss of moral
purpese.l Thet 1 $o5 cay, they used it as = stsndard by which to
messure the individuel families whose histories they toild: they

compared snd contrasted the happy, conventional, tynical, family

1. Fashburn, Coroline, The History % 32 %o 1860
Brggiqg Grig;cigm f ﬂg;;gf;ve P Fiction. hise

“zghburn hos dsﬂanstrntad that the ﬁemané of the oritics
throuszhout this part of the nineteenth century was for
realiem and morality in fiction.



with the unhapoy, Sisrupted fowily

wach alike in ¢trueture; this
poady vhileh rosult-

3 - oy [P o gy s e & o g FUR B . -, -~
ed T 2 gomventionsl Tenily suffered dicsTuption or discrsoniza-

FeEL L WA BT SN
recraltoed shen o

end conventionsl smain.

The bracie solubion of the main problewm in Lro. fSvsybtase, for

eysmle, oave euphesie o Trs, Sore's bellef in the comventionszl

fauily order. ‘¥o. Lvmytose, o nroud, domincerins woman, continued
in control o her srown childzen and the fomily Portune =néd eckate,
inttend o7 yielding the headship of the fawnily to her son dArthur,
ez Convention ~ould have reouired. The reszulte were tracie, for
the Mitimate restoration of the norma? order caxe too late! the
daushter died of o brokem hesrd, the son zad his ~ife —ere =made
untianpy, and ultimately “re. Sraybarns herself fled deeply repsnb=
ent,g o the gther hend, the happy solutisn of the nroblesms of
the Hazeldeans —as sccomplished by the restorstion of the typileal
order, The son, =2way from his psrente, was led asﬁray; he ganbled,
fell into the hands of soney-lenderz, signed notes sgainet hic

expectetions of inheritsnce, and finally becazme involved with s

2. Gore, {Mrs.), Hrs.
A gimilar tracedy ﬁue to a eimil&r gcauge was exvressed
in Frances Trollope's The Vicar of JSrexhill in which
tragedy mas the result of inheritance bheling left %o
a woman, neaiurally wesk and %’d‘?zzb/e, instesd of %o
the young son just of age. Although the solution at the
very end restored the family order, again it came late
snd had to come at the expense of the Mother's repent-
ence and death.
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mowen.  He reforoed in time, however, and wns rescnsd frow hie
2 ?

=g
F il
W
i
2
i
foud
g

werile. A% lest he brousht hepe-inens $0 himeelf and &5
by returning £o them ond by marryine the dauzhter of o neizhbor-
ine fnmzly.s Nf eowr=e, *he colution of cvery -~robler in svery
novel wee nak 9o oat se theee ezxswoles wmivht iwoly., In feeh, =
novel made up wholly af wat solwtisns, haody or tracie, was sluces
invarisdy 2 noor novel, And yed the formls really vmaw ramaral.
Hven the muthors of better novels used it Tes- abviously. Instend
" melodraxna and pointed moral lee-ons, thoy subshiiuted realisa
ol subbly implied moral lesz=ons.

#«»¥ly Victorian novels of femily 1ife, slthowh they accepted
the ty-ical family, weve evities) in +th % +they ernosed abuses ond
aberrstions within it. 7The number znd kind of szbusee =nd eberre=—
tionms which they ezposed mere not many, but they mere much reli=
exrzted. )

Une group of criticisme concernmed the forily-in-large——ypartic=
ulzrly with respeet to ite duticc $owards dependents, ~ith respact
to matters of inheritance, and with reepect to the family reputa-
tionm in tociety. UNovelists made frecuent criticism, both apen1¥ 
rmd by implicatién, of the meammess sften displayed by the family
in the performance of its obligntions towards relzatives, partic-
ularly towards orphaned children. ¥rs. Gore bdlamed Sir Charlee and
Lady Raymond, for example, because they nerlected a family duty to
thelir niece:

4 sense of duty had determined Sir Charles,

3. Lytton, Sdward Bulwer-, My Hovel.



rzt inzdan ce, %o become the ruard-
- orphan niece; and 2 sense of duty
Vty reminded Le 3r Jeymond thet a
aeszed of no more than three thouesnd
wue* not be brouzht up =ith e xpensive
ite or sawbltious nretencions. ‘laxry sccord-—
i n 1ittle chinnee of beinz snoiled in
ree+ or ot “arley Ysnor; she was
v;geu by he governeszs, elishted by her cous-
Lﬁ g angd nmaereﬂ at by *h& upner servants;
thourh nointed out by %the Haymonds o s+ran-
zers =6 "= very sweet girl, vhom we regard ss
ane af our own.%4 ’

Bulwer-Lytton enlisted hie re~ders agatnst Hre. Avenel vhen he
allowed anod feorzim Dole %o %try in vein to persuade her to pay
half o Lennle's ercences st college--lennie was her grandchild,
mistakenly thouvht it'eritimste. Ferson Dele promised %o vay the
ather helf himself, but Xre, Avensl'e ancwer was:

4 "1 say I wi11l provide for him. 1 sey

thet yon mey ‘prentice’ hiw in any distant

tomn, snd by and by we will etock a ehop for

him h=t would you hove wore, eir, fronm

“o1ke 1ike ug, ~hkd» hove kent shop oursclves?

1% =in't rezconable whg' you asgk, =ir,"S

| X ) - .
Charlotte bronté vivorously blamed Janc Lyrets aunt, Yre, Heed,

_ ' &

for her meannes= in dispoziny of her niece. She also blemed Lord
Tynedale snd Fr. Seacombe for their msanness snd their reluctance

to educate their eister's orvhened child, 7i11ism Crimsworth.’

4.’0 %1‘6, (Q-ISO

Do, B=7,

6. Jdane Eyre.

7. Eronté, Charlotte, %“Currer Bell5 Professor, #. Y.,
The Mershon Co., n. d., p. 32 My uncle Crimsworth, an
astute mercantile man, took the opportunity of writing s
fierce letter to the candidate, stating that if he and
Lord Tynsdale did not consent to do something toward the
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To this Yiet o7 wercone eriticized for similar abuse or neglect-

K. ‘o e
"lness o

=t be added. Dickens censured Halvh

2

the 7ur@&tanegg for their mesnness and neclect, =nd
1=uded by eontrash Join Jarmﬁyce,la and Hetay ?rotw&gﬁli for their
marnanindty =nd enevolence ag guardisns, “rances Trolloce ap-
proved the Hobrays for taking dosslind Torrington ints their home
ae ome of thelr own children,lg and disspnroved Yariha Barnaby for
takiny her niece Agnes 7illourhby into her home and then treating
her a2t & meniml.lg Grace Azu'lar highly applauded the exemplary
Pr. and Yre. ¥erilton for osring for their ornh-ned nephew snd
nizce expetly =g they czred for their om children.14

imo ether and very important oroblems of the family and of
the family-in~lrzrze involved inberitesnce. One of these concerned

ezpectntions. Socliety grestly esteemed a man o€ rsnk in *he fame

sunnort 07 theilr sister's orphan ¢hild, he would expose
their relentless and maligmant conduet toward that sister,
and do hie best %o turn the circumetances against Mr,
Jeacombe’s election. Thot gentleman and Lord 7. knew

well enoush that the Crimeworths were an unscruplous and
deterrined race; they knew =leo thet they had influence

in the borough 0f Ae—-—; and, making a virtue of necessity,
they connented to defrny the expenses of my education.®

8, Hicholss Hickleby,
9. David
10. Bleak Housg.

11. Bavid Copperfield.

12, The Yiear of “rexhill.
13, Egg,ﬁzﬁgz,ﬁaggéﬁz‘

14. Home ;gf;uanag‘
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)

ily, th-t ie, *he wan who would inherit both %itle and money; tut

it emphzticz1ly censured » movn 7ho reckoned openly, or ot leasst

not disecreebly, on his exoeetstionzs, Fith the wiadom o Sidonis,
H ?

the forily mizht say *1 bove e does not dream oF inheritance....

wlbB

tPig the most enervating of all visions, For, 1ike Frank

Hezeldean, who eirned post obite to = usurer in order o disem-

barrees himeell o7 debts, 2 youns mam, by counting upon his expecw~
3 : 4 . 5 .
retione, conld brine only grief to his family,l sven a family

it=281¥ rag censured for livine upon its expeetotions. Like the
Senwirzes, the wewbers of a farily were wrong to enleoulsie usom on
unelets 7ilt for future preferzent, =nl, 1ike the Xenwizses, they
mirht De deemsd worthy of thet inheritence only after they had

17
ceaced to anticip-te it. Like the Peckeniffe, ever

18, Uierseli, Benjamin, Copinvsby, p. 206.
16, Lytton, #dward Pulwer-, Iy Hovel, “rank's fault was one of

necescity, ac he thought, and finally admi%ted a bhappy
solution after much distresz., The following dizlogue showe
ed the effect of sueh an idea upon the good Squire:
Jol, II, pp. 181«3: "The Sguire pressed his fon to his
heart-~heart so larze, that it eccemed fto £111 the whole
width under his brosdcloth.

tily dear Frank,' said he, hslf bluvberinz, 'it is not
the money; but you see, it so vezxes your poor mother; you
must be careful in fukure, snd, zounds, boy, it will be
211 yours one day; only don't calculate on it; I could not
bear %gg;y~l could not indeed,?
. Calculate!' cried Frenk, '0Oh, sir, can you think

17. Dickens, Charles, Nicholas Hickleby, Mr. Kenwigs's feel=-
inze upon ¥Mr., Lillyvick's marriape~--which, of course, de-
stroyed a1l ermpectstions--were humorously touching. p. 648:
"'y pleasantest feeling, all the time that ohild was
expected, ' =2aid ¥r., ¥enwige, mournfully, ! =as a thinking,
1f it's a boy, as I hope it mey be; for I have heard its
mnele Lillyvick say again and 2gain he would prefer our
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they mirsht be justly punished «ith severe rebuke and shame, as
mw@tl one di?awvgiﬂfmen%.la

4 secrnd eriticisy involvine inheritance 683aﬁgkrm%@ﬁ the
impropriety sud unsisdom of bLecuesthing wealsh and estete %o an
incapable uerson, genmeral’y o womsn. Yr. Howbray, for ewauple,
was wrong o wilT hie veslth snd property to his wife, He thoucht
thot beenusze he had been penniless and his wife had been wealtﬁy
before their marrizme thet in justice he should make her his heir,
But such = will was wrong; it wae unconventionzl. And ‘rances
"rollowe, like %Hir Gilber®t Herrinzton, wanted the reader %o know
thet 1% wes. Tlre. Towbray mas not competent to be the head of her
farily, just o5 Ures. lreytase wac not competent t0 be the head of o
She remarried, bucoming the wife of 2 demonlacal vicar.
Tn him she gave obedience, and at his request willed all her pro-
nerty to him. Dire tragedy for her children was averted, however,
by “ir Gitbert's intercession, just before ber death; 3Sir Gilbert
had her make out 2 new will in favor of her son Charlee. The fam—

ily order wae thus reatnred;zﬁ

havine 2 boy next, 1f it's 2 boy, what will his uncle
Lillyvick say? “hat wil' he like him %o be ca2lled? 7111
he be Peter, or Alezxsnder, or Pompey, or Diorgeenes, or
what %111 he be?'...when T see him such 2n infant as he is,
and think that unecle Lillyvick, as was once a going to be
so fond of him, hos withirawed himself awsy, such a feel=-
inz of wengeance 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, Maprtin Chuzzlewif.
19. Gore, (Mrs.), Mrs. Arwvtage.

20. The Viecar of frezbill. The account of Yowbray's will is
in Vol, I, p. 104,
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The exemplary hero, Guy orville, wrote a »ill which Mie

e

Yoneoe w—ished her resders o sdmire, 2 w11 both proper and judi-
cious, snd obeservant of the interests of the Ffanily-in-l=rze.
dying, ond nod knowing whether his pregznant wife would give birth
to 2 boy or 2 girl, he mede a2 provisional settlement. The most
gimnificant part of the settlement wae that in the ewvent of a
mele ehild the cotates and nroperties would 70 1o the son underx
his mother's gunrdianshin, bub tha® in the event of 2 girl ehild,

the egtstes would go o Guy's cousin Fhilip, =nd a sun of money

@ould e cektled uson th

0w

mother and daughter,a

Another whole group of criticismz involved the fanily and
society, directing itz sttaeck chisfly upon pretension, fashion-
following, =nd the struzele to keep up apperrances. The vhole of

the book Ledy Anne Grepard, or Keening up Agpesrances was a

criticisw of s family abuse--social hypocrisy. Although the ecrit-
icise 0Ff the haughtly Lady dnne was softened 2 1ittle by her final
sufferine =nd partial revnentence, most of the novel sharply attack-
ed her for verious practises by means of which she managed to keep

22 . .
up aprearsnces, = The same critiecism was stoted succintly by

21, Helx of Redelyffe, p. 463, Amibel was glad of these
arrangements because she objected to the idea of rearing
a daurhter to be a wealthy heiress,

For a sinilar reason, ¥rs. Trollope {in The Lottery
of M¥arrisre) disapnroved of the will which gave Mrs,
Codrington control of & large estate inherited by her
daughter., In this case, the woman sought to dlssipate the
income on herself while hoping to make a remarriage before
her daughter's coming of age.

33, Landon, Letitia. Lady snne skimped on household expendi-
turees: she underheated her house; she underclothed her
children. She also borrowed money with no intention of
repayinz it; she ignored the bille of tradesmen.
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Gickensz in 2 deeserintion oF fr, Maldertont
L fem ruceessful sneculntions had raised
him from & situation of cbscurity =and com-
arehilve moverty, Yo a state of affluence,
e Treguently hanpens in such cases, *the
ideans of himsel® an? his fanily became ele-
vated t0 an extraordinary piteh as their
meane incrensed; they »ffected fashion,
tnete, and meny other fooleries, in imita-
tiom of their betters, and hed a very de=
cided and boeominz horror of anybhing which
cruld, by »o2sibility, be conzidered low,
He wae hospitable from ostentation, 111ib-
grat from ignorance, and =mrejudiced from
conceit. Egotism ond the love of display
induced hinm %2 keer an excelient table:
convenience, znd ¢ love of =ood things of
tiiz 1ife, ensured bim olenty o7 ruests.23

Charlotte Hront® menerslized upon %hic nariicular nbuse and im-
nlied the% 1% war s common oner

i *"Tivine eoets 1ittle," g0id I 4o my-
eg1f,* in this economical town of Villette,
where neonle are more sensible then I under-
st=nd they are in dear old Inglanfe-infinite-
1y less worried about aprearsncee, and less
emulous of display-~where nobody ies in the
least ashamed €0 be guite as homely and save
ine 28 he finds convenient., House-rent, in

& prudently chosen situation, need not be
hizh.%24

2z, Dickens, Charles, Sketches by Hoz, ¥. Y., Books, Inc.,
n. d., The Yarks of Charles Dickens, Cleartype Editiom,
Vol. AI, p. 348.

a4, ¥illette, ». 338, Aeain in The Professor, iiss Bronté

compares the Belegisn with the IZnglish household %o the
latter's disadvantage for the sare reason, pp 144~5:

"I have seen a degree of sense in the modest arrangement
of one homely Helziasn household, that might put to shame
the elegance, the superfluities, the luxuries, the strain-
ed refinements of a2 hundred genteel English mansions, In
Belgium , provided yon can make money, you may sove it;
thie is scarcely possible in England; ostentation there

. 1lavished in a month vhat industry has earned in s year.
¥ore shame to all clesses in that most bountiful and beg-
gorly country for their servile following of Fashiom; I
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& secrnd proup of gridiciems concerned merrisge--s oehier of

fz2ily 117e suseentilie of abuze, and conseguertly suitable

moteria? for 21o0% or ineident. The novelinte mede a nunber of
217 Ferent crifticicmg; thoey recognized thst marrlage wae =roperly
grneern 27 tho Thole fadly, omd not merely of the individusl.
Pk they denlored some marriase motives, =nd they denlored the
grercize o7 $yrammicnl =utbority. Farewost orone practieee ~hich
they condemmed —ao tho wmnking o7 2 oarrisce far purely mercensry
reasims, evsn thouth superfieially the fam 1y micght wake =reten-

e
- e . Pte
aiom of other wodsives,”™ I

P diffienlt zametimes 0 $271
whedher fhe novelist was erifticizing the oyste~ by which marriaves
mere mare, or vhether ho was serely eriticizing wslnractises mithe
in the =zystes--malprachises whioch could be corrected without chzng-
inz the system. Zome authors, like Thackeray, were mite sharp
snd persistent in thelr shtacks unon *ho mercensry wmearrisge; often
they seemed %o guestion the family's risht 4o suthority. Jthers,
less realisztic =nd more perfectionist, vlzecd the blame unon the
individual Tamily, unon the abuse of authority. A1l acreed, how-
ever, thwt, regsrdless of the asreeablenese of a well-monied mateh,
a marvrisee made for momey slone was an evil--n very common evil

in Socliety., Thackeray defeated Major Pendennis's views on mar-

rizme by having Arthur reject them and aet agzinst them; but

could »rite a chapter or two on thies subject, but must
forbear, at least for the present.?

25, Ruese’l, Frances, Zatire in the Vietoriasn Fovel, p. 182:
#Peacock is interest not only in this matrimoniel bargain-
ing bn& in the accompanying insistence on a decent dis~
guige,’
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‘hackoray weve thess viows the hust g oprszoion sosriute by

"

naving
she Tejor utter thew, Tor the sjor was o very likable sord of
re~otionary:

“¥ou are heir %5 2 1it%le inderendence,
which everybody fancies ig a doosid desl
moré. Yon have a oood nane, o00d wits,
anod marners, and a good nerson-—mmd, be-
gad! I don' =zee why you shouldn'™ marry
2 woman with woney--get indo Prrlisment——
Cistinguish yourself, mnd--aond, in fact,
that sort of thing. Iemember, it's as
€72y %0 maTTy £ Tich woman &8 g DOCT Woman:
and a devilish desr pleasanter to =it down
to a good dinner than to o serag of mution
in lodgings. ilake up your mind to that.
“owomen with 2 good jointure ie 2 doosid
deal eansier = profes~ion than the law, let
me te’ you. Iook out; I eholl be on the
wateh for you: =and I shall die content,
7y Wy, 17 T con see you with & zood ladye
like wife, znd a good carriage, and a good
nalr of horges, living in society, and see=-
ing your friends, 1like a gentleman."26

enern1ly, however, Thackeray was more outspoken; he had Hthel re-
mark sharply:

#iiade his fortune? yes....that ie the
cry. There never wmere, since the world bew
zan, people <o unblushinely sordid! Ye own
it, =nd are proud of it. e barter rank
azainet money, and money ~gainst rank, day
after day. ‘“hy did you marry my father %o
my mother? Wae it for his wit? You know he
mizht hove been an angel and you would have
scorned him. Your daughter was bousht with
papa's money ag surely as Hewcome ever was.
711 there be no day vwhen this mammon-worship
will ever cease among us?t*29?

36, Pendennis, Vol. I, pp. 3I68-0.
a7.  The jewoc

mes, p. 343. ZElsewhere Ethel further remsrked,

‘% think, grandmamma...ve young ladies in the world,
when we are exhibiting, ought to have little greéen tickets
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He evoke aleo for himself in the sane tones

Dorhape the best use o7 that book, the
"Peeraze,” is to look down the liet, and
sec how meny have bought and sold birth,
now woor eprigs of nobility sowmehor sell
themselves %o riech City Snobs' daughters,
how rich Uity Bnobs purchase noble ladies
-~ond g0 %o adwmire the double boseness of
the barcain.28

ot omly Thackeray, Dickens, Ghérlotﬁe #ronté, and Anthony
Trollope attacked *he mercenary marriage;gg alaost a1l writers,
eignificant or merely povulsr, joinad in the criticism, Irs. Gore
gaid ironically:

She was an ugly wxirl, if he recotlected

rightly--but what then?--In the choice of
an heiress, people must not be too fretid-
ious.20

ind Bosina Lytton, bitierly ironic, said:

pinned on our backs, with 'S3o01d' written on them; it w=ould
orevent trouble and any further hagsling, you know, Then

at *he end of fthe season the owner would come to carry us

home . *
28. “he Zook of Znobe, pe. 99. Again in The Hewecomes, Thackeray

apoke hic own personal comment upon the marriage of Barnes
and Clara, Vol. II., p. 208: "3 bad selfish husband had
married a woman for her rank: = weak, thoughtless 2irl had
been s0ld %o a man for his money; and the union, which
wizh% have ended in 2 comfortable indifference, had taken
an 111 turn =nd resulted in misery, cruelty, flerce mutual
recriminstiong, bitter tears shed im private, husband's
curses and maledictions, and open scenes of wrath and
violence for servants to witness and the world to snser
at. Ye arrsnme such matches every day: we sell or buy
beauty, or rank, or wealth; we inausurate the bargain in
churches with satramental service, in which the parties
engaged call upon heaven to witnese their vows--we know
them 4o be lies, and we sesl them with God's name,.®

29. itussell, Frances, Satire in the Victorian Novel, p. 183,
e Vﬂl‘ rq’ pw 3400
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30, Ihe ¥an of Z
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eeeul B just eonsiderad 4shok the fa-
ther of thre: dﬁsvhﬁera homever beauntiful

they were, not to he festidiome
the ﬂ“reerwmwlt or amiabi 11?7 @f Eny .
whe had g rent-rnlt of & 8000 & year. 51

Letitie Landony tno, dissooroved of $he doetrine which she nut

" . et A
15h of Ledy Smnmer

Thu never ghell be “he wife of that young

¢ x’nr' Yol mno% if his brother endomed

@ owidlh half his fortune. On that »oint
ny wind bhas been made up for years. 7The two
zopg=-in=ilow I heve znd *the one I espected 4o
ve were only sons, »nd either an1y Qr eld-
set eoms ehatll sver entcr »y fonily,d2

3
rs,g hovever, some of

N

Prom the criticisme o7 these lesascr ¥Tih

43

the b ing woe withdram. Theze writers 410 not permit their hernes
~nd heraines to vaarcy for weslsh, buﬁ zade ther marry for other

and wove laudsile rsssons; fortultously, bovever, the marrisres

thue made evenitually, hancened to be blessed with weslth =nd pro-
verty. Oheveley, for exsvole, thoumh » mod, noble, just, =nd

17‘
beloved m=n, 7Tae gentceelly = veritsble Graesus.”é

Another criticliem, very closely allied to *hat of the mercena-
Ty marcrisze, wae directed against the Soclety marviage: 2 man and

g women were forced to marry for rank, or they were prevented from

merryine because of the lack of rank., 7The novelists criticized the

1. Cheveley, Vol. I., p. 104,
22. Lady Anne Grenard, Vol. I, p. 301,

3. Yo the meny lescer critics should be added the names of
z1most all the other suthors studied.

34, Lytton, Hosinas, Cheveley.
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Tociety warriszs for the save faulis for ~hich they criticized the
weTcena¥y warvi=re. Both chowed the aimee of fauily =uthority.
“hendore Hnok wished his reanders to deplore Lady ‘rances's atti-
tyde towerds her son's love for immz Lovell, the azreon's daughier.
Indesd, this wish w-8 ersy to srant, for Lady “rancez used very
foul mesng %5 break up She gttachment:s she tavpered with her son's
wail, tied to him snd $o fmma, and purnosely comoromised her son
with the women of her choice =hen he waz drunk. Her reason for her
acktloms wag that Lmap belonzed $o a fanily of lower caste than her
own, iook's criticism seemed both comﬁeﬁdable and sincere. It

=z2 not, however, for George did marry Ywma only sfter he had lost

tiis proscecte of inheritsnce, 2nd smea had inherited money and rank

23

from 2 conveniently obliging aunt , 39 Lady Bleercincton syampsthized
with Olara “ordavnt whose lowly nosition as a mere governess was
» barrier to the course of her love for the worthy Seymour: Lady
Bles~inrtnn imdlied that Social principle unjustly comvelled Clara
to refuse %o =arry her beloved when suddenly he hnd become the
very imporhont Lord SBeymourviile, sznd hence had acguired rank avove
her. PBu* Lady Bles-ington did not criticize effectively--she
avoided, rather than confronted, the problem. She made possible
the dezired marriage of Clara and Seymour by the introduetion of
a deus ex machina, an oblimingly distant relative from whom Clara
36

inherited sufficient wealth and rank to satisfy Convention.

