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ABSTRACT 

In 1850 Thomas Carlyle wrote a series of eight 

pamphlets on the contemporary condition of England, ex

pressing his opinions about the causes of the current 

crisis and offering possible solutions to it. This series, 

Latter-Day Pamphlets, has been regarded as perhaps the most 

controversial of all his prose, and it has played a large 

part in forming the negative image which the twentieth 

century has of Carlyle, for critics have repeatedly turned 

to the pamphlets for evidence that Carlyle was frustrated 

and sadistic and that his political views were proto-

Fascistic. Paradoxically, though Latter-Day Pamphlets has 

provided an important means of discrediting an eminent 

Victorian writer, the series has been given little real 

study. 

The overwhelmingly hostile nature of the reviews 

that greeted the appearance of the work is often cited by 

modern critics, the implication being that even Carlyle's 

contemporaries saw the series as reprehensible. Most of 

these reviews, however, reveal themselves to be highly 

partisan productions whose obvious political and religious 

bias renders their judgments suspect. In any case, though 

many of the reviewers attacked Carlyle, they were not in 

vi 
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agreement about what they disliked about the pamphlets, 

one reviewer praising what another denounced. 

The most serious charges brought against Latter-

Day Pamphlets by twentieth-century critics are that the 

work is the product of Carlyle's emotional disorder rather 

than a valid reaction to contemporary circumstances, that 

the series demonstrates his contempt for humanity, a,nd that 

the pamphlets advocate a repressive authoritarianism. 

These charges, which can be refuted by a close reading of 

the series, seem to be in part the result of an inadequate 

understanding of the nature of Carlyle's prose. In par

ticular, the condemnation of the work seems based on a 

misunderstanding of the emotional quality of the writing, 

on a misinterpretation of the intent of the animal imagery, 

and on a lack of awareness of the structural principles 

of the series and of the modifying and clarifying functions 

of the humor. It should be noted that the harsh words of 

the Pamphlets came after long and anxious observation by 

Carlyle of the mounting distress of the nation and that 

both the historical evidence of the suffering of a large 

portion of the population and the existence of impassioned 

denunciations of English society by other Victorians attest 

to the rightness of much of what Carlyle says. Thus the 

critics who attribute his harshness chiefly to neurosis 

and, on that basis, deny his accuracy have ignored much 
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evidence. Moreover, Carlyle did not advocate a despotic 

government. Carlyle's hero is a man defined by his lofty 

moral principles, a man whose leadership is a service 

rendered to society. Carlyle's objections to democracy 

are objections to a proposed extension of the franchise, 

not to representative government per se. With one minor 

exception, a proposal to change the qualifications for 

holding a major office in Downing Street, Carlyle counsels 

that English government should not be changed, and English 

government in 1850 was not a despotism. Carlyle preaches 

the familiar message that political reform will not achieve 

social reform. The only meaningful reform is that which 

comes about through the self-reform of the individual. 



CHAPTER I 

LATTER-DAY PAMPHLETS AND THE 

REPUTATION OF CARLYLE 

Introduction 

In July, 1850, Carlyle wrote to Emerson, . .my 

life has been black with care and toil,—labour above 

board and far worse below;—I have hardly had a heavier 

year. . . .It was the first letter Carlyle had written 

Emerson in almost a year, for only the night before had he 

finished the work which had occupied his time completely 

for the greater part of the preceding twelve months and 

which had put him under a severe mental strain. The work 

which had made his life "black with care and toil" was the 

series of pamphlets which has been regarded as perhaps 

the most controversial of all his prose: Latter-Day Pam

phlets . 

The series, issued by Carlyle's regular publishers, 

Chapman and Hall, began in February and continued until 

August, with pamphlets appearing at monthly or fortnightly 

intervals. Originally Carlyle had planned a total of 

twelve tracts, but the series ended abruptly with Number 

1. The Correspondence of Emerson and Carlyle, ed. 
Joseph Slater (New York, 1964), p. 459. 

1 



Eight. Each pamphlet bears a separate title which points 

very generally to its central concern, although there is 

much repetition of material from tract to tract. The 

eight pamphlets are "The Present Time," "Model Prisons," 

"Downing Street," "The New Downing Street," "Stump-Orator, 

"Parliaments," "Hudson's Statue," and "Jesuitism." 

Though the pamphlets are a major work of a major 

author, they are little read today, A fair indication of 

their popularity and of the state of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

scholarship is the fact that no book has been written 

about them (in fact, in this century not even an article) 

and only one dissertation on them has yet been produced— 

in 1937. On the other hand, whenever they are mentioned 

by critics, most of whom have not carefully studied them, 

they are roundly denounced and proclaimed to be strong 

evidence that Carlyle was frustrated and sadistic, and 

mention of them is sure to be made in any critical work 

hostile toward Carlyle, The pamphlets thus, paradoxically 

though little read and studied, have played a large part 

in forming the negative image the twentieth century has 

of Carlyle, who was one of the most important writers of 

the nineteenth century. As Latter-Day Pamphlets has never 

been carefully examined, the series would seem to be a 

worthwhile subject of study. This dissertation therefore 

proposes (1) to examine the objections repeatedly raised 
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against the work, (2) to determine the validity of these 

objections, and (3) to produce a clearer understanding of 

what Carlyle intended Latter-Day Pamphlets to say. To 

achieve these aims, this study will explore the relation

ship of the pamphlets to the times and to the conventions 

of the pamphlet form, and it will analyze Carlyle's mode 

of expression to show its relationship to meaning. In 

particular, the dissertation will pay close attention to 

Carlyle's pronouncements on government, which have often 

been at the heart of the charges leveled at him through 

Latter-Day Pamphlets. 

The present chapter outlines the downfall of 

Carlyle's reputation and considers the role the Pamphlets 

played in the loss of his prestige. In addition the chapter 

surveys the critical work already done on the series and 

explains more fully the methods and objectives of the fol

lowing chapters. 

The Reputation of Carlyle 

The student of Carlyle's reputation must always 

be surprised at the abrupt loss of prestige and popularity 

which his writings suffered immediately after his death. 

Of course, Carlyle was too iconoclastic to be universally 

accepted, and it is true that he was repeatedly assailed 
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• 2 m the press for his controversial views, But it is well 

established that he was one of the important figures of 

Victorian England. As a lecturer, an essayist, and an 

historian, he exerted the force of his mind and character 

to help shape the intellectual life of the age. 

Though, as Leslie Marchand has warned, it is not 

easy to assess Carlyle's reputation amid the welter of 

contemporary references to him, many facts, including the 

statements of contemporaries, testify to his prestige, 

Matthew Arnold, for instance, in recalling the men who had 

stirred the earnest young students at Oxford in the tur

bulent forties and so had determined in part what a gen

eration of Englishmen would say and do, named Goethe, 

Newman, and Emerson and dwelt on the "puissant voice of 

Carlyle , , , reaching our hearts with true, pathetic 

eloquence,"^ Among the young men moved by Carlyle's message 

who later figured prominently in national life are Charles 

Gavan Duffy in politics; Richard Hurrell Froude in religion; 

2. See Jules P. Seigel, "Thomas Carlyle and the 
Periodical Press; A Study in Attitudes," Diss. University 
of Maryland, 1965, 

3. Leslie A, Marchand, The Athenaeum: A Mirror 
of Victorian Culture (Chapel Hill, 1941), p, 322, 

4. Matthew Arnold, "Emerson," in Discourses in 
America (London, 1894), pp. 142-43, 
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John Ruskin and Charles Kingsley in social problems; and 

James Anthony Froude and Arthur Hugh Clough in literature. 

Carlyle continued throughout his long life to re

ceive marks of respect from his contemporaries. In 1866 

the students of the University of Edinburgh elected him 

rector, Carlyle receiving in the contest more than twice 

5 as many votes as the rival candidate, Benjamin Disraeli. 

In 1874 Disraeli, now Prime Minister, proposed to confer 

on Carlyle an honor which Disraeli described in his letter 

to Carlyle as "the highest distinction for merit" at the 

Queen's command, one which previously had never been given 

by her except for "direct services to the State": the 

Grand Cross of the Bath. Disraeli wrote that his wish to 

honor Carlyle arose from his belief that of writers living, 

only two would be remembered, and that these two--Carlyle 
g 

and Tennyson—were of "uncontested superiority." In 1875, 

on Carlyle's eightieth birthday, one hundred nineteen 

admirers sent him a gold medallion and an address declaring 

him to have shown in his own life the Hero as Man of 

Letters. The list of subscribers—though the names of 

many eminent men are missing—included William Allingham, 

5, Julian Symons, Thomas Carlyle; The Life and 
Ideas of a Prophet (New York, 1952) , p. 273, 

6, December 27, 1874, letter printed by James 
Anthony Froude in Thomas Carlyle: A History of his Life 
in London (New York, 1897), II, 367. 
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Robert Bjrownj,ngr Charles and Erasmus Darwin, George Eliot, 

Thomas Huxley, Alfred Tennyson, Anthony Trollope, and John 

7 Tyndall, At his death in 1881 so great was Carlyle's 

reputation that George Saintsbury could unabashedly eulogize 
O 

him as "the undoubted head of English letters." 

Yet eclipse in his reputation was not long in 

coming. In 1898 William Arthur in Prophets of the Century 

felt called upon to remark the rapid decline in Carlyle's 

popularity by bringing to memory an observation Thackeray 

made about Swift; 

Thackeray likened the darkness with which Swift 
was overwhelmed to the fate that comes upon an 
empire and destroys it. Some such thought must 
occur, even to the enthusiastic admirer, when he 
thinks of Carlyle and his reputation. Today his 
fame is largely a matter of tradition; he is not 
the living, profound influence that made him the 
greatest force in the early and middle Victorian 
era. 9 

Since 1898 Carlyle's reputation has fallen lower. His 

reading public has continued to shrink, with Louis Cazamian 

proclaiming in 1932 that Carlyle was being read only by 

"the student, the scholar, the cultivated few.""*"® Apparently, 

7. Symons, pp. 286-87. 

8. George Saintsbury, "The Literary Work of Thomas 
Carlyle," Scribner's Monthly, 22 (May, 1881), 92. 

9. William Arthur, "Thomas Carlyle," in Prophets 
of the Century, ed. Arthur Rickett (London, 1898), p. 63. 

10. Louis Cazamian, Carlyle, trans. E. K. Brown 
(Hamden, Conn., 1966), p. vii. 



if one is to judge by the listing of book-length studies 

or reprints in Publishers' Trade List Annual or by the 

entries in the annual bibliography in PMLA, his popularity 

among even this restricted group remains slight."^ As 

Carlisle Moore remarks, "The collapse of Carlyle's reputa

tion in the twentieth century is one of the anomalies of 

12 modern literary history." It is important to note the 

reasons for this collapse of reputation in order to demon

strate that hostility toward Carlyle often arises out of 

questionable assumptions about his life and thought which 

have in turn resulted in a misreading of Latter-Day Pam

phlets . 

The impetus for the sharp decline in Carlyle's 

popularity, appearing only a few weeks after his death, 

was James Anthony Froude's edition of Reminiscences, a 

collection of memoirs by Carlyle of his father and his 

wife, Jane, and of outspoken notes and essays, in the 

11, Of the two writers for whom Disraeli pre
dicted continuing fame, the 1965 bibliography in PMLA 
lists twenty-eight entries for Tennyson, eight for Carlyle, 
The exact number of entries in succeeding bibliographies 
has, of course, varied, but the ratio has remained more 
or less constant, with the gap widening somewhat in the 
1969 bibliography with forty-two entries for Tennyson, 
ten for Carlyle. 

12, Carlisle Moore, "Thomas Carlyle," in The 
English Romantic Poets & Essayists; A Review of Research 
and Criticism, ed. Carolyn and Lawrence Houtchens, revised 
ed.(New York, 1966), p. 353. 



best Carlyle manner, on famous contemporaries.The 

Victorian public had revered Carlyle not only for his con

tribution to English life but also for his possession of 

Victorian virtues. Solid, forthright, independent--and, 

above all, earnest--Carlyle had often received criticism 

of his opinions but never of his life. However, the 

Reminiscences revealed to the public a new and unpleasant 

side of the Sage's character in the hard remarks about his 

contemporaries, and there were dark hints, very disturbing 

to English readers committed to the ideal of a stable 

home-life, that Carlyle's domestic life had not always 

been smooth. The Carlyle family moved swiftly to try to 

undo the damage to Carlyle's reputation, Mary Carlyle, 

who had acted as companion and secretary to her uncle in 

his last years, in letters to the London Times and the 

London Daily Telegraph said that Froude had violated 

Carlyle's written instructions by publication of the un-

expurgated manuscript of Reminiscences, In a letter of 

reply, also printed in the newspapers, Froude defended 

13. This discussion of the Carlyle-Froude con
troversy and its effect on Carlyle's reputation is in
debted' to Julian Symons, Thomas Carlyle; Waldo H. Dunn, 
Froude and Carlyle: A Study of the Froude-Carlyle Con
troversy (Port Washington, New York, 1930); James Crichton-
Browne, "Introduction," in New Letters and Memorials of 
Jane Welsh Carlyle, ed. Alexander Carlyle (London, 1903); 
James Anthony Froude, My Relations with Carlyle (New York, 
1903). 
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his actions. Thus began a lengthy dispute between Froude 

and the Carlyles about ownership and proper handling of 

the great body of papers left by Carlyle. In 1882 the pub

lic doubts about Carlyle as a man were accentuated by 

Froude's publication of the first two volumes of his four-

volume biography of Carlyle. The candid portrait given in 

the biography by Froude, who had been on intimate terms 

with Carlyle and thus spoke with authority, was of a de

manding, irascible, egocentric valetudinarian. And in 

1883 the publication, again by Froude, of the Letters and 

Memorials of Jane Welsh Carlyle made clear that Jane had 

often been deeply unhappy because of Carlyle's thought

lessness and his preoccupation with his own work and affairs. 

Jane's sufferings were all the more shocking because they 

were apparently partially attributable to Carlyle's atten

tions to Lady Ashburton, a prominent member of English 

society at mid-nineteenth century. The public was appalled 

at this new look at Carlyle's life. 

In 1886 Charles Eliot Norton, under the authority 

of the Carlyle family, began re-editing the Carlyle ma

terial with the intent of demonstrating Froude's editorial 

deficiencies through citation of misreadings and mishandling 

of material. In 1898 David A, Wilson, at the instigation 

of Norton, published Mr, Froude and Carlyle, attacking 

Froude's interpretation of Carlyle, And in 1903 Alexander 
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Carlyle, Mary's husband, published New Letters and Memorials 

of Jane Welsh Carlyle, with an introduction by a Scots 

physician, Sir James Crichton-Browne, who repudiated 

Froude's conclusions about the effect of the life at 

Craigenputtock on Jane's health by an analysis of the 

medical condition of Jane, now dead thirty-six years, whom 

Sir James had never met. In all these publications the 

Carlyles attempted to exonerate their famous relative by 

throwing the blame for the domestic discord onto Jane, whom 

they pictured as highly emotional and unstable. 

The Carlyles had been outraged at Froude's indis

cretions, but the Froude family equalled their indignation 

at the repeated slurs on the honor and integrity of the 

man to whom Carlyle had entrusted almost all his private 

papers at his death. After the last attempt to discredit 

Froude in the 1903 publication of Jane's letters, the 

Froudes at last decided to speak out. By 1903 Froude him

self had been dead nine years, but before his death he had 

prepared against the eventuality of additional calumnies 

by the Carlyles by writing a private journal in which he 

detailed the instructions about publication given him by 

Carlyle and showed that he had conscientiously followed 

them, and in which for the first time he revealed the 

existence of a passage from Mrs. Carlyle's journal containing 

a notation of physical abuse by Carlyle which corroborated 
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Froude's implications in the Carlyle biography that the 

marriage had produced deep disharmony for both partners. 

And for the first time, Froude frankly discussed Carlyle's 

sexual inadequacy and the wide knowledge of Carlyle's 

"open secret" among his circle of friends. This journal 

was published by the Froude family in 1903 as My Relations 

with Carlyle. 

The Carlyle-Froude controversy shattered Carlyle's 

reputation as a great man. Vainly, men who had known 

Carlyle intimately protested that Froude had given a dis

torted picture of his subject.1̂  The public preferred, 

by and large, to believe Froude, A few admirers of Carlyle 

have attempted sympathetic portraits, but their works have 

on occasion been too uncritical and too unscholarly to be 

15 convincing. J 

The Froude publications destroyed Carlyle's per

sonal reputation. It remained for twentieth-century 

T 6 biographers to blight his literary standing. Of course, 

14. See, for instance, Charles Gavan Duffy, Con
versations with Carlyle (London, 1892) and David Masson, 
Carlyle Personally and in His Writings. Two Edinburgh 
Lectures (London, 1885). 

15. The most notable example is David Alec Wilson's 
six-volume Life of Thomas Carlyle (London, 1923-34), 

16. If interest in Carlyle's writings has waned, 
interest in his life has remained high, with a large part 
of what has been written about him being in the nature of 
biography, Raymond Williams in Culture and Society 1780-1950 



part of the reason for the diminishing of Carlyle's reputa

tion was the triumph in the present age of the empiricism, 

secularism, and liberalism against which Carlyle incessantly 

preached. His writings came to be read as period pieces, 

interesting for what they revealed of the nineteenth cen

tury but lacking in relevance for the present times. 

Modern biographers who succumbed to the twentieth century1s 

early acceptance of the theories of Sigmund Freud, howevert 

have rendered Carlyle1s pronouncements invalid even as 

justifiable reactions to the problems and conditions of 

Victorian England, maintaining that Carlyle's ideology was 

produced more by personal turmoil and frustration than by 

the exigencies of the times. 

The extreme manifestation of the modern impulse 

to psychoanalyze Carlyle through his works is found in 

James L. Halliday's Mr. Carlyle My Patient; A Psychoso

matic Biography, 1950, in which the Sage of Chelsea is 

posthumously diagnosed as the victim of an anal fixation 

which explains both his domestic difficulties and his po

litical ideology, with its hero worship, reliance on 

centralization, and violent dislike of opponents. Every 

apparent virtue or comeliness in Carlyle's life is analyzed 

(New York, 1958), p, 133, acridly labels these writers "the 
successors of Lytton Strachey" and condemns the basis of 
their work as "an almost wholly irresponsible biographical 
attention." 
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and found to be one more symptom of his sickness. At first 

glance, for example, Carlyle's lifelong interest in re

lieving suffering might be taken as evidence of humani-

tarianism; in Halliday's view it rather demonstrates 

Carlyle's deep-seated feeling of guilt, which caused him 

to feel responsible for all suffering. Halliday warns 

• against taking as evidence of emotional maturity "a first-

| class intellect," "a soft and seemingly gracious exterior," 
i 

| "outward social virtue in the form of respectability or 

hard work," or the individual's private conviction that he 

17 bears mankind good will. Despite Carlyle's possession 

of all these traits, Halliday concludes that he harbored 

an immature emotional ideology which "originated in his 

infantile pre-personal, pre-creative- and pre-social phases 

and which by-passed the later phases of emotional growth, 

To arrive at these damaging conclusions about Carlyle's 

thought, Halliday depended in large measure on the pictures 

of early childhood and adolescence contained in Sartor 

Resartus, with a glance or two at even Wotton Rejnfred. 

Halliday is egregious in the extreme lengths to 

which he pushes the application of the tenets of Freudian 

17. James L. Halliday, Mr. Carlyle My Patient; 
A Psychosomatic Biography (New York, 1950), p. 214. 

18. Ibid,f p. 210. 



psychology to the study of a literary figure and in his 

use of questionable sources of personal data for his 

findings, but his study is representative of the tendency 

of modern scholars to interpret every aspect of Carlyle's 

life and thought as a manifestation of neurosis and to 

regard his works as of secondary importance to his emotional 

life. And if Halliday himself is not important, Julian 

Symons and other critics who use basically the same approach 

are. For example, summing up the methods and conclusions 

of his Thomas Carlyle: The Life and Ideas of a Prophet, 

Symons says that "the most obvious, and the most peculiarly 

modern approach to Carlyle is through a consideration of 

his temperament, which ignores as far as possible his 

19 writings." This is the approach which Symons uses in 

his own biography, in which, explains Symons, "the psycho

logical influences which acted on him [Carlyle] from 

childhood onwards, have been charted very generally . . . ; 

the effects of his various frustrations on his attitude 

toward life, politics and other human beings, has [sic] 

20 been suggested." The tentative way in which the approach 

is stated—influences were "very generally" charted, the 

effects of his frustrations "suggested"—do not prepare 

19. Symons, p. 293. 

20, Ibid. 
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the reader for Symons's unequivocal assertion that Carlyle 

''was a psycho-pathological case undoubtedly,'1 which he 

somewhat softens by adding, "but he was a great deal more 

than that. He was as much a victim of his period as of 

21 his temperament," Symons's opinions are atypical of 

most modern scholarship dealing with Carlyle only in that 

Symons has enough liking for his subject—and perhaps 

enough rancor toward the Victorian age—to pass ultimate 

judgment on the times instead of on Carlyle. 

Symons has noted that the new approach to Carlyle 

"ignores as far as possible his writings," Thus in such 

criticism Carlyle's ideas are treated primarily as well-

springs from the subconscious, as the issuances of the mind 

as it reacts back upon itself. And because Carlyle is 

seen as neurotic, the ideas are assumed to be no more than 

a betrayal of his emotional disorder. The biased interp

retation which these assumptions have led to is apparent 

in Louis Cazamian's Foreword to the 1932 edition of his 

Carlyle. In obvious reference to the writings dealing with 

social and political problems, Cazamian declares, "We find 

fault with the teacher as with the doctrine. To us, the 

very loudness of his assertion betrays the uneasy sense of 

an alloy in his faith—a lurking doubt. In the light of 

21. Symons, p, 293. 
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the new psychology, Carlyle's. anger fails to move us, 

because we see through his denunciations, to the personal 

urge of his subconscious self,"" This is a devastating 

conclusion in itself, but the importance of the statement 

lies also in the fact that a large proportion of twentieth-

century critical studies dealing with Carlyle have taken 

23 much the same view of their subject. It is not in num

bers alone, however, that the significance of the studies 

taking the psychological approach lies. According to 

Carlisle Moore, "The best critical studies of Carlyle have 

frequently been biographical. . . ."And he cites as 

examples the books by Emery Neff and Julian Symons, Of 

the few comprehensive critical works on Carlyle which have 

appeared since Moore's bibliography was published, the best 

one has been Albert J, LaValley's Carlyle and the Idea of 

the Modern, 1968, And La Valley's work—which will be 

examined further on—also interprets the work in the light 

of the psychology of the man. 

22, Cazamian, pp. vii-viii, 

23, See, for instance, Herman Ausubel, In Hard 
Times; Reformers Among the Late Victorians (New York, 
1960) ;• W. R. Bett, The Infirmities of Genius (New York, 
1952); Gaylord C. LeRoy, Perplexed Prophets; Six Nineteenth-
Century British Authors (Philadelphia, 1953); Jackson E. 
Towne, "Carlyle and Oedipus," Psychoanalytic Review, 20 
(1935), 297-305; Leonard Woolf, Quack, Quack (New York, 
1935). 

24, Moore, p, 354, 
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Carlyle's reputation.has also had to contend with 

the turn of history that has thrown a sinister light over 

Carlyle's championing of the hero, his dislike of Jews, 

and his admiration for German militaristic efficiency. 