Hany other authors like these two did lip-service $o the criticism

35. The FParson's Daughter.
38, The Governess.
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o7 enablich wazrisge--others, like Chrrlotse Bronte, vho dared %o
hmve Aochester nropose %0 Jene in epite of the differecnce between
. 27 : . . 1
*heir renke,” were more gincere. The gincere critice were in
*he =winovity, hovever., Sven Meraeli did not let hies Sybil over-
eome her objuctisme $0 warrying above her rank; before he let

%3

her be married to Charles fZgrevont, be first made her the heiress
af the srlay estates and discovered that she was of nnble birth.39
imather eriticiss wroe directed sopinet mavrinrese vhich cons
or desughtere conbracted srainet the =il o7 %heir vonrents or with-
yut their perents' knowledme. Such msrrisses, or even envnoements,
onuoeed the eotrobliched order and were hence decmed improper and
unfesir to the farily. Al%bouzk Vier Yonrme wiched her readers $o

belisve thet Fhilip epnd Laurs were Ywmesmt for each other,” =nd al-

28, Thoeckeray, in The Hepcomes, way be considered sincere.
tie did have Fthel release Farintosh, who did not want %o
be released, nnd who insisted thst he had enough rank for
voth of them, and who asserted thot he could stomach RBarnes
nd the reet of the family, =nd its humble origin.
“srintosh protested; Ethel incicsted, addins kindly 4het he
~{oht say that he jilted her. He ssid it. Finally Ethel,
thoroughly sickened with title-hunting, rank-chasing, and
=11 the enobl:lshness whieh Thackeray hated, was purified
into & woman Thackeray could love. Thackeray then cave her
to the likable, untitled, unwealthy, and very worthy Clive.

' In 211 probsbility, Yrs. Gaskel! was sincere in her

denmeiation of Mrs. Bellingham's objections to Ruth (in
Huth)} on the grounds of her inferior rank, for Mrs. CGaskell
made no atrewpt at s "satiefactory® union; rather she con~
cluded her story by having Thurston Benson rightly and
forcefully blame and reject Bellingham when Bellingham
tried to see Ruth once again.

29. Sybil.
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the Aetor=l rornlte 2F she ameonventisgel feorety. srege Wrailer

rendered

fre 4

ao€ by having onny Thorne
ton, Tho

shesg snd reworze for ber nneonven®ionsl conduct ~hen, with »ostie

justiece, ‘urusivns nroved him=elf $n be a mere sdventurer by makine

40, Hdeir o” ledelyffe. hen Phitip %01d Leura of bhis love for
ner »ns recelved her 1nve in return, he refuced her sugres-
#ian th=t *they ~et her parents' consent on %hiz szenincly
~lrusible grounds: P'7 ask no core without your sarents!
consent; but it would be giving them and you useless die-
trese and nertlexity t0 ack it now. They would objeet %o
ny woverty, =nd we should gein nothing; for I would never
be =0 selfish ae ¢t wish to exsose you to suech a life as
“hat of the wife of a poor officer; and gn open engazement
could not add to our confidence in each other., e must be
content to wpit for wmy promotion. By that tirce'-~he
amiled gravely--' our attachzent will have lasted =0 many
years as %o sive it 2 ¢laim o respect.'® pp. 259-60.

41, Home I[nfluence, p. 164,
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The reet of the novel comeerned ivself miih the richteous frustroe
lom 0F much an oamearrands = ise of authority. Uy wmaking the

Adeceit i, ook emphocived

oow 2vil eacreion Lvsmomore skilt fully, tre,
deekall peseiied bhe fopeed narriace Ly showine the divficulty

ceused Ly v. “epdsharte aftexpd $0 corpel & wmer: “hiich othare

wicz wontd have teken dlaee naturslly snd hansily.  Aliboush uwlthie

mately Wfemiqn and x, rrguher 4id marry for love, they werried
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only =fter wmuch uselegs disstoointme T
of her fathier'e autocracy, indeed, Jemiwns's epirit =as 2% one time

badly bruised:

She =ould ¢o {ain hove let her=zelf love Hr.,
Parounar; bus his conaﬁamf manceuvring, in
“=hich nhe did not feel olear that he did
izt hake a pansive part, made her sick at
hesyt. Bhe even vished that they mizht not
oo throush the form of pretending %o try %o
gein her consent to the marriaze, if it in-
volved 211 this premeditated action and

42, The Lottery of
43. Hook, "heodore, Fathers and Sons, ». 146.
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=auld pahhor
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cr. Tl honse even moare wehewently denounced the forced warriage.
o oshory o fhe machinctions by which Cartorisht snd hie new,

sieouides

Gorhorishtte

P

“re. Trollowe vige

couting Uoriald,

“

crattly oomd intentionn?ly pevelted the reader's eensibilities Ly
megine Jortoricokt 2loh 0 Lock Melen snd Corbold torsther in »
rarm when Bhe houso was endby; cveryene elee boinz out of doors =k

i § oAb (T 2 Y 7 ) . . 3 .
~hick Jerh=rizht had arrenzed. hen

(1Y yau heta wme, dear Lenrs,; snd meke our

Forveed morrivzes, but 2les of marriares mersly énvincered by
seraons of authority in the f«“v?y.&@ Lmvirn, deonite her love for
ven, refused his sroposal =nd denounced hie reasong snd objechives
in o feriny warriszge; later she found 1+ nece§S9ry to exnliain hoer
refuszl to Sen's mother, who fziled o understend. rs. Pendennis
a7 the well-meaning, conventional, short-sichted person; Lsura,
“he sunerior, intelligent one whom Thackeray admired.

ﬂ thece eriticismes of marriasge-abuses the criticism of %the

falze or vretunded marriage must be added. The false marriage Obe-

14, ukh, p. 228,
45, The Yicar of Yrexhill.
46, Pendennis, Vol, I, p. 353.



Fiously -nd grasely disfimired $he oonvontiansl pabttern £97 mAY-

wlerg hhen oo npm

mere eriticiame of abmegs within “he order
iesy =robhiich orids, dscention, tyronny, snd hyocc-
rizy. In othsr mords, they ivmiied 4ha* wmeither the tyleal femily
nor the institution of marrisre —rz 2% foult, Lmb rakhor thot ine
dividael peroons were afien stunid, sbucive, or vicious.

‘nothor set of eriticieme =ae direetsd agrinet abuses invol ve
ing the wosition ond fimection of zelimion in the 1ife of the fowe
tly. Thie noveliste in zenersl eribicized She £-11linvs »ngd shorh-

comin~e of %he .etabliched Church--the eloth, lumiry, and lack of

P e S s 4t
the three curatee in _hirley, 8 but, like Charlotte ironté, they
were ready to sayl

Let "neland's vriests have their due; they
are » faulty set in eome respecke, being
only of common flesh and blood, like us =al1:
but the 1and »ould be bdly of f =ithout
them; Aritein would mics the church, if that
church fell. God save it! oA ales reform
it140

The moet forceful criticisme of religion ac it affected the family

rere usually dirscted azrinst dissenter groups, or arainst emo-

47, A typiec2l denuncistion of the fnlse marriaze occurred in
losina Lytton's Cheveley. Mrs. Lytton told of the wealthy,
despieable de Clifford who nosed ag o pe=sant %o win the
love of a veasant girl, Mary Lee; married her under a falce
nzme; had a child by her; and then deserted her.

48, bBronté, Charlotte, Sh;r;exi The three curates were Malone,
Bwecting, and Uonne.

49, Ipid., p. 335.
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lite She evid vicar of rezpili nd the misruided, and
MTET S, mother of Alton Locke. Hinreley denounced the
rietienity o dhe sceverity of which youwazr Alton Locks mas

w32
I% meened o set of dogtrines, believing in
~hich was tn have = marical effect on peo-
573, by saving thea from %the everlasting

fnr*nra due to zins and $ewmphations which
hﬁm nevey felt o zand then, holieving

in adzenee to my notherts ageurances, and
the Temn prayers of the ministers ashout
B, I waz a child of hell, and 2 mis-

zravle %1n¢er, I used to bave sccesces of

terrar, ond fanecy that I should Qufe?y make

nery morning in everlast ing flames,!
#i=s Aouilar protested axs nst the austere Iroiboth vhich wes rep-
resentative of the -vanselicsl discipline imrosed upon @scletysg
~snd the family; snd by eomtrast ¢xtolled the vway the unexcentione-

abl¢

siltons obzerved the day:

3 b
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7ith regard to themsclves and their
children they pursued a plon, vhich wmany
reliﬁioniets, miﬁhﬁ, verhaps, have con-

demned, and yebd 1%s fruitz mere very nro-
mi=ingz. huir great wish mas to mak the

sz2bbath o day of love, divine
to make their children look %o

end domzst ic;
it with joy

g
P

51,
52.

Trotlone, (¥re.), The Vicar of JFrexhill.
Fingsley, Charles, Altop Locke, ». 6.

i

Young, &. ¥,., Yictoriasn England, p. 5 "Evangelicalism
had imposed on society, even on classes which were indif-

ferent to its religious basis and unaffected by its
economic apneal, ite code of Sabbath ebservaﬂoe, TEeSNoON~-
eibility, and pbhilanthropy; of diseipline in the home,
regularity in affalrs:; it had created a most effaetive
technique of sgitation, of nrivate persuasion and soeial
vergecution....The Evangelical discipline, secularized as
respectablility, was the strongest binding foree in a nation
which without it might have broken up, as it had already
broken loose.®
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gduc-tion 07 youny veople. eay of the novelistes syoued for s

srontor unpteratondine of the nroblems of
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arenier inforest ond endecvor in zolving thewy sb the care fiuve,
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vidurl error sn’ o7 the eyeter itsel” is wmot plwnye erey ko vnke,
It is »robsbly heet wmade ~ith respect 4o the individual ferilyle

motives pnd objretives in trainines ite children snd in sending thes

to sepaole,  BDigl eriticirzad Vv, Snomley for sende

inz hie wifels t=o litdle boys %o “sckfard Spuccrs's aeadeny,

S e

HJotheboye "1217 . Ur. Snnvley ressoned that hic wife mould not be
termnted $0 epend uvon her =somne the ~oner for which he had warried
her, because Lotheboye Hall allowed no vacetions smd countenarnced
no gommunications from the pupile to their parents--except a

5

Christuas form letter. Charlotte Bronte likewise eriticized

53, Home influence, p. 165.
54. For criticioms of the systen itself see Chapter IV.

55. Hicholas Kickleby, p. 35. Dickens also criticized the

Murdstones for sending David to Y¥r. Creakle's school for

the same reason (in David Covmerfield.) Likewise, he

criticized even the proud r. Dombey, who had a sort of



78

bo Lowood scehnosl 2 et her oul of

the oy oend 50 hun

Cherler Jlinvreiey criticlive? hhe gcousin

far atteuding o

ao ¥apbe onily
3

S emaA S gy o -
ATRITT SN0

i Uit =own to shon beesuse the Public Schonl was the sccepted
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Yermeee Trollowe eriticized Thomae Cheeterfield for being
Frne eoud? of @ba lenrnine thur bessowed wouon his SOﬂ\Cﬁuﬁﬁrimﬁ by
The Li@??} enid 400 arsteTnl for the mancer in which i% maz done,
ta dresw ol auestioning

therefare to mekes mmdue szerifice of

Zoily. e wished %o w

hie wealth, in order Lo

fondness for his son--o0r rather for the ides of = =zon.
Yr. Dombey truly did not want %o be bothered with the boy

(in Dombey 2nd Zom.)
56. dane Lyre.
57, &1%on Locke, ». 108.
Coningsby.
59. Charles Chesterfield, p. 14.
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anothor whole aroud of criticises conecerned the pozitiong,

“a »

dutize, and Junetiont of thoe variows mesbers of the fsrily. One

2y

of ths wost immorbont of there was the attack uuon the vrafligacy,

extrovavonce, or Syranny o7 2 husband and father; alzosh every

B

nove? writer inYroducsd at least one-eulpable lord and washor,

{
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wometimes the aehions o7 sueh o wan 2nd She conceguences of Shem

%

furnished the w=in ploet of $hoe wnovel. Chevelev, X

v dgymond, ong

Zhe Jenant of Nildfell Iall are cases in point. In each navel,

the suthor complained of the husbsnd's want of good ill 2nd under-
stonding, and surned the whole ook inty 5 critieis: of his vices,
which she implicd to be cowwn in %@ciaﬁy.gl In many other novels,
the miin 21lats of which developed ohher themes,; the tyramnical
busbsnd was the subject of incidental censure. Huth attacked the
tyranny of Fr. Bradshaw; Aspen Courd, that of Henry Filmelow; The

91¢ Luriosity Bhop, that of twmilp; Busan Hopley, that of Ayioun;

80. %ee Chapter IV,

61, in Cheveley (by Rosina Lytton), Lord de Clifford was

suilty of physieal brutality towards his wife and of pube
1ic humiliation of her. He kept a mistress under the came
roof with hile wife, and made biz wife subservient %o her,
He persecuted her, also, for the innocent atientions which
their gentlemen friends showed her. Through all, the wife
remained with him, for she had no cholce but to remain.
Rer release from oppression came only with his death.

In Uary Raymond (by ¥rs. Gore), Mr. Merstham perse-
cuted his wife with unfounded jealous sccusstions. Although
she remained faithful to him and refused %o abandon him, at
length he strangled her.

In The Tenant of ¥ildfell Hall (by Anne Brontd),
Arthur Humtingdon had affaire with another woman in his
own home, abused his wife, and debauched his son. Although
his wife ran sway from him, she returned when he was ill
end submitted bhereelf to more indienities, IHer rescue came

only with his death.


i.ldfe.il

ey

el

Y

that af Borncos Horweomes The Prreon'se Danorbter, thet

2 3 “~ 3 2 52 ] 2
potdles ~n? Home nfluenge, thet o ireritne B8 arin1 ener

rovels, Yike Jombey and don and Bhirley, eritiecizod *he bhuebond,

lesn molodraasticsly snd perhops core convincin~ly, for o lock of

understanding re w1l 22 of bensvolence, “hne Dombey covld ges
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hig =wife dis ir childhirth, -nd feol.elstion 2t the game moment

In Pre, OsekellVs Hmth, Ur. Pradohsw by severe diceipline,
drove hiz eon to become a thief and nearly wrecked his
denrhterts 1ife by $ryins +o foree her mnrrisze to 2 busi-
nees friend.

In Shirley Yrooks's Aeven Court: A Story of Our Om

ki)

: . Y., Strincer and Townsend, 1856, Henry Tilmslow
manted an eetnte, bratalized his wife and his three dauche
ters, He was orevented from continuing vhysical nbuse
unon hie dsushiers, snd from endeavorins (2 cel) one of
them to = =ealthy, o214 man only by the intervention of out-
sidern,

In Chzrles Dickens's The 21d Curiosity Shop, Suilp,

a sadish vho percecutel anybody he eould, bruisliszed his
wife and mother-in-lar for spors.

In Mre, Cstherine (Ztevens) Crowe's Susan Hoplev:

QE, tbe Adventures of g Vaid-Bervent, Tilliam Taig,
Zdinburch 1842, Aytoun through jealousy ~hich had been fos=-
tered by his refusel to 21low hie wife %o snegk freely with
him, persecuted both hic wife and an innocent man., e
gven chot the w2p beecasuse of hie unfounded suspicions =néd
wag enved and humbled eventually only through the goodness
of his wife,

In %, ¥. Thackeray's The Hewcomes, when Barnes Rewcome
rot 2 divorce from his wife, on the charge of duplicity,
end gained the custody of the children, every »itnesgs
slded with his wife, testifyins thzt Bernes bhad been suilty
of gross cruelty snd wife beating.

' In Theodore Hook's The Parson's Daughter, Harbotile,
a cozree, hoorish man, entertained jemlous susplcions of
his besntiful, refined wife, Fanny. He persecuted her and
contrived the death of’tge ma? he suspecée&. 1

In Grace Acullar's Home Influence, Greville rejoiced
2t the birth of his eom with "euch rejoicing as to fill his
wife's henrt with an egony of dread; for he swore that he
would meke his boy as jovial a spirit as himself, and that
ber namby-pamby ideas should have nothing to do with him,"
p. 8Z. He c¢arried out his vow, agonizing his wife and
dissipating hie young son.

4
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boerute the child ohe hsd barmerze a sam end heir. e was uneble
o vmdoretsnd har omfalr and ineonsiderste he had bsen s2nd wrs hee
iny to the «wife he -ne 1@?1ﬂf.63 Like r, ¥Yelstone:

Fe thought, £o long =z & women wan cilent
nothing ailed her, snd che wanted nothing.
"7 che 2id not comploinm of =5litude, esli-
tude, however conbinued, could no% be irke-
some By hor, I ghs 444 not £21% ond ook
horoelf forward, exnress a sartislity for
thie, =nd =yorsiosn ¥ %hat, she hsd not
partialitice or aversions, and it wae use-
less 0 consul$ her tostes, Mo —ade no
pretense of comsrehending women, Or comnar—
ing fher with meny they were = different,
nrobably = very inferior, order of exvist-
ence; 2 7ife could not be her hucbhend's
companion, much lces hiz confident, =uch
lees hic atay D

st e PR JENN o E LA S . T s
snother similer srowp of eriticisme 7nz dirvcehsd srainst *he

eon in fthe fanily, oarticularly for proflirsey ond mastefulness,

A boy wee expected fo have come spirit, but he was expected also
to be discrest. !njor Pendennic s2id o7 an sttachmen® of bhis
nephew's, "If it were but a temporary liaicon...one couvld bear it.
& youne fellow must sow his wild oats, and thet sort of thing“:gg
but = boy was censured, like John Reed, vhen his dissipstion inter-

. s 66
fered with his duties, or cost much money. He was censured for

83. Bickens, Cherles, Pembey and Zon.
B4. Pronté, Charlotte, Shirley, p. 41.
65, Thackeray, 7. ¥., Pendermis, Yol. I, =. 118,

€6. Bronté, Charlotte, Jane Lyre, p. 90. Bessie expressed this
criticism:

*Oh, he is not doing =0 well as his mama couvld wish.
ie went to college, and he got--piucked, I think they call
it: and then his uncles wanted him %0 be a barrister, and
study the lam but he is such a dissipated young man,
they will never make mueh of him, I think.
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MTiesie looke stout and well enough in the fece, but
I think che'c not guite cmey in her zingd; Mr. Jeim's cone
duct does not please her--he spends a deal of money."

67. See footnote 18, p. el -

68. Licrzeli, Benjawin, _znered, Vol. I, p. 1E: ®Other heirs
anparent of n rich seignory would soon hove removed thece
difficultics. By bi'l or by bond, by living usury, or by
post=obit liguidaticme, by 217 the meens that privete
friends or public offices could supply, the vinews of war
would have been forthcoming."

69, Gore, (iire.), Vol. III, p. 295. lre. Blair'c éying epeech
was:

. *I% is I ~he am the cause of poor Heginald's ruin. I
courted richee for him. As s child, I accepted dependence
for him ir the house of a cruel, heartless man.-—-"hen he
attnined the object of my desires, I seemed to worship him
the more,--worehip my only son the more~—that he was rich
and great; snd instead of checking his faults, or attempt-
ing %o wmature his judrment, gave way to all his caprices,
end allowed him to grow up in utter hardness of heart!"