Even before the first World War, readers felt uncomfortable 

about Carlyle's doctrine of hero-worship, which .existed in 

the public mind, according to G. K. Chesterton, as a belief 

that Carlyle sanctioned "a race of arrogant strong men, 

brutally self-sufficient and brazenly indifferent to 

ethical limits, and that he wanted these men to frighten 

and dominate the populace as a keeper frightens and 

2 S dominates the lunatic in a cell," Since the two World 

Wars, Carlyle has suffered guilt by association. Benjamin 

Lippincott, for instance, writing on the eve of World War 

II, presents the extreme view of Carlyle that became the 

typical view after the war. Arguing that Carlyle "belongs 

to the twentieth rather than to the nineteenth century" 

because of his criticism of the industrial state, Lippin

cott comes to his main point: 

Carlyle is of the twentieth century above all 
because the remedy he urged as a cure for the dis
order of the liberal middleclass state is the remedy 
practiced in Italy and Germany, Carlyle stood for 
fascist ideas fifty years before their advent. He 
advocated rule by the hero, by the man of action who 

25. G. K. Chesterton and J, E, Hodder-Williams, 
Thomas Carlyle (London, 1902), p. 8. 
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must not hesitate to use force; II Duce rules Italy 
and Der Fuhrer rules Germany, and both act and use 
force ruthlessly. Carlyle demanded the regimenta
tion of society; he recommended a "universal system 
of drill in all things human." Mussolini and Hitler 
have regimented their nations and rule by a govern
ment of the military pattern. Hitler has said that 
the "renascence of the German people has been crowned 
by the creation of a great and powerful army con
sisting of the entire people."2° 

Not just Carlyle's hero-worship and his generally anti

democratic attitude but his glorification of Frederick's 

reign, even his being given the Order of Merit by the 

Prussian government, have been cited as evidence of dan

gerous affinities with German totalitarianism. Norwood 

Young, for instance, in Carlyle: His Rise and Fall (1927), 

considers "Carlyle's share of responsibility for the events 

27 
of 1914-18" and makes the radical assertion that because 

of Carlyle*s widely-disseminated praise of Frederick the 

Great "Carlyle must be accounted one of the authors of 

that catastrophe,"^® 

J. Salwyn Schapiro, writing in The Journal of 

Modern History in 1945, softens Young's accusations by 

stating that "It would not be true to say that Carlyle's 

26, Benjamin Evans Lippincott, Victorian Critics 
of Democracy: Carlyle, Ruskin, Arnold, Stephen, Maine, 
Lecky (Minneapolis, 1938), p. 47. 

27, Norwood Young, Carlyle: His Rise and Fall 
(New York, 1927), p. 375. 

28, Ibid., p, 366, 



19 

writings exerted any direct influence on those who brought 

29 about the triumph of fascism in the twentieth century." 

Yet the whole of his nineteen-page article clearly intends 

that the reader see Carlyle as a proto-Fascist. Though 

Carlyle was esteemed in his own time as a prophet of 

righteousness, "his views on social and political problems, 

divested of their moral appeal by the march of time, are 

revealed to be those of a fascist in their essential im-

30 plications," Schapiro pictures Carlyle as an implacable 

foe of liberalism who, frightened by the specter of social 

dissolution, turned to the state to save the nation from 

chaos. His "flat denial of the dignity and worth of every 

man, irrespective of his talents or station" made Carlyle 

conceive of the ideal state in terms of a ruling elite of 

talent who would organize the nation in accordance with 

military principles to achieve the maximum of efficiency 

and order and who, reflecting Carlyle's firm belief in the 

inequality of man, would demand "unflinching obedience" 

31 from the masses, to whom suffrage would be denied, 

Carlyle's Fascistic tendencies are apparent also in his 

29, J, Salwyn Schapiro, "Thomas Carlyle, Prophet 
of Fascism," The Journal of Modern History, 17 (June, 
1945), p. 114. 

30, Ibid., p. 97. 

31, Ibid., pp. 100-01, 103. 
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dislike of minorities, i.e., his lack of admiration for 

the Irish, his "uncompromising" opposition to Negro eman-

32 cipation, and his extensive anti-Semitism, Anticipating 

objections, Schapiro notes that 

it is, indeed, true that Carlyle had a social 
sense, but it was the perverted social sense 
of the fascists of our day. His diatribes 
against laissez faire were not inspired by com
passion for the poor and the disinherited. He 
had no social vision of a happy humanity freed 
from want and living in security and abundance 
. . . Fundamentally, Carlyle was not at all. 
a humanitarian. . . .33 

Dismissing Carlyle as a stylist, a social philosopher, and 

an historian, Schapiro finds his importance "in the fact 

that he was one of the influential writers in the nineteenth 

century who continued the intellectual tradition that led 

to fascism. 

It might be assumed that Schapiro's 1945 article 

represented an extreme and temporary reaction to the horrors 

of the War, but one of the most recent critical works on 

Carlyle shows that this view of Carlyle, somewhat palliated 

by the passage of twenty years since the defeat of Germany, 

still possesses vitality. In Carlyle and the Idea of the 

Modern, 1968, the author, Albert J. LaValley, builds much 

32, 

33, 

34, 

Schapiro, pp. 106-08. 

Ibid,, p. 113. 

Ibid., p. 110. 
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of his book on the belief that though Carlyle, Nietzsche, 

and D. H. Lawrence "could not share the extreme gestures of 

Nazism," nevertheless inasmuch as they all "stress instinct, 

blood, and race as a basis for the continuity of social 

traditions, inasmuch as they preach a hardened or ascetic 

selfhood as a personal solution and militarism as a social 

one, they are fascistic in their leanings and obviously 

35 approach the more radical statements of Nazism," 

The Importance of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

Inquiry into the source of such charges of Fascism 

invariably shows them to be based largely on Carlyle's 

Latter-Day Pamphlets, and this use of the Pamphlets as 

evidence of Carlyle's Fascistic leanings is one of the 

important reasons why a thorough study of the series needs 

to be made. An examination, for instance, of Schapiro's 

article on Carlyle illustrates critics' inordinate reliance 

on the Pamphlets for proof of Carlyle's ruthless authori

tarianism. Of the fifty-three footnotes in that article 

which cite works by Carlyle, twenty-four are to the 

Pamphlets or to the article in Fraser's, December, 1849, 

"Occasional Discourse on the Nigger Question," which 

35. Albert J. LaValley, Carlyle and the Idea of 
the Modern; Studies in Carlyle's Prophetic Literature 
and Its Relation to Blake, Nietzsche, Marx, and Others 
(New Haven, 1968), p. 11. 



Carlyle published to gauge the probable public reaction to 

the forthcoming Pamphlets. 

Another reason for studying the series is that 

these pamphlets also figure prominently in the psycho

logical criticism which concerns itself with Carlyle's 

alleged personal frustration and repressed sadism. In 

some cases, where the writer does not specify that he has 

the Pamphlets in mind, it is nevertheless possible to infer 

from the context that he is thinking of the Pamphlets. 

Thus, though Gaylord LeRoy does not footnote his asser

tions about Carlyle's thought nor mention specific works 

in the text, it seems safe to assume from all that he says 

that he many times has the Pamphlets in mind, as for in

stance, when he cautions that "one must take into con

sideration the way the conflicts of his [Carlyle*s] 

36 tormented nature influenced his thinking" when one is 

making judgments about Carlyle's anti-democratic theories. 

Raymond Williams, discussing the consequences of Carlyle's 

sense of powerlessness, finds that Carlyle 

construes the generally desirable as what he per
sonally desires; he creates the image of the hero, 
"the strong man who stands alone,1 the leader, the 
leader possessed by vision, who shall be listened 
to, revered, obeyed. It is usual to explain this 

36. LeRoy, p. 26. 



conclusion in terms of Carlyle's personal psy- __ 
chology: impotence projecting itself as power. 

Williams finds in Carlyle's works a "steady withdrawal 

from genuinely social thinking into the preoccupations with 

personal power" and concludes,, "In the Latter-Day Pamphlets 

the decisive shift has taken place. . . .1,38 Julian 

Symons also sees the Pamphlets as a turning point in 

Carlyle's work: from the Pamphlets onward the writings 

become less an expression of reality and "more and more ex-

39 pressions of a pathological state of mind." The pamphlets 

are a "vent to the repressed sadism of Carlyle's nature" 

showing "the ugly violence o f impotent a n ger.Behind 

them is "personal and social frustration, 

A third reason for studying the pamphlet series is 

that Latter-Day Pamphlets provoked great hostility among 

Carlyle's contemporaries and proved crucial in his rela

tionships with eminent Victorians. The article he pub

lished in Fraser's, December, 1849, as a precursor of the 

Pamphlets evoked a sharp letter in response from John 

37. Williams, p. 77. 

38, Ibid., p. 83. 

39. Symons, p . 225. 

40, Ibid., p. 226, 

41. Ibid,, p. 225. 
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Stuart Mill and put an end to a lingering friendship and the 

4 2 interchange of ideas between the two men. Matthew Arnold 

also was repelled by the Pamphlets. Arnold's early admira

tion of Carlyle turned later to intense distrust (Arnold's 

famous indictment of Carlyle as a "moral desperado" comes 

to mind). David De Laura implies the importance of the 

pamphlets when he concludes, with quotes from Arnold, "that 

they, as a 'furious raid' into 'the region of immediate 

practice in the political, social, humanitarian sphere,' 

were very likely a turning point in Arnold's view of 

Carlyle, G. A. Cate in his 1967 Duke University dis

sertation, "The Correspondence of Thomas Carlyle and John 

Ruskin," cites the importance of Latter-Day Pamphlets in 

42, Froude, Carlyle: Life in London, II, 22. 

43, David J. DeLaura, "Arnold and Carlyle," PMLA, 
79 (March, 1964), 105, Carlyle's intemperate indictment, 
in "Occasional Discourse on the Nigger Question," of Utili
tarianism, Emancipation, and Philanthropic Reform is enough 
to explain Mill's dislike of the piece, the whole of which 
he seems to have taken literally (See Mill's Letter to the 
Editor, signed "D," in Fraser's, January, 1850, pp. 25-31). 
Arnold's reaction is another matter. DeLaura finds in 
Arnold both "a remarkable bulk of conscious and half" 
conscious borrowing of ideas and key expressions" and "a 
seemingly fixed need to depreciate Carlyle, combined with 
something very close to concealment of his influence" (104). 
DeLaura feels that Arnold's attitude toward Latter-Day 
Pamphlets was determined by his rejection of the austere 
Carlylean view of happiness, by the fact that Carlyle's 
manner was not the disinterested criticism Arnold approved 
of, and by Arnold's need to dissociate himself from Carlyle 
(107-08), 



Ruskin's decision to turn from art to the problems of 

society.^ A work with these important contemporary effects 

needs to be understood. 

Moreover, the pamphlets constitute an important 

part of the total work of one of the most important writers 

of the nineteenth century. With The Life of John Sterling 

(1851) and the six-volume History of Frederick the Great 

(1858-1865), they are one of the three major works produced 

by Carlyle in the period of almost forty years between the 

1845 publication of Oliver Cromwell's Letters and Speeches 

when Carlyle was fifty years old and his death in 1881, 

The pamphlets are his last extended look at the problems 

of an England on the threshold of the modern period, 

Carlyle perceived those problems to be many of the ones un

comfortably familiar to the present age; how to bring 

about social change and achieve social justice without 

total disruption of a culture, how to disseminate political 

power and still retain effective leadership, how to pre

serve a life of the spirit in the midst of a triumphant 

and hostile materialism, how to foster the sense and re

sponsibility of brotherhood in an atomistic society. 

44, George Allan Cate, "The Correspondence of 
Thomas Carlyle and John Ruskin," Diss. Duke University, 
1967, p. v. 
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Carlyle never retracted the solutions to these 

problems offered in Latter-Day Pamphlets. The Pamphlets 

appeared in several authorized editions. Carlyle's pub

lisher, Chapman and Hall, put out a second edition in 1855 

in addition to the original serial publication, which also 

appeared in bound form in 1850. Chapman and Hall also 

published editions of Latter-Day Pamphlets in 1858, 1870, 

and 1872 as part of the first collected edition, the 

Library Edition, and the People's edition, respectively, 

45 
of Carlyle's works. Significantly, the successive edi

tions published during Carlyle's lifetime, except for minor 

changes in spelling and punctuation, present the pamphlets 

as they originally appeared. Their content can thus safely 

be said to represent Carlyle's mature opinion.^® For all 

these reasons the precise meaning of the Pamphlets needs to 

be ascertained. 

45. The pamphlets have not been republished in 
their entirety since the H. D. Traill Centenary Edition 
of Carlyle*s complete works, 1896-99, an indication of 
the current neglect of Latter-Day Pamphlets (Isaac W. 
Dyer, A Bibliography of Thomas Carlyle's Writings and Ana 
(1928; rpt. New York, 1968), pp. 128-30). 

46. In Reminiscences Carlyle recalls the hostility 
that greeted Latter-Day Pamphlets but notes approvingly 
that the pamphlets "were a great relief to my own con
science as a faithful citizen, and have been ever since" 
(Froude edition [New York, 1881], p. 426). 



Criticism of Latter-Day Pamphlets 
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Yet, as previously stated, despite the importance 

of the series, criticism of the pamphlets is limited. When 

the eight pamphlets—approximately fifty pages each in 

length'—were originally published at almost monthly in

tervals from February to August of 1850, their strong 

pronouncements on the condition of England in the crucial 

period of the mid-century European revolutions provoked 

an immediate and overwhelmingly hostile response. From as 

far away as America, furious rejoinders issued from the 

press, such as Elizur Wright's acridly entitled "Perfora

tions in the Latter-Day Pamphlets by One of the Eighteen 

Millions of Bores." The response in England in the form 

of reviews in the periodicals was large and overwhelmingly 

hostile. Liberal or conservative, reviewers roundly de

nounced the series. The general impression, reported by 

Froude, was that "'Carlyle [had] taken to whisky' , , , or 

perhaps he had gone mad."^ Henry Larkin, who also knew 

Carlyle personally, writes that the pamphlets were "re

garded as little better than a reckless outburst of uni-

48 versal condemnation, defiance, and hopeless execration." 

47, Froude, Carlyle; Life in London, II, 30, 

48. Letter of July, 27, 1850, from Carlyle to Charles 
Gavan Duffy reprinted by Duffy in Conversations with 
Carlyle, p. 154. 



Carlyle"himself, on finishing, the last of the Pamphlets 

in July, writes, 

These "Pamphlets' are now out of my hands, thank 
God. The last of them is waiting for August in 
the printer's or publisher's hands, and that ugly 
piece of work, like some others, has been got in
to the rear. Such a universal howl of astonishment, 
indignation, and condemnation seldom rose around a 
poor man before. Voice of the 'universal dog-
kennel '--Whap thap! Bow-wowJ4̂  

The one modern work devoted exclusively to con

sideration of the pamphlets is a 1937 Iowa dissertation of 

roughly sixty pages which attempts to refute some of the 

hostile criticism through eliminating dyspepsia, lack of 

foresight about the probable reaction, and a taste for rant 

as possible motives behind Carlyle's authorship. The 

assumption that the content of the Pamphlets is in itself 

indefensible is implicit.^ 

The implicit is explicit in the work by Albert J. 

LaValley already cited, Carlyle and the Idea of the Modern 

(1968), the most cogent modern treatment of the series. 

LaValley significantly entitles the beginning of his dis

cussion "Toward the Totalitarian Self." In twenty pages of 

criticism of a work of over four hundred pages, he charges, 

with minimal substantiation, that the pamphlets "with their 

49, Henry Larkin, Carlyle and the Open Secret of 
His Life (London, 1886), p. 227. 

50. Evan A. Reiff, "Studies in Carlyle's 'Latter-
Day Pamphlets,'" Diss, University of Iowa, 1937. 



harsh insistence upon the use of force in almost any situa

tion, with their contempt for Negroes, prisoners, minority 

groups, and indeed all humanity, , , . offer a final dis

tortion of all the positive elements in Carlyle's political 

51 vision," x In the Pamphlets LaValley finds evidence of a 

"departure from traditional Christian conceptions toward 

an Anglo-Saxon Teutonic myth, toward 'the gods' them-

52 selves" and sees Carlyle in the Pamphlets "building a 

doctrine of a strong new aristocracy much in the manner of 
CO 

the later Nietzsche." J He accuses Carlyle of believing 

in "master morality and slave morality"^ and descries 

in the Pamphlets "the myth of the exalted heroic self, 
CP * 

cruel and forcefully commanding." These are strong con

clusions , but they represent in essence the prevailing 

twentieth-century view of the pamphlets, insofar as modern 

critics have considered them at all. LaValley's charges 

of cruelty, sadism, and absolutism echo the conclusions 

found in other works, chiefly biographies, which devote 

51, LaValley, p. 279. 

52, Ibid., p. 286. 

53, Ibid,, p. 269. 

54, Ibid,, p, 286, 

55, Ibid,, p. 284. 
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less intellectual energy, if not less space, then LaValley 

does to the message of the Pamphlets. 

Few attempts have been made to defend the Pamphlets. 

The nineteenth century produced the most substantial effort 

at vindication, James Hannay's forty-page Blackwood v. 

Carlyle, a rejoinder to Blackwood's vituperative 1850 

review. But much of Hannay's effort is expended in dis

crediting the reviewer as well as the review; Hannay in no 

sense presents a thorough study of the Pamphlets. Twentieth-

century criticism has done even less. Emery Neff in 1932 

in his generally sympathetic biography of Carlyle does state 

that in the Pamphlets Carlyle's "political thinking reached 

its most brilliant development." This is one of the most 

unreservedly positive remarks about the Pamphlets by a 

major critic. Unfortunately, it stands without amplifica

tion, not more than four sentences in Neff's book being 

concerned with the Pamphlets. On the other hand, David 

Alec Wilson, who has already been identified as a Carlyle 

partisan, devotes an entire book, Carlyle at his Zenith 

(1848-53), to the sage•s activities in the years immediately 

preceding and following publication of the pamphlets and 

thus necessarily devotes a large amount of attention to 

them. This attention takes the form of the presentation 

56. Emery Neff, Carlyle (New York, 1932), p. 230. 
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of anecdotal material about life at Cheyne Row during their 

composition and the reprinting, with Wilson's comments, of 

select passages. Wilson's contribution to Pamphlets 

criticism is, however, minimal because of the biographical 

intent of the book and the combination of critical naivete^ 

and rapt hero-worship everywhere in evidence in his work. 

Entirely representative of Wilson's criticism are the fol

lowing remarks about the Pamphlets: "Perhaps the nastiest 

home-truth Carlyle rubbed in was that the noodles so long 

in place and power had next to nothing to their credit in 

57 history." And "Never, perhaps, since Jesus was executed 

for libeling the highest authorities and Chief Priests, 

and the last inspired prophet of the Hebrews was silenced, 

never before had a respectable generation with Money in its 
CO 

pocket had to endure so much plain-speaking." 

That criticism of the Pamphlets, a major work by a 

major author, is inadequate seems manifest. Many reasons 

can be cited for the lack of enthusiasm by scholars. First, 

the series as a whole is long and difficult, and it is 

quintessential Carlyle. George Saintsbury has said that 

"by the estimate which a man forms of 'Latter-Day Pamphlets' 

57. David Alec Wilson, Carlyle at his Zenith 
(1848-53) [Life of Thomas Carlyle] (London, 1927), p. 234. 

58. Ibid., p. 233. 
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may be judged, perhaps, the degree of his initiation into 

the Carlylean mysteries. . . ."59 

Second, a perceptive reading of the Pamphlets de

mands more of the reader than an acquaintance with the 

tenets of Carlyle's thought. Carlyle is notoriously 

allusive in his writings, drawing on a wide background of 

reading in many fields—literature, philosophy, science, 

history, and religion-—for the illustrations, anecdotes, 

images, and evocative phrasing with which his writings 

abound. The reader is assumed to be able to understand 

the import of the most abstruse of these references without 

authorial or editorial aid. In the political writings, 

the problem is complicated by repeated side-glances at 

current affairs; readers unfamiliar with the details of 

the economic, political, and religious situation in Vec

torial England find themselves hopelessly confused. The 

pamphlets are especially difficult in this respect, for 

they are polemic addressed to the exigencies of the time, 

and in them Carlyle concerns himself more than usual with 

the particularities of contemporary politics and social 

conditions. These the reader must face without the aid 

of an annotated edition. 

59. Saintsbury, p. 101. 
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Third, the pamphlets rely on highly charged rhetoric 

to carry their meaning. This feature of Carlyle's prose has 

been partially analyzed by John Holloway in The Victorian 

Sage. Holloway concludes that the sage did not wish to 

present an argument for his position so much as "to quicken 

60 
his reader's perceptiveness" by the evocation of feeling. 

Holloway believes that the writer's disparagement of logic 

in favor of emotion to evoke understanding and assent has 

led to his being received in the twentieth century with 

"bored surprise that anyone could have insisted so eagerly 

61 on half-incomprehensible dogmas or trite commonplaces." 

Holloway suggests that the reason for contemporary dis

affection is that readers do not respond to the rhetoric 

which writers like Carlyle relied on to give their views 

6 ? "life and meaning," 

Existing criticism has not come to terms with the 

problems presented by the Pamphlets. In view of -the im

portance of Latter-Day Pamphlets within Carlyle's work and 

of the seriousness of the charges brought against him as a 

result of the Pamphlets, a detailed study of the series 

would seem important to an understanding of his thought. 

60. John Holloway, The Victorian Sage; Studies in 
Argument (Hamden, 1962), p. 10. 

61. Ibid. 

62. Ibid. 
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This dissertation attempts an analysis of the Pamphlets 

and through the analysis an elucidation of Carlyle's doc

trines that will exonerate the series from charges of 

twentieth-century Fascism and make a Freudian interpreta

tion of the work suspect. One of the assumptions of the 

dissertation is that a psychological interpretation of 

Latter-Day Pamphlets is unnecessary--adequate interpretation 

can be made by a perceptive reading-—and that in any event 

the materials for proving conclusively that the work is a 

product of a psychopathic mind are not available, Although 

the Carlyle correspondence is extensive and revealing, it 

has been only partially published, and publication has been 

by several different editors. The single, inclusive edi

tion long planned under the editorship of Charles Richard 

Sanders--the Haddington Edition—remains unpublished. 

Besides the large number of letters, there also 

exist private notebooks by Carlyle recording his private 

life, but only two of these, for the period from March, 

1822, to May, 1832, have thus far been published in their 
C. O 

entirety. Excerpts from the others, including the period 

during which the pamphlets were written, have appeared in 

biographies by Froude and David Alec Wilson, but there is 

63. See Charles Eliot Norton, Two Note Books of 
Thomas Carlyle from 23rd March 1822 to 10th May 1832 
(New York, 1898). 
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no way to check the accuracy of their reproductions, and 

excerpts are often given without sufficient identification 

of date or occasion. These unpublished papers remain in 

the hands of the Carlyle family, who have resolutely kept 

them out of print, lest even at this date the old con

troversies be rekindled. Thus, while Freudian psychology 

may serve to provide additional insight into the work, it 

is hazardous to base extreme judgments on it. 

Objectives of the Dissertation 

Chapter II of this dissertation examines the judg

ments that critics have passed on the pamphlets since their 

publication in order to ascertain what the major objections 

have been, the critical approaches taken, and the measure 

of agreement between nineteenth-century critics and 

twentieth-century critics. The chapter examines the 

nineteenth-century reviews of Latter-Day Pamphlets in 

light of their political and religious bias and of the 

limited objectives of their criticism. And the chapter 

concerns itself with the criticisms which rest on mis

representation or obvious misreading. 

One of the most damaging charges against the 

Pamphlets is that the angry, denunciatory language is evi" 

dence of Carlyle's personal frustrations rather than of hj,s 

awareness of the seriousness of the problems of the d^y, 
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This criticism ignores both the traditions of the pamphlet 

and Carlyle's profound knowledge of and concern with con

temporary events. Chapter III therefore studies the 

polemical nature of the pamphlet form and places the 

Pamphlets against the historical background of the 1848 

revolutions on the Continent, the Irish potato famine, 

English economic distresses, and the Chartist agitations. 

Despite John Holloway's demonstration of the im

portance of the rhetorical structure of Carlyle's prose to 

its meaning, no analysis exists of the way in which meaning 

and rhetoric interact. Chapter IV examines aspects of the 

expression of Latter-Day Pamphlets crucial to an. under

standing of Carlyle's mode of appeal, which is emotional 

rather than rational. The chapter notes the difficulty 

of the Carlylean humour, that characteristically expressed 

itself in an irony which is difficult to apprehend, and 

points out the importance of imagery as a vehicle of 

meaning. 

Chapter V examines the validity of the charge that 

in Latter-Day Pamphlets Carlyle propounds a brutal authori

tarianism, that he through the imagery as well as by overt 

statements shows his total contempt for the masses and his 

exaltation of an all-powerful hero. The chapter therefore 

analyzes Carlyle's concept of the nature of human superi

ority to elucidate his ideas about power-—its acquisition, 



its purpose, its methods. And the chapter also explains 

Carlyle's attitude toward the masses and his concept of 

the proper structuring of society. And, finally, it de

tails the specific changes which Carlyle proposed for 

English government. 