70. In FYendennis (by %. ¥. Thackeray), the diverting of Arthur
from » wild and impractical aﬁtacﬁment began the strusgle
of his education for 1ife. Only when through Laura's
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“he abumes of suthiorlty by %he proud or fashiosnable mother

nave been cowmented upon.  Tomen Yike Lady Frances Sherringheam,

“rs. Arwytsge, Lady Anve Grenard, lrs. Mackenzie, Harriet Vining,

“re, Codrington, and Hrs, Bellingham were all censured for their

71

haurhtiness, pride, and tyranny.

71.

recictenee Pen was finally nurged of his last young blood
tendencies, was Thackeray willing %o ¢211 him matured.

In Iy lioyel (By “dward Pulwer-Lytton), the stabil-
izing of "rank Hazeldean, alonz wi*h the ==lvation of the
ﬂ?bitieua Handal Leslie, furnished 2 large .art of the
plot.,

n Blesk House, Dickens preached a well-known sermon
on the fate of the shiftless boy (Hichard Carsteirs).

Pa this 1i=%, of course, many others could be added:
fenry Fortescue in Home Influence, (Grace Acuilar); 5tecr-
forth in Pavid Gpﬁnerfgalgfrﬁﬁé;gés Dickens}; Charles
Chesterfield in Chsrles Chesterfield (Frances Trollope);
“rederick Stephenson in The 'idow Barnaby (Frances Trollore);
Philip Firmin in The Adventures of Philip, ¥. Y., A. L.
Burt, n. d., (7. ¥, “hackeray); Vivian in The Caxtons

Ldward Bulwer-Lytton); Ueorze in Fathers znd Sons
. Theodore Hook); etg.

In The Parson's Dauphter (Theodore Hook), Ledy Frances
Sherringham did 211 she could %o prevent her son from
marrying &mma Lovell., She instigated calumny against
imra, 2ot her som drunk and had him propose 1o a la2dy of
her cholce, ovened and withheld letters, employed sples,
and 70t both her son and herself into debt in the process.

In Yrs, Armytage (¥rs. Gore), ¥rs. Armytage broke up
her daughter's love affair and tried to wreck her son's
narriage. ,

In Lady Anne Granard {Letitia Landon}, Lady Anne dis=
eiprted her husband's wealth by extravagance, ran into
debt for which she wes srrested, tried %o forece her daugh-
ters into fashionable marriages, and died, somewhat re-
pentent, but still »lotting other schemes.

In Zgglﬁewcomes (%, M. Thackeray), Yrs. Kackenzie,
knowm as "The Campaigner", contrived Clive's marriage %o
dosie, ruined their marriasge by ber ranting, hellion be-
bavior when the Colomel's bank failed. Clive finally turn-
ed her out of his house.

In The Hanaging #ife (Mre., El1ls), Harriet Viming hav-
ing caught and married the spoiled Horace Grant, vroceded
to rule him and wreck their home.
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And finslly, o whole erond of miscellsnious criticisms in-
volved sbuses in numerous family relstionships. One of the most
eignificant of these criticisms abtacked the underveluing, the
subjection, and the uynnatural treatment of girls. Dickens crit-
icized Dambey‘far ignoring “lorence and for resenting Paul's
affection for her.vg ¥re, Gore criticized Mrys. irmytage for her
tack of interest in her daughter Sohpia, who died of a broken
heart.73 fira, Gazketll criticizedhﬁr. Bradshaw for his undervaluing
of Jemima and her 9isters.74 In each case, the avthor emphasized
*he injustice done Ly such nerlect, and endeavored to make the
rerder feel symnathetieally thet the shused or neslected daurhter
»ag, ag a feeling versnsn, =8 important 2 human value 25 her brothe
er who was not neglected. Indeed, Grace Aguilar openly condemned
the practise of makine girls subservient to their brothers, =2nd
implied that the vractise was & prevalent one. The main vlot of
¥iss Amuilar's novel, Home Influence, concerned the woes of Ellen
Fortescue who shielded her brother and suffered most bitterly for

his faults; Lllen had been instructed by her dyinz mother, who had

In The Lottery of Marriagme (Frances Trollope),

Mrs, Codrington wasted her daughter's income and used all
nogsible means to prevent her dauchter's debut from infter~
fering with her own at'tempits at remarriage.

In Ruth (¥re. Gaskell), Mrs. Bellingham broke up her
son's affair with Ruth, and kept him from being as 1ittle
unkind to the seduced girl a= he would have been of his
own accord. Her paying off of Ruth and her sending her
away drove ‘he girl %o attempt to commit suicide. Thurstan
Benson reacued her,

72, Dombey and Son.
73. ¥rs. Armytoge.
74, Ruth.
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maet grossly neglectsd her im favor of the brother, to take
care of him and to serve him.?s finne Bronté, too, criticized the
subservience of girls %o %heir brothers. The dialozue between
mes Grey and her pupil, Tom, ie an eloquent commentary:

”3ure1¥, Touy you would not strike

your sister! I hone I shall never see you

"You will sometives: I'm obliged %o
@2 it nor and then %o %eep her in order.®
"But it is not your place to keen her
in order, you know,,.."76
Another family relationshin much coriticized vecsuse oF abusive
~rachices wac that of %the governese to her emnloyers and %o her
charces. “ithout questionin:s the neces=ity and utiiity of +he gov-
grness in the home, novelists repeatedly snd severely criticigzed
the Znelish family for its {1l=trestment anﬁ'unﬁervaluing of its
Tovernesses., o importan’ were the wrobleme of the roverness Lthat

2%t least three major novels, Jeme iyre, Acnes Grey, and The Gowy~

graess, concerned themselves wholly with her; and others, like
The Lottery of U The Hewcomes, Chuzzlewit, The
Fife, Shirley, and *hab ¥i11 He It? discussed her

1neident&11y.?7 The purpose of the criticism was well summed up

3rTiage

75. Ano*her instance of this criticism might be seen in Louisa
Graderind's marrying of Bounderby in order to help her
brother Tom, which sacrifice Dickens condemned (in Hard

Times,)
76. Bronté, Anne, Aenes Grey, p. 372.
77. The governesses treated were: Jane Eyre in Jane Zyre

(Charlotte Bronté); Agmes Grey in Asmes Grey (Anne Bronté);

Clara Yordaunt in The Govermess (Lady Bleséin%ten};
Iarriape (Frances
Trollope): Mrs. ¥ason in Ihe Hewecomes (7, M, Thackeray);

Yargaret Stockton in The Lottery of Marr
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by Lndy Hles ington in o lebvter %o 're., Frirlie. Lady Pleceinston

wrote:

I =m very sretified by what you tell
me of Yiee Lemne's anvrobation of YThe Gove
ernese', It wee my anxious wish %o point
sttention =nd excite sympathy towards a
clase from which [more is) exnected and 4o
whon less 18 nccorded, than %o any other,
It has always struck me that no situstion
iz 2o neinful as that of a Gentlewoman con-
stantly occupled in the difficult tack of
Torming the youthful wminds, snd instilling
no* only a1l *he rudiments of education,
tut what 1s of infinitely more importence,
*hose nrineiples on which %he [hepsiness)
here and heresfiter, of her pupils mast de=
nend; made exnosed to She negslect, rude-
ness, or jealousies of thoee who confide %o
her the most saered of 217 frusts, the
minds of their children.78

wven in the tyoical family, ae described in Chapter II, the lot
of the povernesc was a hard one, and was generally deplored.

“he third family relstionship occasionally criticized was that
of parent snd child; the abuse attacked was parental tyranny. ¥#re,
Gore criticized a2 popular belief in pzrental auvthority stated by
Miss Marzeret! "The authority of parents over a child cagnnot be

either wilful or cagricious.“?g

Grace Aguilsr's Mre, Hamilton, the
model mother, "could not bear, nor could her husbend, the system

which crevailed in some familles of their acquaintance, that thelr

Ruth Pinch in ¥artin Chuzzlewit (Oharles Dickens); Hiss
Berkeley in The Han Tife i}grs. Ellie); Hrs. Pyror
in %h%r;ez {Charlotte Brontéi; and Arabells Crane in
That #i11 He Do Fith It? (Fdward Bulwer-Lytton.)

78. 3adlier, ¥ichael, The Strange Life of Lady Blessington,
Boston, 1933, p. 240.

79. ¥rs. Armytage, p. 70.
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A11 of *hese criticisme of nbuses and sberrations within the
fanily order were =like im ane resnect., They did not aguection
either *he rivhiness or the practicabilisy »f 4hs fynical family
=h inzhitutions instend; they tried %o demonstrote

2t oz oreat InTl

i
thet the 1nck of undersisndin~, love, and benevolence in some

[P

individuals wae the cmuse of verious herdehine and nmiseries in

s - 8’3
family 1ife, ©F *hies kind of critieism, %he master wnas Dickens,
who, "H1thouzh he =a~ =n affectionate father..seews to hnve ruled

. ; 83
Tith 2 rod of iron in his ovm household." © Dickens repeatedly

80. Home Influence, p. 344.

81. iickens, Charles, Hard Timeg. Zven Graderind, to whom 211
children, even hi~ om, were 1lit%le pitchers to bhe filled
full of facts, was condemned for a lack of understanding
rather than far actinz beyond his authority.

83. Fraser's, "Charles Dickene and David Copperfield," Yol,IIII,
{Jec. 1850), p. 698, The reviewer gave as the reascons for
Hickens's popularity *above all, because of his éeep rev-
erence for the household qanetitiaq, his enthusiastic wor-
ship of the household gods,®

83, Oliphant, James, Vietorisn Hoveliets, London, Blackie and
Son, Ltd., 1889, upp. 30-31.




except when e T:1% *ho family oarder or nart of 1% attocked or une
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Foivly roorosenied. ¥e did, however, wrlke repeated eriticiams

=it feoliny smd comvietint oF one individuzl =buse in Derdicnlar:

neglect onl i1l=tresiment coveonly ckovm by the family fo the

8

7.

sosen kept thew alive....?
"Charles Dickens and David Coroperfield,"
Tol. X7II, (Dec. 1850}, p. 698: "Prohably *here is no oin-
gle individusl who, during the last fourteen years, has
occupied so leroe a gspage in the thourhts of fncslish Tolk
ag Charles Dickens.®

“iUaster Hurphreyts Clock,” Athenpeum, #6880, (H¥ov., 7, 1840),
». 888: "..,it iz life=like an? tustling, znd therefore
sood for one's zmusement; it comes frow 2 sound heed and
heart, and therefore fitted for one's immrovement: and
accordingly, as ¥Waster Hunphrey's Clock!? Tz 2lrepdy its
thousands uvon thousrnde of readers, we beg lesve cordislly
to_recommend it 9 the Million.H

& writer in The Zdinburgh Devieg, for examsle, eriticized
¥re, Gore's lomen ms They Are because he thought it a mis-
representetion of =m idesl and therefore dangerous.
Article VI, Vol. 1I, (July 1820}, p. 459!
"¢ see no ugeful end thet can be grined by associating the
unimpeachable discharme of domestic duties, with so much
tha*t ig unamiable =nd ridiculous in the ohrracter of Lady
L11field. There is nothineg in the examnle of such cersons
e demngerously atiractive as o recuire the antidote of
such a vehement current of ridicule as ¥re. Gore has direct=-
ed azainet them. 'fe eannot see the lauvdable purpose of
sneeringly remarking, that *so brizht an exzample of domese—
tle merit--znd vhat neighborhood cannot boast of its dupli-
catel-=was naturally superior to seeking its plessures in
the vapid and varying novelties of fashion.' ¥rs. Uore,
we dare=say, does not mean to affirm *thet matronly waltzing
ia more to be admired than matronly attention to the ‘seven
substantial children,’' or that it is better to give a ball
than %o establish = school; but she is bound to teske care
that others do not draw these inferences from her expres-
gsions. e know many who combine the most unimpeachable
discharge of domestic dutiez with a reasonable participe-~
tion of the pleasures of society....*

3ee mlego Chapter IV for other counter-criticiems.

The reviewer of Lady Blessington's The Governess, Athenseum,
#8633, (Sat., Dec. 14, 1833), prefaced his review of the




novel Ly many lono remsarks on governesses in general. iHe
secuzed dngland of etunidity snd folly in her ill-trestment
znd desradation of this class of person. He said that by
seking £2 hires governesees cheapdly in the market and by
treatine them as menials, Fngland was fast deteriorating

in rveszect $o cducstionn,

o 943: "The fathers of families, if they have some gl im-
merinye of the fruth, hove rarely let~ure to wateh over the
educrtion of their sons; snd the daushters are committed to
"he care of females uftterly discuslified by their own in-
tellectual deficiencies, if not by their presumption, for
the tanok.?

D. 9431 "The first gusrantee for her incapacity--the first
injustice to vhich che is erposed--is the utter dispronore-
tion of her remunerstion.® '

J. 8423 "The lo- social vosition of the enverness ie akill
further determined by the coldness and the nesleet of her
employers. True i% mey bo, that the preceonce nf o shranger
and a hireling, a% the domestic fireside, wust often be an
mpleasant restraint; 7 *hic he eco, it iz s+il? put »

wall price %o vpay for those who cennot or »ill not educate
their children themselves., Prrente howve no richt *o bring
o cultivated and 5 sensitive femple under their roof 4o
roxr5ify and degrade her; if *hsy wont her services, *they
mugt not rob her of any part of her just reward; and of
the stipulated bosrd and lodginz., If the governess be in-
deed Titted for her %ask, ehe mill have sense and discre-
tion 0 avold bocoming an unnecesenry restrsin® on the
heads of the family; asnd her acouirements =il add to %he
rleasyres of the domestic cirele, rather than detract from
themn.

. 9431 "To do justice %o her merite, %o confer on her
the desirable efficiency, she should be treated with all
the delicaey and respect vhich custom exscte between wel'lw
bred egusls. The governess ie not the subordinate, she is
the associate of the mother; and this the children must be
mede Yo feel, or their future characters as rational beings
7ill su“fer for %the neglect."

"The Nursery Governess® Athenseum, #9833 {Zent. 13,
1848), ». 9031 "IMevate 'the nursery governess' in vprin-
ciples end babit, and there must be a corresvonding ele~
vation in the pupils. Of all dutles, hers are the most
important: 1%t 1s she who forms the future men and women.,
Tet parents go on in the old track, insensible of their
omn_reésconsibility in the cholee of instructors, and ae
negligent of moral culture, as 1f there were no such thing
in the world."

"¥anlty Tair and Jane Eyre," Quarterly Review, Vol.
LiSXIV (Dec. 1849), p. 177: #She must be a saint, or no
woman at all, who can rise above those perpetual 1little
dropping=-water %rials to which the self-love of an average-
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Ros% of the ewsnyishe, 4o, liks ths reviewers, secevnted the
family order without guszfion,  The sther —riters ~hn ware »7 the
oninlon that The mgre correction o7 ~tuse =ar nnY enonch, bub shat

v : 3 ’

the revigcion o7 soae wrinciplss of the order wroe necescary will be
89
dizeussed leater, “epresentative of the majority sroup wes krs.
Z11ie, vwhoee works were most vopulsr; end %o rhom the conventioneal

150 I
revievers refcrred wiih praise. $he asnroved of the conventional

ly=:laced governess ig cxroced. “h=t fearful faet that the
lunshic asylmma of ?hi countrf are supnlied =ith & larrer
eroporiion of their inmstes from the rsnke of young movern-
¢zges "utn from any nfhsr clase of 1i7e, is 2 sufficient
prg@’ ?&r geldom ehe ¢nn,”

See mlso:r "Yothers and Governesses," Athenaeum,

1021 {i'my 233, 1847), ». E48: "On the Speial Fosition of
wovernevces 4 Trssegii, Tol. XXXVII (20wt 1848), po. 411=
4143 fint% on $ho ‘odern v@verneoo ﬁya?em Froger's,
Tol, 2% {Tov. 18&4) po. 571-584; “dueen's Colleme—-—
Londom,® gunrher 7, 0. i:YYIV (¥areh, 1850),

. E04-384,

The usuzl reviewer seews 4o have echoed *he nublic
opinion whieh resulted in the orgrnization of the Govern~—
esees' “engvolent Institution, 1842, later ¢slled “weens
Cotlleme. (*hiv institution was the shart of the nrecent—
day systen of eduncrtion for "nglish zirls of 4he npner nide-
dle 01935.

"The first importsnt sten in enening the doors of a
sound , higher education for women was %taken when Jucen's
College, London, @as opened in 1848. Thies colleps had its
origin in a Governesses' Renevolent Institution, founded
in 1843, thus affording some evidence that the higher edu=~
cation of knolish woren grew out of the grep? need for

better-trained povurneqses " Goodeell, llysti A
distory of the Tamily as p Socisl and Edu A% Institgg_«;
tign, d. Y., © Taomillan C Company, 195.)

89. see Chapter IV,

80. Cruse, Amy, The Vietorians and Their Books, p. 339:
"The ideals of the orthodox pa marty were well summed up in

a series of books written by a certain YMrs, Ellis, which
were immensely popular, snd were constantly guoted with
respectful admiration.®



family »nd exboried her renders %5 iook upon 1% pe arn ideal. The
epproved 170 pabternal structure and the princisle of mmszentine

cuperiority upon whichh 1% waz founded,

And yet

Jne imsortant truth sufficiently iwpressed
wnon your aind will ﬁaﬁeria?1y assist in thise
degirable consumation-—-i* io the superiority
¥ your husbsnd, sim-ly as a man., It is
suite possible +h9s you may have wore itazlent,
with ?1Whar attainmente, and you may also
h=ve been generally rore admlree‘ but this
has nothing whetever to do with your noﬁi?iﬁn
as 2 woman, which is, and wmust be, inferior
to his aw g men,91

5%

“re. E1lie could speak of ¥ithat moret of all glavery, the

92 .
fear of a busband.®™" 3he recognized the cuperiority of boys and

Gx

men,

althoush she was aware that they often beceamne "welfish, dom-

The populerity »nd number oF thece baoks auou* mOmEN
writ +er by women may be seen in +he review of *5 Pleg for
Yomen," Athenseum, #8532 (¥arch 2, 1844) ». 189: "It is no
unimportant siegn of the times =snd of the temiency of opin-
ion, when books wultivly on one pariicular subject, we have
counted on *our library tsble,' within » short neriod, not
less than sizieen worke having reference, in some direet
form, to the present condition of women-—her 'x zicsion, ' her
‘influence,’ her power to 'Yregenerate ocieﬁy,‘ har rights,
clﬁzms, duties, vocation, educstion, snd so forth.?

ther booke =zimilar to those a? Yrse ¥llis's in sub-
360* §pé in the cag?&ntlona‘ §oint af view expressed are:
“re. John 3tanford¥s Joman: n he ugcigl ﬁg@ Domestic
Gareggf Hrs., Hugo heid g A Plea gg; Jdomen J. B,
Tortonie Zhe I» an g; Laws Tel CF j*.ﬁﬁﬁ.“g*uﬁ
of Enoland; Emilie G erlen's JYoman's Life (this, however, is
a didactic novel); Letters zg,gz,§g§§§§g'4g;g~§§ by a

Lady, J. #. Parker's jggggug,gxgg;gg: and the essays of

Hrg., Jameson, chgrggﬁer;sﬁics of gm&g, ¥emoirs af Fomen,
and Commonplace Hook,

‘he Tives of England, p. 10.
Ibid., o. 8.
The Eothere of ¥nglsnd, p. 91: "In the first place, then,

Tet it be reyembereﬁ, that boys must be humoured %o a cer-
tain extent. Both boys and men reguire this, and they
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inccring, ond tyrsnnical 4o the other cex," because their mothers

hnd. been in@mlﬁenﬁ;gé Zhe felt 41t "an unspeakable nrivilege en~

inyed Ly *he women of “nzland, that in the middle ranks of 1life,
warried woman, however youthfu?! or attractive, if her own manners

nrG ungreentionable, iz seldom, or never, exvosed to the abttentions
G

©f men, 5 as to lead her affections-out of *heir proper channel."
she warned "the women of Znzland back 40 their domestic duties,”

regerting that a woman's ephere was her husbandls hame.96 dhe de-
wlored rebellion of children, and taught +thalt parents should erer-
cize complete contral over their chimren..g7 She accepted that it

mae n busband's privilesze %o introduce members of his fawily into

his home »nd fthat it —ee the wife's duty %o bezr their "well-meant
a8
interferenge? ami=bly. The only way in which she wag perhaps a

1i%%1e different from the reviewer waz in plscing the recnonsibile
ity for o happy home upon the wmoman, and in one way or another ex-
oners% ng the man from blame: 1if a man was tyrannical, bis mother
had =poiled him by indulsence; if he was merely fretful, his wife
did not recognize =nd perform her subservient duty towards him,
411 of the criticlisme thue far enumerated, whether made by

*he novelist, the reviewer, or the essayist, were conservative and

have a right to expect it from wmomen.®
94, Ihe ‘ives of Enxland, p. 25.
895. Ibid., p. 48,
26. Ibe Jomen of Englend, p. 14.
97. The fives of fnzland, p. 6.
98, ibid., p. 13.
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conventional, Althouszh some of the writers suoted in thie chapter
werﬁ.pfﬁﬁﬂ non-conventional in their criticism of fhe order iteelf,
&he_wﬂr*ieulmr criticisms under consideration here were convenhional
ones.  That ie to say, some writers were both eritiecs of abuses
~i%hin “he order, and ori*ice of the order iteelf. The latter type
of eriticism is discugsed in the nexf‘ahapﬁer. The conventional or
congservotive criticiswms -- the ones discussed in the foregoing

nages -- denlored abusive'@racﬁices within the institution of the
farily; they 4id no% criticige the institutinn itself, They seemed
o reflect the opiniomns of the gemeral public of Yarly Victorian

‘ngland.



CHAPVER IV

AADICAL CHITICIEVS AND REACTIONARY COUNTER-CRITICISUS

Althourh most of the farly Tictorien critics WEYe conven-
“ional and comservative in their ideas about family 1i7e, and be-
lieved in the setructure and phi1033p$y of the typical family, some
few crities were not wholly satisfied that the Lnslish ideal was
sithout fault. These few writers dcubted whether the mere correcw
sionm of individuals was ehaugh; théy believed %hat some revision
of basic principles was necessary. Yet, they were not revolution-
szries; they did not act either with great seal or great confidence,
‘hey behaved decorously, very like other Farly Viectorians—-not
like the Romsntics of the I820%, They 4id guestion sporadicaliy,
however, whether some ehronic and cormon ills of family 1ife were
not result=nt, at least in part, uvon the very strueture znd phie
losophy of the typical family; they questioned the rightness and
 Justice of some renerally-accepted vrinciples.

There eritice of the order were few in number, and restricted
in the ranme of their criticism. They seldom gttacked a orinciple
mith vialenée; and they guestioned only a few principles. Gener-
211y, they weé% not far from conventional. Even so, they were the
men who thought in advance of the 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 limitsztions forced upon Woman: eocially,
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ntelleetualiy, snd legaily.l Althoush the eriticz did not wenture
88 usly o aroue the eouslity of wman snd woman, they did a2roue
Tar various degrees of freedom Tor mowsm.  “hey ~roued far freedom,
because they doubted one principle of the Larly Victorisn Zociety:
the God-ordained superiority of man.
dorke of non=fiction 1like Caroline Worton's Engl Laws for
omen =nd Herriet Yartinmeau'e Seciledy in Americs demonstrated the

injustice done %o women before the law, They attacked particularly
the facte that 2 woman could possess no proverty; thst che was
unahle t> divorce herself from her husbend, or even live apsrt from
him; 2nd that <he had no righis to her children if her husband

divorced himeelf from her.g Carniine Norton, whose divorce %rinl

nd

1. Calverton, V. F., 3ex “xpression i& Qgiggg*uru N, Y.,
Bone and hiveright, 1928, p. 217: *7ithout poli%zcal
rxvhts, searcely more than a chattel before the law, in
fact as a wife a form of property elmost unprotectedly
subgee+ed to her husband's dis; QE&T, =woman had to display
her virtuﬁq in invulnerable array."

. &avdse11 lllygﬁlne,_é Hig gg of the Fomily 3s a3 Socisl

nd Ldueat ionsl wg§~i§gﬁégﬁg D 4291 ¥ip to the year 1857
the =n2lish law took no steps to remedy %he hard position

of married women with respect to their property disabile
ities, Bubt in that year an Act was pmssed q:*i&’ly to
nrotect the property of a deserted wife, This Act allowed
her to retain any property she might acquire after having
been deseried,)

Hot until 1882 was woman given free rights over her
nronerty while she was married,

Also, D. 447, "the Matrimonial Canses Act of 1857
perpetuasted the qame inequality of righte in resneet to
divorce as had previous legislation and practise.® (The
act gove 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,)

2%
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was notorious, wrote 2 long and impasesionsd essay against the de-
sraded Dosition of women.

<« the wonderful indecsney of our divorece
trisls,--the incredible fact that the women
apcused ig alleowed n» direct defense, and
cannot aopesr by counsel on such secazions—-
the loth and reluctant admission (=2nd that
of very recent date) of the rirht of »
wother o her infant children,--are alike
adious and incomprehensible...in the Inslish
lews which wreck » woman's whole destiny; in
the law vhich pernite the most indecent and
atroeious 1ibel agsinet her, without a
cirnce of legal defense,--in the law which
countenances =nd upholds far worse than
cheating st carde, snd renders null and wvoid
o contract signed by 2 magistrate, because
tha% contract was made with his mife,--in
the law vwhich gives 2 womsn's ezrnings even
by literary copyright, to her husband, =~in
the whole framework, in short, of those

laws by =hich her existence is =merged in the
existence of another, (let mhat »i11 be ihe
gircumetances of her gase;) snd by whiech
Justice in fact diveste herself of a1l con-
trol and responsibility in the matter——inge=
lend sees nothing worthy of remark.3

And yet, Caroline Horton did mot wish 4 be thdught revolutionary.
‘ven though she gquestioned a basic prineciple in Pnglish family
life, she did no% think of herself as a revolutionary; in fact,
ehe did not zholly deny the uprinciple and the rightnese of man's
superiority., "“hat I write,” she said, "ie written in no epirit
of rebe’lion; it onute forward no absurd clair of equslity; it is
aimply an appeal for pr@teation,“4 Her implication, indeed, was

that the Early Vietorian ought to make lawe which would limit his

Sa English Laws for Jomen in the Nineteenth Century, printed
for private circulation, 1854, pp. 31~2.

'4Q IE&Q-; P. 3«
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wower rather than exteond w@man‘s.ﬁ

f

~ike Crroline ortom, Harrviet lartineau wae dissstisfied with
the legsl ststus of momen in inclewd., in her book, Zoelety in
ancries, she preferred Swerican divorce and vroserty laws to Lnge-
lish ones=-zlthourh she believed thet the lowe concerning women
rere bed the worléd over. "In no cauﬁtry, I believe,® she wrote,
"are the marrisre laws eo iniguitous as in ‘mzland, and the cone
jugal relation, in consegquence, so 1msaired,”6 Among the American
laws which she avproved were those insurinz woman's right to om
nroverty, *he reciprocity of 211 marriage vows, and an even degree
of acceegsibility %o divoree laws by rich snd poar, s=nd by man snd
wamen alike; ehe devnlored #he sbeencs nf such lawe in wnrland,
Althoueh reviewers 2nd essayiste throuchou*t the aarly Vie-
torien period weually ignored the question of waman‘grlegal rizhts-
~or else treated it 1ightlj znd superficially-—at least two mage
#zine articles some~hat mildly ceriticized Znelish lawe Tor women
with respect to the system of the family itself. The first arti-

cle appeared in 13841 in The Zdinburgh fgview; it admitted that

"the wish expressed on behalf o0f women 0 attain some influence on

legislation is not altogether causeless and mreasonable, Legis-

5. ¥rs. Norton asked ironically: *Are we to believe that the
gentlemen of Great Britain sre so jealous of their privilege
of irresponsible power in this one respect, that they would
rather know redress impogsible in cases which they them-
selves »~dwit to be inetances of the grossest cruelty and
baseness, then frame laws of control for themselves such as
they are willing %o frame for others?” Epalish Lgws for
Zomen, p. 15,

6.. Vol. III., p. 123
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lation nee been lees “riendly than Society—--and they heve renl
crounds of eomplaint agsinst %he ezisting atnte of 4he law with

| ) o - g eien 81 ‘s
respect %2 the relatione of hushand znd wife. "he srticle
epecifically vointed out the unfairness of lawe peenecting pDroper=—

ty and respectine the children of separsted couples. Yilshoush,

ot

therefore,® %he writer arsued, "the law has been slightly reTorzed,

it csmuot yes Be 2aild to deal iwmporkially »ith bLokh sexes. % is

o
En)

20t yet cleared from the imputation of having too much +he iwrress
of man'c lecislation, and of favouring the father at the expence of
tre wother's rishts, 1% does not yet recosnize equality of right
in the two parents. Tn the contrary, it vests 21l authority in
the fether, ti'1 %he mother, by anceal to a court of justice, can
2dbain £ varticipation., This seems %o us unjus%.“s The second
article amneared in 1855, a% the end of the Early Victorian veriod.
It protested amainegt the ineguality of men and women before the
law; it nttacked the dizerizminstion arainet wmosen snd the poor
=ith respect to the accessibility of divorce; and it offered a
gnd commentary upon the moral state of the tynics! Inslish home:

It ie mot mueck to the eredit of the hus-

bands of lngland to gay that if the wives

of =ngland could obtain divorces on the

grounds that their partners had been guilty

of sim-le adultery, half of the sald wives
would apply for them.9

7. "Righte and Conditions of “omen," The Edinburgh Heview,
Vol. LXXITI, (April, 1841}, pp. 207-8,

8. ibid., p. 208.

9. "The Law of Yarriage and Divorce," Iraser's Hasszine,
Vo1, LII, (August, 1855), p. 149.
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zeoansvelsy Tike Shoveley, uth, snd The Hewcomes

criticized ths injustice done to women before the law.
Siomed the richinssn of maseulinc suShority over wooan, sad =0

-

gueshioned = basiec principle of the ftyoicnl farly Vichorian Tanily.

Lndy Lyhtonta indeed, folirly bristled with indignztion.
o ]

The Tower elase of Lnvlichowomen wai P
on thelr lords and wasters and oesrform Tor
thew o Tloes o mpnusl labour which would
convince @ Zouth-Sea savase how remiss his

¥ oweE in the wifely virtusy ofF induse
£y snd endursnee. I% ig true, thet *he
ir cless of wives are of negescity, X~
4 from this epecies o7 humilistion: but
it 1e also true, that their degradation
=nd subjection only azssumes s different
Torm and manner: inferiority is =till the
unmistakeable bedge of the order. 7ith us,
he luzurions exsenditure of o wan is ‘de
rigueur," rhile the mere necessaries of a
vonnn are furnished by accidental znd for-
tunnte eupsrfluities. The exiravagance of
fethers and sons is glways %o be atoned
for by the economy, privation, and self-
denials of mothers and daushters,

English women hrove but one vrivilege~—
they wnay devote their 1ives to the educa=
tion, welfare, and care of their children,
without ever being able toc obtain one sin-
ole conventional or legal right over them,
=hile the father, be his vices what they
may, or his neglect ever so unnatural, still
possesses by our wise and moral laws, %the
rhole and 20le control over the unortunate
1i%tle beings who may be destined to feel
all the disadvantages of his power. without
reaning any of the benefits of hisz protec-
tion.10

Later on in the same book, Lady Lytton azain indulged her fury,
with Cheveley as her spokesman. Cheveley, annoyed at the indig-

nities shown to Lady de Clifford by her husbsnd, remarked to Hrs.

1GQ VC}",. In’ ppﬁ. 376“"?&



i1

eynnrs
W ing
&
;
days
‘ sen
g 3 S ol Y s
ristrete “ined hin :
Pllinme for the latter outracs, o =
srnisd with o lscture on oruslty to snimeles
= ~tded swother "vs, “sr the form but
lesser ~irdesesonr.”11
wd yeh, Lody Tytton was not s povelutionary. % is drus thot ehe
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Aid Awelein =oninst the un®ripness o the 1aw +o =oren, bet it is

2130 auestionable whethsr she believed in %he egunlity of men s»nd

- 1s . 15 ; ;
Tomen any wore than Coroline !nrionm didy™” she solved the proklems

2

of her heroine, Lady de Ui ord, by mivinz her in revriage to

11. ibid., Tol. 1Il., pr. 131-3.

.
1}

12, s02ine Lytton'e assertion is reminiscent of "ra. Sarhon's
=1l

Ladly “ytton wroter  "ers -omen but true tn thescelvos
to each other, *heir 2o=itiom s¢ human beinge =ould be
widely fifferent from what i% ie now, »nd ever wust be,
=hile they continue satisfied with beinz ‘he degraded
nonentities Ythey are at uresent. I an no advoeate For the
ridicwlous and iwvoral chimers, called 'Rights of “omen, '--
for they have no righte--or 2t leact none that can or ought
Yo emnower them to 111 those masculine niches in the
world, which would suthorise them %0 ki1l their fellow=
creztures aw soldiers, cajole them as statesmen, or cheat
them as lawyers. A woman's proper and only emoire i her
home, and unlese her nature could be physicelly chenged--
that is, unlese she could cease %o be woman-—it never can
or ourh% %o be any other; hut still there should be =some
cruelty to animal act that would extend ite orotection to
her in that sphere,® Cheveley, Yol. Il., p. 2371.
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Toman; he =ascailed her lesnl dependence usnon mon, =nd consennendly
the basis of her marriare bond. In telling the story of the diw
vorce of Sir Barnes lemcome from his wmife (lara, "hackeray =rote

bitterly:

e
£:3
¥

Cruse, Amy, The ¥ictorjans and Their Hooks, p. 371.
on. 387-8,

5. Cruse, &my, The Victorians and Their Books, p. 871.
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leneh, Lov
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Ehowhet pethor be d
wige, the innocent c¢hildi
: Ling r*una tuheir hcn;y prrLnts
ment, - }a d@“trﬁy T, entering
§ Lid i T {&2}2, ri"b “"I’u%u LLC{* 1 RS &)
5nﬁ“f’ﬂ &lane by his dececrrted hr”r*l, wnd
a1 line for redrese on his counti Lowland
"cw frecly ﬁur%nw hisg noble %ﬂ?? ?ua. A%
na% = *h;T’sﬂ? unsd er teenty Yhousand wounds
te the cost of nhis ¢lientis

And he accused Incland r3 well =2 Uir Hernes:

“hy should Tir Bernes Tercowe's conscience
b2 more sguearish than his eovm*r;‘w which
hiee put woney in his pocket for having trav-
pled on the weak young *thing, =nd scorned
her, and driven her to ruin? Then the whole
of the accounts of tha® wretched brnkruptey
ere brought up for final udi%, which of the
unhspoy partners shall be Qh%*n to be the
rost guilty?1?

» few novellets crifticiged the inferior social and intellee-
tual position forced upon women by Convention, and so criticived
the typical family which taucht Jomen that they were inferiors.

Roeinn Lytton, who in Cheveley deolored the law's opinion of women,

17. Vol. 1I., p. 230,
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in the sane novel further assailed the Conventional ovin'on of
women. 4lthough as indicated before, ¥rs. Lytton was not an
. . 18 , .
equalitarian, she objected that by principle the typical family
allowed no powers %o woman. "It would save a great deal of trou~
ble to enquiring foreigners,” she wrote, "if, for the future,
lexicogranhers would insert opnosite the word ‘homel-—2z rlace for
keepine wives and ehildren: *mutton chops!--food for ditts.ﬁlg
"¥ost husbands seem to think," she declared, "that i€ their wives
hrve a second idea, the world cannot be large enough for them
both, any wore than two suns can shine in one hemisphere‘“gg Lady
Lytton declared that this contempt for woman's intelligence and
industry was characteristic of men in Soclety at larze, as well as
in the family circle:
Englishmen politely banish rational con-
versation in female society, as being beyond
the comprehension of their protempore eompan-
ions; and as, twenty ysare ago, the generality
of grown persons invariably spoke %o children
as if they thought them fools, and so often
made them that which they had supposed, the
same effect Trom the same cause (despite the
march of intellect), may sometimes be pro-
duced upon adults now,
krs, 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 prineinle that a wife live according to her husband's

18, See p. 101, footnote 123,
18. Cheveley, Vol. IIT,, p. 31.
20, dbid., Vol. I., p. 3.

21, Ivid., Vor. I., p. 372.
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Thackeray, who hae alresdy Deon swoken of =ith reavect to
& 2 Ey

ins” rongn, usually defended

women axniust Uoclety. Comeltimes his eriticisus were directed

n

ags neh individusle or individual vices; ™~ sometimes his eriti-
clems seemed to eondesm zs dyesnnical snd stupid the vhole strue=
ture of the inolieh Tomdily and “oeciety. The followins nassare

from The Hergomes welongs %0 the lehter class:

s

Fow, gay people guarzel snd meke up;
or don't make it up bub wear a smirking face
£ ccieuy, and call each other "my dear"
and "my love," and emooth over thelr coun-
tenances before Joln, w»ho enters with the
coals 3 they are barking and biting, or
who announces the dinner ss they are %earing
sach other's eyes out? Suppose a woman 1e

28, Pu 404,

23. %ee thoee in the preceding chapter, D, o ff
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ever 50 misernble; snd yot awilez, »nd
doesn's show ber grief? "imite right,”
say her prudent friends, ond her husbandte

relstions avove all., Yuy dear, you have

(00 wmch pronriety %o exhibit vour ~rief
veifore the world, or auove mll, beTore toe
derline children.  So to lie is your duty,
to iie to your Iriends, %n voursel?® if yom
oan, %0 your children.

LI 20 K B LA NN BRI B I N 2 T .St E D e YR = ® & e w N B IE
Sunvose a 1ittle »lant, very frail -and deli-
cate from the first, but thet mizht hove
bloomed sweetly and borme fair #larers, hed
it received watn shelier and kindly nurture;
SHUVORE A voune ereasture Saken out H»f her
bowe, mnd given over %o a hard master vhose
careeses avg am insulting as hic neslect:
coneirned €0 eruel usage; to weary loneli-
nesaer o bither, bitier recollegtione of
tue nset; suopose her echooled into hyvoec-
risy by hyromny--ond then, mieck, Tet us
hire =n advoecate %o roar out to » British
jury the wronos of her injured hmshand, %o
pain® the aronies of his bleeding bheart,
(if Mr. Ldvocate mets »laintiffle brief in
time, and before defendant's nttorney has
retsined him,) and o show Seciety injured
throueh him. L€t us eoneole the mortyr, I
say, with thumnine damares: and as for the
woman==the guilty wretehl--let us lesd her
out =nd stone ber.24

Both Anne and Charlotte Hrontl resented the Uonventionsl
attitude fowards women. Althoueh it ig true fhnt inne Sromt¥ mede
her heroine, lelen, return to the desnicsble Arthur Huntingdon, %o
care for him, in his illness, it is ales true that ¥ise Rrontd
mas brave enough to sanction Helen's original eccape with her
chilﬁ.aﬁ Charlotte Brontk wee even wore outspoken. In Shirley,

she com>lained that YA lover masculine, =0 disapnointed, can spesk

24.; ?Iedt. II«, P- 1870
2.  The Tenant of
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geyiously the douveniloual zatiitude Lowards —wooont

«o0k ol the onwesrous Tanmilies o7 2irls in his
neighborhacd:  the Arritas > Bivtwhistles
the cykes. The bLrothers oF mirle org
evarymhere in businees, or in iongy they
huve zomsiiing i Qu, ?hxix €TS8 hove no
gaxthly plessurs, e vizsiting;
ene 0o hope, in :1 uxix 3i¢u to oo, of any-

oy et

ar < ’
thiny better, This etagnant ste te st things
WEKES tus* deeline in Lezalihs  ‘they 2re never

wells and their minde and viens @Jrivk to WO
Grous n@rxawnnuv. he greot wish--the gole six
of every one 0of them is %2 he nerried, but the
wejority will never merry; bthey =111 die re
tuey now live. They ﬁehs e, *1ey plot, they
aress %0 esncnare husbends The pentlezen $urn
thom into ridicule; they auﬂ‘f went thems they
Lold thex very cheap, they say--i hove hﬁ“r&
them sy it with sneering laughs many = tinmg=w
the mebrimonia® merket i overstocked. Tethers
sy 8o likewiece, and are sngyy with their Caugh-
tere when the; aﬁﬁurve their raneuvers; they
order them tu stay 2% home. “het do th&y expect
then $o do s% h*mer I7 you ssk--they would one
swer sew and ook, “hef ezpect them %2 do this,
and this an“;, contentedly, regulerly, uncome
plainingly, all thelr 11ve¢ 1oaﬂ zs 1 they
ned no germe o faculties of aﬁ"i11$w clse; &
doetr ne as reasonsble to nold, as 1% mould be
that the fathers have no faculbizc Lub for eatw
ing =hat their danqhtex“ cook, or for wear g

b2

what they sew. Oould amen live so bhoweelves?
dould %hey not be V&r‘ weary1 37

too, Charlotte Srontd severely condemned the

In The Pr

Conventional position of woman. Even death she thought mas pref-

erable, )

35, v. 83,
a7r. Shizley, pp. J06-7,
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wad Thelr oon ER Rtk b IC\'..:.gg
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rigihtaess of Thw generally-acceptaod belief that wnn was ordained

Ly &»d e being greadly superisr %o womean,  They guestioned thak
belief come~het Tinidly, to be sure, for Zhey wers not themselves
convineced ThaL 4l
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As already discussed, the ZTerly Tictorian noveliste, review-
ers, =nd esnyicts atbacked zbuses in the fynleal educationn’ syew

tem; buk

"

avg oFf them also attacked features of the sysitem itself,

v -

Sne of the pepects o7 ednerbion which “hey shincked was the Pub’ie
Jchool. They accuged 1% of beinz a snobbish instisation-—one which
%faught ite vopils 1it%le wore thon %o be onobbich and extravagant,
A% the beginning of %he serioed, Ly%ton assertsd +tha® 4the aias of
the Mablic “chool were Taulty oncs: ‘they were but another ezample
of the "influence wilch our aristoeracy obtain over every insti-
tion~~avery grade of our social life--from the crzdle %o the

grava,“gg

28, D 190«1.

See also g@&. I,, pp* 3§3~4' )
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Thackeray, although he did exbibit some fondnesc at length for

Grey Friars, waking it a sanctuary for old Colonel Kewcome, could

not heln eriticizing the low educational standards of the FPublie

Seohoole.

He apreed that Ciive's case was & typical one:

"He [Clive] has acquired in five years,
and by the admirable seestem (Sic) purshood
at your public schools, just about ag much
knovledge of the ancient languspes as he
conld get by thres month's applieation at
homs , 750

Hor wes "hackeray willinz %o believe that the Public School tausht

"the beauties of equality™ by having boys 1live 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 larze portion of the boys at
a public school are the sons of what may be termed the
minor aristogracy--of country gentlemen--of rich merchante-
~of opulent lawyers--of men belomging to the 'untitled
property' of the country: the smaller portisn are the sons
of statesmen and of nobles, How each parent of the former
class thinks in his heart of the advantames 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.
'Toung Howard's father has ten livinge-- and young Johnson
may become intimate with young Howard, and obtain one of

- the ten livings.' 8o thinks old Johnson when he paye for

the Greek which his son will never kmow. ‘Young Cavendish
is the son of a minister--if young Smith distinguishes
himeelf what a commexion he may form!®' So says old Smith
when he finds his own son meking excellent Latin verses,
2lthough incapable of translating Lucaen without a dietion-
ary! Less confined, but equally aristocratiec, sre the
views of the mother.-~*Y¥y gon is very intimate with litile
Lord Jobn: he will get, when of asge, into the best soci-
etyl~-who knows bul that one of these days he may warry
1ittle Lady Hary!'* Bui, said Lytton, these dreams were
not realigzed.
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ed into some kind of subordination. Pshal
Toad-eaters in pinafores surround Frincelin.
o not respectable people send their chil-
dren so as to be gt the sane school with
him; don't they follow him %0 college, and
ezt his toads through life?~

Dickent's observetions upon the schools of Enzland are very

well kmwrn., His direct eriticism of the aims snd objeectives of

The Public Bchool were probably never betiter expressed than with

resnect %o the education of Richard Carstairs:

"I thought it much to be regretted that
Richard's education had not counteracted
those influenees, or directed his character.
He had been eight years at a r»ublic school,
end had learnt, I understood, %o make Latin
Verses of several sorts, in the moet admir-
able manner., But I never heard that it had
been anybody'e business %o find out what his
natural bent wasz, or where hie failings lay,
or %o adapt any kind of knowledge %o him.

e had been adapted to the Verees, snd had
learnt the art of making them o such perfeg=-
tion, that if he had remained at school %$ill
he was of amge, I suprose he could have gone
on making them over and over again, unless
he had enlsrged his education by forretting
how to do 1t.%33

Grace Aguilar, although perhaps not ready to generalirze upon

the Public School system, was willing to blame i%, at least in

pary, for the viciousness of Greville:

Left at a very early age his own master,
#ith g capital estzie and large fortune;
educated at a very large public school, at
which he learned literally nothing but vice,
and how effectually ¢o conceal 1%; courted
and flattered wherever he went, he became
vain, overbearing, and extravagant; with no

S

3.