CHAPTER II 

CRITICAL JUDGMENTS OF LATTER-DAY PAMPHLETS 

Through the harsh charges repeatedly brought against 

Latter-Day Pamphlets since it was first published, the work 

has been an important means of discrediting Carlyle, When, 

however, the critical judgments adverse to the series are 

examined closely, bias and determined obtuseness are evi-

dent. In the case of the nineteenth-century criticism of 

the pamphlets, the circumstances under which the critical 

pronouncements were made have so clearly influenced what 

was said that the chapter considers these in detail. 

Nineteenth-century Criticism of 
Latter-Day Pamphlets 

Significantly for the conclusions reached, the bulk 

of nineteenth-century criticism of Carlyle appeared as 

reviews in the numerous periodicals of the time. Many of 

these periodicals had religious or political commitments 

which were reflected in their editorial policies. Reviews, 

being anonymous for the most part and so not expected to be 

overtly expressive of individual opinion, hardly ever con

tradicted these policies in their estimations of the works 

being reviewed. And since Carlyle consistently attacked 

38 
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the approved practices and attitudes of the age, he often 

received rough treatment by the periodical press. 

The practice of writing literary criticism under the 

guise of reviews was derived from the early quarterlies, 

where every article ostensibly was a review of some pub

lication, These reviews, of course, were often weak ex-

cuses for far-reaching essays on almost any subject. The 

older quarterlies, for instance, used their book reviews 

as a forum for pronouncements not only on literature in 

general but also on the state of morals and the personali

ties of individuals, and such statements are found in many 

of the reviews of Latter-Day Pamphlets. Though the author 

of the periodical essay held great potential power to mold 

public opinion and in fact acted for a growing public as 

a mediator of ideas, the review tended to provide little 

analysis or real criticism of an author's work? rather it 

offered pronouncements and verdicts. And it was often 

seriously deficient in impartiality and breadth of view, 

sometimes degenerating into argumentum ad hominem. All 

these deficiencies in scholarly approach and objectivity 

are demonstrated again and again in the reviews of Latter-

Day Pamphlets.^ 

1, This discussion of Victorian periodicals and 
the references scattered throughout the chapter to the re
ligious and political affiliations of particular periodicals 
are indebted to Oscar Maurer, Jr., "Anonymity vs. Signature 



40 

However, at least it can be said that Latter-Day 

Pamphlets received a wide reading among Victorian critics. 

An indication perhaps of Carlyle's literary standing, as 

well as the controversial nature of his work, is the fact 

that Isaac W. Dyer's A Bibliography of Thomas Carlyle's 

Writings and Ana, which Carlisle Moore calls "the indis

pensable basis for Carlyle studies" and "the mother lode 

2 of Carlyle research," lists twenty periodical articles, 

almost all of which are reviews, published in immediate 

response to the series, plus one belated review in 1852 in 
O 

the English Review,J 

in Victorian Reviewing," University of Texas Studies in 
English, 27 (June, 1948), 1-27; Michael Wolff, "Victorian 
Reviewers and Cultural Responsibility," in 1859: Entering 
an Age of Crisis, ed. Philip Appleman, William A. Madden, 
and Michael Wolff (Bloomington, 1959); Jules P. Seigel, 
"Thomas Carlyle." 

2. Moore, p. 337. 

3. The twenty-one listed by Dyer are American Re-
view: A Whig Journal, No. 65 (1850), pp. 550-51; Athenaeum 
(1850), pp. 126-27, 227-28, 704-05, 894-95; Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine, 67 (1850), 641-58; Chambers's Edinburgh 
Journal, 14 (1850), 26-28; Christian Observer, 50 (1850), 
488-96; Eclectic Review, NS 28 (1850), 385-409; Eliza Cook's 
Journal, 2 (1850), 398-99 and 3 (1850), 369-71; English Re
view, 16 (1852), 331-51; Literary World (March 16, 1850), 
pp. 275-76 and (April 6, 1850), p. 351; North British Re
view, 14 (1850), 1-40 [This is a correction of the Dyer 
entry, which reads 1851]; Palladium, 1 (1850), 3-16; Pro
spective Review, 6 (1850), 212-29; Punch, 18 (1850), 107; 
Revue des Deux Mondes, 2nd Ser., 6 (1850), 1083-1111; 
Southern Literary Messenger, 16 (1850), 330-40; Southern 
Quarterly Review, 18 (1850), 313-56. This chapter also con
siders two articles not listed by Dyer for Latter-Day Pamph
lets ; the review in the Edinburgh Review, 91 (1850), 
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Before the criticisms of Latter-Day Pamphlets found 

in these reviews are examined, some general observations 

about the articles need to be made. First, reaction of the 

press to the series came quickly. "The Present Age," 

though dated February 1, was published January 29,^ and 

the first review of the tract is to be found in the Feb

ruary 2, 1850, issue of the Athenaeum. Secondly, many re

views did not cover all the pamphlets available to them. 

Thus the Blackwood's Edinburgh article, though appearing in 

the June issue, considered only the first four pamphlets 

despite the publication of the fifth a month before on 

May 1. And, though the Athenaeum followed the series to 

its end, the last of its four reviews being of "Jesuitism," 

it chose to publish reviews of only four of the eight 

pamphlets. Besides the Athenaeum only the Literary World 

printed more than one review of the Pamphlets, and it 

covered only Nos. I and II. As most periodicals limited 

themselves to a single review of the tracts and as most 

reviews came early in the series, in response to the 

471-96 and "Thomas Carlyle and John Howard," Fraser1s, 
41 (1850), 406-10, 

4. Carlyle notes in his introduction to Letter 122 
in Letters and Memorials of Jane Welsh Carlyle, ed. James 
Anthony Froude (New York, 1913), I, 365-66, that the first 
pamphlet, though dated February 1, appeared on January 29. 
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provocations of Nos. I and IIr coverage of the eight 

pamphlets was extremely uneven. 

Only three periodicals waited until the end of the 

series to be able to judge the whole rather than a part. 

One of these reviews could scarcely be called profound and 

is of interest only as it demonstrates the kind of writing 

aimed at a mass audience. This article appeared in Eliza 

Cook's Journal, which, in the words of Francis Espinasse, 

was "a cheap periodical in which 'social progress' was ad

vocated in the most sentimental, sugary, and flowery 

style" (Carlyle's epithet for mass culture was "Eliza 

5 Cookery"). Under the heading "Thomas Carlyle," the article 

in this journal attempted in three pages an analysis of 

Thomas Carlyle's whole career, including a final estimate 

of the Pamphlets. The only success of the article lay in 

its ability to repeat in that short space practically every 

cliche of Victorian criticism of Carlyle. 

The end of the series saw also, however, the pub

lication of one of the best of the hostile reviews: the 

article in the Eclectic Review, October, 1850, which offered 

at least a semblance of a judgment of the series as a 

whole and a summary, however brief and inaccurate, of the 

5, Francis Espinasse, Literary Recollections and 
Sketches (London, 1893), pp. 200-01, 
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contents of each pamphlet, Its conclusions will be re

ferred to in the course of the chapter, as will be those of 

the other review of all the tracts, the lengthy defense of 

the Pamphlets by Carlyle's friend and admirer, David Masson, 

whose article appeared in the November issue of the North 

British Review. 

The identification of David Masson as the author of 

this article, provided by Froude in his biography of 
g 

Carlyle, brings up another important point about the re

views, This identification is a rare instance of the 

reviewer's identify being known. The reviews of Latter-Day 

Pamphlets were all anonymous, except for the article in 

Revue des Deux Mondes, which, in conformity with the policy 

of the journal', was signed, this particular article being 

by J. Milsand. But authors of two additional reviews have 

been identified, Jules P. Seigel in his 1966 dissertation, 

"Thomas Carlyle and the Periodical Press: A Study in Atti

tudes," finds the author of the slashing attack on Carlyle 

and the Pamphlets in Blackwood's Edinburgh to be William 

Edmonstoune Aytoun, significantly, in view of his hostility 

toward the iconoclastic Carlyle, "a Tory who traced his an-

7 cestry back to the court of James VI." And Leslie Marchand 

6. Froude, Carlyle: Life in London, II, 55. 

7. Seigel, p. 27. 



in his study of the Athenaeum notes that the author of all 

but one of the Athenaeum reviews of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

was William Hepworth Dixon and that Dixon, a man firmly 

committed to social reform, was predictably outraged by 

the Pamphlets1 rough handling of the philanthropic move-
g 

ment. That a Carlyle disciple wrote one of two British 

reviews in praise of the Pamphlets, that a high Tory wrote 

the most venemous attack, and that a dedicated supporter 

of the reform movement thoroughly censured Carlyle's criti

cisms of that movement underscore the part that personal 

and ideological commitments played in Victorian criticism 

and of the need to ferret out these relationships when 

studying contemporary criticism of Carlyle, 

And finally there is the superficiality which 

characterizes most of the reviews. The extreme example of 

this is to be found in the Edinburgh Review, which restricted 

its notice of the first pamphlet to a few sentences re

marking on the "dark and alarming" coloring of the tract. 

These few sentences are hidden within a twenty-five page 

article concerned also with two other publications on con

temporary problems. The seven succeeding pamphlets were 

entirely ignored. In comparison to the treatment of the 

Pamphlets by other British periodicals, the Edinburgh1s 

8. Marchand, p. 335. 
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negligence is surprising. It accords, however, with Jules 

Seigel's finding that the Edinburgh, in contrast to its 

rivals, Blackwood's and the Quarterly Review, throughout 

its history gave little "serious recognition" to Carlyle's 

works, Seigel's conclusion that this lack of recognition 

"must be taken, in the absence of other evidence, as re-
Q 

fleeting editorial policy" indicates the existence of 

established editorial attitudes toward Carlyle, 

Most other periodicals accorded considerably more 

space and comment to the Pamphlets than the Edinburgh 

Review, but Chambers's Edinburgh Journal is not atypical 

in devoting a little under four thousand words (three 

pages)—of which approximately a third consists of quotes 

from Carlyle—to six of the pamphlets, an indication of 

the depth of coverage most often received by the tracts. 

Three periodicals did devote an unusual amount of space and 

attention to the Pamphlets: the Eclectic Review, twenty-

four pages; the North British Review, forty pages; the 

Southern Quarterly Review, forty-three pages. 

In an examination of the conclusions reached about 

the Pamphlets by the Victorian reviews, we will first con

sider the articles in American journals to ascertain whether 

any differences in attitudes and judgments between the 

9, Seigel, p, 53, 



American and the British reviews can be found. Of the 

twenty-one reviews listed by Dyer, three appeared in 

American periodicals—the American Review, the Southern 

Literary Messenger, and the aforementioned Southern 

Quarterly Review. Carlyle made some stinging remarks 

in the first pamphlet about the nature of the American 

achievement, finding that it consisted primarily of the 

begetting, "with a rapidity beyond recorded example, 
I 

Eighteen Millions of the greatest bores ever seen in this 

world before,""''® Yet the American Review article contains 

some of the most unstinted praise and the Southern Quarterly 

Review some of the most perceptive criticism accorded the 

Pamphlets by reviewers, paralleling the curious phenomenon 

of the American reception of Sartor Resartus and demon

strating the appeal of Carlyle in America, 

The Southern Quarterly Review, for instance, 

realizes what nearly all British periodicals are unwilling 

to admit, that is, that Carlyle's "expressions must not 

always be construed au pied de la lettre if we desire to 

comprehend his meaning" (p. 327), Further, "his language 

is both extravagant and exceedingly metaphorical; but the 

extravagance only indicates the intensity of his convictions, 

10, Thomas Carlyle, Latter-Day Pamphlets, Works, 
ed, H, D, Traill, Centenary Edition, XX (1898; rpt. New 
York, 1969), 21, Hereafter cited as LDP. 



47 

and the metaphors suggest, rather than clothe, his thoughts" 

(pp, 327-28). With these principles always in evidence, the 

Southern Quarterly Review critic presents a sympathetic 

review of the Pamphlets. 

The acceptance of Carlyle in America was not 

unanimous, however; although the Southern Quarterly Review 

is able to rise above Carlyle's "unbecoming sneer" about 

America, the Southern Literary Messenger is not disposed 

to be magnanimous. Though Carlyle touched a responsive 

chord in his chastisement of the excesses of the philan-

thropical movement, which the American Messenger footnotes 

as "Wholesale emancipation in the colonies for instance" 

(p. 336), this one point of agreement was not enough to 

redeem Carlyle'1 s unflattering pronouncements on American 

culture, which the Messenger indignantly labels "narrow, 

illiberal and feeble" (p. 334). Other issues in the 

Pamphlets also disturb the reviewer, who sees distinctly 

in Carlyle's discussion of the organization of labor, the 

proper treatment of criminals, and the need for reform in 

government a dangerous drift toward authoritarianism. It 

should be pointed out that the reviewer had seen only the 

first three pamphlets and that these are emotional and 

difficult. It should also be noted that the reviewer did 

not thoroughly understand what he read, as is indicated 

by his misidentification of the prime minister speaking to 
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the pauper populations in "The Present Time" as Lord John 

Russell; whereas Carlyle in actuality was offering this 

figure's actions in contrast to the policies of Russell, 

whose downfall Carlyle apparently hoped the Pamphlets 

would aid,1-'- Such an egregious misinterpretation should 

be fair warning of the difficulties presented by Carlyle's 

topicality and metaphorical style. 

The British reviews successfully avoid blunders 

due to unfamiliarity with English personalities and affairs, 

but their judgments, distorted by private interest and ex

pressed in abusive terms, are hardly more to be relied on 

for guidance to Carlyle's purpose and meaning. On the con

trary, though protestations of impartiality are not lacking, 

almost every review evinces a predisposition to dislike 

the writing because of the author. The review in the 

Palladium, for instance, opens with a statement by the re

viewer that being neither "Whig nor Tory partisans," the 

periodical will attempt "a brief but unbiassed review" of 

11. Thus Carlyle writes to his sister Jean in a 
letter dated April 21, 1849, of an anonymous article he 
has written on Ireland: "This is the only word I have 
uttered for a long while: a word prompted by real con
science on my part; and to which, I see, the world is 
really like responding a little, Russell, it is conjec
tured everywhere, has got upon the slide; all creatures 
are called to soap the course for him, and get him down and 
out of sight as soon as the Fates permitJ" (New Letters of 
Thomas Carlyle, ed. Alexander Carlyle (London, 1904), II, 
68) , 
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the Pamphlets, indicating by the title that the article 

will cover Nos. X through VI (p. 3). When the reviewer 

feels constrained to add that "we have neither triumph nor 

mortification when he puts forth his formidable strength 

against any government, or any men, or any measures; our 

concern is exclusively about the good or the evil which he 

may do to the cause of patriotism and humanity" (p. 4), 

we might well think that Carlyle has hitherto been the victim 

of Whig and Tory partisans and that, further, this reviewer 

doth protest too much. The suspicion is confirmed when on 

the next page, the civilities out of the way, the reviewer 

makes clear what his attitude toward Carlyle is: , 

we have no faith in him as a seer. ... nor do we en

tertain a very high regard for him, either as a political 

or a social reformer" (p. 5). As a matter of fact, in

sists the reviewer, the "true characteristic" of Carlyle's 

"views and spirit as a reformer" is that 

When the good is pretty large, and is rapidly 
, . . leavening the bad, he has little or no 
admiration; but when the bad has reached such 
an enormity as to begin to be suicidal . . . 
when times are so bad that a revolution takes 
place, dethroning by dire convulsion of systems 
and immense shedding of human blood, one kind or 
form of iniquity for another which is perhaps 
only a little less repulsive and mischievous, 
then Carlyle is seized with profoundest interest 
•and admiration. (p. 15) 

For the fact is well known that , , Mr. Carlyle once 

professed the closest 'brotherhood' with the greates.t 
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ruffians, brutes, and scoundrels that ever wore the human 

shape—the incarnate demons of the French Revolution" 

(p. 8) . 

But the malicious attitude of the reviewer toward 

his subject is best seen at the close of the article, 

where, having denounced each pamphlet in its turn, he 

announces to the reader that the forthcoming tract is to 

be entitled "Hudson's Statue" and confidently predicts 

that, knowing the subject to be Carlyle's opinion of the 

Railway King (which it is not), "We may then confidently 

assume that the forthcoming pamphlets will be inferior to 

those already published ..." (p. 15). And the "unbiassed 

review" ends with an attempt to disparage the popularity 

of the Pamphlets and the importance of Carlyle: "Had they 

appeared complete in a volume, we believe that they would 

soon have been numbered with his 'Chartism' and his 'Past 

and Present'—works which are scarcely known" (p. 16). 

Unfortunately, the approach to the Pamphlets taken 

by the Palladium reviewer is typical rather than unique. 

Punch managed to present its displeasure humorously—of 

course,•Punch was not proffering a review—by recounting, 

under "Punch's Police," the bringing of Carlyle before Mr. 

Punch on the charge of "being unable to take care of his 

own literary reputation" (p. 107), such charge stemming 

from the delight of the accused "to crack and dislocate 



the joints of language, and to melt down and alloy sterling 

English into nothing better than German silver" (p. 107). 

Another point of evidence against the defendant is his 

having been detected (in reference to "The Nigger Ques

tion") "running wildly up and down the pages of "Frazer's 

Magazine," pelting all sorts of gibberish at the heads of 

Jamaica niggars [sic] , . . threatening them with the whip, 

and in a word, dealing in language only dear to the heart— 

witness meant pockets—of Yankee slaveowners and Brazilian 

planters" (p. 107), Representative of the tone of most 

reviews, however, is the deprecating protestation of the 

Athenaeum critic, "We cannot deal seriously—and are almost 

ashamed to deal at all—with a book like this," (Feb. 2, 

p. 127) or the sneer of the Literary World's reference to 

the Pamphlets as "the pork and cabbage visions of Carlyle" 

(Mar. 16, p. 275). 

As for the method of the reviews, the reviewers 

do not analyze the pamphlets under consideration, nor do 

they present a true summary of the contents. Confronted 

with a lengthy and difficult piece, the reviewers rather 

pick and choose the parts which they wish to consider and 

dwell on them to the neglect of the rest of the material, 

The passages selected for reprinting seem to be chosen with 

the intention of discrediting Carlyle rather than demon

strating the central concern of the work. Thus, although 
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"The Present Time" considers many different important as

pects of the age, almost every hostile reviewer ignores 

every point made by Carlyle except one: the need for state 

action to regulate unemployed paupers. And the reason the 

reviewers choose this point to the exclusion of the others 

is that Carlyle expresses his opinion on the subject in a 

hyperbolic passage, which, taken literally and read out of 

the context of the whole pamphlet, could easily be used to 

make him out a tyrant. The same principle of selection ex

plains the repeated appearance in the reviews of certain 

vitriolic passages from "Model Prisons" which the reviewers, 

by ignoring the rest of the tract, could use as proof of 

Carlyle's inhumanity. 

The reviews often distort Carlyle's meaning by 

quoting inflammatory passages without providing the indis

pensable qualifying context. The "Model Prison" passages 

mentioned, for instance, by themselves seem to be castiga-

tions of the cleanliness, comfort, and general healthful-

ness of the new model prisons brought into existence by the 

philanthropic movement, and Chambers1s Edinburgh Journal 

evidently wishes its readers to interpret them thus, For 

having devoted almost one of the three pages of the review 

to the reprinting of a succession of four isolated passages 

from "Model Prisons," in all of which Carlyle appears to 

be denouncing lenient treatment of criminals--with only a 
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minimum of explanation of their function within the pamph

let—Chambers1s triumphantly declares, "Such writing as this 

must mainly be allowed to answer itself" (p. 28). Yet the 

pamphlet excoriates conditions within the model prisons 

only in that these are in such glaring contrast to the con

ditions in which numbers of hard-working, honest British 

laborers, heavily taxed to support the prison populations, 

must live, and the pamphlet contains many passages explaining 

this point which a fair-minded reviewer would have con

sidered. Such a passage is the following, in which, re

calling a personal visit to a prison, Carlyle explains the 

anger he had felt; 

For all round this beautiful Establishment, 
or Oasis of Purity, intended for the Devil's 
regiments of the line, lay continents of dingy 
poor and dirty dwellings, where the unfortunate 
not yet enlisted into that Force were struggling 
manifoldly—in their workshops, in their marble-
yards and timber-yards and tan-yards, in their 
dark trade-shops with red-herrings and tobacco-
pipes crossed in the window,—to keep the Devil 
out-of-doors, and not enlist with him. And it 
was by a tax on these that the Barracks for the 
regiments of the line were kept up,-1-2 

Carlyle is angry because he thinks the philanthropic move

ment has undertaken a very limited reform of the abuses of 

society and because he considers that, with loud self-

congratulation, they have directed their efforts toward 

the least deserving. Thus his denunciation of the easy 

12, LDP, p. 58, 
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life within prison walls has to be read within the context 

of his remarks about the living conditions of the British 

worker and the need for real reform of the society in which 

they exist, a context the reviewers omit. 

Another criticism to be made of the reviews is 

their habit of making strong assertions, without documenta

tion, about the intention and signification of the Pamphlets. 

Such unsupported assertions are frequently false, for the 

reviewers are exceedingly careless in attacking what they 

maintain Carlyle said and in extending the implications 

far beyond what can be supported by the Pamphlets. Thus 

the Blackwood1s Edinburgh reviewer, considering Carlyle's 

call to open government service to all men of talent, 

whatever their rank, because the country needs talented 

leadership and because repressed genius issues in rebellion, 

asks if Carlyle does not intend that all talented young men 

"without exception" should be "provided for at the public 

expense" (p. 649) and implies that Carlyle is proposing to 

feed genius at the public though "simply by way of keeping 

them [talented young men] out of mischief" (p. 649), Al

though these base and false attributions originally are 

couched in the form of questions about Carlyle's real 

meaning, eight pages later the question becomes fact, and 

the reviewer declares that he cannot accept the idea of 
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government's being staffed with "noble young souls . . , who 

require to be bought over for the purpose" (p. 657). 

A more extended example of false assertions can be 

found in the February 2 review of "The Present Time" in 

the Athenaeum. In this article the reviewer proceeds from 

making the valid point that Carlyle views democracy as 

"full of woe" to the wholly unsupported statement that what 

Carlyle would like to see in its place is "a stern task

master—a veritable tyrant" (p. 127). Having made his 

statement, the reviewer enlarges upon it: the sole object 

of the governor whom Carlyle envisions is "to set all his 

subjects to work, assign to each his tasks, and make him 

perform it under penalties" (p. 127). But here the part 

of the pamphlet to which the reviewer is obviously referring 

is concerned neither with the manner of choosing a leader 

nor with the manner in which the governor is to conduct 

himself toward the governed, but rather with the way in 

which the British prime minister ought to view the over

whelming problems of welfare and unemployment. The essence 

of the passage in "The Present Time" labeled Speech of the 

British Prime-Minister to the floods of Irish and other 

Beggars, the able-bodied Lackalls, nomadic or stationary, 

and the general assembly, outdoor and indoor, of the 

Pauper Populations of these Realms is that the unemployed 

worker who wishes state aid is going to have to enlist in 
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13 national work projects. Correctly stating that in this 

pamphlet Carlyle means by work "draining the bog of 

Connaught or cultivating the moors of Argyle," the reviewer 

rather obtusely but dramatically poses the question of what 

would happen to a Milton or a Laplace who refused to co

operate with such a scheme of work and answers the question 

with a quotation which is actually from the British prime 

minister's address of exhortation and warning to the un

employed paupers of the realm (p. 127), The reviewer's 

charge that Carlyle believed physical labor was the only 

kind of worthwhile labor and that the whole population 

should be employed in it is false. As a matter of fact, 

in No, II, "Model Prisons," which was already in the 

printer's hands by the time of the Athenaeum review,"*"^ 

Carlyle shows his appreciation of the value of intellectual 

endeavor when he notes that many benefactors of mankind 

have performed services to society without adequate reward 

and points out the sad example of Milton, whose paradise 

15 Lost brought him only five pounds. 

Quite often the reviewer shows how much more con

cerned-he is with furthering the political or social ideals 

13' PP' 38-46. 