33.

Ibid., Vol. II., pp. 158-9.

Bleak House, p. 157.
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pursuit but that of gembling in 211 varieties,
even bunting and shooting could not be thor-
ourhly enjoyed without some large bets depend-
ing on the day's sport.33

A reviewer of William Johnston's Enzlsnd 4s It Is declared:

Hie discussion of the merits and dissdvan~
toges of vublic schools is entitled %o praise
for i%te moderstion, ingenuity, and comzon
sense. Un the whole, Mr. Johnsion doubte the
good effeets of our nublic school system.34

HiAlian Johnston's criticisms of the schools were radical:

Such { believe to be very generally the course

of the moral habits of Lnglish public schools,
out of whieh much good and much evil are evoked-—-
rmach that tends to the encouragement of wanli-
ness and the repression of dangerous sentinente
alism--much also that tends to selfishness,
scorn, and disregard of what is simple, kind,

and good in human nature.

. It appenrs to me that one great disad-
vantage of all large schoole is, that boys have
gnly the society of boys, and thus lose a thou-
sand opnortunities of unconsciously gaining
knowledge in familisr eanvgrsaﬁien with grown-
up relatives and friends.d

L

Although the popular, growing interest in the subject of
national educstion did not necesearily imply an attack upon the
Publie School, nevertheless, it implied tha® people were beginning
to recognize that the Public School wae inadequate. Hence the
reviewer of W, ¥, Hook's pamphlet, "On the Means of rendering more
Efficient the ZEduca*tion of the People," could say with justifiable

pride:

33 Home Influence, p. B3.
34, The Athenseuwm, # 1213, (Jen. 35, 1851), p. 104.
35, ibld.
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For upwards of fifteen yenrs, The Athenagum

has steadily advocated the necessity of a

ayetesn of IHntional Iducation, superintended

by the S%tate and subject to the same respon-

sibilities as the other Pfunction of (overne

ment , 36

A second aspect of education which some ecritics of the order

attacked concerned the teaching of girls. 4s indicated in the
previous chapier, many writers canai&eweﬁ the fashionsble zirlst
schosl an abuse of the system which typically and ideally required
zirls %o become charminz, graceful, and politely sccomplished.
Other writers were more radicalt they conderned the fashionable
school, no* alwaye because it fzilsed to teach the polite accom~
plishments of a lady, but sometimes beonuse it did teach them., In
other words, they questioned the validity of the tynieal family
system with respect to ite purposes in educating girls; they clam-
ored for more nractical and less superficial instruction for Ang-
land's future wives and mothers. Dickens, for example, disliked
the ¥inerva House, "a 'finishing establishmen: for younz ladiee,?
rhere some tweniy of the ages from thirteen to nineteen inclusive,
acquired a smatfering of everything, and a knowledwe of nothing;
instruction in French and Italiasn, dancing lessons twice s week;

and other necessaries of 1&?@.”37

36. The Athenseum, # 977 (July 18, 1848), p. 729.

37. Skete by Boz, p. 315. Two other interesting satires
of the form and fungtiag of a fas?ian&bla gi;ls‘ sehool
were inserted into T 1d Curiosity ;h p: Hiss
Yonflather's schaelrhﬁhﬁ"%isa ¥mckles’s sechool. The latter
Dickens described as follows: pp. 58-89t
?...there Mies Sophia ¥eckles resided with her widowed
wother and two sisters, in econjunction with whom she main~



“ise lartinean, too, had 1little respect for the system of

education for women, either in America or in ingland,

Tenple educshion in America iz mach
what it is in ¥ngland., There is & nrofese
gion of some things being tausht which are
supnosed necescary because ¢verybody learns
them. They serve to fill up tize, to occupy
attention harmlesely, to improve gonversation,
znd 2 make women somethinyg like companions
to their husbands, snd sble to teach their
chiildren somewhat.38

The fset that an inereasing number of Larly Vietorians wmere

questioning the wisdom of the kind of education typically given

to girls is shown by the abttitudes of the reviewers. For exampie,

the reviewer of

Jilliar Loanesdale, the Cotton bLord, azreed with

¥re., Stone, the guthoress, =nd guoted her words:

*A modern fashionable education seems %o

Le the pesrversion of everything reasonable,
at lesast for the middle class of Bociety.--
“e are supposed %o be ignorant,..bhab
Ladies' fingers could contaninate themselves
by compounding mixtures of butter and flour

38,

tained a very small day-school for young ladies of propor—
tionate dimensions; a circumstance which was made knovn to
the neighbourhood Ly an oval board over the front firste
floor window, whereon appeared, in circumambient flourishes,
the words 'Ladies® Seminary'; and which was further pube
1ished and proclaimed at intervals between the hours of
half-pas®t nine and ten in the morning, by a strageling and
golitary young lady of tender years standing on the scraper
on the tips of her toes and making futile attempte to reach
the knocker with a spelling-book., The several duties of
instruction in this establishment were thus discharced.
¥nglish grammar, composition, geography, and the use of the
dumb bells, by ¥iss Melissa Tacklesj writing, arithmetic,
dancing, music, asnd general fascination by ¥iss Sophy
Yackles; the art of needle~work, marking, and samplery, by
¥iss Jane Wackles; corporal punichment, fssting, and other
tortures and terrors, by ¥rs. Wackles.®

Bociety in Amexica, Vol. III., pp. 107-8.
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and suet; and as to shaping 2nd seaning

. * E
such garments as from thelr universasl =don-
tion we wmay fairly suppose to be wmost use=-
ful--this was never dreamt of. Flain sew-
inze was forbidden by th iee of the
school...by Tar the greatest portion of
time was given %o bad wusic, worse drawing,
and trunpery fancy-work,,,."28

-~

The reviewer o

edr

aal of Home Duties assert-

"hiz is another of those attempts, now al-
zost daily made, to supply the radical de-
ficiencies of “nglish education by books of
instruction, offering short cuts and bye
paths to & gera sspientia. It ie now oretty
generally understood, that younz women are
commitied to matrimony snd ite esres, itrno-
rant of every thing connected with the duties
of their new station! 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 Tacts which
diequalifies, but far woree, an habitual Trame
and .congtitudtion of mind, produced by false
notions in their instructors of the requisites
o7 female eduecation., It is not merely that
women are taugbt nothing that iz uceful, but
they are o hedged in by restrictions, *hat
the intellect itself is crippled,--tha® they
are incapable of judging soundly of the facte
with which after experience may bring then
acquainted. Girls are shut out from all that
matual instruction whieh boys acquire out of
school, as well as from the benefit of that
desultory reading which forms the most usee
ful part of the ordinary scquirements of
MM .. . o 40

The author of an essay in Fraser®s Wagasine, *An Inquiry into the
state of Girl's Fashiomable Schools," joined in attacking false

ladyism, hypoerisy, unintelligenece, and snobbishness as a deplor-

29. The Athenazewm, # 779 {Oct. 1, 1843}, p. 848,
40, The Athenaeum, # 795 (Jan. 21, 1843), p. 58.
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able chorachorictic oF “he fashionable schinal.

But the wost sisnificant criticism of the typlesl syshem of
education was wade not dircetly against either the Public Zchool
or the faghionable school; it was made azainst the theory which
determined, snd distinguished beiween, the methods for the char-
seter-training of boys and girls, It was made by 4nne Bronté:

*1 beg your pardon, Mrs. Graham, but
rou ret on %00 fast. I have not yet said
hat a boy should be taught to rush into
e snares of 1life, or even willfully %o
seek tempntation for the szke of ezercising
ie virtue by overcoming i%t; 1 only ssy that
it ie be*ter to arm and strengthen your hero,
than %o disarm -nd enfeeble the foe; and if
you were to rear an osk sapling in s bothouse,
tendinzg i% eazrefally night and day, and shield-
iney 1% from every breath of wind, you ecould not
exsect 1% %o become a hardy tree, like that
xhich has zrown up on the mountaincide, ex-
rosed %o 1% the sction of the elements, and
not even cheltered from the shock of the Lem=
pact *

*Granted; but would you use the sane argu~
ment #ith regard to 2 girl?®

*Certainly not."

"¥o; you would have her to be tenderly and
delicately nurtured like & hothonse »lant-—-
taught to ¢ling to othere for orotection znd
supvort, end guarded as much =28 possibls from
the very knowledge of evil. But will you be

2o good g %o inform me why you maske this dig-
tinetion? Is it that you think she has no
virtne?*

¥Assuredly not."

*7e11, but you affirm that virtue is only
elicited by temptation; and you think that s
woman ¢cznnot be too 1ittle exposed to templa~
tion, or too 1little acquainted with vice, or
anything connected therewith., It gust be,
either that you think she is essentially so
vicioue or so feeblsminded, that she gmnnot
withstand temptation——and though she may bhe
pure and imocent as long as she 1= kept in ig-
norence and restraint, yet, being destitute of

B

41. Fraserts Hagazine, Vol. XXXI (June, 1845), pp. 703-713,
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resl virhne, %o tesch her he~ %o sin iz af
once %o make her a sinmer, and the prester
her kno~ledre, the wider her liberty, *“he
dezper will be hew depravity; whereas, in
the nobler sex, %here is a nshtursl stendoney
%o goodness, guarded by a superior fortitude,
which, the more it is exercised by trials
~ad dancers, iz omly the further developed-—-*

*Heaven forbid thot 1 should think sot®
I interrupted at l=st, ,

"el1, then; 1% must be that you think
thet they are Loth weak snd prone to err, snd
the =zlightest error, the merest shadow of
pollution will ruin the one, while the char-
acter of the other will be etrengthened and
enbsllished~~his educetion nroperly finishegd
by 2 little prectical scouaintance with for-
bidden things., Such experience to him (%o
uce a trite simile), wil? be like +the storm
to the osk, which, though it msy scatter the
lesves and snap the smaller brsnches, serves
but ¥~ rivet the roots, snd to hrrden end con=
denee the fivers of the tree. You would heve
us encourame our sone o wrove all things by
thelr omn experience, while our daughters
muet not even profit by the experience of
others, Fow I vould have both =0 to benefit
Ly the ernerience of others, and the precepts
of =2 hizher suthority, that they shounld know
beforehnnd 4o refuse tre evil =nd chonse %he
zqod, and reguire no experimenisl proofs to
teach them the evil of *ransrrescsion. I wmould
not send a poor sirl into the world, unarwed
goeinsgt her foes, and iznorsnt of the snares
that beset her nathy nor would I watch and
guerd her $1i11, deprivesd of self-resreet and
eelf-rellance, she lost the power or the will
ta wmetch and pusrd herself; =nd ns for my
son=~1f I thought he would crow up to be what
you call a man of the world--one that has
‘seen 1life,' and glories in his experience,
even hthougbh he should so far vprofit by it as
to sober down, at length, into = useful 2nd
respeched member of society--I1 would rather
that he died tomorrow! rather a thousand
timesl®42

4 few writers like Thackeray and the Brontés--and to a lesser

43, Ihe Tenant of Wildfell Hall, on. 34-B.
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extent, lre, fGeekell and Bulwer-livtton--dared to dencunce the ine
justice of fthe rower of Society over the family. Thet is %o =ay,
"hey did no* believe that Zociety had a richt to control and rule
the fanily., “hey doubted the very ides of Respectability. T[4 is
true that when Thacksray eriticized *he mercenary marrisge—-—-ags
discussed in the precedine chapierm-he wae criticizinz an sbuse
in the fanily order; but he was alsn cr.ticizing an ESﬁﬁéﬁ of the
order iself, when he implied that families arranred or did not
arrsnge marriazes no* becauwse of inherent mercensry desires, but
because they feld commelled to act in asecord =ith the doetrines
of Rﬁspac&ahiiiﬁy;és It was the reepectable versom who was the
3nob, and one may imply, therefore, iha%t it was respectability
which gave rise %o snobbishness,

It is amoms the xesnectable classces of this
vast end hapny emnire that the zreatest pro—

4z, Zhe Bogk of Snobs, ». 108: Thackeray blamed Snobbishnese
for meking wnhappy meny in the “middle rank® by preventing
thelr loving =nd marryine., WHe said when Punch is king,
“here =il11l be no more o1d maids snd bachelors. "7The Eev.
"e. “althus shall be burned annually, instead of Ouy
Yawkes," He declared *hat enobbishness prevented marriasges
in the "middle rank" 811 too often, ». 108: ¥'hat was it
that insulted Fature (to use no higher name), and per-
verted her kindly intentions toward them? That cursed
frost waz it tha® nipped the love that both were bearing,
2nd condemned the girl tosour sterility, and the lad to
gglfish old=bachelorhood? It was the infernal Smob tyraont
*ho governs us 211, who says 'Thou shalt not love without
a lady'e maid; thou shalt not marry without s carriage
and horses; thou shalt have no wife in thy heart, and no
children on thy knee, without z page in butitons and a
French bonne; thou shslt go to the devil unlese thou hast
a brougham; marry poor, and soclety shall forsake thee:
thy kinsmen shall avold thee as a criminal; thy aunte and
uneles shall hturn up their eyes and bemoan the sad, sad
manner in which Tom or Harry has thrown himeelf away.”
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Tusion of Znobe i fo be found...nerhaps
“hare it not one in ten of those houses
where the “ﬁ%eraﬁs”gdaeg nat 1lis on the

dreawinsy o %

i an PO £ )
e helbie,

Like Thuckeray, Charlo%te Uronté sbominsted the desnotisem of
reepectabllity. AS1%hough she did no% deeclaim specifically agsinst
tue doctrine, she celegcted for her heroines and heroes, unconven=
tional peonle who Deid no heed to respectability. 3She conniser—
sted with, ratber then censured, Fochester for atienpting bigamygés

snd she lapched vith Shirley at Shirley's wnele, “r. Bim-son, and
. . 46 ,

hi= ideas uoom resectable merriare. &nd 1i%e Charlotte, Eaily

Eo ! A 2% 2 » .

Bronte denied “ha’ Hoclety had » right to nower over the family.

o=t of her wovel, thering Heichte, entirely isnored society;

: . " , . 47 .
Heatheliff and Catby =nd Convention did not mix. 4nd 4nne, in

The Tenant of ildfell E=m17, implied = distasste for the power of

Sonvention.ég

fre. Gaskell in Hutb denied thst Society had a richt to
interfere in mah*sre of the fawily; =he enlisted the readers' sym-
pathies with duth, who was o7 course condemned by Society when the

kindly SHensons who hed shielded her could no longer preserve her

44, The Book of “nobg, p. 20.
45. dane Lyre.
46, Shirley.

47. Bronté, %mily, (Z1lis Se1l), “utherine Heishts, ¥. Y.,
The Yershon Co,, n, d.

48, Although Helen did ecome bzek to Arthur, and although Anne
Bront® did have Helen say that she came back as a duty to
bher marriare, still ¥iss Hrontk made the reader sympathize
7ith Helen and disagree with her reasons for returning to
her worthlese husband. '
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cgereht, By haoving imth =% lae® win the reepect and love of the
mhole cowmmumity because shie alwost =1 me dared to nurse tireleusly

“howe stricken Ly a terrible plamue,

that Ruth bad aosin become worthy of Society, but that Society had
learned to undersiomd Auth. Society st last had risen above
Convention. |

=ven thowth Lord Lytiton's Betiter nmovels, like those of *the

Ozxton series, were wvneriticel of the family order, “ord Lytton

4id denounce the power of Lociety in his Znzland and the

In this work he criticized the caste system of bnglish society.

and the highest of the Unglish nobles wille
ingly repair the fortunes of hereditary ex-
travngance by intermarriace with the families
of *hs banker, the lswyer, and the merchant
.+ By this intermizture o¢ the highest aris-
toeracy with the more subaltern ranks of
society, there are far finer and more numere
ous gradee sf diznity in thie country than

in zny other. You see two gentlemen of the
same Lirth, fortune, snd ectrtes--they are
not of the ssme rank,~-by no meansle-one
looks down on the o*her as confessedly his
inferior. Jould you kmow why? His gonnex~
ions sre much higher?49

Hut wealth i the preastest of all levellers,

In the 2zve book, Lord Lytton slso eriticized the idea of Hegpect=
ability:

Pat ~ho is thie elderly gentleman, with a
portly figure? Hush! it ie ¥r, Warm, "g
apsk respecteble =an.' His most intimate
‘riend failed in trade, and went to prison.
Hr, “arm, in early life, seduced a young
lady; she lived with him three years; he
married, snd turned her off withoud a
£hilling-~the connexion, for 2 married man,

49, Vol, I., pPv. 85=8.
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38 noh respeeisble, Mr, . Unrm is a most
respectable man; he pays his bills regulaz=
ly=-he subscribes to six public chorifieg-——
he goes to church with 21" his family on a
sunday-~he is in bed at i~elve oleclock.
~ell, well, all ihatts very proper; but is
r. ¥arw a good father, a pood friend, an
active citizen? or is he not avaricious,
does he not love seandel, is not his heart
¢old, i= he not vindictive, is he not un~-
just, is he not unfeelins? lord! sir,

I believe he may be all %hat; but what
then? everybody allows Ur. Jarm is a most

respectable man.50

To this list of criﬁicisms should also be added the complaint of

Alton Locke, who could see no reason in the caste system and in
its nower over psople:

"“hy have I no* es good a rizht 4o sveak %o
her, to move in the sawe society in which
she moves, as any of the fons of the day.
.Ie it bLecause these aristocrate are =ore in-
tellectusl than I? I chould not fesr to
mEasure brains againet most of them now; and
rive me the opportunities whieh they have,
and T would die if I 4id not ousstrip them.
'hy bave I not those ovportunities? 1Is that
fault of others %o be visited upon me? Is
it because they are more refined then I7
“hat right have they, if *his szid refine-
ment be so necessary a cualification, a
difference so deep—-that, without it, there
is to be an everlasting culf bLetween wan

and man--what right have they *o refuse to
let me share in it, to give me the OPROT~
tunity of scouiring 1t?'s1 :

One misht be tempted to add Disraeli to this list of radical
critics because of such &,statément as:

"I am your elder brother, sir, whose
relationship %o you is your only eclaim to

5@'. M" VQ’,; I-ﬂ. Pe 1'?0*}..
51. Kingeley, Charles, Altopn Locke, p. B9.
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agg rodicslise in it.

hers were olmoct no eounter-eriticisys of the attacks uoon

encis® desootieom 2r upon hbs ednestinne? aystewn, In “he firet

', 7% alrzedy demonshroted, Tather than

i

*hem 4t be veearmized ag radienl. boreomeel $0 educshion,
h

1it%lg was caild azainth the radicsl critic because most conventionel
people =ould hove arreed with him, had they been aetively enough
terested in the oroble=ms of education. The conventional system

n
of educstion renained because o7 lethargy rather thon deterxina-

52. Bybil, p. 161,

53. Thackeray, Williar Hakepeace, "Codlinosly® by D. Shrews-
berry (in Hovels by Eminent Hsnds), Boston, Getes and
Lauriat, 1882, Thackeray's Cgmglete Torks, Vol. VI, The
Peoplels Edition,
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The rreot bulk af commberecriticist consisted of replies to
thoee radical assertisme whieh elamored for =ore freedom for =oman.
he pererionsry reviewey wrote condescendingly about women. He
eomentad unon the excellences which belonmed narhiculariy %o

ny wraiced her for them, and limited her to them. The sr¥icle
Abehte ond Jonditions of towen,” ohieh beran as a review

3 4]

’J

af » nurtber of Looks puvliched on the "educstion, righte,
conditione of woumen,” snd ~hich developed into 2 treatize on the
woman guession, sscuned hhis voint of view:

“he theory of 4he mentsl equality of %the

, hee ot wanted eminent sudnoriers.
ato mays bthere i? no natur-sl superior-

7 mAN aver woman, €xcept in shrencth.
seor Dursld Stewsrt is of the sanme

I o, and thinke that the intellectual
s rnoral differcnces which 7e observe,
are only the result of education. Voltsire
Lhiinks thae® women are on a level with men
in every talent but invention. 7ith 211
gdue defercnce to these high suthorities,
we connot subscribe to their views.

I% =117 not be denied, that, be they
ascignable to eduestion or ne*ur&, rreast
di“ferences do exist betmeen the moral and
intellectual characteristics of the two
sexes, OF these differences, the follow—
inz arnespr 0 us $o be the most remark-
ablet=~momen have lesz of active, and more
of pa=cive coursge than men. They have
more excltability of nerve; and with it,
211 *hose gualities which s&ch exezf?bi ity
tends to produce. They are more enthusi-
astic=-their sympathy is =more lively--they
have a nicer pereception of minute circum—
stances....They are inferior in the power
of cleoee and logical rescsoning, They are
lese dispassionate--less able to place their
feeliugﬂ in subjection to their judgment,

nd to bring themselves t0 a coneclusion which
is at variance with their prepossessions,
They bhave lesz power of combination and of
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I% gt be armucd with sy plausid 1vi%y,
“ o%n edueccntion rather 4hen to noture

oree that menta! euperiority over

azigtence of vhich connot be

B s ey T ke cn Gan gemard memd e 47 g L R
FELCOT AN Jpe Shhenoscun iv reviering the "HRenort of the

Taymenss of Children, e,
Gt Sioveesed imto n direncelon of the women cuection. Me
thourhy thet he erouned om behelf of wowmen; but his sroument was
realiy eonventionst, ﬂﬁﬁﬂeﬂiﬁfﬁé that Toman's nlsee was %he homes

~

nn rorh ont a0 mfit her ag

7 IR N R . - o)
s Lhieh wsr mac s ket

. {
an eduentar Liren.,  en, he sald, chinuld srrensc Socisty 20
that women conl? Linve her premer cnhere, o *het she ecould stay

a* home and exercise her afore-deseribes ~oarere an? virhtues:

”i'p—,.. ~\'{’{:~mc~ ng:m 'l-;,»#(;'! e f-»p fvc ,“!4}\ -«mlﬂvs c“
which the Pnnélfzwn, the ﬁeofzn" of women
:f in some Torm or other the
“omants ission,”=-~"The 2
"“he Tives of Ing Fland, “~~"”hu ﬁqm~b+ern ef
?ma’mnﬂ,*-v"”dm n and Her e T, == Toman,
her RUzhts an? ﬂu fes," &e, &e. I in ihe
ga};?ar theme of the da;. Oren one of these
wooke--or indeed onpen any Look ﬂhﬂtev*r, of
morale, vphysies, +r‘ve1s, history,--they
tell us one and 211, thet she chief distine-
tion between spvage an 1d civitized life, be-
tmeen Heahher dam and Christendom, Tigs in
the candifian and treatmnent of the women;
that, by the positinn of the women in £he
cﬁie nf «oc1ety, we estimate the degree of
civilizat ion of %hat society; that, on her
power to exercise her faseulties and duties
aright, dependes the moral culture of the

)

54. The Ddinbursh Review, Yol, LIXTII, (April, 1841) pp. 192-3,
q:

WS
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o foeclety Shore o what ic gelled dorea-
¢ 1ifs, =nd thet thic dowmestie 1ife zup-
seg a8 ite nrissry eloment--the nrecence,
€ eores, the “evﬂ%icn of wowen. Her
Nhiere i home, her voe ﬁ}ﬁr the maternsl
not men o ‘ne ‘ﬁere%y ?§e litern? bpringing
3T*h af n}17eren, tut the wauriah*QW, cher-
1“h1 sn¢ teaching of tho young). In 21l
;*f“r* between %he sexe«, <he is the re-
finer and the comforter af wan; it is hers
ﬁx keen slive those ourer, osntler, and
wore genial syupathies, those refinements
in ~arsls 3, iIn rentiment, in manners; »ith-
sut which we men, in this roush, =orking-
A=y morld, ould descanerate fdo dame nnrate,
foT the case is not hyvothetical} into

w@re brotes,.., BB

;, r\.-_f, <“‘?‘!°""§

Another rovigrer statad Mhe resctismary aniniom by

adawe de Uahl, %he author of Practica’ Hints on the Mo
ond Phyelcal Teainive of GFirls

1e Amezans:

“& h=ve hesrd <o much recently »f woman's
miseion, woman's rights, and wrongs, woman's
nogition, and =0 forth, that 14 is mquite a2
relief to meet with a comnon-zense, nracti-~
cal view of the =2ubject of femple edueadtion--
education in that 1arwe sgnge which i neceg-
gzry %o Fi%4 a nerzon for the diecharge of

the zrave and sctive duties of 1ife and a
snfe conrerce With the world., ‘indare de
Fahl=--wiiile fully convinced of the importance
of her theme--has no sympathy with the
Amazons who wage war upon society in cham=-
plonchip of thelir sex. Her idea is, that
women are what they make themselves, &he
doee not, however, enter largely into the
vexed nuestions of womasn and her master yer-
sus man and his mistress, She confines her-
self chiefly to plain educational hints--and
her hints, we may add, are lessons which may

The Athenseum, # 802 (March 18, 1843), p. 357.

praising

ral, Zental,
fng eymeoatiny
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be ntysntorgously taksm b5 hesrt., e may
end her "i%*le boosk to the

ttention of wmo*hers s=nd sovern-

“he reviewer of Ledy “orzen's Zoman znd ler lsster *ried to

wake bilw criticliem acceptable to liberals and conservatives. He
crurrested thed the eduention and {1lumination of men were pref-
gerat’e %o lesislstion on behalf oF momen:

"he eondition of woman compared with that

of man, hey relative nosition in soclety:

be 1% that of savage farilies, ==0f smemi-
varbaric nations,--of nomsde tribes,--of
civilized or Christisn people, affords a
subjeet of vast ohilosopbical and moral im=—
sertance.  How that oomition is affected

by war, litersture, and religion,--how by
shysiecel conformation and maternity,-~how

by woman'e innste and imperishable guali=-
ties, sre cueetions tiat open up a  wide
Tield for most curlous speenlation. Yow
“Far too it wight be eafe to legislate on

her special behalf, perticularly in an ex
trerely artifical state o society, or
rhether, it ~ould te safe at 211 to veniture
e least s=tep in the way of ezxperiment, are
inouiries which appesr to be suscepntible of
very nice conduct, Bub after 211, we inap-
ine, the preforable conelusion would be this,
that the hicher *he condition, intellectually
an?! morally speaking, of either of the sexes,
=0 will be *hat of the other, by a law of
natural reciprocity and renction; and there-
fore that it is wisest to direet such posi-
tive measures ag are intended to ameliorate,
reform, =nd exalt society at large, imredi-
ately to the stronger and more obvious party.
Jomzn'e nature and interests, as we appre-
hend, not being the same as men's, yet by no
meang opposed, but only parallel and eguiva-
lent,~-distinct svheres beinz measured and
meighed, -~it seems to be the more advisable
course to endesvour Lo contrive such regula-
tione ae will guide and 1lluminste the Haster:

56, The Athenseum, # 1049 (Dec. 4,‘184?), p. 1243,
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snt then, serbaps, we shall find swal? cause
Tor ontertaining fears concerning the right-
ful dominion =nd the lesitimste province of
the Histrees,B7?

The author of "The Hights of Yomen," s review and diccoussion
af various esnventional books by and about women, praised the.
=arks becsuse they estcemed the high stendard of the Enslish home

=ad family--smons the books considered —ere “'re. Ellis's The

and The ¥lves of Zprland, and “rs. Jameson's

h‘ B T £ K
Jomen of Lmg

Charneteristics of Yomen, and Jemoirs of fomen. The critic said:

Y& hone--ney, we proudly helieve--—ihiat
*he homoursble freedor of our women m~y long
be msde to rest om those only foundstions
=hich ¢an keen it secure against change--the
murity, *he hsrrony, the wenial bLrizhtness
of our inslizh homes,...58

The reviewer of Coningsby for ‘raser's igomzine was a resc-

tionery. He objected even %o the dedication of the Look to
Disr=eli’s wifet fYinything in worse tazste it has never been our
“ortune to encounter.® Yhat particularly displeased him about the
dedicetion was the contiguity of "wost severe of critics® znd
"nerfect wife."ﬁg

The author of 2 dual review: iirs. Norton's A Letter %o the
dueen on Lord Chancellor Cranworth's Bill and ¥argaret Pulier
Cesovi's fomen in the Nineteenth Century, opposed the emancipation

¥ woment

57. Yonthly Review, Vol. II, {Jume, 1840), p»n. 204-5.

Sunrterly Review, Vol. LXXV {Dec., 1844), ». 122.

59. "ter. Benjsmin Disrseli, ¥, P.," Fraser's Ug
Yol. XXXI (June, 1845}, p. 728.
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The contrast in the spirit with »hich
=moThe before us are mri)ten, is romark-
le. “he smsricvn lady ie ful1l of ps
sepiretione afier 2 noble and ideml marp-
mirgy ==t hrue hearﬁ uniosn and life cori=
3 nakdle between mean and momen.  The dnge
izl wetron vleads bitterly and @uﬂruiauﬂiy
“ar the richt of divorce.

The vosition of women hae, within the
Leet twenty yesmrce, undesrzone mr%@“ modifica~

Yion. An imrense and 3%17 inereasing nro-
sorkion of =women have no damec*ic sphere,”
ags it 1& czlled, bub are obliced to turn

out inta the orlﬁ and earn *heir G*ﬁ livine,
‘s this “ne Xind of "eumncipotion® that is
souzht?

Eony @*h@r reviews 1like the forezoins ones anpesred throurhout the

£,

The Athenseum, ¥ 1448 (July 14, 18858), »p. 811.

frone the many other reviews, the following sre of par-
ticular interecsiy
“he review of oman's Ticeion by J. W, Porker

The Athenseum, # 810 33u1y 6 1829), p. 502. The reviewer
sooerted thet woman'e in¢iuence “euvh* %0 be »rivate and
dgomestic" snd that "woman mistakes her s*wfian, and de=-
scends from her sphere, when she minsles in the contests
nf 20liticel stirife, or digplays herszelf in the arena of
re?iwlﬂnn can*rsver@y.

*let*er of Advice From an Ixperienced Matrom %o =
Youne ! arried Lady," Fracer's lsgazine, Vol. XXIIX (Asril,
1849}, pp. 307-405. This article is a travesty upon ihe
“authngit&*ivgﬂ a?vi?e of monen who see¥ rights.

urrer Hellls *Shirley?," I Sdinbureh Heview,
Vol. XCI {Jan., 1850), p. 154: §%§h in genersl, when
serious =2nd pot mallant, are slow 3o adwmit woman even %o
an equality with themselves; and the prevalent opinion
certainly is that women are ' inferior in respect of intel-
lect, This opinion may be corresct. The question is a
delicate one. e very much doubt, however, whether suffi-
cient data exist for any safe or confident decision. Yor
the pesition of women in society has never yet been--per-
haps never c¢an be--such as to give falr play to their
capabilities., It is true, no doubt, that none of them
have yet a*tained to the hiahest eminence in the highest
depariments of intellect.® The arcument which followed




Gf umrtiewvlar interest, however, are the iLarly Vietorian
eriticisre of Cheveley =nd o7 soue o7 the Frontle! novels. Prom
the reactinnary's point of view, all of these novels were effec-
tively weitten and dengerous, The reviewer for Frager'e acarine
wha discneeed Lheveley admitted that Lady Lytton had written from
sersmmel gxrerience, but he hoved thnat she hed exagmersted, He
refueed 5» bolieve that the evile described in the novel existed
in actus’ Zncland:

‘e should also hope thet the picture of Lord

de 01'“‘ord‘e mother is overcharsed, at

least in the cirovmstzanees of her cwﬂniving

at the proligeeics, or rather panderinz to

the vices of her sons. Ins%nnces of this

kind may have occurred, but - ur91§ not to ths

shamelece degree here EEhiblﬁﬁd
This review, however, was moderate. & year later in the same
magezine, in an eesay entiiled *That's Yhat," Cheveley was agsin
discucsed, this ftime lese leniently. How the eritic refuted Lady

Lytton'e srrumente that woman be given wore freedom.

Lady Bulwer, in Cheveley, has warnly
arcerted the rights of her sex to 2 hicher

was both emug snd spurious. By asserting that women have
produced no Bacon, no Yewton, no Milton, he arpued that

women were there”ore inferior. The fallaecy of this srou-
ment iz patent, é~ Letters The .

“he review of Letters Unkno=n Friends, €
Athenaeum, # 995 (z@ov. 21, 1845 , p. 1188,

@he review of A Plea for fomen by Yrs. Reid, The
Athenaeum, # 853 (¥arch 2, 1844), p. 189. The reviewer
caid that 811 claims of the authoress were just snd would
eventuzlly be resligzed, He criticized her, however, for
not recognizing “the inezpediency of such a change at
this time." He asserted thet the publie mind should be
prepared, botbh sexes trained, for such changes.

63. Frasexr's VYagazine, Vol, XIX (ay, 1829), p. 623.



intelleetus? culture, =nd
gnt soeinl position, than

5 omore independe
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Y present enjoy=-

&d by them. Rl imee to mect Lthe
wighes of *hogse %o whom civilization is so
iarrely indebied, mankind, at least that sor-

Hion thereof varticularly addrecsced by Lady
Balwer, would, we are confident, exbrace and
carry out her ladyship's views, were these
vat onee shown %0 be caloulsted for the im-
nrovenent of the ~oral and soeinl condition
of women. Bubt the widest . possible differ-
ence oFf opinion exists not between the lords
of ereation and their falr fellow-cresntures,
but arong the ladies thewselves; a very
large and sound=-ihinking provortion of whom
aoree with Vrs. Butler, that to discharge
the funcotions of good wives and zood wmothers
ig "the highest, holiest end of woman's be-
ing.® e ghall no% nresume to detormine So
deliente » guestion; yet we may without much
hesitation declare, that if mankind must
choose between the eduestion whiech trains
women 4o become good wives and onod mothers,
znd %thet which fits them for shining in
noetry, vhilnzophy, and seience, they —ill

" prefer the former method of teaching.B3

A writer in the lonthly Heview was even more blunt:

Lady Bulwer's "Cheveley" was a scandalous
sublication, -=that ic to eay, it dealt in
revelations, no doubt highly coloured,
vhieh supnlied - hoet of reasders, with famw
i1y =nd personsl matters erxactly suited %o
the taste of secandal-monsers. Az a fietion
it neither ranked high in regard 4o pure
moral sentiment, nor as a skillfully con-
structed %ale....64
Mo

A mwriter in Frasexr's 1eine a few years later, in refer-

rinz *o Lady Lytton's novels, erployed an grgumentum ad hominem

in sssailing Lady Lytton's plea for justice for women:

B3. o Maoasine, Vol. XXI {April, 1840), p. 459.

64. "The Budget of the Bubble Family,” Monthly Heview, Vol.
111, (Fov., 1840), p. 444,
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Foor Ledy Pulwer-Lytton?  if she hsad not
peen verifying the old adsxe sbout 4he
esunse’ ~nd the client, she ouszht inconti-
nently 40 seratelh out the eyes of her ad-
vocate, A better csse for the unfortunste
husband eould not Dossibly be mede out. B85

ind 8%111 later in reviewins Lady Lybton'z The Zchool for

O B - K - T T o
sthenaeun, 2 magazine ususlly rather

~

. ) 68
just and fair in ks ecriticiss, ensloyed the sane Tallacy for

the mame pursoses

Gy way of last word and warniae, let us put
it %o Ledy Bulwer-Lytton, whether she can
mend her poscition elthsr as an authoress or
ae an individunl by ermosinr her private
suarrels and rancours %) the curiosity oF the
circulatine libraries?®?

Perhaps *he most significan® of ke repctionary criticisms

was *hat made of Jone 7 deview. "The author-

&5, *inti-Coninraby,"” Hagazine Vol, XXXI {Feb., 1845),

n. 219.

86, In the revisw of Cheveley, The Athenseum, ¥ 596 (¥sreh 30,
1829), p. 235, *the cri’iec, slthoush perhaps not a radical
timeeld, =was rather tolerant. He refused to ssy much
about Zheveley because it woe a fictlion mixed with facti-
tous matter, but he did azree that Ledy Lytton's complaint
wae valid, though futile: "I the precent state of
society, and of the world'e opinion, we doubt whether the
wisest and moet tewperate zpveal of a wife against her
husbasnd, would obtain for her either a cazndid hearing, or
an impartial sentence. No amount of natience, forbear-
ance, and assiduous discharge of ungrateful dutles on the
one side, or of incomsianey, cruelty, tyranny, and selfish-
ness on the other, would procure for a notoriously injured
woman more thgn a cold and contemptuous pity....loral
England doeg (to use our authoress’s om vhraseology) make
graamatical distinctions in the decalogue, and metes out
i%s judgments on the male and female delincuenciss with
moet unequal measures.* <

67. The Athenpeum, # 1284 {Jen. 17, 1852), p. 81.




itetive voice of Ly aany 56 aave degided

the ~uestian of L opood anny yenrs were 40

zay young ledy could adnid that she had read snd en-
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Jjoyed the book without bringing down shawne on her om head snd on

, - 4 68 X
the heads of her uarents.t Although the reviewer vecognized the

b

sower of Jong dyre, she was shocked by the book, thought it dan-

serous, ~ubversive, snd unchrietian, “hat the reviewer, HMiss

i ¥y ¥ac a woman is of intereet., The severity of her reaction-
2Ty ideas about her orn gex was grester than that of the averanse

conventional crificisnme made by men:

It iz a very remorkable book: we have no
remembrance of another combining such gen-
aine porer -ikh such horrid tnsie,
L O R I I T I I A O L I T I I R N S O N R N X ]
Jone Dyre i througho ut,tha neraonification
“of an unregenerate and undisciplined svirit,
the more ”“EWdf}U“ to exhibit from that
=restize of prineisle snd self-control wmhich
iz 1iable %o dazzle the eye %00 wueh Tor it
to observe the imefficient =2nd unsound ‘oun=-
detions on whiech 1% rests, It is true Jane
does risht, and exerts ~rea+ moral shirenghh,
bu% 1% is She strength of a mere heathen
mind whieh ig 5 law wnbo iteelf. o Chrise
visn grace ig perceptible unon her, She has
inberited in fullest mezsure *he worzt sin
¢ our fallen nature--the sin of oride,..
e do not hesitate to say that the tone of
ming and thought which has overthrowm au~
thority =nd violated every code human and
divine avroad, and fostered Chartisw and
rebellion a% home, is the same which has al-
so written Jane iyre.
LR B O BN BE BE B BN AN BVEE B A BF SR B N R B BN N IR S T A T AR N R N N EE R Y I W
- e ecammot help feeline 4that this work
must be far from beneficizl te that class
of ladies whose cause i% affectes 4o advoente.
Jene Lyre is not vprecisely the mouthpiece one

€8. Cruse, Amy, The Vigctoriang znd their Books, p. <65.



5 %5n wlead “he cause o7 goverie
sage ; it is ‘“*rbsure Phe orester pib
=he hne ghneen ik: Tor ly ig nons we
are comvineed Thile h, at the vrexent time,
snrs degerves and devandg san earnest ard
o] o

iudicions bﬁ-“rifnﬁimﬁ.a@

rogerle Yerasing of The Tenant of ildfs11

wae conventlional. the el Tectiveness of the work,

bt censored 1Y for conrvsencssd

I% iz, taken 2ltomether, 2 porerful ond an
in%ercv+ing book. Iot thet it is o plesse-
snt Look Yo read, nor, se we fancy, hee it
Leen a Zleasan’ book to write; e3ily less
bﬂ" i% veen & pleasont training which could
teach an author such awful fookz, 01 oive

Cous them, . The fault of the
. 0

The critic sngreed that nf T31afenl Hell was justified
; e 22aCLC 5 d

in exposine » huabends sro®limacy, slthoush he —ac sure *hat the

J?

mablic =ould find the Look unnecessarily bistter. The use of *the

-

diary he *hourht shocking but permiestble; but he ascerted *that
no deecent wife would ‘-have recorded the swenring vhich wae found
in Helen's diery. He further cuestioned, re = %ypicsl Tamily mon,
the valldity of Helents being attracted to Gilbert; Felen was so
much better educated then Gilbert, and belonsed to £ hirher class

71
of society.

"he reviewer of Yillette for The Athenzeum praised the novel

69, filmeby, "Vanity Falr--and Jane Eyre,® Zuarterly Review,
o1, LT, (Deoy 1848), p. 163, 173-4, 176.

70. "lecent Wovels," Frpser's Usgazine, Vol. ¥XXIX (April,
1849), Po. 4234,

?li ; gidng }_3. 436.
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Lat objected 5o i%s “reschiness., He nleo objected to Currer Bell's
habit of allowins hevr =omen to be von by obetreperous went by
“foing o0, Ouvrer Bell Aid no% helo the camuse of wowen in ~hich he
saguned she was intorestsd, And "remembering Currer Heli's former
novels," he aroteeted "asninet cuch perpetusl expositions of arief
derlt with Mw conre Q'z?ercome,”'?g

The redicnl eriticisms of family life and %he reasctionary
ceriticiesns which they evoked from many reviewers were but a very
amall part of larly Vichorisn writing. mly = few orinciples of
the tynical feqily oroanivzetion werve criticized at all, and these
usually moderately. 7The most sisnificant objection to the family
order, the objection that woman wae liwmited unfairly to a petty
svhere, _ail%d farth counter=criticisome effective enourh to keep
public oninion,with re«neet to the Sypical family, static through-

out most of thz nerlod,

72. The Athenseum, # 1330 (Feb, 13, 1853), p. 186,



UHAPTER ¥

TUE OLITOSRADNY HEPUTATION OF TR FARLY VICTOSHIAY NOVEL

To understand the imvortance of family life in Zprly Vie-
torien orose fiction and %o eetimsie the eiznificance of the
varions criticisms of family 1ife, one =ust knov somethinz of the
renutation of %he novel == an art form in the period. One should
tmow That the farly Vietorian expected from the novel, how im-
parﬁ&nt the novel was in his 1life, and what other factors deter-
mined the form znd purnose of narrastive prose fiction., An un-
publiched dissertation by Coroline Tnehburn--The History, from
1832 to 1860, of British Criticism of Hsrrative Prose Fiction=--is

very helpfur 2s o repository for pert of thie informstion. To

tie general conclusions which she has draswn, however, it will be
nelpful to 244 specific illustirstions of contemporsry criticism
with reepect L0 the populaxr nmvel.l

The novel became suddenly popular during the Early Vietoriasn
period, a*‘rscted many authors, and =sought to comnly with public

tzete., As Irvid Yasson has pointed out, when the Waverley novels

1. ¥ise “Yachburn's dissertation, available at the University
of I1linols Library, which is concerned with a large sub-
ject, is orimarily interested in the history of criticiem
of prose fiction, new and 0ld, as it developed from 1833
to 1860. Mies ¥Yashburn paid particulesr attention to what
kinds of fiction wmere in vogue, what principles of ecrit-
icism were in evidence, and what sources of criticism wmere
available. lHer study wees not limited %o the contemporary
novel, but concerned rather the Britieh reaction to prose
fiction in general, and her conclusione were that through—-
out the period there was strong plea for realism and for
morality in fiection. ’
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rerc abt the height of their nopularity in the 1820%:2, narrative
rose fiction was no%t nearly so vopulsr as it was suddenly %0 Le-
come in %the next decade. Accordinz to fizures whichk he ook from

the recovdn in %he british Duseur Librery of the novels published

in sneland each yeor, the ineresse in populsrity wes sudden and
?ﬁ%%ﬁl””lﬂ. In 1820, he noted, there were "stending on the

chelves ~f the Hritish ¥Yuseum Library 23 sav:nq been pubtlished in
Eritcin® for thet year 28 novels reprecented by 7€ volumes. In
1870, *there were 107 novels written represented by 2058 volumes
Trom 1330 until the end of the period this increased productivity
wae maintained., In 1850, there were 98 books renreszented by 201
volunee, and in 1856, anoroximptely *he end of the Early Victoriam
period, 88 booke reonresented by 201 vaiumesig Zuch a sustained
increase could mean but one thingt o lsrme general public had
beecome interegded in reading fiction.