14. New Letters of Thomas Carlyle, II, 86, 

15, LDP, p. 63, 
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espoused by his journal than he is with fairly examining 

the Pamphlets by the way in which he uses a consideration 

of Carlyle's work as an opportunity for a lengthy and 

irrelevant discussion of the reviewer's own opinion about 

an aspect of public life. Thus the writer of the article 

in the English Review does not hesitate in the midst of a 

passage reflecting on Carlyle's advocacy of reform in the 

administration of government to launch a diatribe against 

the mismanagement in government that has resulted in the 

chaos of the towns and the waste of natural resources 

(pp. 345-46). Blackwood's is the worst offender in this 

respect. Though the article does not fully cover the four 

pamphlets under review, it does find space to make an ex

tended attack on the political economists and their 

theories, which Blackwood's represents as responsible for 

the accelerating decay of the countryside and the further 

deterioration of the towns, to predict total economic 

disaster if the Corn Laws are not reinstated, to deliver 

a discourse on the need to increase taxes on machinery, 

to lament the colonial policy and the state of the West 

Indian colonies, and to praise the genius of Disraeli, 

In all too many instances the review of Latter-

Day.Pamphlets deteriorates into personal abuse of Carlyle, 

so that rather than a consideration of the Pamphlets, the 

review is a vilification of a writer whose religio,us or 
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political stand is opposed to that of the reviewer. For 

instance, the Eclectic Review strongly implies that 

Carlyle considers his followers fools (p. 394), Blackwood's 

maintains he is furthering his own ambitions in proposing 

to return Peel to power (p. 651), the Palladium coarsely 

taunts him about his high estimation of his own abilities 

(p. 10), and the Christian Observer indicts him not only 

for being proud and intolerant but also for being vin

dictive (p. 490), Further, in his capacity as an his

torian, he has been guilty of championing force and of 

lavishing praise on the perpetrators of terrible deeds 

(English Review, p. 342; Palladium, pp. 8, 15), and he has 

not only debased taste but corrupted religious belief 

(Christian Observer, pp. 494-95), In truth, . , few 

writers have inflicted, or are inflicting, deeper injuries 

upon the taste, logic, morals, and religion of his country, 

than Mr. Carlyle" (Christian Observer, p. 495). 

The reviewers, in fact, are quick to seize upon any 

point, however irrelevant to a judgment of Latter-Day 

Pamphlets, which may be used to humble an opponent. The 

Literary World is delighted to point out that Carlyle is 

Scottish (March 16, p, 275) and that he has incorrectly 

written a Greek word in "The Present Time," The Christian 

Observer also falls on the same unfortunate error, indig

nantly exclaiming, "The ignorance of the writer, (if it 



be ignorance), is past belief . , (p, 490), And the 

Athenaeum sees in the Pamphlets the desperation of a man 

whose popularity is fading, asserting this series was 

written because ", f . the public curiosity was dying out— 

his school was, we fancy, falling away,—it was necessary 

that some strong stimulant should be administered to arrest 

the reaction from previous stimulants . . (March 2, 

p. 228) . 

When the reviewers find time to consider the 

Pamphlets, they with wearying frequency attack aspects of 

the work usually ignored by modern critics, and thus several 

differences between the criticisms of the Victorian and 

those of the modern critic can be pointed out. The typical 

Victorian, according to David Masson in the North British 

Review, objected to Carlyle on three grounds: his style; 

his lack of originality, i.e., dependence on German ideas; 

and his tendency to denounce without offering suggestions 

of ways to improve (pp. 4-5), By and large, modern critics 

have not considered"the last two as serious faults, and, 

as will be seen, their main objections to Carlyle's style 

are not the main objections of the reviewers. 

The reviews, however, tediously dwell on Carlyle's 

failure to propose solutions to the problems he raises, 

and this criticism is familiar enough to appear in Eliza 

Cook1s Journal where the reviewer notes of Carlyle, "He 



is emphatically a puller-down, not a builder-up" (Oct. 12, 

p. 369). Another favorite objection, though perhaps new 

for the nineteenth-century reviewers of Latter-Day Pamphlets, 

has now become the stale old joke about Carlyle1s ceaseless 

discourse on the virtues of silence. Typical of the com

ments of other reviews, the writer for the English Review 

asks with great satisfaction, "Was it impossible to sing 

the praises of the divine silences in no shorter strain 

than can be contained in nineteen volumes?" (p. 349). 

Complaints about Carlyle's style abound. However, 

modern critics complain of the difficulties of its allusive-

ness and attack the violent tone; the Victorians denounced 

it for these reasons but also on other grounds. The 

Christian Observer complains of "the strange jerking periods 

of our author's style" and pronounces his "phraseology" 

"quite inconsistent with the prosaic rules of grammar which 

guide ordinary men" (p. 490). Such a style, says the Eclec

tic Review, is "a slip-slop, thinking-aloud style, with all 

the hems and haws in it, and replete with ohs and ahs, 

exclamations, objurgations, and a species of interjections 

that read very much like oaths" (p. 387); it is, in fact, 

a "vicious" style. The Literary World, noting that 

"Croaking, we all know, is John Bull's privilege above all 

other mortals," adds, "but there is a gentlemanly, decorous 

way of croaking" (March 16, p. 275). The Athenaeum is 
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concerned less with the essence of the style—"grotesque 

jargon" (Aug, 24, p. 894)—and more with its effect on 

readers, who, the reviewer laments, have been "lured by a 

trick of style which appeared to them like the language of 

prophecy, while to others it seemed that of conjuring" 

(March 2, p. 228), But the most damning fact, for the 

English Review, is that the style is not even original: 

Carlyle found it in Jean Paul Friedrich Richter (p. 332). 

Other major criticisms concern content rather than 

expression, and such criticisms are many and varied, one 

reviewer being incensed at what another reviewer fails to 

mention, one reviewer attacking what another praises. This 

diversity of viewpoint can be accounted for by the fact that, 

in the words of David Masson, the pamphlets conflict with 

"prevailing sentiments, parties, and interests" (North 

British Review, p. 7), and the reviewers, in attacking and 

praising, are guided by the desire to further their own 

causes. The parts of the Pamphlets occasioning the widest 

latitude of opinion are just those parts which modern 

critics most frequently denounce. These in one way or 

another concern the nature of rightful authority and its 

judicious exercise: the function of the strong leader 

and the method by which he is chosen, acceptable solutions 

to the problem of widespread unemployment, and the proper 

punishment of prisoners. Two points about the reactions 
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of the reviewers should be noted. First, many reviewers— 

and not just those enlisting as champions of Carlyle— 

placed, as will be seen, a favorable interpretation on 

passages of the Pamphlets which modern critics have 

vociferously condemned. Thus, whatever modern critics 

may like to think about Carlyle's views on these matters, 

they should acknowledge that he was not alone in his 

opinions and that he was not unanimously condemned by his 

own age for them. Second, in no instance was he credited 

with an original point of view. On the contrary, re

viewers often argued that what Carlyle was proposing had 

already been proposed before and rejected, or worse, that 

it had already been tried and found to fail. 

First, as to the nature of the strong leader, there 

is sharp conflict among the reviewers about the construc

tion to be placed on particular statements or particular 

passages in the Pamphlets. A key point in the attitude 

of critics toward the doctrine of authority propounded in 

the Pamphlets has always been the passage in "The Present 

Time" in which the Prime Minister speaks to the assembled 

pauper populations. Modern critics have almost without 

exception relied upon this address to support their judg

ments against Carlyle, A few Victorian reviewers agree 

with twentieth-century critics in viewing this passage as 

an expression of Carlyle's advocacy of unfettered power 



for the governor over the governed. The Athenaeum thus 

fulminates against Carlyle, declaring that he believes 

"the want of the age is not universal suffrage, but a 

stern taskmaster—a veritable tyrant" (Feb. 2, p. 127). 

And of the two modes of selection most commonly used— 

"Scrambling and Election"—Carlyle "is evidently in favour 

of the first" (Ibid,), The Literary World also finds that 

Carlyle in "The Present Time" is presenting the kind of 

ruler that he wishes for the whole nation and that "In a 

good stout oaken cudgel, wielded by a wise man ... is the 

paramount idea of Mr. Carlyle's pamphlet" (March 16, p, 275). 

And, concludes the Literary World, "This hero and sage is 

a slave driver , . , " (Ibid.). 

Other reviewers, however, disagree with this in

terpretation, divorcing entirely the prime minister and 

his speech from the question of the power of government 

over ordinary British citizens. These reviews see that, 

rather, the British prime minister's speech, which after 

all is intended to be humorous, with its parenthetical 

interruptions by an indignant opposition, concerns emer

gency measures to be enacted to deal with the unemployed, 

whose ranks have become unbearably large with the failure 

of the potato in Ireland. As a matter of fact, state work 

for the unemployed, the central idea of the speech, had 

already been tried for a short period of time in Ireland, 
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Thus the Eclectic Review sees that Cajrlyle is proposing 

a familiar solution to a familiar problem, proclaiming 

that the speech refers to "the Irish case again . . . with 

the remedies necessarily to be used, in the shape of a 

strong-handed government or governor, who is to compel 

the 'able-bodied lack-alls' to work ..." (p. 396). 

And the Eclectic denounces the speech not on the grounds 

of its inhumanity but on the basis of its being an inferior 

imitation of one of Cromwell's speeches (Ibid.). Sig

nificantly, this is the reviewer's opinion despite the fact 

that he is a dedicated advocate of democracy (pp. 404-05), 

The Palladium reviewer, even while disagreeing with Carlyle's 

attitude toward pauperism, realizes that Carlyle is con

sidering the treatment of welfare recipients and not the 

government of English citizens (p. 5). Chambers's Edinburgh 

Journal also assumes in its argument that Carlyle's proposi

tions are directed to the problem of the organization of 

the unemployed, not the method by which a nation should be 

governed (p, 26) . 

As a matter of fact, the idea of state-guaranteed 

work had been made familiar through the French workshops 

set up after the 1848 revolution, an experiment not noted 

16 for its success. Thus Chambers1s objection to Carlyle's 

16. James Eastwood and Paul Tabori, '48; The Year 
of Revolutions (London, n.d.), pp. 44-49. 
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proposal is that the organization of labor as "the cure for 

all our ills" is a delusion that "has been exploded in the 

midst of universal derision" (p. 26), And the Christian 

Observer objects on the same grounds (p. 491). 

Apparently, Carlyle's ideas about governmental 

powers had previously been the subject of controversy, 

and some reviewers seem to have been influenced by their 

reactions to Carlyle1s previous works. Thus the Palladium 

presents Carlyle as a hero-worshipper whose doctrine on 

heroes explains Latter-Day Pamphlets. The impulse behind 

the pamphlet series, says the Palladium, is Carlyle's long 

work on Cromwell and the events of the Continental revolu

tions (p. 5). The English Review shows the same disposi

tion to judge' the Pamphlets as a continuation of what it 

has found and disliked in previous works. The English 

Review, an organ of the Church of England, finds that 

Carlyle resembles the Stoics in his worship of man rather 

than God and illustrates the point with brief references 

to Sartor Resartus and Past and Present. Of course, in the 

eyes of a church-affiliated periodical the worship of man 

must lead to unfortunate results. In the case of Carlyle, 

the "standard of praise is much rather power than goodness. 

The objects of his admiration and approval are not so much 

the best, as the strongest men" (p. 342). And "this con

fusion of moral and intellectual admiration" is evident 



in his attempt to detract from John Howard's reputation in 

"Model Prisons"r for though Howard was admittedly lacking 

in brilliance, the Review notes, he did labor steadfastly 

for mankind (Ibid,), In reality, Carlyle's quarrel with 

Howard is not a quarrel with the real man but with what 

Carlyle thinks the mawkish benevolent movement has done 

to him. Carlyle sees Howard as a hero, heaven-sent to help 

afflicted mankind. As Carlyle says, 

On the whole, I have myself nothing but respect, 
comparatively speaking, for the dull solid Howard, 
and his "benevolence," and other impulses that set 
him cruising; Heaven had grown weary of Jail-fevers, 
and other the like unjust penalties inflicted upon 
scoundrels,—for scoundrels too, and even the very 
Devil, should not have more than their due;—and 
Heaven, in its opulence, created a man to make an 
end of that. . . . For which I am thankful to 
Heaven; and do also, with doffed hat, humbly salute 
John Howard.-^ 

But in Carlyle's opinion Howard was not the beatified in

dividual the philanthropists have projected, and he was far 

from unique in sacrificing himself to the good of his 

countrymen. "Human virtue, if we went down to the roots of 

18 it, is not so rare." 

Other reviewers see Carlyle's hero-worship dif

ferently. David Masson in the North British Review at~ 

tempts to explain its real import by pointing out that 

17. LDP, p, 62. 

18, Ibid,, p, 65. 



Carlyle thinks "as nearly a perfect scheme of national 

polity as we can hope to live under" would be government 

by the ablest, "for, according to his theory, the ablest 

man is also necessarily the best man, the most valiant and 

worthy in all respects, and the truest in his insight into 

the ways of the universe" (p. 31). This apparently is also 

the opinion of the author of "Thomas Carlyle and John 

Howard" in Fraser's—in reply to "Model Prisons," which 

disparaged Howard's efforts—the thesis of the article 

being that far from severely criticizing Howard, Carlyle 

should have recognized in him one of his own heroes: self" 

abasing, dedicated, productive. But these two articles 

are, on the whole, favorable to Carlyle. It is even more 

instructive to see how his enemies treat the question of 

the hero in Latter-Day Pamphlets. Blackwood1s contains the 

most vituperative review of the Pamphlets. The reviewer 

in that periodical has attempted in every possible way to 

discredit the writing and humiliate the man. The pamphlets 

do not contain "a single practical passage" (p, 642); 

Carlyle is "a Phantasm of the species which he is pleased 

to denounce" (p. 642); his thoughts on Cromwell were 

"maunderings" (p, 643) ; he has his eye on a government 

position (p, 651); the pamphlets, "take them altogether, 

a r e  a b o u t  t h e  s i l l i e s t  p r o d u c t i o n s  o f  t h e  d a y  . . . "  

(p. 657). Yet Blackwood*s does not attribute to Carlyle 
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the wish to replace the present government of England with 

the Athenaeum's "veritable tyrant." Blackwood's declares 

that in the Pamphlets, Carlyle "manifests a truculent and 

ultra-tyrannical spirit, abuses the political economists, 

wants to have a strong coercive government, indicates a 

decided leaning to the whip and the musket as effectual 

modes of reasoning, and, in short, abjures democracy I" 

(p. 643), This characterization of the doctrines of the 

Pamphlets, however, is principally aimed at accentuating 

the "utter discomfiture [at Carlyle's apparent change in 

political stance] of his former admirers," that is, of 

those partisans of "self-styled Liberalism," those "who 

are little less than theoretical republicans, and who regard 

as a glorious deed the regicide of the unfortunate Charles" 

(p. 643)—in other words, the sworn enemies of Blackwood's. 

The reviewer finds evidence of Carlyle's "truculent and 

ultra-tyrannical spirit" principally in his treatment of 

paupers, but Blackwood's associates Carlyle with "other 

Liberals" in his placing of the pauper on the same level as 

the convict (pp. 651-52) . The reviewer taunts Carlyle 

with his vagueness about how the noblest man is to acquire 

power (p. 648) , but he does not suggest that Carlyle really 

means any radical change in the British government. As a 

matter of fact, in the discussion of the kind of leader

ship Carlyle is looking for, the reviewer sees quite 
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plainly that he only means what was a catch phrase of the 

times, "careers open to talent" (p. 649). Blackwood's 

opposes such an idea, noting that 

It cannot be denied that exceptions, and very 
plausible ones, might be taken to the very best 
ministry ever formed, on the score of talent. . . . 
But, upon the whole, we are by no means convinced 
that a Cabinet of uniform brilliancy is a thing 
to be desired. (p. 650) 

And Blackwood's notes accurately, though disapprovingly, 

that the hero whom Carlyle envisions in the Pamphlets is 

Sir Robert Peel (p. 657), who by no stretch of the imagina

tion can be assumed to have been mad for power, callous 

toward the masses, or disdainful of the Constitution. 

A similar division of opinion can be found in re

gard to the last major point of controversy: Carlyle's 

attitude toward criminals, as manifested in "Model Prisons." 

As always, the Athenaeum is hostile, charging of Carlyle 

that 

With a blindness which is so remarkable that it 
inevitably raises the inference of insincerity, 
he preaches in the very name of Christianity the 
most anti-Christian doctrine. . . . The "woman 
taken in adultery" he would "stone to death." 
. . . Criminals are to be "swept with some rapidity 
into the dust-bin, out of one's road"—"swept into 
the cesspool, tumbled over London Bridge in a very 
brief manner." (March 2, p. 228) 

Of the three quotes in this excerpt which the reviewer is 

apparently presenting as being by Carlyle, the first, i.e., 

the Biblical "the woman taken in adultery," does not appear 

in Latter-Day Pamphlets, and the second two are obviously 
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metaphorical. Whether the Athenaeum accurately represented 

Carlyle's meaning or not, other reviews interpreted "Model 

Prisons" in much the same way, the Palladium, for instance, 

declaring that "The spirit of this tract, if it were 

breathed into the laws and judges that have to deal with 

criminals, would transform justice, the heavenly guardian, 

into a fury of hell" (p. 11). The reaction of the Athenaeum 

was predictable, for the editor, T. K. Hervey, had led the 

*1 q 
fight for the prison reform which Carlyle criticizes. 

Equally predictable were the responses of two religious 

organs, the Christian Observer, directed toward the 

Evangelicals, and the Eclectic Review, aimed at Dissenters. 

In "Model Prisons" Carlyle argues that "Not the least 

disgusting feature of the Gospel according to the Platform 

is its reference to religion, and even to the Christian 

Religion, as an authority and mandate for what it does" 

and denounces the philanthropic movement as "the rotten 

carcass of Christianity; this malodorous phosphorescence 

of post-mortem sentimentalism. The Eclectic Review 

protested against this passage as "a libel on the spirit 

and tendency of New Testament Christianity" (p. 397), and 

the Christian Observer, having quoted one extract from the 

19. Marchand, pp. 76-77. 

20, LDP, p. 70. 
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pamphlet, declines to give more, saying, "To hear a mortal 

speak of his fellow-sinners in the tone which runs through

out the Tract on model prisons, is so horrible that we 

have forborne from citing more than is necessary" (p. 493). 

The reform movement, however, had its opponents as 

well as its defenders, and many reviewers who viciously 

abused Carlyle on every other point were delighted to concur 

with him in his disapproval of the direction taken in the 

reform of the treatment of criminals. Chambers's Edinburgh 

Journal, though censuring the "usual strain of dogmatic 

wildness" evident in Carlyle's own proposals for the treat

ment of criminals, nevertheless finds that in regard to 

Carlyle's attack on the philanthropic movement, "here we 

are happy to unite in his opinions, however oddly expressed" 

(p. 27), The Literary World, certainly not a friend, 

grudgingly admits that although Carlyle means a return to 

the "penal system of the dark ages and a preference of the 

Jewish over the Christian economy," still "... some 

profitable hints may be gathered from it respecting the 

mawkish benevolence and pseudo-philanthropy of the day" 

(April 6, p. 351). And the Prospective Review, though 

critical of all else Carlyle writes, declares of "Model 

Prisons" that the tract, "as summoning the attention to 

the fact, which there is a disposition to overlook in the 

thick of the aims of undiscriminating clemency, namely, 
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that we are, after all, administering punishment and 

dealing with crime, impresses us as not only not without 

value, but as being exceedingly useful and seasonable" 

(p. 218). 

The overwhelmingly hostile nature of the reviews 

that greeted the appearance of Latter-Day Pamphlets is 

often cited by modern critics, the implication being that 

even Carlyle's contemporaries saw the series as repre-

21 hensible. It should be apparent, however, that a few 

reviewers raised their voices in approval, notably those 

for Fraser1s, the American Review, the Southern Quarterly 

Review, and the North British Review. It should also be 

apparent that the reviews provide no comprehensive and per

ceptive analysis of the Pamphlets; rather in the main 

they are highly partisan productions whose statements 

provide more insight into the nature of Victorian reviewing 

than they do into the meaning of the Pamphlets. If the 

reviews attacked Carlyle, they did not all level the same 

charges, and they were obviously influenced by their di

verse private loyalties in what they found to censure and 

what they found to praise. And their judgments do not al

ways accord with those of modern critics. . 

21, See, for instance, Young, p, 258, 
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Critics therefore must be very careful in the con

clusions they draw from the hostility of the Victorian 

reviews toward Latter-Day Pamphlets. If the contemporary 

reaction of the press does not point up the intrinsic 

flaws of the work but rather the biases of the reviewers, 

what meaning is to be seen in the intense reaction to it? 

The Palladium in its opening remarks describes Carlyle as 

"a perfect Ishmaelite among politicians—his hand being 

against every man and every man's hand against him" (pp. 

3-4), Further, "... some of Mr. Carlyle's words outrage 

both Christianity and humanity" (p. 8), Carlyle belonged 

to no religious sect and no political party, and being 

exceedingly outspoken as well as thoroughly independent, 

he attacked all sides and received their blows in return, 

with no organized group behind him to make up a supporting 

party. Why then had not his previous writings been subject 

to the same animus? There are many possible answers, among 

them his former friendship with John Stuart Mill, which had 

given him a friendly ear in the Liberal camp and access to 

the Westminster Review. Then, too, many of his early 

essays had been non-political and relatively uncontrover-

sial, and even their style had conformed more or less to 

conventional expectations. From the repeated, disapproving 

references to his History of the French Revolution by the 

reviewers of Latter-Day Pamphlets, it is apparent that that 
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particular work had brought down the wrath of the conserva

tive element, though Mill's sympathetic review had un

doubtedly won for it a favorable reception in another 

quarter. •* 

The reviewers of Latter-Day Pamphlets comment on 

the hostility directed toward that work, but they are 

divided in their opinions of the reason for it. The 

Athenaeum and the Literary World, whose animus toward 

Carlyle seems to have been of long standing, clearly 

state that the Pamphlets offer nothing new, that they 

are in fact wearisomely familiar in their content. Other 

reviews, however, are quick to point out the presence of 

a new, anti-Liberal element, and to attribute to this the 

hostility of a part of the press which had previously 

been favorably disposed toward Carlyle, Thus Blackwood's 

declares that 

Mr, Carlyle has hitherto been understood to favour 
the cause of self-styled Liberalism. ... On 
this ground, his words were received with approba
tion by a section of the public press. . . . Now, 
however, things are altered. Mr, Carlyle has got 
a new crochet [sic] into his head, and to the utter 
discomfiture of his former admirers, he manifests 
a truculent and ultra-tyrannical spirit, abuses the 
political economists , . , and, in short, abjures 
democracy! The sensation caused by this extraor
dinary change of sentiment has been as great as if 
Joe Hume had declared himself a spendthrift. (p. 643) 

Carlyle himself, before the publication of the Pamphlets but 

after the appearance of "Occasional Discourse on the Nigger 



75 

Question," predicted the outrage that the Pamphlets would 

provoke and the ire that would arise in people who had not 

seen clearly the import of his thought. On January 26, 

1850, in a letter to his sister Jean in Scotland, Carlyle 

writes, 

A Paper I published in Fraser about Niggers has 
raised no end of clamour; poor scraggy critics, 
of the "benevolent" school, giving vent to their 
amazement, and uttering their "Whaf-that? Bow-wowI" 
in a great variety of dialects up and down all the 
country, as I am informed. That will be neither 
chaff nor sand to what they will hear in these 
"Latter-day" Discourses, poor souls! All the 
twaddling sects of the country, from Swedenborgians 
to Jesuits, have for the last ten years been laying 
claim to "T. Carlyle," each for itself; and now 
they will all find that the said "T." belongs to a 
sect of his own, which is worthy of instant damna
tion. 

That the reaction to Latter-Day Pamphlets resulted from a 

sense of betrayal on the part of the Liberals is the opinion 

of the English Review critic, who also makes clear that any 

deception about Carlyle's position was self-imposed; the 

message of the Pamphlets, though less clearly stated, was 

contained in Carlyle's other works also. Like Blackwood's, 

the English Review seems a little pleased at the discomfort 

of the Liberals: 

, , , while Mr, Carlyle thundered against shams, 
and flunkeyism, and gig respectabilities; all that 
great liberal party who are dissatisfied with ex
isting things without any very clear idea of what 
they hope will replace them, applauded with delight, 

22, New Letters of Thomas Carlyle, II, 86-87. 
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and rejoiced in so powerful an auxiliary in the 
great, holy, and liberal work of destroying some
thing. . . . But those little knew Mr. Carlyle, 
who supposed that he was the man to attach himself 
to the tail of any party, or to swell the cry of any 
opinion.... As long as the oracle uttered mere 
vague rumblings, all was well; it condemned what 
existed, and the liberals could not conceive that 
any remedy could even be imagined except the ballot-
box. But the oracle has lately begun to speak ar
ticulately; and, to the great consternation of the 
liberals, it has very plainly pronounced an utter 
and total condemnation of their whole theory. . . . 
The delusion seems to have been altogether self-
created. It requires no very diligent study of Mr. 
Carlyle to see that his whole theory of life and 
morals is so widely different from that of the or
dinary run of the modern liberal school, that they 
may be almost said to be absolutely opposed to each 
other. (p. 335) 

Modern Criticism of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

The Victorian reviews of Latter-Day Pamphlets with 

their manifest bias, distortion, and superficiality fall 

far short of Matthew Arnold's call for a criticism charac

terized by "disinterestedness" and "a free play of the 

mind," a criticism whose objective would be "to see the 

23 object as in itself it really is." The reviews show 

clearly why Arnold lamented of English criticism that "Our 

organs of criticism are organs of men and parties having 

practical ends to serve, and with them those practical 

ends are the first thing and the play of the mind the 

23, Matthew Arnold, "The Function of Criticism 
at the Present Time," Essays in Criticism (Boston, 1866), 
pp. 5, 17. 
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24 
second. ..." In 1881 Richard Herne Shepherd de

nounced the way in which the "organs of men and parties" 

in 1850 had dealt with Latter-Day Pamphlets: 

. . . the writer's meaning was often strangely 
misapprehended, and even here and there quite 
wilfully misconstrued. Nothing could be more 
perverse or palpably unfair than the great out
cry raised against these pamphlets, and the man
ner in which they were for the most part 
criticised. "Able-editors" selected the most 
extravagant-looking passages, and presenting 
them apart from the context, in that way showed 
them up, jeeringly asking readers whether such 
passages were not exactly so much nonsense? . . . 
Carlyle's meaning was utterly distorted, wrenched 
aside from its natural applications, and in all 
ways more or less misrepresented.25 

Shepherd's objections to the reviewers are quoted 

because though aimed at Victorian critics, his comments 

hold true for much later criticism of the Pamphlets. 

Modern criticism of the work has seldom attained the 

Arnoldean ideal. And although twentieth-century comment 

on the Pamphlets is rarely seen to have the bold allegiance 

to men or parties of which Arnold speaks, still it some

times manifests the effects of restraining loyalties to 

particular political and social credos or to special 

24. Arnold, p. 18. 

25. Richard Herne Shepherd, ed., assisted by 
Charles N. Williamson, Memoirs of the Life and Writings 
of Thomas Carlyle with Personal Reminiscences and Selections 

1881), II, 89. 
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schools of thought about Carlyle. Modern criticism of the 

Pamphlets has not often shown "disinterestedness" or "free 

play of the mind." Occasionally it has shown insufficient 

scholarly effort. 

In many instances in modern criticism the curious 

interpretations placed on parts of the Pamphlets make the 

reader wonder if the critic has read the whole tract, much 

less the whole series. One relatively simple example will 

suffice to show what often has happened. Cazamian, in 

considering "Hudson's Statue," feels that the work "applies 

the doctrine of the Hero" and that the import of the pamph

let is that "Hudson, a railway king, was about to have his 

statue in bronze, gigantic and symbolical, but Cromwell 
2 6 

still waits in vain for his." How far this is from the 

mark is shown by Carlyle's own comments in the pamphlet. 

At the beginning of "Hudson's Statue" he expresses his dis

approval of the movement afoot to erect a statue of Crom

well on the grounds that "Side by side with a sacred 

Charles the Second, sacred George the Fourth, and the 

other sacred Charleses, Jameses, Georges, and Defenders of 

27 the Faith,—I am afraid he wouldn't like it!" Carlyle 

explicitly states that since statues mirror the ideals of 

26. Cazamian, p. 252. 

27. LDP, pp. 254-55. 
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a nation and Hudson exemplified the wrong ideals of the 

English and the effects thereof, "In this point of view, 

it was always matter of regret with me that Hudson's 

Statue, among the other wonders of the present age, was 

2 o not completed," ° 

Cazamian's misinterpretation seems the result of 

superficial attention to the work. Other errors, however, 

point toward a determination to view the pamphlets in a 

particular light, to make them agree with a cherished 

thesis about Carlyle's frustration and sadism, LaValley, 

for instance, seems preoccupied with establishing simi

larities between Carlyle and Nietzsche, and so he persis

tently interprets the Pamphlets according to Carlyle1s 

supposed "departure from traditional Christian conceptions 

toward an Anglo-Saxon Teutonic myth, toward 'the gods' 

29 themselves.11 Thus LaValley says that Carlyle in the 

Pamphlets finds that "the present needs a new strong hero, 

modeled after Cromwell or Frederick, who, by his special 

contact with the godlike, like the heroes of the lectures, 

will descend from above since he has not sprung from 

30 below." First, Carlyle did not begin work on Frederick 

28. LDP, p, 255. 

29. LaValley, p, 286. 

30. Ibid,, p. 284. 
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until almost two years after the Pamphlets appeared. 

Second, following the citation given by LaValley—LDP, 

142—the reader finds that Carlyle has written, "... 

might not some heroic wisdom, and actual 'ability' to do 

what must be done, prove discoverable to said Premier [a 

reform Premier]; and so the indispensable Heaven's-blessing 

descend to us from above, since none has yet sprung from 

below?" But the context shows that Carlyle has been 

speaking of the need for reform in the manner in which the 

administrative offices are staffed, that is, by the party 

spoils system. Carlyle espouses the idea of "careers open 

to talent," and one of the proposals of the pamphlets— 

as Carlyle points out, a truly democratic scheme—is "to 

promote men of talent, to search and sift the whole society 

in every class for men of talent, and joyfully promote 

31 them. ..." Electoral reform has as yet done little 

to bring the ablest men to Downing Street. We might, 

however, look to another source, to a reform premier, who 

would put the interests of the country above the interests 

of party. Thus true reform could occur through the actions 

of the top of the pyramid of government, the prime minister, 

rather than from the bottom, the voters (the "above" and 

"below" on which LaValley places such an ominous and unfair 

31, LDP., p. 131. 
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interpretation). Of course, this passage is part of 

Carlyle's efforts to "soap the way" for Russell's removal 

and to replace him with Peel, who, in abolishing the Corn 

Laws, had shown himself ready to put the reform necessary 

for the good of the country above party allegiance. 

In addition to misinterpretations, plain mis

statements about the Pamphlets abound, some of them 

seeming to have the intention of putting the actions of 

Carlyle in the worst possible light. A group of trivial, 

but frequently repeated, errors concern the impulse behind 

the writing of the Pamphlets and the reason for stopping 

them (Carlyle originally planned twelve but wrote only 

eight). First, as to the reason for writing the series, 

LaValley concludes that Carlyle was "bewildered and ter

rified by the revolutionary upheavals on the continent 

in 1848" and so "becomes the wrathful godlike prophet of 
32 

doom" in the Pamphlets, a charge that can be found else

where. Carlyle, however, in several places states his 

approval of the revolutions as a sign that the old shams, 

against which he had long fulminated, at last were being 

found out and discarded. In "The Present Time," a dis

cussion of the problems and opportunities of the age, 

Carlyle writes "There is a joy in it, to the wise man too; 

32, LaValley, p. 279. 



82 

yes, but a joy full of awe, and as it were sadder than any 

sorrow [to find that the leaders had all been shams] 

, . , . And yet who would not, in his heart of hearts, 
30 

feel piously thankful that Imposture has fallen bankrupt?" 

According to Francis Espinasse, a personal friend, Carlyle 

in the fall of 1847 had foreseen the revolution that broke 

out the following spring and so had viewed it with "more 

satisfaction than surprise.And Carlyle, describing to 

Emerson in early 1848 the reaction of the English to the 

revolutionary events, says, "All people are in a sort of 

joy-dance over the new French Republic, which has descended 

suddenly (or shall we say, ascended, alas?) out of the Im

mensities upon us; showing once again that the righteous 

Gods do yet live and reign I It is long years since I have 

felt any such deep-seated pious satisfaction at a public 

event.1,35 

There has always been considerable confusion sur

rounding the part Peel played in the Pamphlets, that is, 

exactly why Carlyle chose to champion him as the man to 

lead England in the crisis, what Carlyle personally expected 

LDP, p. 12. 

Espinasse, p. 169. 

The Correspondence of Emerson and Carlyle, 
pp. 438-39, 

33. 

34. 

35. 
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to receive for his efforts, and the connection between the 

unexpected death of Peel early in July, 1850, and the 

stopping of the Pamphlets with No. VIII in August. Many 

critics have sneered at Carlyle's advocacy of Peel as if 

the choice were ridiculous or somehow indicative of a 

covert liking for the aristocracy. Thus Symons writes of 

Carlyle, 

Faithful to the heroic principle he discovers in 
the pamphlets Britain's hero: none other than 
that gentlemanly figure, Sir Robert Peel. Not 
long before he began to write the pamphlets Carlyle 
had had some conversation with Peel at Bath House, 
and later had been invited to dine with the Prime 
Minister. Upon Peel's freshness, heartiness, and 
the vein "really of genuine broad drollery" in him 
Carlyle based the extravagant hope that this velvet-
handed member of the upper middle class might be 
the dynamic hero for whom Britain was waiting. . . . 
In this great revision of society led by Peel, 
Carlyle seems to have envisioned himself playing 
some honourable part.^6 

Carlyle himself discusses his reasons for wanting Peel at 

the head of the government, reasons which had nothing to 

do with the "genuine broad drollery" he admired. It must 

be kept in mind that Carlyle was writing the Pamphlets to 

aid a change in government. He believed that Russell was 

on his way out and that a new man, aware of the dangers of 

the times and courageous enough to perform the hard neces

sity, must replace him. Who else possessed of power but 

36. Symons, p. 226. 
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Peel had ever shown that insight and that courage? As 

Carlyle privately noted, "Except him, there was nobody I 

had the smallest hope in; and what he would do, which 

seemed now soon to be tried, was always an interesting 

37 feature of the coming time for me." Carlyle's state

ment at the end of "The New Downing Street" of his reasons 

for urging the country to invest Peel with power seems 

perfectly clear and reasonable: 

'Hansard's Debates,' continues Crabbe farther 
on, 'present many inconsistencies of speech; lamen
table unveracities uttered in Parliament, by one 
and indeed by all; in which sad list Sir Robert 
Peel stands for his share among others. Unveraci
ties not a few were spoken in Parliament; in fact, 
to one with a sense of what is called God's truth, 
it seemed all one unveracity, a talking from the 
teeth outward, not as the convictions but as the 
expediences and inward astucities directed. . . . 
Most lamentable unveracities continually spoken 
in Parliament, by almost every one that had to 
open his mouth there. But the largest veracity 
ever done in Parliament in our time, as we all 
know, was of this man's doing;--and that, you 
will find, is a very considerable item in the 
calculation!'^8 

It does not seem difficult to prove that many of Carlyle's 

contemporaries would have been of the same mind. Asa 

Briggs finds that 

Between 1846 and 1850 Peel's national stature 
was almost unchallenged in the country. He had 

37. Quoted by Froude, Carlyle: Life in London, 
II, 40. 

38. LDP, p. 170. 



85 

split the party which had been built up labori
ously , . , but he had retained the loyalty of the 
officers, while losing the support of many of the 
troops. ... Peel himself towered above considera
tions of party, in many matters the confidant of the 
Whig government, in others the mediator between con
tending groups. On his sudden death in July 1850, a 
few days after being thrown from his horse on Con
stitution Hill, the Queen and many of his fellow-
countrymen felt that they had lost England's greatest 
statesman. Large numbers of workingmen sent in their 
pennies to help pay for statues in his memory. There 
was no more revealing witness to the magnitude of his 
achievement; and disillusioned Chartists, who had al
ways experienced difficulty in collecting pennies for 
the movement, were the first to direct attention to 
the contrast,39 

The question of Carlyle1s expectations of private 

benefit from Peel's hoped-for success has made a brief 

appearance in many places. Symons has already been quoted 

as saying that "In this great revision of society led by 

Peel, Carlyle seems to have envisioned himself playing some 

honourable part," This is turned by Norwood Young into the 

fact that it was "as a candidate for public office" that 

Carlyle "expressed, in Latter-Day Pamphlets, his political 

creed. . . .It is disconcerting that such statements 

apparently have their only basis in an innocuous conversa

tion reported by Froude: 

I once asked Carlyle if he had ever thought 
of going into Parliament, for I knew that the 

39, Asa Briggs, The Age of Improvement; 1783-
1867 (London, 1960), p, 343, 

40, Young, p, 362. 
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opportunity must have been offered him. 'Well,1 
he said, 'I did think of it at the time of the "Latter-
Day Pamphlets," I felt that nothing could prevent 
me from getting up in the House and saying all that.' 

And finally, there is the rather widespread view 

that Peel's death caused the end of the series. This theory 

was presented as early as 1893 by Francis Espinasse to con

tradict the current impression that Carlyle had stopped the 

pamphlets at eight instead of twelve because of the poor 

sale of the series. Espinasse reported that Carlyle had 

told him that the sale was "very brisk" and that his pub--

lisher had urged him to write more. It was Espinasse's 

opinion that the death of Peel had caused Carlyle to dis-

42 continue the tracts, Emery Neff in Carlyle and Mill 

comes to the same conclusion, after a recounting of the un

expected death of Peel declaring, "Carlyle had no heart for 

further pamphleteering,"^ That Peel's death discouraged 

Carlyle from continuing the series is a reasonable con

clusion, but a careful reading of Carlyle's letters reveals 

that on July 2, before the death of Peel, Carlyle wrote his 

brother John that he had finished "Hudson's Statue" and 

41, Froude, Carlyle: Life in London, IX, 22, 

42, Espinasse, pp. 210'-11. 

43, Emery Neff, Carlyle and Mill; An Introduction 
to Victorian Thought (New York, 1926), p. 286, 
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rejoiced that it was "the last save one" of the pamphlets.^ 

Apparently, Peel's death was merely coincidental with the 

decision to end the series. 

More difficult to refute than the selected miscon

ceptions presented are the sweeping generalizations about 

the origin and nature of the Pamphlets, which are both 

widespread and exceedingly damaging to the work. These 

are the statements which make the series the product of 

Carlyle's emotional disturbance, a work in which the 

frustrated impotent calls for the kind of government 

effected by the Fascists, Very important is the accusa

tion that Latter-Day Pamphlets has no basis in reality, 

that it is highly distorted and exaggerated, a manifesta

tion of Carlyle's sadism. Thus for Symons, the pamphlets 

4 5 do not "begin with realities which we can accept." 

From the time of Latter-Day Pamphlets, says Symons, Carlyle 

"becomes less and less interested in the humanity, the well-

being of which has always provided at least the starting 

point of his speculations, and more concerned with simple 

4 6 aggrandisement of the super-human hero," ' The pamphlets 

are the product of "the repressed sadism of Carlyle's 

New Letters of Thomas Carlyle, II, 97. 

Symons, p. 225. 

Ibid, 

44. 

45. 

46. 
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47 nature"; they show "the ugly violence of impotent 

4 8 anger." These are very important statements because, if 

true, they make the study of the Pamphlets' content worth

less except as a psychological revelation; if they are 

true, the reader cannot accept the validity of Carlyle's 

insights into the human condition. Symons presents his 

own opinion. Another is possible, that is, that the con

temporary circumstances warranted the writing of the 

Pamphlets and that content and tone are in accord with 

the traditions of the pamphlet form and the mode of appeal 

chosen by Carlyle. We can present a defense of the work 

by following Arnold's call to "see the object as in itself 

it really is," and this we can do by considering the nature 

of pamphleteering, the contemporary conditions which led 

to Carlyle's writing the series, and the relation of ex

pression to purpose. 

47, Symons, p. 226. 

48, Ibid. 



CHAPTER III 

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE FORM AND THE HISTORICAL 

CONTEXT OF LATTER-DAY PAMPHLETS 

The reader cannot understand or accept the harsh 

tone of Latter-Day Pamphlets unless he sees that it is in 

accord with the conventions of the pamphlet form. More

over, the urgency of Carlyle's words reflects the critical 

nature of England's domestic situation, as Carlyle conceived 

it after a personal investigation of the sufferings of the 

people in Ireland and England after the potato famine. 

That Carlyle's assessment of the times is not a singular 

one is shown by the comments not only of historians but 

also of other writers living in the period. If Carlyle was 

outraged at contemporary conditions, so too were men whose 

opinions still carry weight with us. And, as will be seen, 

the anger of Carlyle in Latter-Day Pamphlets is the anger 

of a man of tender conscience who has viewed firsthand the 

misery of his countrymen. The contemporary situation and 

the conventional force of pamphlet expression explain the 

rhetoric of the Pamphlets; it needs no psychological in

terpretation. 

89 



90 

The Pamphlet Form 

Admittedly a minor form of literature, the pamphlet 

has had its uses in shaping English life, and on occasion 

it has triumphed over the topical content to attain perma

nent significance in English literature, Even so rigorous 

a judge as Dr. Johnson saw the value of the pamphlet, de

claring in his introduction to The Harleian Miscellany, a 

collection of pamphlets, that, as a monument to the genius 

of the unfettered English mind and to the political and 

religious freedom of England which nurtured them, "Pamphlets 

and small Tracts" must be considered "a very important Part 

of an English Library,"*'" 

At first pamphlet indicated only the form of pub

lication, the term being used to denote publications of 

diverse content and purpose, including newspapers and 

newsletters, plays, and poems; but because of the extensive 

use of the form over a long period of time to disseminate 

partisan views on controversial issues of the moment, 

whether religious, political, personal, or literary, 

pamphlet has come to mean "prose controversial tract," 

1, Samuel Johnson, "An Essay on the Origin and 
Importance of Small Tracts and Fugitive Pieces," Literary 
Pamphlets, ed. Ernest Rhys, in The Pamphlet Library, ed, 
Arthur Waugh, Vol. 1 (London, 1897), p, 44. 

2. This discussion of the pamphlet is indebted to 
Lester Condit, A Pamphlet about Pamphlets (Chicago, 1939); 
Ernest Rhys, "Introduction," Literary Pamphlets; "Pamphlet," 



91 

And since the aim of the pamphlet generally is argumenta

tive and the subject a contemporary problem of a highly 

controversial nature, the argument presented is often un-

apologetically one-sided and characterized by vigor rather 

than balance. A pamphlet often is a polemic which plays 

on the emotions, as well as the reason, of its audience 

in its attempt to sway opinion. A pamphlet on a contro

versial topic is expected to be emotional, forceful, and 

partisan, not deliberate, impartial, and rigorously logical. 

Extensive use of the pamphlet in national political 

dispute began in the seventeenth century, when opponents 

in the Civil War saw its advantages in taking issues to the 

people. But the great period of the pamphlet in political 

controversy was Queen Anne's reign, when almost all im

portant political writing took the form of pamphlets and 

when an impressive number of great writers employed them, 

including Swift, Steele, Addison, and Prior. 

After the eighteenth century, the pamphlet appears 

to have declined in favor, although pamphlets still were 

written to publicize the authors' views on particular 

issues, as witness Tracts for the Times. Indeed in the 

religious quarrels at mid-century over church authority and 

priestly offices and vestments, Pusey for one was moved to 

Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1910-11; "Pamphlet," Encyclo
paedia Britannica, 1971,. 
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complain "that eyeryone who called on him had a tract to 

press into his hand; 'Pamphlets come like hailstones by 

every post, and from the hands of friends.'" And private 

letters of the period, such as those of Thomas Carlyle 

and his wife, contain an abundance of references to pam

phlets which show not only the vitality of the form but 

also the variety of subject and authorship, ranging from 

a pamphlet by Bulwer Lytton on the water cure to one by 

John Stuart Mill on the Irish land question. 

Still a decrease in the importance of the pamphlet 

in the nineteenth century as a forum for the airing of 

national issues, as compared to earlier periods, has been 

noted. This has been accounted for by the appearance in 

the nineteenth century of the quarterlies, the monthly 

magazines, and the weekly reviews, which offered the con

troversialist a wider and more certain audience for his 

views than that provided by the pamphlet. Thus while 

pamphlets still appeared, the discussion of controversial 

issues now often moved to the periodicals in the form of 

essays which exhibited the literary qualities of the pam

phlet, especially an argumentative purpose and a topical 

subject, 

3. Desmond Bowen, The Idea of the Victorian 
Church; A Study of the Church of England 1833-1889 
(Montreal, 1968), p. 106. 
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Carlyle as Pamphleteer 

The writing of such periodical essays is undoubtedly 

what Holbrook Jackson had in mind when he called Thomas 

Carlyle "first and last a pamphleteer,"^ for although 

Carlyle tried the pamphlet form only twice in his long 

career, he did indeed evince an unremitting concern with 

the problems that beset his times, and he did time and 

again speak out on the issues of the day in the highly 

charged rhetoric of the pamphlet. If the periodical essays 

in which Carlyle called for reform are considered to be a 

form of pamphleteering, a unity can be seen in the minor 

pieces of Carlyle's work published between 1829 and 1867. 

The June 1829 issue of the Edinburgh Review carried 

Carlyle's first message to the public, an attempt to warn 

England of dangerous changes in the structure and under-

girding belief of society, changes which the nation must 

recognize and come to terms with. Purportedly a review of 

three works—Anticipation: or, an Hundred Years Hence; 

The Rise, Progress, and Present State of Public Opinion 

in Great Britain; and The Last Days, or Discourses on 

These Our Times—this first article, "Signs of the Times," 

identified the distinctive characteristic of the age as 

4. Holbrook Jackson, Dreamers of Dreams: The Rise 
and Fall of Nineteenth Century Idealism (New York, n.d.), 
p. 81. 



a dangerous worship of the mechanical and a corresponding 

disregard of that large part of man and his affairs which 

Carlyle labeled "dynamic." Carlyle consistently main

tained that isolating any of man's qualities, as for in

stance the economists did in their consideration of 

"economic man," brutalized man and left him something less 

than human, Man could not throw aside his spiritual nature. 

As Morse Peckham has pointed out, Carlyle saw that while 

beliefs themselves become outmoded and change with the 

5 times, belief itself is a condition of man. In 1831, two 

years after this first speaking out, the Edinburgh Review 

published "Characteristics," again ostensibly a review, 

this time of The Origin and Prospect of Man and Philo

sophical Lectures, but in actuality a second address to 

the nation on the essential need of the times to balance 

the external and mechanical with the internal and spiritual, 

In 1843 Carlyle again expounded his views to the 

public in the powerful and controlled Past and Present, 

which while resembling a review in its treatment of the 

chronicle of Jocelin of Brakelond, was book-length. In 

it Carlyle gave England his strongest and most extended 

denunciation of the conditions prevailing in England and 

5, Morse Peckham, Victorian Revolutionaries; 
Speculations on Some Heroes of a Culture Crisis (.New 
York, 1970), pp. 54-58. 
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of the inhuman allegiance to mechanical principles that had 

fostered these conditions. After Past and Present Carlyle 

published nothing more on contemporary questions for seven 

years, but as the problems of England reached crisis pro

portions in the late 1840's, he once more felt compelled to 

speak out. 

This time he chose as his instrument for speaking 

to the nation the form of writing renowned for its use in 

controversy and produced the eight pamphlets of the 1850 

Latter-Day Pamphlets. With the long history of the pamphlet 

in English political controversy and with the precedent 

set by the number of important English writers who had used 

it to speak to the country on matters of national concern, 

it is not surprising that Carlyle, wishing to make a force

ful and extended statement of his anxiety for an England 

failing to respond to the momentous problems facing her, 
g 

should have chosen a pamphlet series. 