"henever a public shows 2 new interest and is willing to nay
to have thét new interest catisfied, there inevitably arises =
group of peonle who seize upon the onportunity of making woney
by gatiefyine it. In Karly Vietorisn fngland, the peoole who
ceized the opportunity offered Ly the new interest in ficSion were
the publishers, the bocksellers, and the nroprietors of lending
libraries, Jaturally, ac¢ business men, they sought rather to
slease than to educate, for that way profit 1lay. The eritics, on

the other hand, had %o eontent themselves with reviewing what was

2. ¥asson, Devid, Hrifish Hovelists gag_gggg; g;gs, Boston,,
417 erd Small, 1893, pp. 218-18.
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nresented Lo the nublic and with deploring the produactisn of tresh.
in resneet 4o the vroblem of the critie, it is intercst nw to take

antice of the commente by the writers inm one mazazine zlone, 1he
. : »

b

o

Athensews. These plaintive comwents eloquently describe the

S -

sopular novel, In 1840, a reviewer com:lained that light liter-
sture w8 pernicious because it prevented people frowm reading more
s houghé-provoking work--because 1t effeminnted public taste. Xe
further complained that the popular novel represented the bulk of
contemporary literature.

Thies is = gerious drawback on the modern
diffusions of literature, when the publi-
gation of trach beconmes more nrofitable
then the enriching 2 nation ~ith works of
intellect and research; "the trade™ is not
t~ be blawmed if, like other trades, it fol-
lows the marked, The author's profit on
the higher species of literature is thus
rendered oo small to encouraze production,
and eenius and Lalent are fairly driven
from the field.g

Another reviewer in the spme year criticized the popular novel,

directing his attack particularly againe® its lengthiness.
Here ig & novel in one volume; a volume i%
i= %rue, of six hundred and forty pages!
"he novel routine, however, iz thereby broken
through, and the circulatine library is eman-
cipated. The objections to the old form of
publication are manifold. Ingenulty must
occasiosnally fail to tuck up = stsrz comfort-
ably in %hat old bed of Procustes, "three
volumes post octavo® snd where ingenuity 1is
successful, it is rarely indeed that the
work doeg not suffer...etuffing, to give a
Palstaff-like rotundity to a poor, forked

e Review of .B._.}f__f-‘f etches of Younz Couples, Ihe Athenaeum, # 651
‘ (Aoril 18,7 1840), p. 313,
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thine whose natural proporiionz would bek-
ter suit the housing of a magazine.,..All
thet under the present system is reguired
by the publisher is, a catching title,
{either for the novel or for its »ubhor,
end better still for both,) with nine hun—
dred pages of dead weight or any weight to
juetify the cost of advertizing,--for the
guality of the goods is of as 1li4tle ime=

nortance as that of Peter Pindar's mzers.4

In the next yesr a writer deplored *thet thoughiless rapidity of

comno=ition, —hich has destroyed the chences of more than one

sister novelist to renk with the Edgeworthe and the Austens.

5

ind in 1844, 2 reviewer asain pronounced his dislike of fthe long

-
novel which nublishere and librarisns sponsored. He emid in

praize of a zroup of short stories by frs. HBremer:

They belong to 2 clase of fictions so es-

- npeelially in favour with curselves, however
digtasteful to publishers, and those arbi-
terxg of literary teste--the keepers of cir-

‘4 s

5.

lievier of The Man At Arms: A Romance, The Athenaeum, # 670
{suz, 29, 18407, p. 683,
Seeg al=o the review of The Dowsrmer, The sthenaseum,
# 681 (Hov. 14, 1840), pn. 885~800. The reviewer began
his criticiem with an assertion of the iwnortance of lit-
erature as an index to society, p». 389: *...it embraces
no less than the whole round of their moral existence,
and throws =z 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, thet the standards of literature had fallen, that
the publisher rather than the author had become the judge
of fiection, that the public read much rather than well,.-
he sccused England of intellectual effeminaocy, arising out
of a long pence and eteady national prosperity.

Review of Tho Shall Be Heir?, The Athenaeum, #691 {Jan.
23, 1841), p. 76.
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culatnz libraries-- than we nust ulier
n brief sentgneoe or two, on behalf of the
short shory.”

loter, thoe reviewer of Ipe uhe said:

“hile the popular w»ind is awakening to hear,
never mas the nopulsr teaching which speaks
by fietion at so low an ebb, The passion
for literary fame has yielded to the mere
1ove of literary reputation {whieh is not the
same %hing); the self-recpect of genius %o a
cold caleulation of gain. The taste for the
high and »ure is exchansed for » sordid mine
istry %o what is corrupt in feelinz and vi-
ciouz in intellect. It is of the class, nol
the individual, tha® we are sapeaking now.

Is the literary conecience extinct arnongst
our novel-writers? iHave they deposed ArtT...
fn idle, vulgsar, ummezning literature like
ours of to-day musi give place to something
tigher omd nobler, before the betiter sympa- "
thies and purer cravings that are abroad....

And even a*t the end of the period, the writers in The Athenaeum

were wmoking the same complainis against the popular novel. The

reviews

of Ammes Tplmey tersely said:

*Agnes Valmar® is $he iype of certain claszes
of novels whieh just now are particularly
abundant ,~-novels written apparently by oer-
aons who, seeing thab othere have wriften
trash, think they themselves cannot 4o _mueh
worgse, and therefore make the attempt.

In these guotstions may be recognized a general criticiem which

was reiterated throughout the whole period: s distaste for the

trashy or trivial prose narrative.

e. Review of The H-= Family; Ix#linnan; Azel and 5nna: and
Other Tales, The Athenasum, #872 (July 13, 1844), p. 645,

7. The Athenseum, # 963 (4pril 11, 1848), p. 370.

8. The Atbenseum, # 1375 (¥arch 4, 1854), p. 277.
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teviewers nnd critica2 in general adonted twn voints of view,
On the one hend, an instanced ahove, they devlored what the book-
gellers had dang %o debsz=e the novel s an art form; on the other,
thoy reviered each paoriinuiar novel by the stsndarde of public
taste, In %he second case, they jﬁdgeﬁ the work with respect to
ite vericimilitude and ite moral tone, Bub the two attitudes were
really at croes pur-oses, and the reviewers had %o vacillate.
“Yhen they deplored the mediocrity of popular novels, they were
really defending narrative prose fiction as an art form against
the sbuses which it had suffered because of the practices of the
bookseller; then they spoke with pride of former great autbors,
gsually of Seott and Jasne fusten, “hen they leniently criticized
according to posular taste, they looked upon the novel--the popu-
lar novel--as 2 valid but trivial art form. In this latter case,
they judped according to stendards which, for the most part, were
negative; that ie to say, they regquired that the novel be not in-
credible or subversive. And they aesumed that the positive pur-
noze of prose narrative was werely to please and to teach conven-
tionzlly sccepted ideas; serious thousht, they felt, should be
reserved for the serious form of composi*ion--the eesay. To
reconcile these two at%itudés, I think, is impossible. One can
merely understand that they both existed-~that they represented a
vacillation of opinion., A writer in the Korth British Review
seemed %0 understand this peculiarity of the office and duties of
a reviewey with respect %o the popular novel:

Although reviewing ephemerai works of fie—”

tion is not our principal object, any more
than reading them is our usual occupation,



140

they yet crn hordly Lo neslected =»ith im-
punity by o Heview which mesns to do its
duty by the public. K¢ kind of writing

has more influence over the daily and do=-

meekic thourhits of = people.®

The increazed popul~rity of the nove! attracted many persons

o bueonme suthorg. The priees vhich the publisher paid for novels

for mblic consumption, although not extremely high, were scuffi-

cient *o he tewrptine both to those persons seeking to maintain

themselves €o0lely by writing fiction and to %those of title and

ran’ who 7Tanted or needed extra money. Ae early as 1835, Wathaniel

Frrker Tillis reported:

Lady Bleseington's new book (EQ%
Tro Friends), m2kes a oreat noise, Living
zs¢ ghe does twelve hours oud of the twen—
ty-four in the midst of the most brillient

~and mind=-exheusting eircle ir London, I

only wonder how she found the time, Vet

i% was written in six wecks. Fer novels
se¢ll for a hundred pounds more than any
other author's exeent Bulwer's., Bulwer
gete fifteen hundred pounds, Lady B. foux
hundred, Honourable ¥rs, Horton imo hundred
and fifty, Lady Charlotte Bury two hundred,
Grattsn fhree hundred, snd most others be-
low this.,10

In 1847, a writer in Fraser's Magssine estimeted that the average

11

author earned & 300 yearly from his publishers.

The Zarly Victorisn'e interect and pride in the family has

e}

12
already beer mentioned. The publisher evidently recognized the

8.

10.
11,

13.

Sadlier, Michael, Lady

®The Condition of Authors in England, Gerrany, and France,"
Fraser's Magazine, Vol. XXXV (March, 1847}, p. 286,

See pp. T=8.

Article 10, North British Review, Vol. I {Aug., 1844),

545.
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was conecerned mainly w®
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P

3 inserast, far the powlar anvel which he published

ith vwariouz aspects and various nroblems of

family 1ife., &¢ Anmy Oruse has surrssted, the influence which

aueen Yictorin indirsetly exertcd in fashioning thie public teste

wer wrobably o lzzme onel

ot that the <Sueen was s grest resder, or
asnired %o lead the literary fashions of
her reign; in this, as in waeny other fthings,
she influenced her subjects not so much by
specifie aete as by the zoneral fashion of
her 1i’e 2nd conversstion. BShe set a high
stundard of morality; snd her people re~
cponded by demanding books whose morality
was perhane over—emphasized. Her family
1i7e was well=ordered and affectiomate; and
domegtic stories becawme the means of convey-
ing those idesls of nobility znd heroism
=hich hzd besn found previously only in
wild and romaniic melodrama., She had strong
nrejudices, which she 4id not hesifiste to
make knorm: and this helps to account for
*he fzet that the Victorian rerder was more
ant than =2ny of his predecessors or suc—
geesors Lo neoke o tremendous coutery when a
book was published which offended his sen-
£ipilities,13

A reviewer in The Athenasum recoznized the public's interset in
c = 3

favily 1ife as a2 subject for prose fictiom and was even annoyed

by it.

From Horth lonaldsbay to South Foreland,
from parliament~house to publicsn's, from
study to smithy, sn epidemic fever prevails
about the "practical;” men of sense, men of
zenius, pseudo-politicians, and fop-philos—
ophers,--nay, our very poete, with their
monotonous cricket--chirrup about fireside
joys, ag if in their idea of heaven the
whole glowing scope of heaven's pavement

13.

Cruse, Asmy, ?hg(?1a§o;1§§§vg§§ ?ne;r-Readiug5. ps 13,
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Ters oub dorn o » hearthstone.

4 writer in The =dinburgh deview in %the <ame year slso recognized

public %taste; however, ne endeavored to think wmell of it

The mine which Jdichesrdson opened is one that
appears to us unexhausted and inexhaustible,
The wmere novel of manners soon becomes abso-
lete. Hence the oblivion whichfms already
closed over most of the novels of "Fashion-
able Life," in spite of much i1l apolied vi-
vacity and perverted *talent for ouservetion.
But the novel of resl feeling, while seem~
ingly not wmore pretending, =dvances clagime
to no ephemeral reputation....In life as i%
ig, lies the true empire of modern fichion;
in that 1ife within life--the thoughts,
feelings, aspirations, which the study of a
single family w111l reveal %o us--{latent to
the common eye, yes, individualizing each
with separate attributes of nower, weakness,
beauty, deformi%y)--lics ite true philosophy,
--its metanhysies that dissects and snalyzes
= ., 4 4 . &
_~~its poetTy that embodice and re-crestes.l®

And in 1853, = writer in The Athenaeum indieated the® the general
public was still clamoring for “domestic literature®:

The taste of the miscellaneous public for
what may be called domestic litersture

seems to be extending on every side., Here

is a2 work contain'ng an ilwmense variety of
original ariticles, hinte, facts, fipures on
household economy, education, cotisze garden—
iniz, together with many interesting and amus-
ing sketches, morsl tales, family secorets,
and other recondite and familiar matters~-
once the exclusive property of ancient house-
wives, and now_ the daily wisdom of the many
of both sexzes,16 - '

14, Review of Guesses gt Truth, The Athenseum, # 155 (¥ay
19, 1838), p. 385,

15, "Lady Blessington's ﬁavels,“ The HEdinbursh Heview, Vol.

16. Review of Ehgiz%mglx,ﬁggggggggd The Athengeum, # 1338
(March 28, 1853), p. 386.
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Ag alrasdy =hshod, the r&vieﬁe:g criticized the novel from
twa wolnts of view, srebimes they congidered the novel o trivisl
£ literature -hose purnose vag echemersl, and sometimes they
considered tho novel » significant ar® form ~hich hed fallen upon
evil days, I% ie necescery to urnderetand ~hat specific eriticisme

were made in sceardemce with each of *hese nointe of view if one

ie tn underotrnd the significance of criticisme of family 1ife

wmade in pross fichkion, aat of “he revicwa rere wpitten in accord
=itk “he agsurction that a novel wse o valid, though frivisel and

evhewersl, form of literafure, A writer in The Zdinburgh Review
renarked:

Novels are now oo pumerous, tunt shatever

may be their claims in 2 permanent reputa-

tinn, *hey =2re scaroely rezarded by the

sublic in any other lig b* th&n a8 ephemeral

publicztions. They are read rmvid1y snd

soon forgotten; and tie *313 of one week is

alwost obliterated from the mind of many a

reader by the novelty of the next,:
The novel wac expected to be asmusing, plessent, realistic, and not
immoral or subversive., It was not exnected to consider social,
religioue, vhilosophle, or other serious material, In the woTds
of one critie, "The one legitimate end of novel writing is amuse-
ment; and i¥, in the conduet of = siory, wa*?er of edification
ariees, 1t shovld bhe regarded merely as a g@ﬁsendf for whenever
the secondary purpose of instruction is designedly run after, the

effort inevitably is made at the ezpence of the amusement, Rell-

‘ of B8 o) The Zdinburgh Heview,
July, 1833}, po. 403*4‘
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gisue novels, sotirice) novels, oliticsl novels, are ever Lhe
; ¥ E .- 3

. ‘ , 18
worse for their reliziom, sabire, end politice.” der .ous

waterisl woe the wrover orovince of the esaay or trestise, not of

-
I

the novel, ~hose readers were nob the proper sudience for serious
discuseions, 4 review objeeted Yo lrs, Trollouse's The Vicar of

Jrexzhill because its subject natter was serious and unplessant,

and thereore not suited 4o fiction.
In her last novel she plunged over head in-
fo the abominable sink of slavery; here,
zznin, she is up te the neck in another ken-
nel of corruption,—*The Viear of Trexhill®
being & tale written for the exuress purpose

of showinm up *he errors {ze che esteems
them} of a sect increasingly orevslent snd
rowerful amon~ ug--the Lvanzelicalsz....Ho
one can suspect u? of =n undue disvosition
t> favour Mrs, Trollope~-or of the slightest
~wish %0 see subjects so dark znd cninful as
she prefers %o treat of, brought before the
public by the means of Piction, Her wand
{Tiction's not ¥rs, Trollope's), had we the
controlling will, should comjure up only
"Shadows of beauty, shadows of power," and
lezve whatsoever is cosrse and grualid, de-
based and debasinz, to sleep out its =zodden 19
sleep in the limbo of commonplace reality....~

Another revier likewise objected tu ¥rs, Stome's Ihe Young 2
becéuse of 1%s serious purpose, and furthermore found 1% necessary
to blame Dickens for his part in subverting the novel from its
pleasant course:

«os"Oliver Twist® of Lickens; since then we

have bad poor laws, Puseyism, and other vex-
ed guestions dome into fletion; and now Mre,

18, Review of %imon, But Not of Athens, The Athenaeum,
#65¢ (June 13, 1840}, p. 469,

19, The Atbengpewm, # 517 (Sept. 23, 1837), p. 708.
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Stone, followine the leced of the Report of
the Children'e Hamloywent Commission, and
the indignant and esrnest protest it has
excited, puts forxth her statement of the
care in 2 rzther maudlin story. It cannot
far an instant be supposed, that we reject
the humanity of sny eincere intention %o
asciet "the desclate and the ovpressed:®
our colume hsve lonz borne witness, w»e
howve, on the =side 07 the enle=rmed and tol-
ersnt charities; but we no more like %o
see the grievance-trade intruding itsell
into the literature of leisure, *han the
rpgs and sores of a hosuwitael taken as sub-
jeete for pictures.20

A wmriter in Fraser's ¥agszine commented that the novel in Ingland

"has been deeply infected w»ith the ubilitarienism of the &imes.“al

The fair Carew was given 'z favorable notice because 1t avoided the
Tault of dealing with serious material, snd beczuse it therefore
nractized one of the virtues of light literature:

There are ne pit=falls %o entrazp the un~

suspecting reader into discussions on the

"law of Entail and Frimogeniture,” the
"Corn Laws," the "Poor Lews," or any law

20. Ihe Athenaeum, # 810 (Mey 6, 1843), p. 437.
al. "Plessuyres, Objeects, and Advantages of Literature Indi-
: ca.i:ed,“ér@se; g Yagazine, Vol. XXVII {Jan., 1843),

po. 39-40,

See also the review of John Drayion, The #Athenaeum,
# 1245 {Sept. 6, 1851), p. 948: ovele faithfully rep-
resent the prevailing tendency of public taste. Some
years ago they condescended to deal with nothing less
transcendental than the sumptuous boudolrs of beautiful
counteeses,~~the dinner parties of noble dukes--with de-
tails both of the dishes end of the comvany,~-the heart-
rending struggles of mammas and dauchters to cross the
shining portals of ¥*Almack's®:--they have now taken up an
entirely different line. They seek for their heroes and
heroinee in the streets and gutters,--paint life in fac-
tories,-- and discuss their lodging=-houses, daily strugsgles
and privations with the minu‘eness and zeal formerly be-
stowed on the "gilded saloons® and Ysuperdb eguipages" of
the aristocracy."”
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af neture whatever transformed into a
hobby:--snd to those who take up 2 novel
in the immocent hope of finding it one,
it is mell in these days to be certified
of the fact.22

¥iret 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 ‘hese":

To inventions of this e¢lass, no plea of
doing good--no power in their display—-
cen ever reconcile us. The hospital, the
lunatic asylum, should be patent to ocur
men of science, our judicial authorities,
our nhilsnthropists,—-but to bring topics
1ike $theee into play as matitere of circu-
lating-1ibrery pastime, is a praciice
=hich must coarsen all who partake in i,
and which (no* to speak too seriously)
may demoralirze some.23

Reviews 07 Lady Catherine Long's Sir Rowland Ashton and Charles

B. Taylor's Yargaret objected to the inclusion of religious ma-

24 . -
terial. Further illustrations are perhaps unneeesgary.“

28

24.

25,

The Athenaeum, # 1257 (¥ov. 29, 1851), p. 1248.
The Athenseum, # 1242 (sug. 18, 1851), p. 870.