6, Carlyle did not immediately settle on the pam
phlet form. As early as June 1847 he expressed his dis
content with the times and hinted,' in a letter to Browning 
of that date, of the need of a strong voice in opposition 
to the prevailing complacency (Letters of Thomas Carlyle 
to John Stuart Mill, John Sterling, and Robert Browning, 
ed. Alexander Carlyle (London, 1923), pp. 282-83). He 
correctly foresaw the coming revolutions of 1848 and felt 
impelled to speak out on the turbulent times. He first 
tried a series of anonymous articles, seven of which are 
identified in Dyer's Bibliography, though Carlyle indicated 
in a letter to Shepherd the existence of many more (Shepherd, 
II, 22). I have found an eighth, "Ireland and Sir Robert 
Peel," which appeared in The Spectator, April 14, 184 9, 
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For in addition to the long history of the pamphlet 

in national controversy, there is another reason for Car

lyle's choice of the form: Carlyle himself had once before 

tried the pamphlet with success. Published in 1839, this 

offered for sale in the Sotheby Catalogue of the 1932 sale 
of part of the estate of Alexander Carlyle. Carlyle had 
the articles reprinted as halfpenny pamphlets for distribu
tion. Apparently the articles, which appeared from March 
1848 to December 1849 in the Examiner, the Spectator, 
Fraser1s, and the Nation, did not provide Carlyle with the 
means of expression he desired, probably because of edi
torial restrictions on content (Espinasse recalls that 
Forster, editor of the Examiner, told him that "'splendid' 
as he admitted Carlyle's papers to be, he had received pro
tests against them from subscribers- ..." Recollections, 
p. 172). Intermittently Carlyle considered a book, but the 
book did not materialize, and in the summer of 1848 he men
tioned to Emerson the possibility of "a newspaper or at 
least short off-hand tracts to follow each other rapidly on 
the political questions of the day" (quoted by Joseph Slater 
in The Correspondence of Emerson and Carlyle, p. 44). In 
November of 1849, after a summer visit to Ireland to view 
firsthand the ravages of the potato famine, Carlyle found 
himself with "masses of written stuff, which I grudge a 
little to burn, and trying to sort something out of them 
for magazine articles, series of pamphlets, or whatever 
they will promise to turn to. . . ." (Journal entry 
quoted by Froude, London, II, 19). By November 21 he had 
contracted with J. W. Parker for Fraser's to print "Occa
sional Discourse on the Negro Question" (The title was 
changed to Nigger from Negro when the article was reprinted 
as a pamphlet in 1853; the revised title was retained for 
the 1858 first edition of Carlyle's complete works, where 
the article appeared as "Precursor to Latter-Day Pamphlets"). 
This article Carlyle intended "as a kind of small pilot-
engine, or proof-parakite to determine the path (and destiny 
for life or death, perhaps) of certain other masses of 
blotted stuff that lie in the rear of it. . . ." (letter 
to Parker reprinted by Shepherd, II, 86). "Occasional Dis
course" elicited the kind of audience Carlyle wanted, and 
when Chapman of Chapman and Hall in early January 1850 pro
posed a series of pamphlets to be a "kind of Carlylese 
'Tracts for the Times'," Carlyle agreed (New Letters of 
Thomas Carlyle, II, 85). 
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tract was a comment on the Chartist agitations for an ex

tension of the franchise to give the lower class the politi

cal power to force redress of their grievances. In the 

pamphlet, Chartism, Carlyle attacked the enemies made 

familiar by the essays, but in greater particularity, as 

befitting the pamphlet form. He pointed out that while 

Chartism itself had been put down by the government, the 

sense of injustice on the part of the worker that had 

given the movement birth still remained. He warned England 

again that her mechanical attempts to deal with lower class 

radicalism and with the overwhelming problem of pauperism 

through statistics and poor laws, however scientifically 

derived, were futile. It was not only cheaper bread and 

higher wages that the worker sought; he more basically 

wished to be accorded the dignity and concern that his 

status as a human being warranted. The problems of England 

went beyond what the statisticians could measure and re

cord. A larger change than the institution of a new poor 

law substituting indoor for outdoor relief would have to 

occur to raise Ireland from her degraded condition and to 

save England from the effects of Irish impoverishment. For 

Ireland flooded England with thousands of ignorant, des

perate men whose low standards depressed the working con

ditions and wages of the English men with whom they competed 

for jobs. An unprecedented change in the national attitude 
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toward Ireland and a corresponding change in official 

policy were requisite to the solution of the labor problem 

underlying Chartism. There must be a reform of the spirit. 

Eleven years after Chartism, again on the eve of 

worker rebellion, Carlyle saw as he contemplated his 

Latter-Day Pamphlets that the problems identified in 

Chartism and the periodical essays still existed, having 

changed only by growing bigger and more hopeless with the 

passage of the years and the turns of fate which had added 

new problems to the old. For twenty years, in essay and 

book and pamphlet, Carlyle had sounded his warning that man 

cannot live by bread alone and that the prevailing Bentha

mite empiricism was a distortion of life that would bring 

tragic consequences unless checked. The message of Latter-

Day Pamphlets is a summation of Carlyle's thought for the 

past twenty years, presented fervently and directly. 

England had not listened; once again, in the most force

ful manner he could command, Carlyle would warn the nation 

of impending disaster. 

The Historical Context of 
Latter-Day Pamphlets 

The nineteenth century has long been recognized as 

an age of crisis, in politics, in religion—in fact, in 

almost all aspects of national life. In the fifty years of 

the century before Latter-Day Pamphlets appeared, England 
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had already faced a number of threats to her internal 

security. Two of these were outstanding. In 1815 at 

Waterloo Wellington had narrowly delivered England from 

Napoleon; seventeen years later the Reform Bill of 1832 had 

narrowly averted national insurrection. But the deficiencies 

of the Reform Bill and the precedent of the French Revolu

tion had continued to keep England astir. For the Reform 

Bill, enthusiastically greeted at its passage as a landmark 

of democracy in England, in reality had not extended power 

to the working class at all and had only delayed the in

evitable reckoning with lower class unrest that in part had 

been awakened by the French Revolution. G. Kitson Clark 

has noted that "from the disturbances at the time of the 

Reform Bill till Chartism, in the late 'thirties and 

'forties, there was continual popular discontent sometimes 

showing itself in the earnest discussion and promotion of 

advanced radical schemes and sometimes breaking out into 

violence. ..." 

In 1848, during the period in which Latter-Day 

Pamphlets began to ferment in Carlyle's mind, the dis

content reached its peak, and revolution in England seemed 

7. G. Kitson Clark, The Making of Victorian 
England (London, 1962), p, 41. 
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imminent,® Across the Channel the ye^r 1848 was the well-

known year of revolution, with monarch after monarch being 

driven from his throne and even the great Austrian Empire 

being momentarily threatened by an upsurge of the people. 

The presence of the deposed rulers who sought sanctuary 

in England gave substance to the fear of the English upper 

and middle classes that the English worker would imitate 

his European fellow and overturn the society which had 

grown rich by exploiting his labor and suppressing his 

rights. The threat of violence at the time seemed greater 

because of the Chartist movement, which once more, after the 

effort in 1839, had become powerful. Chartist efforts 

climaxed shortly after the Continental revolutions in the 

winter of 1848 before collapsing. In addition, England 

was once more experiencing the threat of rebellion by 

Ireland, led this time by a fiery contingent of young men 

calling themselves Young Ireland. 

8, This resume of conditions and events in Europe 
c. 1850, which are familiar to students of the period, is 
indebted to Carlton Hayes, A Political and Social History 
of Modern Europe, rev, ed. (New York, 1924), pp. 83-100; 
G, M, Trevelyan, British History in the Nineteenth Century 
and After (1782-1919), 2nd, ed. (London, 1964), pp, 249-
95; W.' E. Lunt, History of England, 4th. ed, (New York, 
1956), pp, 641-685; David Roberts, Victorian Origins of 
the British Welfare State (New Haven, 1960), pp. 35-152; 
R, J, Evans, The Victorian Age, 1815-1914, 2nd ed. (New 
York, 1968), pp, 66-100; G. Kitson Clark, The Making of 
Victorian England. 
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Panic gripped the English nation as men watched 

the events in Europe and noted the bitter feeling at home. 

The result was extreme measures enacted by a frightened 

government to prevent insurgency. A dramatic recollection 

of the tension of the period appears in an eyewitness 

account included in a memoir of Charles Kingsley prefixed 

to Alton Locke; 

Through the winter of 1847-8, amidst widespread 
distress, the cloud of discontent, of which 
Chartism was the most violent symptom, had been 
growing darker and more menacing, while Ireland 
was only held down by main force. The breaking 
out of the revolution on the Continent in February 
increased the danger. In March there were riots 
in London, Glasgow, Edinburgh, Liverpool, and other 
large towns. On April 7th, the "Crown and Govern
ment Security Bill," commonly called "the gagging 
act,'1 was introduced by the Government. ... 
On the 10th of April the Government had to fill 
London with troops, and put the Duke of Wellington 
in command, who barricaded the bridges and Downing 
Street, garrisoned the Bank and other public 
buildings, and closed the Horse Guards. 

When the momentary crisis had passed, the old 
soldier declared in the House of Lords that "no 
great society had ever suffered as London had 
during the preceding days," while the Home Secre
tary telegraphed to all the chief magistrates of 
the kingdom the joyful news that the peace had 
been kept in London. In April, the Lord Chancellor, 
in introducing the Crown and Government Security 
Bill in the House of Lords, referred to the fact 
that "meetings were daily held, not only in 
London, but in most of the manufacturing towns, 
the avowed object of which was to array the people 
against the constituted authority of these realms." 
For months afterwards the Chartist movement, 
though plainly subsiding, kept the Government in 
constant anxiety; and again in June, the Bank, the 
Mint, the Custom House, and other public offices 
were filled with troops, and the House of Parlia
ment were not only garrisoned but provisioned as 
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if for a siege. The Chartist movement abated, 
and the public, a million of whom had been made 
special constables in the crisis, began to feel 
their fear had been greater than the situation 
warranted,9 

But the estimation of G. Kitson Clark is that the danger of 

revolution in England in 1848 was quite real: . there 

existed in Britain the conditions and emotions which led to 

the liberal revolutions in Europe and drove men in many 

lands on to the barricades, or into the field of battle, 

in 1848 and 1849. . . ."^0 Carlyle had predicted the Con

tinental revolutions, and he perceived that England's 

satisfaction in escaping a similar upheaval was ill-founded. 

The dissatisfactions which had ignited revolution elsewhere 

festered in England too, and England, whether she would or 

not, must one day face them. The time to confront the grave 

problems was now, while England "alone of all, [was3 not 

yet sunk into open Anarchy, but left with time for repentance 

and amendment. . . .1,11 Perhaps if England immediately 

awoke to her danger, she could prevent the judgment about 

to descend upon her, and 

9, Thomas Hughes, "Prefatory Memoir," The Works 
of Charles Kingsley (1884; rpt, Hildesheim, 1968), III, 
xii-xiii, 

10, Clark, p. 42, 

11, LDP, p. 31, 
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she, wealthiest of all in material resource, 
in spiritual energy, in ancient loyalty to law, 
and in the qualities that yield such loyalty,— 
she perhaps alone of all may be able, with huge 
travail, and the strain of all her faculties, to 
accomplish some solution. She will have to try it, 
she has now to try it; she must accomplish it, or 
perish from her place in the world 1^2 

Thus in Latter-Day Pamphlets Carlyle protests 

against the blind complacency and smug indifference which 

have refused to hear earlier, milder warnings of the fire 

to come. With all the strength of his art and spirit, he 

pours out his message; These are the attitudes and policies 

which have brought England to the brink of the abyss, these 

the problems which must be solved, these the solutions which 

might be tried. Foremost among all the bewildering wrongs 

in the country, Carlyle sees the condition of the British 

worker, the condition of Ireland, and—the root cause of all 

the woe—the inadequacies of the national spiritual and 

political leadership. 

The Condition of the British 
Worker 

Much has been written about the British worker in 

the nineteenth century. In the revolutionary year of 1848, 

he was both miserable and impotent to correct his misery, 

Without the vote, he had one power, the size of his class 

and therefore the size of his discontent. He lived and 

12. LDP,, pp. 31-32, 
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worked under a system which until 1846 protected the wealthy 

landowner by the Corn Laws but left the worker to the bitter 

mercies of the law of supply and demand. Since England had 

for some time been experiencing a rapid increase in popula

tion, the supply of workers greatly exceeded the demand for 

their services by the capitalist employers. Wages conse

quently hovered at subsistence level for a substantial por

tion of the working class. With wages low and work hard 

to find and with English cities totally unprepared for the 

sudden influx of people from the country into the indus

trialized towns, the English worker often lived out his 

short life in incredible degradation. 

Carlyle was not the only writer to feel the plight 

of the worker and to write powerfully against it. In 

October of 1848, less than two years before the publication 

of the Pamphlets, Mary Barton dramatized the condition of 

the working class in the great industrial city of Manchester 

1 *3 in the early 1840's. Writing as an eyewitness, Mrs. 

Gaskell provides in her description of the Davenports an 

unexaggerated account of lower-class life in the great 

14 cities. One of the most affecting scenes in the novel 

occurs when Barton and his friend Wilson visit the 

13, Arthur Pollard, Mrs. Gaskell; Novelist and 
Biographer (Manchester, 1965), p. 32. 

14, Ibid., p. 40. 
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Davenports on Berry Street and provide the reader with an 

opportunity to see how the workers live. The street 

was unpaved; and down the middle a gutter forced 
its way, every now and then forming pools in the 
holes with which the street abounded, ... As 
they [Barton and Wilson] passed, women from their 
doors tossed household slops of every description 
into the gutter; they ran into the next pool, 
which overflowed and stagnated. Heaps of ashes 
were the stepping-stones, on which the passer-by, 
who cared in the least for cleanliness, took 
care not to put his foot. . . . You went down 
one step even from the foul area into the cellar 
in which a family of human beings lived. It was 
very dark inside. The window-panes were many 
of them broken and stuffed with rags, which was 
reason enough for the dusky light that pervaded 
the place even at mid-day. After the account I 
have given of the state of the street, no one can 
be surprised that on going into the cellar in
habited by Davenport, the smell was so fetid as 
almost to knock the two men down. Quickly re
covering themselves, as those inured to such 
things do, they began to penetrate the thick 
darkness of the place, and to see three or four 
little children rolling on the damp, nay wet, 
brick floor, through which the stagnant, filthy 
moisture of the street oozed up; the fireplace 
was empty and black. . . . 

At mid-century many people agreed with Carlyle that 

something must be done. Friedrich Engels was one who 

also raised his voice against the abuses of the age, 

and his The Condition of the Working Class in England 

in 1844, though propaganda, is also a report of first

hand experience which, as Robert Langbaum says, "shows 

15. Elizabeth Gaskell, Mary Barton, in The 
World's Classics, Vol, 86 (1906; rpt. New York, 1911), pp. 
66-67, 
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us what Carlyle was referring to. , , , "l6 In this work 

Engels describes living conditions in much the same terms 

as Mrs, Gaskell. The truth of their descriptions was 

borne out by Edwin Chadwick's Royal Commission of 1845 on 

the Health of Towns.^ 

Living conditions were matched by working condi

tions. In 1848 the Morning Chronicle ran a series of 

articles in the nature of an expose. These articles, 

revealing the slave-conditions of the London garment worker, 

startled the whole country, and, coming as they did on the 

heels of the Continental uprisings and the Chartist agita-

tions at home, had the effect, in the words of Thomas 

Hughes, of disclosing "a state of things which made all 

fair minded people wonder, not that there had been violent 

speaking and some rioting, but that the metropolis had es

caped the scenes which had lately been enacted in Paris, 

18 Vienna, Berlin, and other Continental capitals." 

These articles, with their revelations of sub

merged misery, greatly distressed Carlyle, who saw in them 

concrete evidence of a diseased society and who sought to 

16, Robert Langbaum, ed,, The Victorian Age, in 
Literature and Ideas Series, ed, Irving Howe (New York, 
1967), p, 58. 

17, Evans, p. 73. 

18, Hughes, pp. xiii-xiv. 
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do in the Pamphlets what the Chronicle articles alone should 

have been sufficient to do; "excite unspeakable reflec

tions in every rnind,""^ These pieces also provided in

spiration for another writer who, like Carlyle, vehemently 

attacked the selfish unconcern of society. Besides in

corporating some of the information found in the Chronicle 

articles into Alton Locke, published like Carlyle's 

Pamphlets in 1850 and, significantly, dedicated to Carlyle, 

Charles Kingsley also chose to issue a hard-hitting pamphlet 

against the exploitation of the working class called 

Cheap Clothes and Nasty, "cheap and nasty" being a term used 

by the tailors to refer to clothing produced at very low 

prices by a new system of contractors, or "sweaters," who 

exploited their workers. Kingsleyfs pamphlet, like Car

lyle' s effort, is outspoken and virulent. To make his attack 

all the more telling, Kingsley in the pamphlet reproduces 

testimony given the Chronicle for its articles by workers in 

the clothing trade. Such testimony underlines the gravity 

of the problem and the existence of valid reasons for 

Carlyle's distress. 

One excerpt from the testimony will suffice to show 

concretely what Carlyle and Kingsley were protesting. One 

19, LDP, p, 27, 
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of the sweaters joins his account to that of the ordinary 

workers, stating that 

I myself have seen half-a-dozen men at work in 
a room that was a little better than a bedstead 
long, It was as much as one could do to move 
between the wall and the bedstead when it was 
down. There were two bedsteads in this room, 
and they nearly filled the place when they were 
down. The ceiling was so low, that I couldn't 
stand upright in the room. There was no ventila
tion in the place. There was no fireplace, and 
only a small window. When the window was open, 
you could nearly touch the houses at the back, 
and if the room had not been at the top of the 
house, the men could not have seen at all in the 
place. The staircase was so narrow, steep, and 
dark, that it was difficult to grope your way to 
the top of the house'—it was like going up a 
steeple. This is the usual kind of place in 
which the sweater's men are lodged.20 

Not all workers lived under the conditions de

scribed by the sweater. A portion of the working class 

at any given time would have been much better off, Yet one 

of the significant points about working-class life around 

1850 is that for the worker there was no social security; 

his relation to his employer was, as Carlyle denounced it, 

"without bond or connection except that of cash payment, 

21 . , The experience of John Barton, the protagonist 

of Mrs, Gaskell's novel, is meant to illustrate this aspect 

of the condition of the worker, one more reason for working 

20. Charles Kingsley, Cheap Clothes and Nasty, 
Works, III, lxx-lxxi. 

21, LDP, p, 24. 
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class radicalism. Intelligent and industrious, Barton at 

the beginning of the story lives comfortably, if frugally; 

during the course of the novel, however, business suffers 

one of its periodic depressions, and the Barton household 

is finally reduced to a state of desperation. Barton, 

though an upright man of conscience, at last is driven to 

murder the son of the mill owner. In The Age Of Improve-

ment Asa Briggs comments on the harrowing unpredictability 

with which men like Barton had always to live: 

Their well-being fluctuated from year to year as 
the result of pressures that they could not con
trol. Not only did the cost of living bob up and 
down but so too did the chances of employment, When 
the workers were fully employed they might on occa
sion enjoy "a rough and rude plenty"; when they were 
unemployed they were subject to the bleak provisions 
of the new Poor Law of 1834.22 

The provisions of the new Poor Law were bleak in-
o o 

deed, ° another demonstration of the callousness of upper 

and middle class Englishmen toward the powerless worker. 

The Poor Law's provisions aroused among the working class 

a fierce resentment that openly expressed itself in the 

22. Briggs, p. 303. 

23. Charles Buller, Carlyle's old pupil, became 
President of the Poor Law Board on the Whigs' return to 
power after the repeal of the Corn Laws. According to 
Espinasse, this awoke in Carlyle a desire to know more about 
the Poor Law and its effects, and he began to study sta
tistics on British pauperism (Literary Recollections, 
p. 177), 
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tions, Such activities boded ill, for in the words of 

David Roberts, they were the result "of an industrial 

24 proletariat conscious of its grievances and its power," 

The cause of the worker's hatred for the Poor Law 

is that it made poverty a crime in a time when the worker 

was powerless to secure work for himself and that it made 

"fear and humiliation" accompanying conditions of state 

relief. The basic tenet of the Poor Law, which ignored 

the realities of the industrial state, was that "men should 

look to their own efforts as the only sound means of pro

viding food, shelter, and clothing, The Poor Law Com

missioners "laid down that 'the situation of the person 

receiving relief should not on the whole be made really 

or apparently so eligible as the situation of the labourer 

of the lowest class,'" which was very low indeed, ° As 

Carlyle remarks in Chartism, the Poor Law of 1834 intended 

that the poor on relief should "eat the bread of affliction 

and drink the water of affliction, and be very miserable. 

24, Roberts, p. 277. 

25, Evans, p. 53. 

26, Ibid. 

2 7 ,  Chartism, Works, XXIX, 30, 
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As has often been noted, the purpose of the law 

was both to lower the poor rate by making pauperism ex

tremely unattractive and to make the administration of 

welfare more efficient by centralizing it. Part of the 

means to effect these ends was the substitution, on a 

national basis, of indoor relief, that is, the workhouse, 

for the old system of outdoor relief. Since the test for 

obtaining welfare was willingness to enter the workhouse, 

life there 

was disciplined, harsh, and often brutal. . . , 
The deliberate choice was thus: work, workhouse, 
or starve. The Commissioners met great hostility 
and criticism. They were denounced as the 'Bashaws 
of Somerset House," and the new workhouses were 
nicknamed 'Poor Law'Bastilles^8 

Although criticism of the workhouses often misrepresented 

the average conditions to be met there, it nevertheless 

is true that "the commissioners did separate husbands and 

wives in the workhouse, did order a diet of coarse bread, 

and did deny to the poor in some workhouses the right to 

? Q 
leave on Sundays." ^ And while this may have been the 

extent of the harshness of the commissioners,, who executed 

the law nationwide, the guardians of individual workhouses 

occasionally were guilty of abuses which have become 

notorious. For instance, in Bolton in 1843 an investigation 

28. Evans, p. 53. 

29, Roberts, p. 266, 



112 

into the death of a young girl in the workhouse there re

vealed that sixteen persons of both sexes and all ages had 

been crowded together in one tiny cottage room and forced 

to live in squalor. The investigation had been ordered 

when it was learned that the girl had died alone in a shed 

where the corpses of the recently dead were put. She had 

been ordered by a drunken attendant to go to the shed when 

30 she complained of being ill. Another workhouse scandal 

arose when the paupers at the Andover Workhouse, engaged 

in crushing bone, were discovered to be reduced to eating 

the putrid marrow and gristle before them, so meager was 

the workhouse diet. It is difficult to believe, yet true, 

that the picture of life in the workhouse presented by 

Dickens's Oliver Twist (1837) is based on fact and that too 

many of the forty-three thousand children under the age of 

sixteen living in workhouses in 1838 might have begged with 
O *1 

Oliver, "Please, sir, X want some more." A 

The low wages and squalid living conditions, the 

uncertainty of obtaining and keeping employment, and the 

stern threat of the workhouse hanging over the most prudent 

and industrious worker produced great dissatisfaction 

among the working class. As Carlyle said, pointing out 

30. Roberts, p. 280. 

31, Evans, p. 53. 
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the "f^tal geometrical progression" of growth of the 

workers, who were "reduced to roving famine,1' "On this 

ground, if not on all manner of other grounds, it may 

be truly said, the 'Organisation of Labour' (not organisable 

by the mad methods tried hitherto) is the universal vital 

Problem of the world.""*2 

The Condition of Ireland 

Inextricably tied to the condition of the English 

33 worker was the condition of Ireland, which for many years 

32. LDP, p. 36. "Organization of labor" did not, 
of course, mean for Carlyle and his contemporaries what it 
means for us: unions, It meant rather government action 
to solve the problem of widespread unemployment in a newly 
capitalistic society, 

33. Carlyle had for several years before the pub
lication of LDP been concerned with the condition of Ire
land. A good friend was Charles Gavan Duffy, leader of 
dissident Irish politics and a regular correspondent of 
Carlyle's. In September, 1846, while on a visit to Scot
land, Carlyle arranged with Duffy to visit in Dublin and 
meet some of the Irish leadership. The visit was of only 
a few days' duration, but after Carlyle returned to England, 
Duffy continued to appraise him of events and conditions in 
Ireland. Carlyle realized the inflammatory state of the 
Irish, and soon after the outbreak of the Continental revolu
tions, he wrote four articles dealing with what he felt to 
be a threat to England's security, the overwhelming problem 
of Irish pauperism and Irish hatred. These articles are 
"Repeal of the Union," Examiner, April 29, 1848; "Legisla
tion for Ireland," Examiner, May 13, 1848; "Ireland and the 
British Chief Governor," Spectator, May 13, 1848; and 
"Irish Regiments (of the New Era)," Spectator, May 13, 1848— 
all of whose titles suggest themes familiar to the reader of 
LDP. The next spring Carlyle produced two more articles on 
Ireland: "Ireland and Sir Robert Peel," Spectator, April 
14, 1849 and "Indian Meal," Fraser's, May, 1849. This last 
article is particularly interesting as the fruit of a long 
correspondence with Emerson about the proper method of 



114 

before the crisis in 1848 had been sending substantial 

numbers of unemployed Irishmen to England to find work. 

Since these Irish workers were almost entirely from the 

grinding and cooking corn. When the potato crop failed, 
Peel had American corn distributed to the starving Irish, 
but it proved most unpalatable, and Carlyle determined to 
find out the reason for England's lack of success with a 
favorite American food. He wrote Emerson for instructions, 
and Emerson sent back not only instructions for grinding 
and recipes for cooking but several barrels of corn from 
his own crop. Carlyle's aristocratic friends the Ashburtons 
arranged for the grain to be specially ground in accord with 
Emerson's instructions, Jane and Lady Ashburton tested the 
recipes, and Carlyle wrote up the results for Fraser's, 
hoping thereby to make a small contribution to the allevia
tion of the suffering caused by the famine. 

In the summer of 1849, matters had reached such a 
pass that Carlyle, though loath to travel, felt impelled 
to visit Ireland and view firsthand the condition of the 
country. He again asked Duffy to be his host, this time 
for a tour of the whole country. Duffy made elaborate 
travel arrangements, including meetings with some of the 
most important people in the country; and he and Carlyle, 
later joined by William Forster along the way, travelled 
from town to town and workhouse to workhouse to see the 
condition of the people. With the popular Duffy as his 
guide, Carlyle had entre'wherever he wished to go, and by 
the end of the month-long tour, he was of the decided 
opinion that matters could not be allowed to slide—some
thing must be done. Part of what he wrote that summer 
appeared in Latter-Day Pamphlets. He also, after returning 
to England, wrote up his impressions of his tour to help 
him settle in his own mind what he thought about the situa
tion, These notes later disappeared, to surface after his 
death in the hands of publishers who wished to print them. 
Being uneasy about possible results, they sent proofs to 
some of Carlyle's friends and asked for comment. The notes, 
meant for Carlyle alone, contain personal and sometimes ill-
natured observations about some of the Irish notables who 
had generously received him, and Duffy advised against pub
lication. But Froude said the publishers were free to do 
as they liked with what had become their property, and so 
the papers appeared in 1882. (Duffy, pp. 45-46). These 
papers and the letters of the period to Carlyle's family 
are filled with exclamations of pity for the Irish people 
and anger at the English government for its indifference. The 
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lowest strata of Irish society, their standards of proper 

behavior and personal cleanliness were very low and they 

were willing to work for subsistence wages. These were the 

people, as Friedrich Engels pointed out, who inhabited the 

most squalid parts of London's filthy slums, the poorest 

paid workers who lived side by side with thieves and prosti

tutes. These Irish immigrants were hated by the English, 

for not only were they of a different race and an alien 

religion, but their willingness to labor at slave wages 

lowered the rate of pay for the struggling English worker. 

In 1845 the sudden appearance of potato blight in 

34 Ireland and England produced a catastrophe. For several 

generations the Irish peasantry, and that meant by far the 

majority of the population, had depended almost exclusively 

on the potato for their existence. The potato was easily 

cultivated, and the Irish population rapidly increased, 

using the potato as the staple food. By 1845 the island 

record of what Carlyle saw, the truth of which is attested 
to by Duffy in his Conversations, and the reiterated ex
pressions of sympathy, plus the periodical articles written 
by Carlyle make it difficult to see how anyone can insist 
that the Latter-Day Pamphlets series is solely or even pri
marily a product of Carlyle's pathological psychology, that 
the series is divorced from reality, that the strident tone 
is inappropriate. 

34. Carlyle himself on a visit in September, 1845, 
to Scotland noted the effects of the blight on his sister 
Mary's potato crop (Thomas Carlyle: Letters to his Wife, 
ed. Trudy Bliss (Cambridge, Mass., 1953), p, 216). 



116 

had become dangerously overpopulated at 8,250,000 people, 

most of whom lived precariously a little above starvation 

level, with the men often having to seek work in England be

tween the summer potato crops to send enough money home to 

keep their families alive. Living conditions in Ireland 

reflected the state of the economy. Five-sixths of the 

peasants lived in mud huts or primitive one-room dwellings. 

The potato disease first appeared in Ireland in 

the fall of 1845, but it made itself felt in 1846, when 

three-fourths of the crop failed. The resultant suffering 

was intense and widespread, Elihu Burritt, the "learned 

blacksmith" from America, journeyed to Ireland to determine 

the extent of the disaster and to arrange for aid. He 

kept a diary of his experiences, which includes an account 

of a visit in February, 1847, to Skibbereen: 

A cold rain was deepening the pools of black 
filth into which it fell, like ink-drops from 
the clouds. The agonizing entreaty for "waterJ 
water! help! help!" has been conveyed to our 
minds with painful distinctness. I can liken 
the scene we witnessed, in this low land of 
famine and pestilence, to nothing of greater 
family resemblance than that of the battle
field, after the hostile armies have retired 
leaving one-third of their number bleeding 
upon the ground. . . . 

In every hovel we entered we found the 
dying or the dead. In one of these straw-roofed 
burrows eight persons had died in the last fort-

• night, and five more were lying upon the pes
tiferous straw upon which their predecessors to 
the grave had been consumed by the wasting fever 
of famine, In scarcely a single one of these 
most inhuman habitations was there the slightest 
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indication of food of any kind to be found, nor 
fuel, nor anything resembling a bed, unless it 
were a thin layer of filthy straw in one corner, 
upon which a sick person lay, partly covered with 
some ragged garment. There being no window or 
aperture except the door to admit the light or 
air into these wretched cabins, we often found 
ourselves in almost total darkness. But a faint 
glimmering of light from a handful of burning 
straw in one end would soon reveal to us the 
indistinct images of wan-faced children grouped 
together, with their large, plaintive, still 
eyes looking out at us like the sick young of 
wild beasts in their dens,3^ 

Peel early realized the seriousness of the effects of the 

potato famine and promoted the repeal of the Corn Laws to 

lower food prices and instituted public works programs in 

Ireland to provide relief for the devastated country, as 

well as buying corn in America and selling it in Ireland at 

a penny a pound. Support for the repeal of the Corn Laws 

ruined Peel politically, and he was replaced in June of 

1846. His successor, Lord John Russell, abolished the pub

lic works program instituted in Ireland by Peel and re

turned to the provisions of the Poor Law; as a result of 

this change of policy, numbers of able-bodied workers in 

Ireland entered the workhouse, where the rules prevented 

the accomplishment of significant work.3*' Russell realized 

35. Elihu Burritt, Elihu Burritt; A Memorial 
Volume, ed. Charles Northend (New York, 1879), pp. 44-45. 

36, Carlyle and Duffy visited several workhouses 
in 1849, Duffy recording the scenes and Carlyle's reactions 
to them. Of the workhouse at Kilkenny, Duffy recalled that 
"the house was full of men fit for active industry, and 
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Ireland was suffering, but England was hit by the potato 

blight too, with over a million people in Britain as de

pendent on the potato for their existence as were the 

women, many of whom were vigorous and healthy, squatting 
on the floor like negroes in a slave-ship. One Chamber of 
Horrors still remains in my memory: a narrow room where 
about thirty women sat round the walls, each carrying in 
her arms a pallid baby sickening in the poisoned air which 
they breathed over and over again. Carlyle was vehement 
in his indignation. He looked at many things in Ireland, 
he said, with silent pity, but the workhouse, where no one 
worked, was so unutterably despicable that he could not 
retain his composure" (Conversations, pp. 73-74). The dif
ference between Russell's workhouse policy and Peel's work 
programs was probably on Carlyle's mind as he inspected 
Irish workhouses, and what he saw in them strengthened his 
conviction that the present government was inadequate to 
the task before it. As Carlyle and Duffy came away from the 
Westpoint workhouse, Carlyle declared that "the Irish prob
lem . . . was to make a beginning in checking pauperism. 
This was the first task a sensible man would desire to see 
taken in hand. He would not attempt to show the way, not 
being familiar with practical business, but he asserted 
there was a way. Peel, from his mastery over the details 
of business, knowing what this axle and that wheel was fit 
for, had great advantages, and if he were only thirty years 
of age with his present experience, he would do some notable 
work before he died" (Conversations, p. 120). In LDP Car
lyle did, however, attempt "to show the way" by proposing 
that the state should provide employment for the unemployed 
in state work projects and eliminate the workhouse, at least 
for the able-bodied. The French after the 1848 revolutions 
had inaugurated a program of guaranteed work for all citi
zens, and Carlyle had become interested in the results, 
writing in August 1848 to Alexander Scott, a man with Paris 
connections, to ask Scott to inquire for him if the experi
ment were successful (New Letters of Thomas Carlyle, II, 61-
62) , Carlyle had further opportunity to learn about the 
French program when he was visited in the spring of 1849 by 
Louis Blanc, who had figured importantly in the new French 
government. Apparently the French program had its share of 
idlers to contend with, and it was not considered a great 
success. Perhaps this explains Carlyle's emphasis on or
ganization and firm leadership for the work projects. 
Whereas many critics have objected to an element of 
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majority of the Irish. Moreover, a commercial crisis oc

curring at the same time directed government attention away 

from Ireland. 

Besides the efforts of the English government, there 

was a great deal of private charity directed toward Ire

land, William Forster, who accompanied Carlyle and Duffy 

on part of their 1849 tour of Ireland to view firsthand 

the suffering of the people, had come to Ireland primarily 

to distribute Quaker relief money to the Irish and to in

vestigate for the church the state of the people. By 1849 

the potato blight had disappeared, and the worst of the 

famine was over. Yet Forster found the country in a state 

of collapse, writing back to his family that 

Thanks to the Poor Law, no famine; but the cabins 
unroofed, the tenants in the workhouse, or under
ground, or emigrated; the landlords many of them 
ran [sic] away or hiding in houses for fear of 
bailiffs. . . , I went over the Ballina Workhouse, 
which is in most excellent management but fearfully 
full, and it is hard to say which is the most piti
able, the sight we saw of the men hiding in their 

harshness in Carlyle's proposal—which is more rhetorical 
than actual--few, if any, have noted that Carlyle antici
pated that the conditions of work guaranteed by the state 
might be so attractive that not only paupers but also 
workers in industry would wish to join the work projects 
and that this desertion by the worker to the state might 
force private employers to bargain with their workers and 
grant contracts (LDP, p. 166). 
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houses, or this of their being cooped up in hope-
less, listless idleness,37 

The results of the catastrophe were, first, the death be

tween 1846 and 1851 of over a million persons, one in every 

eight of the people, and the emigration of another million. 

Most of these went to the United States, Canada, or 

Australia, but the men who drew up the census for Britain 

in 1851 estimated that 400,000 Irish had emigrated to England 

between 1841 and 1851,38 These desperate, starving men and 

women flooded across England seeking work at any wage and 

bringing the fever of starvation with them. As the testi

mony of the tailors in Cheap Clothes and Nasty makes clear 

and Alton Locke dramatizes, the Irish immigrant compounded 

the English worker's problems and in part drove him to 

Chartism. 

A second result of the potato famine and the in

ability or unwillingness of England to meet the crisis was 

that the traditional Irish resistance to English domination 

37. Quoted by T. Wemyss Reid, Life of the Right 
Honourable William Edward Forster, 4th. ed. (London, 1888), 
I, 249-50. 

38. The hordes of Irish seeking new homes could 
hardly be overlooked. In December, 1848, Carlyle wrote to 
his brother in Canada, "Ireland seems breaking up as one 
man, to come over into England, and see if it can find life 
there! There was never seen till now a real influx of 
Irish beggary" (The Letters of Thomas Carlyle to his 
brother Alexander, ed, Edwin W. Marrs (Cambridge, Mass., 
1968), p, 668). 
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became fanatic hatred that expressed itself in secret 

societies pledged to the overthrow of English government 

in Ireland by any means. Foremost among resistance groups 

was Young Ireland, led by Charles Gavan Duffy, later Prime 

Minister of Australia, As a friend of Duffy, Carlyle was 

in a position to hear the wrongs of the British government 

in Ireland recounted and to know of the determination of 

the dissidents. Historians have inclined to agree with 

Young Ireland and Carlyle that Ireland's collapse was 

largely the result of shortsighted and exploitive policies 

by the English. The truth of the matter is that England had 

never settled "the Irish question," and that once the crisis 

of famine and the threat of Young Ireland had been put 

down, the.British government, as represented by Lord John 

Russell, rapidly put Ireland out of its mind. In the words 

of R. J, Evans in The Victorian Age 1815-1914, "Neither he 

nor his successors saw the Irish question as it really was: 

a festering and grievous wound in the unity and integrity of 

what should, and could, have been a really united kingdom, 

The Inadequacies of English 
Leadership 

England was unable to understand the radical al

teration of society that had taken place in the last 

39, Evans, p. 179. 



122 

three-quarters of a century, as Peel's punishment for cur

tailing aristocratic advantage and Russell's indifference 

to post-famine Ireland indicate. G, Kitson Cla,rk, remarking 

on the "survival of the power of the gentry and nobility 

to control so much of the political system of the country," 

adds, "but this is not the only survival to be reckoned 

with. Survivals are in fact to be found round every Vic

torian corner. Habits, patterns of behaviour, attitudes 

of mind, conditions of living which had come down from the 

eighteenth century persisted, . , , This stubborn 

resistance to change accounts for Carlyle's cry in the 

Pamphlets, "There must be a new world, if there is to be 

any world at alllu^ 

One of the most potent eighteenth-century attitudes 

of mind to persist into the nineteenth century and cause 

England to be unable to solve its problems was the Benthamite 

allegiance to cold fact and laissez-faire. The Philosophic 

Radicals in the course of their existence, had been of 

great service to the nation. With their statistics, their 

earnest tracking down of the facts of a matter, they had 

worked for the widening of the franchise through the Reform 

Bill of 1832, the lowering of the price of bread through 

40, Clark, pp. 58-59. 

41, LDP, p. 1. 
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the repeal of the Corn Laws,'and the examination of every 

aspect of British life except agriculture in the Blue Book 

commissions of the thirties. But Utilitarianism para

doxically was also anti-reform. Malthus had presented the 

idea that population inevitably outstripped food supplies, 

and Ricardo, by his law of wages, had shown that there was 

a fixed wage fund whose division among an increasing popula-

tion of workers could only result in sending wages down. 

Government interference in the economy in the form of wel

fare ultimately worked to the detriment of the worker, for 

it encouraged the population growth that depressed worker 

4 9 income." Concludes G. D. Klmgopulos, "the doctrine of 

economic laissez-faire was, then, one which made a natural 

law of the manufacturer's untrammelled pursuit of profit and, 

on scientific grounds, recommended abstention from all at

tempts to improve the lot of the workers. It is in this 

context that Carlyle's pronouncements on individual freedom 

and the need for state action should be read. Long before 

Arnold's Culture and Anarchy, Carlyle declaimed against 

the national obsession with liberty: 

42. G. D. Klingopulos, "Notes on the Victorian 
Scene," From Dickens to Hardy, ed. Boris Ford, The Pelican 
Guide to English Literature (Baltimore, 1966), Vol, VI, 
32-33. 

43, Ibid.f p, 34. 
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For British Liberty, it seems, the people cannot 
be taught to read. British Liberty, shuddering 
to interfere with the rights of capital, takes 
six or eight millions of money annually to feed 
the idle labourer whom it dare not employ. For 
British Liberty we live over poisonous cesspools, 
gully-drains, and detestable abominations; and 
omnipotent London cannot sweep the dirt out of 
itself. 

One of the basic themes of the Pamphlets is that, 

contrary to the belief of the Utilitarians, this universe 

is not "a huge dull Cattle-stall and St. Catherine's Wharf; 

with a few pleasant apartments upstairs for those, that can 

make money''^^ an(j that any society predicted on this belief 

is doomed. Repeatedly Carlyle attacks indifference toward 

human values and the idea of the validity of a social system 

moved by self-interest. The attack is telling, and four 

years after the Pamphlets appeared, Charles Dickens dedi

cated Hard Times, his protest against Utilitarianism, to 

Carlyle, a fact that should be considered when judging the 

series as the product of a disturbed mind or a demonstra

tion of contempt for humanity. 

To Carlyle Utilitarianism was an impoverishment of 

the spirit, its power an unmistakable sign that the English 

people had lost the informing idealism that had made the 

44. 

45, 

LDP, p. 30. 

Ibid.r p, 282. 
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nation great. To him the tribulations of the country were 

the inevitable result of that loss. For, says Carlyle 

The Spiritual ... is the parent and first-
cause of the Practical. The Spiritual everywhere 
originates the Practical, models it, makes it: 
so that the saddest external condition of affairs, 
among men, is but evidence of a still sadder in
ternal one. For as thought is the life-fountain 
and motive-soul of action, so, in all regions of 
this human world, whatever outward thing offers 
itself to the eye, is merely the garment or body 
of a thing which already existed invisibly with
in. . . ,46 

Everywhere the nation gave evidence of its spiritual 

sickness, but nowhere more strikingly than in the preoccupa

tions of a large portion of the Anglican clergy, the spiri

tual leaders of the nation, with what Carlyle sarcastically 

refers to as "black and white surplice controversies"; that 

is, heated disputes over matters of ritual, doctrine, and 

church discipline that were often ignoble and self-

defeating. The dissension inaugurated by the Oxford Move

ment persisted through the fifties with members of different 

factions battling doggedly for their positions and carrying 

their cases to courts of inquiry to determine orthodox 

4 7 practice, ' The Church Discipline Act of 1840 gave church 

authorities a weapon against non-conforming clergymen, and 

the Evangelical members of the Church Association by 1846 

46. 

47. 

LDP, p, 296, 

Bowen, p. 117. 
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were sending spies to suspect churches to witness devia-

4 R tion from established ritual. 

The most celebrated example of ecclesiastical liti

gation, and one to which Carlyle refers with indignation, 

in "Jesuitism," was the Gorham case, whose circumstances 

and outcome illustrate the failings of the Church at a time 

of crisis. The case, as is well known, involved the re

fusal of Dr. Phillpotts, bishop of Exeter, to institute 

George Gorham as vicar of Brampford Speke on the grounds 

that Gorham"s views on baptismal regeneration were not in 

accord with church doctrine. Of particular interest is 

the fact that at the time of the controversy the Reverend 

Mr. Gorham was nearing sixty years of age, that he had been 

an ordained priest of the Church for thirty-six years, and 

that the year previous to the dispute Gorham and Phillpotts 

had disagreed about the nomination of a curate to St. Just, 

When Phillpotts refused to institute him, Gorham took his 

case to the Court of Arches, which decided for the bishop; 

whereupon Gorham appealed to the Privy Council, who reversed 

judgment. Phillpotts in turn appealed to the Court of 

Queen's Bench, the Court of Common Pleas, and the Court of 

Exchequer, which ruled that appeals from the Court of 

48, Bowen, p, 119. 
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Arches correctly were to the Privy Council. After two and 

a half years of litigation, Gorham at last, on August 6, 

1851, was instituted into the vicarage of Bramford Speke. 

George C. Boase wryly concludes his account of the con

troversy : 

During the whole of this period the case had ex
cited intense interest in the religious world, 
and upwards of fifty works were published treating 
on the subject. The doctrinal question originally 
raised was after all left unsettled. A public 
subscription was made to defray Gorham's law ex
penses, which were very heavy, and with the balance 
of the money he was presented with a silver tea 
service.4 9 

Internal disputation spilled over into the public, 

and the issues of the Times are filled with reports of the 

latest incidents and letters of opinion on the matters by 

private citizens. Laymen zealously took up the quarrels 

of the clergy, and occasionally priest and congregation 

found themselves on opposite sides. Feeling ran high, as 

can be seen in Owen Chadwick's account of an incident at 

St. Sidwell's involving the wearing of a surplice: 

At St. Sidwell's parish in Exeter the perpetual 
curate Mr. Courtenay had not introduced the sur
plice, but found it when he arrived. Though the 
parishioners protested against its use, Courtenay 
said that he was now under authority to arch
bishop and bishop that services be left as they 
were, and would therefore continue to use the 

. surplice. When Courtenay entered the pulpit on 

49. G[eorge] C[lement] B[oase], "Gorham, George 
Cornelius," DNB. 
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12 January two-thirds of the congregation walked 
out. On going home from church in the evening 
he was escorted by a hooting and hissing mob of 
200 or more people. On Sunday morning 12 January 
the mob rose to 700 or more, and Courtenay needed 
a strong corps of police to bring him home in 
safety. The afternoon mob rose to 2,000, though 
it was pouring rain. A young barber arrested by 
the police for hissing, was discharged without 
penalty and the mayor wrote . . . that it might 
be impossible to keep the peace if Courtenay per
sisted. On 22 January Phillpotts [the bishop] 
requested Courtenay to desist at the request of. 
the civil authority, and on Sunday, 26 January, 
though all the sermons at St. Sidwell's were 
preached in black gowns, the police and an un
easy crowd of 5,000 conducted Courtenay home,50 

Thus in a period of national crisis did the Church squander 

•its energies and tarnish its image. 

At mid-century England was suffering a soul sick

ness, whose presence was seen on every hand, in the national 

homage paid to George Hudson, the railroad entrepreneur, 

whose greatness lay in a talent for making large amounts of 

money dishonestly; in the Parliament that talked and talked 

and talked while Ireland starved and the English worker 

armed himself with a pike; in the aristocracy which pre

ferred game-killing to leading the nation; in the Church 

embroiled in internecine warfare. In all this Carlyle saw 

the fatal loss of belief, of the capacity for idealism that 

50, Owen Chadwick, An Ecclesiastical History of 
England; The Victorian Church, in An Ecclesiastical History 
of England, ed, J. C. Dickinson (New York, 1966), Vol. V, 
Part 1, 220, 
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made a man or a nation great. Renunciation of self was the 

keystone of Carlyle's ethics, and the Victorians had 

deified self-interest. For years Carlyle had preached 

against the national temper, prophesying disaster as the 

inevitable result of a godless materialism. When the 

potato blight appeared and was followed by the Continental 

revolutions and the Chartist agitations, it looked as though 

Carlyle's prophecy was about to come true. Yet Carlyle 

saw that the nation still had time to act, and he believed 

that the nation would act if it could only be awakened to 

' its own peril, Such an awakening, however, would not come 

through a mild remonstrance; it was not the mind, but the 

heart of the nation that needed to be touched. 

The warning of Latter-Day Pamphlets came after long 

and anxious observation of the mounting distress of the 

nation, and anyone wishing to found an interpretation of 

the Pamphlets on Carlyle's personal psychology or a Fascist 

ideology must explain away not only Carlyle's manifest 

sympathy for the suffering of the poor and helpless and the 

care with which he investigated that suffering and possible 

solutions to it, but also the indisputable fact that great 

wrongs existed and that many other Victorians wrote im

passioned denunciations of their society. Attacked by one 

element of society, Carlyle nevertheless received the 
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approbation of another, which included men like Kingsley 

and Dickens, 

Insufficient consideration of these facts and of the 

traditions of the pamphlet account in part for the objec

tions raised against the series. Equally important is 

Carlyle's particular mode of expression, which presents 

many possibilities for misinterpretation. Yet close atten

tion to the techniques of the prose of the series can rebut 

the charge that the pamphlets advocate a repressive authori

tarianism, or, in the words of Albert J. LaValley, that 

, with their harsh insistence upon the use of force in 

almost any situation, with their contempt for Negroes, 

prisoners, minority groups, and indeed all humanity, they 

offer a final' distortion of all the positive elements in 

Carlyle's political vision. 

51. LaValley, p. 279. 



CHAPTER IV 

TECHNIQUE AND MEANING IN 

LATTER-DAY PAMPHLETS 

If G. B. Tennyson is accurate in stating that "the 

aesthetic (and even the moral) meaning of a work is funda

mentally conditioned by the way the artist has arranged 

and expressed his materials,"^ then the expression of any 

work is a worthwhile subject for study. In the case of 

Latter-Day Pamphlets, an appreciation of certain techniques 

of the work is more than rewarding; it is essential to a 

perceptive reading of the series. Probably much of the 

harsh criticism of the Pamphlets has resulted from an in

adequate understanding of the nature of Carlyle's work, 

i.e., the special objectives of the prose and the chosen 

methods of working toward those objectives. Most of the 

condemnation of the series seems based on a misunderstanding 

of the emotional quality of the prose, on a misinterpreta

tion of the intent of the animal imagery, and on a lack of 

awareness of the structural principles of the series and of 

the modifying and clarifying functions of the humor. This 

1. G, B. Tennyson, Sartor Called Resartus; The 
Genesis, Structure, and Style of Thomas Carlyle's First 
Major Work (Princeton, 1965), p. 6. 
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chapter does not essay an exhaustive analysis of the mode 

of expression of Latter-Day Pamphlets—that would be a 

dissertation in itself. Neither does it attempt a compre

hensive criticism of the artistic value of the work, though 

references to artistic qualities of the Pamphlets have of 

necessity been made. The chapter attempts rather to examine 

and explain those features of the prose which have caused 

misreading of the series and thereby to clarify the meaning 

2 of Latter-Day Pamphlets. 