Sir dow Ashton, The Athenaeum, # 878 (fug., 34, 1844),
D. TTL: But we cannot agree with her in the more general
principle on which her novel is written, that fiction is
a good medium for religious instruction.”

iargaret, The Athenaeum, # 853 (March 2, 1844),
p. 1189 "It ic impossible now~a~days to escape from
religious controversy, seeing that i% 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,

Amonz very many other criticisms of the same kind, %he
following in The Athenseum are particularly interesting.
Review of Mrs., Trollope's A Romance of Yienna, # 566
{Sept. 1, 1838), p. 618: *“Though its pages may not con-
tain any scenes so objectionadble as some in the 'Viear,®



The novel =as expected also to be realistic. It might seem

to a present-day observer that to beg for realism in one breath

they are throughou*t pervaded by the characteristic of-
fences of that work--the =zame malicious and busy appreal to
every narrow and bad prejudice., Having demolished, as she
imagines, Dissent in her ‘Domestic ¥anners of the Amer~
icans,' and Catholicism, in her 'Paris and the Parisians,?
and Calvinietic Protestantism in her 'Vicar' aforesaid-—-
Mre, Trollope here =ete herself *o show up Judaism in
fnstria® A

feview of Mrs. Trollope's Charles Chesterfield, # 726
(3ept, 25, 1841), p. 740: “Hence the demand for novels,
and hence the peculiar character they have assured. The
novelist no longer writes with the ostensible wmotive of
amusement slone, Oh no! he has far higher nimgl--His
characters are all personified facts; his dinner-parties
and tea parties are so many social truths miges en action;
his conversazionl are tilting-matches between antagonist
systems o7 polities or morasls: or perhaps, with more
unity of design, he devotes hie three hot-pressed volumes
to the illustration of some pet theory of his own--his
dismonds and his flowere (like that many-coloured tablet
in the (erman TFairy-tale,) weaving themselves to initiated
eyes, into thg stern ehara?ters of some abﬁtract ﬁr;thé“

Review of Mrs, Bremer's Brothers and ZSisters, # 1078
(June 10, 1848), p. 573, The review p?ﬁfﬁed ¥rs, Bremer's
work but lamented her interpolated discussions of commu-
niem. "These, moreover, =re eminently times when the pub-
lic good may be consulied 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 minde 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 ehall secure
the world against every sermon being made a tale? Fusion
meaﬁs gnly confusion, where there is no separation of
tasks,

Review of Charles Delmer, # 1347 (Aug. 20, 1853),
p. 990: "This anonymous novelist seems to aspire to fol=-
low in the wake of Miss Hartineau, Hr. Disraeli, snd the
Rev., Hr, Kingeley,--and devotes hizs tale 4o setting forth
and contrasting political philosophies, in place of =rit-
ing a2 story that men and women would desire to read, in
epite of the Toryism, Chartism, Whiggism, Radicalism,
Christian Socialiem, or other doctrine there expounded and
set forth.* ’ '
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and to denlore serious sociological eitndy in another mas to be
inconsistent to eome exktent. VYet many an Harly Vieborian did

both things. He asked for realism—-but for plessant, painless
realism, =xeept for some incidental features,gs Frederika Bremer's
Swedich novels pleased him and he wae thankful that Mery Howits
was tranglabting them into Englishz;v

“hat we imnort of foreign literature, =as

of foreign grain, rarely answers for seed,
or takes root and flourishes in our soil.
Hers, Bremer'e works seem to be an e xcep~
fion, HNeo forelgn novels in our remembrance
have attained =uech vopulaerity in this coun-
try. They have hit the inglish taste for
reality, or ite close recemblance, and for
cormon =ense visible in the midst of fie-
*ion. They treat of domestic incidents and
chaxac*crs, open up %o us new s¢enes and
weys of living, all foreign to us, but all
bearing the impress of an sccordance with
reality, and with =a gaﬁify we c&n unders-
atand and enter inte

He thowurh® Mre, Bremer excelleni, particularly for the realistic
way che treated family life, He even compared her to Jszne Austent

"he translation of s tale like the atove,

{"he Home: or, Family Cares gnd Family
dove] by an Inglish wife and Znglish mother,
is mood service done to her ceun*ry‘ Te pree
fer *?hﬂ Home" to "The Reighbors." It does
not, indeed, cantain any character 80 original
and high-toned as “ma ¢ mere,* nor, per-
haps, any passage eqgua in its bumour ta the
autobliography of Mise Hellevi Hausgiebel; but
it is more consistent, more probable, and less
gentimental,...%o s@eak more to the purpose
of the novel--we have hers no "hailr-breadth
*scapes® nor extravagant vicissitudes~-but

38, See p. 149, footnote 25,

a7, Article 7, North British Review, Vol. I (¥ay, 1B44),
p. 168,
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gimnly the every-day trizls befalling 2
Judge's family of five daughters snd a
son: the originals of which are our fa~-
miliar friends. "“ho hee no%t knowm a
Louise, "our eldest," with her thrifty
ways, her sound principles and her grave
sire=-~zs 2o0d a2 manager as she is 2 wicse
lecturer? 'Tho has not been acouainted
with a Petrea, disturbed by genius enough
to render her uneasy without making her
distinguished? ;

«+.the Mother. XNothing more delicate, or
womanly, or besubtiful, is to be found in
domestic Tiction than her cheracter: and

.- % €5 o9 4N

J¥e like it none the leses for s cerxrtain

touch of romeance snd sentiment not alto-
gether Inglish..,.I% is impossible, in-
deed, fo reasd this book as a piece of
make-believe. ¥e have bad nothing so sim-
ply life-like since Gali's "Annals of the
ParighV--nc picture of female nature so
finely touched since ¥Miss Austen's.28

He liked Bulwer~Lytton's The Cpztone except for the melodramatic

story of Vivian,

In the introduction of this same Vivian,
his adventures, and their solution, cen-
tres the melo~drsmatic interest of the
tale; or--to siate matters more plainly--
resides its weak poin%. So easily snd
harmoniously flows the general current of
the family chroniecle, that we feel inci-
dents, however foreible, so forced %o be
a gerious disturbance.39

He eriticized Charlotie Brontd for what he considered her tastew

lees exsggerations and excessive criticisme of social institutions,

Amain, we are assured by persons who re-
ceived their education {and a very pood
education Hise Brontd herself proves it

334
29,

The Athenaeum, # 811 (Hay 13, 1843), pp. 457-8.

Revigw of Caxtone, The Athensewm, # 1148 (Oct.. 27,
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*o heve been) a% the school to vhich sghe
was attzebed in Brussels, thet nothing
cam be more unjust then the aspersions
she has *hrown in "Villette™ on that egw
tablishment, and on the ezeellent persons
who managed it. The three curatee who
figure in "Shirley,” comepicuous for dif-
ferent degrees of folly, wulgarity, and
impertinence, are, we are told by iiss
Bronté's: biographer, three gentlemen well
known at the_tiwme in the -meighborhood of
Howarth [sic), who have had the good taste
to secept this caricature as a joke. But
if the hsbits of social intercourse, in
personal pecullisrities, and even the ar-
rangemente of charitabie inetitutions,
are to be exhibited tc the world at large
in the colours of an auto~da-fd--bedaubed
with gemboge and emblszoned with devilgw-
the novelists will become a pest fo liter-
ature, and they will degrade, ns some of
them have already degraded, their talents
to the service of malignant pas=ions,
calumny, =snd falsehood.30

Andg, alﬁﬁough he admitted the excellence of Thackeray's irony, he
sald "i% is a weavon which he uses far t00 exclusively. He has
shown himself, as we have alreedy said, s sstirist--but not an
artist,31
The novel was exvected furthermors to be compatible with

conventional morality. Oonseguently, a reviewer could consider
Pendennis an "unlucky orsation®s

Seriously, Pendennis i# an unlucky crea=-

tion. His viriues and vices are gl

dubious, and on a small seale; we meet

w%ith g0 many like him in real life, why
should we have him forced upon ug in idesl

1ifet?
0. "The License of ¥odern Fovellsis," The Edipburgh Review,
Vol. OVI {July, 1857), pp. 154-5,
31, Review of Yanity Fair, The A% #1085 (4ug. 13,




“hen he {Thackeray] doee depict a whole-
hearted nareion--auch az Dobbinte love
for Amelia, or Helen's ilnove for her son-—-
he makes ws feel that 1% is ridliculons
in i%e ezcess,
LA B A B B A I A B A B L A B R P N N R N S . ® .
je sunpose there is not one father in ten
who would truszt hls daughters with Joseph
Andrews, mor onme husband in a hundred who
=ould be pleased at finding his wife in
tears with Tom Jonee on her knee,
LI IR A A B R LA IR B A R A R N . A T N B R R A B A A I I
However that may be, we adjure any
writer of %the pregent day by 211 he holds
wmost dear--his reputsbtion and his pockets—
never, even with the highest wmorsl pur~
pose, %o write = Yook of which it cannot
be said that lg pire en permebtirs lao
lecture o sp fille,32

And ¥rs. E1lis thought it w=ise for = mother %o be careful what

books she allowed her daushter to resd, for "4 novel read in
. 33
secret is a dangerous thing...." The reviewer of Mrs, Grey's

fhe Young Husband for The Athenseum succincily stated the mor-

alistic reguiremeny: N
The morzlity of wodern English novels
requires to be sharply looked into~
it has become false, morbid, and non-
sensicnl., 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

Farther 11lustrations are perhaps unneeesgary.35

33. *%. Y. Thackeray and Arthur Pendennis, Esquire," Frasez's
¥agazine, Vol, CLIIT {Jan., 1851), pp. 88, 76, 87.

33, The Mothers of England, p. 106.
34. The Athenaseum, # 1411 (Nov. 11, 1854), p. 1364.

35. Among many reviews, the following are of particular in-




terest: Review of Mrs, T“rollovce's Uncle alter, The
Athenaseum, # 1305 {0Oct, 20, 1852), p. 1168. The reviewer
had deseribed the main characicr as even more *objeetion~
able® *han the Widow Barnaby., %¥ow, we put i% to ¥rs.
Trollope whehther such are the fitding materials and the
fitting dracatis personse to be offered as the elements
of 1light Tiction, under the guarsntec of 2 lady's penman-
ehip, for the entertainment of her omn sex.®

Revier of ¥rs. Gaskell's Fowth and Sowth, The Athen-
geum, # 14323 (April 7, 1855), D, 403: "5he desls wish
difficultics of morsls needlessly, and too fearlessly, be-
cause, zg we have sssin and agein said, the riddle pro-
pounded carnot be solved in ficiion; and beecause by all
one-sided benmdling of such matters,--vhen passione become
engaged and generous feelings are persuaded, and when the
temptation must be dealt upon as c¢rusl, in apology for
the offence,~-~there is always o danger of uwnmooring the
eager and the inexperienced from their snchorage...to
thrust them forward in Piction...amoumis, in deed, if not
in purpore, ta 2 wilful 'playine with fire,' It should
be added; however, thst the tenor and tissue of our
author's writings are such as t> satisfy us that no wilful-
ness has Lesn in her mind, but an earnest, if mistsken,
desirs to do good.Y .
. Parizian "orsls and Nammers," The Edinburgh Review
Vol, LXXVIIT {July, 1843), pp. 11€"§~7'5}1 #The tone of mind;
or state of feeling left by a book, is the true criterion
of its tendency; and the elass of novelists, of which
WM, de Bermard and Balzac are the chief, too often leave
*heir female readers languid, restless, dissatisfied with
domestic 1ife, and apt to view with an extremely lenient
eye any sort of tie or connexion which promises to satisfy
the vague, uniefinedﬁimngiﬁ% which ag%taﬁes them,* c

deview of Mrs. CGore's The Banker's #fe: or, Court
gnd City, The Athenaews, # 832 {Uct. 7, 1823), p, 900:
Though less amusing, perhaps, tbils is » sounder book than
some others of Hrs, Gore's fictiome. Too often, when the
authoress has most bueily occunied herself in the denun-
cistion of worldliness=-alrays her creditable object--the
prlessures and usages she condemns have been peinted with a
gnstaﬁﬂalculat&d t0 neutralize the effect of her admonim
tion.,

Article 5, Morth British Review, Vol. VII (iay, 1847),
p. 111-13: ¥#If, in the works before us, there be anything
which would necessarily injure the moral tone of the mind;
which tends to unsebdtle its feelings, or relasx the firm-
ness of its principles; we are bound, by our resard to
the health of our liege lord {the Public), %o interpose
onr officlasl sentence of warning,” :

Review of Yorley hgpetein, The Athenaeum, # 780
(May 13, 1842), p. 4521 ".hy excite, with intimations

2



novel

awme ofF the grivicism was wede onm the amszumotion thst the

was & valid and signmificent art form, that it was a true

mirror of actual life, and that it was an important medium for

the discussion of idess. bHub criticisme made from this point of

view were rare and somewhat timid., In 1842, a writer in The

idinburgh deview compared the "good movel® with a play by

Aristonhanss:

Yhe best information regsrding the domes-—
tlec habits of the Athenisns is to be found
in the plays of Aristophanes; znd if the
learned were ssked what additional bock by
some Creek or louwsn author they would pre-
fer, we¢ believe the majority would voite for
a good novel--ii being generally agreed that
more is to be gathered fouching the manners,
moral, and even ordinary modes of thinking,
0f a peonle from their lighter works of fie-
tion, than from set histories wiih 511 %heir
dignity, or moral essays in all their prosi-
ness.. 36

And in 18858, J. C, Jeaffreson proudly asserted that the novel

had grown to be a significant and important literary form

SSQ

that vile seenes are gauzed gver--that naughty conjunc-—
tions night havg begm'di&playad, had our author ehgsen?“

Heview of The Becret History of s Household, The
Athenaeum, # 1429 (Merch 17, 1855), p. 214t "It is much
to be regretted that authors should betake themselves, as
a2 matter of cholee, to illustrate crime and intrigue, when
50 many subjects of lawful interest, offering ‘ample room
and verge enough' for 211 purnoses of fiction lie open
before them."

Anyone who desires more ifllustrations of the demand
either for morality or for realism should consult Misse
#ashburn's thesis, mentioned before,

"Parisien Morals and Manners,® The Edi
Yol. LIXVIXX (July, 1843), p. 115.
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The art is no longer a2 deéspised ones
it is no* devoled %o the fabrieation of ine-
delicate =nd dangerpus love~stories, capa-
vle only of amusing £illy women, snd tickling
“hie sensuality of vicious men) and no longer
ieg it miven over to the guardianship of the
meanest writers oF shterile inarinsations and
gross instinets; bub it takes under i%s
cormlzance every subject that intereste the
intellimence or arouses the af7ections of

T e
But perhapz an even bedtter, and probably a wmore sincere, expresszion
of ceriticism mnde from this point of view sprneared in 1848 in The
Athenseum. The writer esid in praise of llary Baxbtopt

How far i% may be kind, wise, or rizht %o

make Fiction the vehicle for g plain and

mattepr-of~fact exposition of social evils,

is o question of limitations which will not

be unanimously settled in our time....bBut

we have met with few plctures of life among
the working classes a% once g0 forcible and

N

oo falr as Mdary Borion.*38

From the foregoing evidence, one may make several generaliza-
tions concerning the literary repulation of the EZarly Victoriam
novel. During the period, the novel became¢ suddenly popular,
attracting a large reading publie; it was s»onsored by booksellers,
proprietors of lending libraries, and publishers who were able to
pay authore %o write long and facile novels catering to the public
taste. It dealt largely with subjeets of most common interestesub-
jects concerning problems of family 1life referable %o the experi-

ences of the average peérson. 1t bewildered and perplexed the

37, Jeaffreson, J, Cordy, Hovels and Hovelists from Zliz
to Victoris, Londonm, Huret and Blsckett, 1853, Vol. II,

D. 5.
38. The Athenseum, # 1085 (Oct. 21, 1848), p. 1080.



eritics, whio hed %0 consider 1% either azs a light and inferior
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1% i%s own special virtuss and validity, or

ot
w4

j£x)
id

form of conpos
as a worthy srt form srossly abused. Consequently 1%t evoked two

streans oF critiecisw., One asked 1ittle of 1% other than tha 1t

ve awusing and pleasant, Shat 13 not attennt the exposition of
serisus or philoroephical ideas, asnd that 1t be realicetie and con-

ventionally moral. The other deslored %he 4rashiness of the
popular novels znd the systez of masa production which propasated
them. FBoth points of view were imoorisnt in determining and limit-
ing the treatment of family 1i“e in the Zarly Victorian novel. The
oritio who considered prose fiction & trivial form of literature
denied it the right %o make radies) oriticism, or, indeed, even to
discuss serious ma%ters. The critic who considered prose fiction
inherently worthwhile, although much debased by contemporary
wriﬁers, was reluctent to encourasge radicel criticisms of family
life. He wes afraid that the writers, who he thought had already
debased an art form, if encouraged, migﬁt endanger the Fnzlish

institution of the family.



CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSIORY

The tynical Zarly Viectorian was interested in, snd proud of,
the favnily ae an Znglish institution., He accepted as right its
structure and i%e function, for he-believed in the philosophy upon
which it wee founded: God had ereated man superior Lo woman--supe-
rior not only in physical powers but in intellectual oneg also;
conseguently God had determined that =man was to be the master of
3ociety and hence of separate social units or groups like the ]
family. Ae the master of a Pamily group, a man of course had |
regponsibilities—~responsibilities both to God 2nd to Bociety,
which wag God-ordained; he had %0 wake bimself =znd gll the members
of his group accephable to both., Hig mesns for making them sc-
ceptable were clearly defined; they required him only to be ungues-
tioninzgly conventionsl in a1l that he or hie family did.

The &arly Victorian was interested in the Fneglish family, and
he wase proud of it. And it soon became aprarent %o publishers and
booksellers that he liked to read about it. Consequently, during
the zarly Victorien period, there was z great rush to the literary
market of novels of fawily life. Yany people were encouraged to
write novels; people of rank, who, because of their extravagsnces
were alwayes in need of money, and people who sought actually to
earn their liwdlihoods by writing. OGrest numbers of women from both
classes contributed. Almost all of the authors wrote %o please the

reading public. The result was that there were produced each year
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gcores 3% novels whose nlots consisted of trite domestic problems
znd conventional solutions. These novels were generally uncrit-
ical. Of course, they had t0 show conflict in order %o develop
plot; but the conflict wvery rarely implied any eriticism of the
typical family, of the conventional order. Rather 1t showed how
discord, and hence wrong, resulted .when any member of the conven-
tional family acted malevolently, heedlessly, or otherwise uncon-
ventianaliy,

#ith this great mase of prose fiction the Zarly Victorian
revierer deait in %wo ways. On the one hand, he deplored it be-
cause it wae trivial, because it really 4id tell nothing, because
it was freoquently melodramatic, and puerily emotional, and because
it was 2 far cry from the works cf Jane Austen snd Sir ¥alter Scott,
great works which he easily remembered. On the other hand, he
tried t0 criticize it 29 a new kind of literature with 2 validity
811 its own. Requiring that it be neither unconventional nor un—
Tealistic in manner or matter, he applaunded 1t if it gmused or
diverted the reader. In general, he, oo, like other Farly Vie-
torians, was satisfied with the institution of the family as it
wag; 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 indl-
vidual‘enough upon occasion to attack some conventional beliefs
or doctrines, Furthermore, somé of them were good writers, and
were therefore likely $o influence their readers. The coritic felt
himself oblipgated to warn the public against these authors, or at

least against the unconventional ideas expressed in their writings.
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The result mas that writers like the Brontés, Thaﬁkeray, and Yrs,
Gaekell met =n initial recistance to the popularity which they
inevitably were %o enjoy. Thackeray was attacked for his excessive
satire, the Brontés for their coarseness, and ¥rs, Gaskell for her
diseus=ion of indelica*e subjeets.

In senersl, the Larly Victorian was proud of the typical
family, =nd he resisted criticisms of it, or of the system which
had senersted it. He readily enough azreed that the novelist should
be = eritic of 1ife: he was completely willing that the novelist
chonld attack proflimacy, tyranny, unkindnese, and other vices %o
=hich authoritsrianism iz liasble. He wanted o teach the despot
=ho ruled the conventional family to be wise, understanding, snd
penevolent. But he did not went the despotic vower curtailed; he
approved of the suthoritarian structure of the family. He was,
therefore, very fond of the worke of Charles Dickens, and was quick
Lo aporeciate them,

Although the Iarly Vietorian was willing that abuses within
the family order be criticlzed, bhe was unwilling that any part of
the order ite=elf be athtacked. ¥He had little cause for complaint;
however, for the attacke made upon any aspects of the form, func-
*ion, and philesophy of the family were both few end timid. Only
one question may be said to bave received much critical asttention:
the question of woman‘s subjugation in Society. The battle fought
over this iseue for the time belng was won by the conservatives,

It was, however, won by kindly conservatives, Although $hey agreed

that God had determined man in every respect to be woman's master,
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~1hhaneh fnev accepted unmestioninsly the rishtness of a men

vled soeilety, they sllowed vToman 2 sphere of her o°mn in which ghe

iy

i7ht exeels. The fact that 211 the excellences thus sseirned to
manmn rere virtues and gualities which man had no desire to ¢lsin
Toar nimeeld, wivht be urged azainst the generosity of these critics.
‘gverthelese, their adwission that woman had curious #eral and
ornscental powers wag enough for the time being. Heeplendent in
hor excelliences, woman conbtinued to be =man's lackey.

It —aald be interestirze 4o spsculate ~hat wisht heve been the

reasme that radical ori

o

iciers of faxily life were =20 few 2nd so
tizid 0e they were in the period; esneeislly when hundreds of books
Agaline ~ith fooily 11 e were beiny nut into the hands oF an avid
rerdiny sublie, ond ~hen also for the firet time in over a century
*here o o~ oaneen on the throme of Imgland. “es Eerly Victorien
Trxlerdd 20 convineed of its ovn perfection that it could not be
broadrinded tomards new ideess, o that instead of wroadrindedness,
1% could =t bees eubstitute emur patience snd condesecencion? Had
the doctrine of Utiliterisnism in some deformed shape been suner-
isnosed unon the philosonhy of the fanmily? In other words, were
the neople convinced that the God-ordained system had been given
srarnatic sanction and was therefore g1l the more right? Were the
feeble efforte of the few radical critice of fewnsle subjection ren-
dered plmos*t dry by the heated counter-criticisme made by women
themselves, —omen particularly like Mrs, E1lis? Was the power which
the popular novel placed into the hands of the publishers and the

Lookeellers used consciously %o prevent radical criticism? ‘ere

the booksellers afraid that Convention would not allow the douce
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VITA

David Xincaid Bruner, the son of Nettie {Eincaid) and
Robert “eber Bruner, was born on July 30, 1912, in St. Louis,
i{csouri. He was educated in the public schools of Maplewood,
54, Louis, and University City, Yiesouri. He was graduated from
Imiversity Cisy Hirh 3chool in 1939; and from “ashington Univer-
2ity in %, Louis in 1933, In June, 1834, he received the degree
of Vagker of Arte in Anglish from Tachington University, where he
remained until June, 1935. Since that time, he hse been an aseisi-
sn% in inslish at the University of I1limsis where he bas contin-
ned hiz oraduste work in Enslish. On June 16, 1933, he married
Charlotte Hughes Johnston. He is 2 mexber of Fhi Beta Kappa
(Tashington University, 1933), and of the 'odern Language Assocl-

ation of America.