The nature of the rhetoric and the structure of the 

argument are very important. The highly emotional language 

of the Pamphlets and the apparent lack of organization have 

been stumbling blocks to an understanding of the series. 

It is usually assumed that argumentative discourse will 

make a dispassionate presentation of a thesis which it 

will develop and support by factual and logically-ordered 

proof—an argument in the manner of Mill, Argumentation 

devoid of a clear thesis and a perceptible pattern of logic, 

served up in impassioned words, is suspect, associated with 

demagogues. Readers empirically-oriented place a high value 

2, For an analysis and explication of "Carlylese," 
those well-known characteristics of Carlyle's sentence 
construction, see George Levine, "The Use and Abuse of 
Carlylese," in The Art of Victorian Prose, ed. George 
Levine and William Madden (New York, 1968); G. B. Tennyson, 
"Introduction," A Carlyle Reader (New York, 1969); and G. B. 
Tennyson, Sartor Called Resartus. 
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on rationality, self-possession, and scientific, factual 

proof; and they admit and readily respond to the extra-

rational appeal only in fictional literature. Latter-Day 

Pamphlets violates all the expectations readers have of 

argumentative discourse. The pamphlets are turbulent, im

passioned, at first glance chaotic, and without conventional 

proof of the author's assertions. They have therefore pro

vided a ready target for the psychologically-oriented 

critics and the anti-Pascists. 

The Rhetoric of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

The appropriateness of strong language in pamphlets 

and the undoubted sincerity of Carlyle's concern over the 

contemporary situation have been cited in Chapter III as 

justification of the strong rhetoric, but other support 

for it is also available. W. Ross Winterowd in Rhetoric: 

A Synthesis, confronted with the widespread bias against 

rhetoric, has considered both the nature of the bias and 

some arguments which may be brought against it. After dis

cussing the firmly-entrenched idea that neutral, objective 

language is both possible and eminently desirable and that 

the highest kind of discourse is "prudential" discourse'— 

disinterested, non-imaginative, non-rhetorical—Winterowd 

observes that total neutrality in language is impossible 

and that belief in it is a myth which has had currency 
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only since the latter half of the seventeenth century. 

Winterowd asserts that semanticists are now generally 

agreed that all language is to a degree persuasive. They 

argue that all human action ultimately has moral conse

quences. This being true, all language, as the product of 

human action, carries moral meaning, so that highly rhetori

cal language differs from other language only in the degree 

3 of its coloring. 

In addition, there are instances when emotional 

discourse, such as that of the Pamphlets, is eminently 

appropriate, and Winterowd cites the authority of Plato. 

Plato, whose distrust of the transports of poetry is well-

known, nevertheless in the Phaedrus justifies and applauds 

impassioned language. Discussing in the Phaedrus through 

allegory the kinds of discourse, Plato concludes that the 

highest form of expression is the fiery language of the man 

inspired by divine truth. This transport is noble because 

4 it is directed toward the worship of the highest good. 

As will be seen when the major concepts of the Pamphlets 

are discussed, such is the nature of Carlyle's words, which 

seek to rouse the reader to a perception of the divine 

3. W. Ross Winterowd, Rhetoric: A Synthesis (New 
York, 1968), pp. 1-14. 

4. Ibid,, pp, 11-14. 
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life in the universe and to a realization of the eternal 

operation of moral law. 

There is another justification of the emotion of 

the Pamphlets, one which rests not on the nature of Car-

lyle's inner vision but on the nature of audience response. 

Rhetoric—in Aristotle's well-known definition the art of 

finding the best means of persuasion for any subject— 

teaches that the best means is often not the appeal to 

reason. In fact, as is well understood, the strategy of 

rhetoric is based on the premise that the will of man 

cannot be motivated unless his emotions are touched. 

Rhetoric isolated three different modes of appeal by which 

to win the assent of an audience to a proposition: the 

rational, of course, but also the ethical and the emotional. 

The last two of these direct themselves to the extra-

rational faculties of man and exert their appeal primarily 

through the subtle structures of language, manipulating 

words to achieve a positive image of the author and to 

produce an emotional response favorable to the author1s 

position.^ 

These appeals are prominent in Latter-Day Pamphlets 

because of the nature of Carlyle's subject and the means by 

5, Edward P, J, Corbett, Classical Rhetoric for 
the Modern Student (New York, 1965), pp. 23-24, 
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which he chose to approach it. As C. F. Harrold points out 

in regard to Sartor Resartus, Carlyle worked in the 

prophetic mode. According to Harrold, in the nineteenth 

century many men of intelligence felt that metaphysical 

problems were still properly approached by the method of 

the Old Testament prophets, that is, "by moral intuition, 

and by a challenging exhortation, illuminated by a vividly 

imaginative conception of the universe and its overwhelming 
/r 

significance to the prophetic mind," In Latter-Day Pam

phlets one of the primary objectives is to reveal the moral 

world, which, though hidden, yet informs and controls the 

physical world. And Carlyle is working in the prophetic 

mode as he uses forceful language to kindle moral awareness 

and belief in his audience. He thus exhorts, affirms, 

denounces, and vividly pictures through metaphors and 

symbols—for instance, warning the nation through the re

curring image of outcast Jews hawking old clothes on London 

streets of the consequences for it of wrong moral choices. 

And the result is that the pamphlets transcend the limita

tions of pedestrian propaganda, directing themselves to 

the aesthetic sense as well as to the reason of the audience. 

6, Charles Frederick Harrold, ed., Sartor Resartus; 
The Life and Opinions of Herr Teufelsdrockh by Thomas Car
lyle (New York, 1937), p. xiii. 
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The Structure of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

As Carlyle is seeking to reawaken assent to tradi

tional moral truths, to rouse the audience to live by the 

tenets of Christianity which they have known but not fol

lowed, he primarily addresses the will of the reader and 

secondarily his understanding. And as these moral truths 

do not by their nature admit of scientific proof, he 

accordingly eschews syllogistic logic and structures his 

work according to other, less familiar and less obvious, 

principles, Kenneth Burke in Counter-Statement discusses 

five possible patterns of discourse: syllogistic progres

sion, qualitative progression, conventional form, minor or 

incidental form, and repetitive form.^ Although syllogistic 

progression is expected in argumentation, the basic form 

of Latter-Day Pamphlets is repetitive; that is, orientation 

to a subject (the present state of things) by an examina

tion of it from a diversity of perspectives. Significantly 

in regard to the reading of the Pamphlets, this structure 

seeks to see things in their totality, building up point 

by point a coherent whole. Therefore a consideration of a 

single passage or even a single pamphlet in isolation from 

the rest of the work can result in a grave distortion of 

meaning. 

7, Kenneth Burke, Counter-Statement (New York, 
1931), pp. 157-62, 
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Orientation begins in "The Present Time," which in

troduces the themes, attitudes, and conclusions which 

Carlyle in the course of the series, by presenting them in 

many lights, explains, clarifies, and develops. In "The 

Present Time" he reviews the 1848 revolutions, sketching the 

sequence of events, pointing out key individuals, noting 

reactions, interjecting his opinions. In so doing he lays 

the foundation for the series, suggesting the underlying 

premises, hinting at causal relationships. Here the reader 

is introduced to one of the most important concepts of the 

Pamphlets, the idea that events and circumstances'—physical 

phenomena—are signs full of meaning for the wise. And 

here the reader is first presented with most of the 

phenomena which Carlyle sees as significant: the 1848 

revolutions and the furious overthrow by the people of their 

rulers, the sudden uprising against legitimate authority; 

the passive, willing acceptance by the rulers of the loss 

of their authority and their precipitate and craven flight 

from their thrones; the manipulation of the mob by the empty 

oratory of, for example, a Lamartine; the widespread clamor 

for democracy, i.e., emancipation and enfranchisement; the 

ascendancy of philosophies exploiting the selfish instincts 

of the individual. 

Certain philosophic concepts underlie Carlyle's 

finding significance in events and circumstances and 



139 

determine the conclusions he reaches about contemporary 

matters. First is his belief that all things in life have 

a meaning to be read--and Carlyle says of democracy, "A 
O 

meaning it must have, or it would not be here." This 

belief arises naturally out of the familiar Carlylean con-
Q 

cept of the universe which is the foundation of his work 

and which maintains that God—righteous, just, whole—is 

the center of being. As the center of existence is God, 

all of life reflects and expresses the Creator and His 

attributes. In a God-controlled universe there is, there

fore, everywhere life and meaning to be seen by the man who 

is wise enough to see. Among the corollaries of God as the 

basis of being which figure importantly in Latter-Day Pam

phlets is, first, that appearance is the outward manifesta

tion of reality, the "visible Universe . . , [being] wholly 

the vesture of an Invisible Infinite,"1® Physical phenomena 

therefore reflect essential reality, and attention to them 

can lead a man to see the truth of existence. Second, as 

8, LDP, p. 9. 

9. Readers interested in studies of sources of 
Carlyle's thought are referred to Charles Frederick Harrold, 
Carlyle and German Thought (New Haven, 1934); John Henry 
Muirhead, The Platonic Tradition in Anglo-Saxon Philosophy 
(New York, 1931); Charles Richard Sanders, Coleridge and 
the Broad Church Movement (Durham, 1942). 

10, LDP, p. 277. 
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God is righteous and just, "Divine Nobleness [is] forever 

11 frxendly to the noble, forever hostile to the ignoble"; 

that is, justice is the foundation of existence, and good 

will ultimately prevail. This is the meaning of Carlyle's 

often misinterpreted contention that might (triumphant 

people, ideas, institutions) and right in the long run are 

12 the same. The counterpart of this is that evil, in what

ever form, is always punished. Carlyle thus emphasizes, 

"In new dialect, whatever modified interpretation we may 

put upon it, the same must be said as in old: 'God's 

judgments are abroad in the world'. ... If we 'sin 

against God,' it is most certain 'God's judgments' will 

13 overtake us. . , ." That Carlyle's concept of God was 

not orthodox is widely known. Equally well known is his 

failure to define his belief, so that precisely what he 

11. LDP., p. 276. 

12. Hence in the Pamphlets Carlyle asserts of "the 
divine Appointments of this Universe" that "in conforming 
to [them] . . . lies victory and felicity, in departing 
from [them] . . . lies, and forever must lie, sorrow and 
defeat, for each and all of the Posterity of Adam in every 
time and every place ..." (pp. 32-33). And he declares 
that "... Wisdom, which means also Valour and heroic 
Nobleness, is alone strong in this world , . (pp. 34-35), 
And of the reason for the triumph of the Normans in Italy, 
Carlyle maintains, "Intrinsically, doubt it not, because 
they were in the right; because, in a dim, instinctive, but 
most genuine manner, they were doing the commandment of 
Heaven, and so Heaven had decided that they were to pre
vail" (p. 247) , 

13. Ibid,, p. 298. 
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meant by God is difficult to say. The important point is 

that whatever his conception of the Deity, he firmly be

lieved in the moral order of the universe, in the rigorous 

operation of due reward and punishment. Third, the unity 

of internal and external being means that the problems 

causing great unhappiness to an individual or to a society 

are the result of spiritual imperfection. Carlyle thus 

asserts, "The Spiritual ... is the parent and first-

cause of the Practical. The Spiritual everywhere originates 

the Practical, models it, makes it: so that the saddest 

external condition of affairs, among men, is but evidence 

of a still sadder internal one. For , . , thought is the 

life-fountain and motive-soul of action. . . . 

These corollaries explain Carlyle's judgments about 

the 1848 revolutions and about English society. The 1848 

revolutions are viewed as signs that old ways of ordering 

society will no longer work, that the unwise, sham leader

ship of hereditary rulers will no longer be tolerated. 

The Chartist agitations, the misery of London workers as 

exposed by the Morning Chronicle, the degraded condition 

of Ireland—all are signs that England is being punished. 

As external reality mirrors internal reality, it logically 

follows that misery abounds in England because of the false 

14. LDP, p. 296. 
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concepts of life and the base ideals of living which ani

mate the nation. Thus Carlyle sees the remedy for the 

current crisis not in a reform in the structure of govern

ment—the suggested extension of the franchise--but in a 

reform of the spirit, a dedication to honesty, unselfish

ness, and community service from which necessarily, ac

cording to his theory, would follow an amelioration of the 

social problems. One important objective of the series 

thus is to convince the reader that reform of the present 

society, obviously requisite, cannot be satisfactorily 

achieved through the external and mechanical reform of a 

part of society—the prison system or the electoral sys

tem—these being piecemeal, mechanical approaches to the 

crisis. A reform of the spirit must be made, a rejuvena

tion of the ideals and beliefs of the nation. 

Carlyle's predication about the nature of the uni

verse and the corollaries of that predication fundamentally 

color the Pamphlets in other ways, principally in the way 

they inform Carlyle's conception of society. The basic 

fact of human relationships is that society is not the 

atomistic structure of the Utilitarians, but a whole 

morroring the unity and intercooperation of existence, 

In -society all are intimately related and interdependent, 

and it is the duty of the strong (who by definition—as 

internal and external correspond—must be the wise) to 
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guide and care for the weak. Hence Carlyle chastises the 

contemporary zeal for emancipation and laissez-faire, which 

he derides as the new sacrament of the age, divorce, and 

as the principle of government by no-government. Emanci

pation, democracy, laissez-faire, all are movements away 

from the controlled direction, the interdependence, the 

hierarchic structure of existence, and as such, doomed to 

come to pain. 

The universe is a "Monarchy and a Hierarchy,"1̂  

and therefore so too must be society. But Carlyle did not 

conceive of society as a monarchy in the conventional 

sense. A man who comes to his command by hereditary 

privilege may be quite unfit to rule; for society, to 

attain a more' perfect semblance to God, to have justice 

and order, must be led by the wisest of the population, 

those who have greatest insight into the ways of God, a,nd 

the hereditary ruler is quite likely to have no greater 

wisdom than any of his people. Men who do not provide the 

moral leadership needed by society though exercising the 

privileges of power are "sham" rulers and thus sure to be 

eventually overthrown—as only that which is true to 

reality can last—whether they originally came to power 

as -hereditary monarchs or through election by the people, 

I5, LDP, p. 21. 
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The t;cue ruler is a, member of the natural aristocracy, 

who appear in all ranks and among all peoples. These men 

are fitted for leadership by their knowing and obeying 

"the divine Appointments of this Universe, the Eternal 
•1 C. 

Laws ordained by God the Maker." The true leader is the 

"born enemy of Falsity and Anarchy, the born soldier of 

Truth and Order. He is a "god-made king"^ elected to 

his command "by the Maker Himself,"^® for by his nature 

he has a deeper perception of the truth of existence, the 

knowledge that being is ultimately moral. The true leader 

is wise by virtue of his knowledge of God's ways and by his 

unswerving devotion to divine law. He has seen into the 

rigorously just foundation of life and has made his life 

conform to that insight. He is strong because he is wise. 

All of what Carlyle says about society and about govern

ment—a subject to be more thoroughly explored in Chapter 

V—follows logically from the premise that God—truth, 

righteousness, justice—is the center of being and from its 

corollaries that external reality depends on and mirrors 

internal reality, that good prospers and evil fails, that 

the spiritual informs and controls the temporal. 

16. 

18. 

LDP, p. 32. 

Ibid., p. 32. 

17. Ibid., p. 107. 

19. Ibid. 
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The repetitive form, the end of which is to grasp 

the totality of a thing by seeing it from many sides, is 

well suited to Carlyle's purpose in that it allows a gradual 

revelation of the complex relationships between these 

philosophic concepts and Carlyle's conclusions about the 

cause of the contemporary crisis and the nature of a pos

sible solution. In a conventionally logical argument, 

Carlyle would have to prove the truth of his philosophic 

ideas before he could proceed to the matter at hand, the 

reasons for the present state of society, and such an 

argument would not express all the subtleties of meaning 

found in Latter-Day Pamphlets, But the repetitive struc

ture, as Carlyle uses it, makes the train of thought of 

his argument difficult to grasp. Conclusions, premises, 

and proof appear jumbled together throughout the series in 

a confusing array of facts, personalities, events, ideas, 

and commentary which the reader must sort out for himself, 

for relationships of ideas and assertions often are not 

overtly stated but instead subtly suggested, as by juxta-

20 position, allusions, and complexly interrelated metaphors. 

The connection between ideas is therefore extremely dif

ficult to descry in the densely-packed prose. And even 

20. See the sections on animal imagery and Bibli
cal allusions in this chapter and consult G, B, Tennyson's 
Sartor Called Resartus for a full analysis of such struc
tural principles. 
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more importantly, Carlyle does not initially make clear the 

premises on which his argument is built, his particular 

concept of the universe which underlies everything he says. 

Only very slowly and with infinite patience and close 

attention on the part of the reader, does everything 

coalesce into a meaningful whole during the course of the 

series. Admittedly, this method of presentation consti

tutes an impediment to the popular appeal of the pamphlet 

form. 

As an example of the confusion which Carlyle's 

method of presentation can hold for the reader, consider 

the first pamphlet, "The Present Time.'' This pamphlet 

actually functions importantly as an introduction to the 

whole series, for the seven succeeding pamphlets do not 

so much advance the argument linearly as they extend it in 

ever-widening circles from the point of the first tract, 

the seven functioning to probe deeper and deeper into con

temporary life and to bring out more variations on the 

basic themes. Consider, for instance, how the theme of 

leadership is developed in the Pamphlets. "The Present 

Time" briefly and somewhat unclearly introduces the reader 

to several ideas; the leadership overturned in the 1848 

revolutions was a false leadership, England needs abler 

men to guide her, the true leader is characterized by 

innate nobility, true leaders are difficult to find in 
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England 3t the present time ,"and democracy as a form of 

government will not work. These ideas, merely hinted at 

in "The Present Time," are developed by the remaining tracts 

into Carlyle's concept of leadership and its importance to 

the era. First, "Downing Street" takes up the point that 

England does not have capable leadership, does not have 

good government, and makes that point clear by extensive 

reference to the administrative offices in Downing Street. 

"The New Downing Street" makes clear the significance to 

England of the 1848 revolutions, asserting that they oc

curred because Continental governments did not contain 

enough human intellect, i.e., true leaders of innate 

nobility, warning that England must open up government 

service to the able in all classes to avoid revolution 

such as that experienced by other European countries in 

1848. "Stump-Orator" explores the reason for a fact 

casually cited in "The Present Time," the small numbers of 

men in England with the qualities of real leadership, 

and concludes that such men are few because the nation 

does not use or reward their abilities. And "Hudson's 

Statue" attempts to prove an assertion of the first pam

phlet, that democracy will not work, on the grounds that 

the populace cannot discern true worth and therefore cannot 

choose real leaders, without whom, as the 1848 revolutions 

show, revolution and chaos ensue. As with the theme of 
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leadership, so in a similar fashion the other major ideas 

of the Pamphlets are suggested in "The Present Time" and 

slowly brought to their full development by the other 

tracts, 

The orientating function of "The Present Time" is 

not, however, clear on a first reading. Major themes are 

there, but they are interwoven with less important ideas 

in such a way that their significance is obscured, and even 

on a second reading, the pamphlet may still appear to be a 

random, haphazard discussion of the times which is charac

terized by its lurching back and forth from one subject 

to another and by its disconnected digressions on favorite 

points. Such a method, however, does put the burden of 

interpretation upon the reader, who, as he participates in 

the act of finding meaning in circumstance, considers and 

accepts the conclusions as his own, rather than as ex

clusively the author's, though Carlyle subtly directs the 

interpretation through, for instance, imagery and choice 

of diction. 

The Imagery of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

Other elements of the Pamphlets besides the organi

zation have proved troublesome. Of the many ways in which 

Carlyle elaborates, refines, and clarifies his ideas, a, 

prime source of misinterpretation of the meaning of 
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Latter-Day Pamphlets is the animal-related imagery which 

dominates the series and which has been misconstrued as 

evidence of a loathing of society and a debased vision of 

man. As pointed out in Chapter I, Latter-Day Pamphlets 

is supposed by many to be a venemous expression of hatred 

and contempt for the mass of mankind, for all men except 

the hero-leader, and the pervasive depiction in the Pam

phlets of man and society in terms of animal imagery that 

sometimes carries scatological overtones is seen as partial 

proof of that contention. Thus, asserting that "never 

before has Carlyle employed such strong images of disgust 

and contempt," LaValley cites the "stupid horses, dead 

dogs, pigs, owls, rats, bloated drowned asses, foxes, 

serpents, and slimy creatures crawling on their bellies" 

to which "society and its present leaders are likened, 

21 with great contempt and rage." 

In only one instance in the series, however, are 

human beings likened seriously, straightforwardly to beasts. 

This occurs in "Model Prisons," where Carlyle's intention 

is to discredit prison reform which takes no notice of the 

miserable conditions of the lives of honest men outside 

the prison walls, A main point of the argument that 

philanthropic reform of prisons is misdirected and futile 

21. LaValley, p. 283. 
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4.S tĥ t criminals, fo;r the most part, cannot be reformed. 

They haye been so hardened in evil by a lifetime of 

criminal activity that they are almost incapable of being 

changed. This is seen in their faces, which, as Carlyle 

looks oyer them, present themselves as "ape-faces, imp-

faces, angry dog-faces, heavy sullen ox-faces, These 

faces mirror the inner being of the prisoners; they re

flect their commitment to evil and mark the completeness 

of their degradation. They are "base-natured beings, on 

whom in the course of a maleficent subterranean life of 

London Scoundrelism, the Genius of Darkness (called Satan, 

Devil, and other names) had now visibly impressed his 

2 ̂ seal. , . Like their master's cloven hoof, the am-

mality of their features betrays their intrinsic nature, 

an unmistakable sign that they have fallen below the level 

of a human being. The animal terms here, then, do not con

vey a debased vision of man but an intimation of how evil 

debases and changes a man into a beast, 

Carlyle's concept of man is the traditional 

Christian one. Man by nature, says Carlyle, is not an 

animal. He has higher faculties of perception which raise 

him above the animal kingdom and make possible an element 

of nobility in his life. He differs from animals in his 

22. LDP, p, 55, 23, Ibid. 
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possession of moral as well as rational faculties of mind. 

The mind of man thus has two elements of somewhat con

flicting function: the animal-like adaptive faculty which 

acts to satisfy the physical needs and drives of the in

dividual on the one hand and on the other hand the higher 

faculty of mind, not possessed by animals, which makes man 

capable of overriding his lower drives and curbing his 

physical appetites for a higher good, which makes man 

capable of moral behavior. These two aspects of mind are 

what Alfred North Whitehead enlighteningly calls the reason 

"Ulysses shares with the foxes" and the reason "Plato 

shares with God,"^ The well-developed mind, in which both 

faculties are at work, is for Carlyle the "Human Intelli

gence,"^ which is presented throughout the Pamphlets as 

the basis of a flourishing society and as the hope for 

24. Quoted by Charles M. Fair in The Dying Self 
(Middletown, Connecticut, 1969), p. 71. The thesis pre
sented in this book by Fair, a neuroscientist, about the 
anatomy and physiology of the human brain supports Carlyle's 
contention that an element of transcendence is necessary 
for the development of a fully human being, Fair says that 
". . . man, because of the absolute extent of his neocortex, 
is unique among animals in being the only one that cannot 
come to full efficiency, or even to full creature content
ment, through a life of pure adaptation. The reason he 
cannot is that that mode of existence leaves an important 
part of his central nervous system in a state of functional 
underdevelopment and the whole consequently in a state of 
nearly chronic imbalance" (p. 220), 

25. See LDP, pp. 106-07. 
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present at birth in all men, capable of being exercised by 

all, though the hero is somewhat set apart by his greater 

intellectual capacity. But all men are made in God's image 

in their possession of moral as well as rational powers, 

and Carlyle's concept of the nature of man is a noble one. 

The actualities of man's life, however, are never 

completely in accord with the potential nobility of his 

nature, for man habitually fails to abide by the moral 

directives of his higher nature and allows himself to be 

guided by the base, animal element within him; hence arises 

the generator of satire, the discrepancy between professed 

ideals and ugly realities. Carlyle, fired with a Swiftian 

indignation at the ugly realities of Victorian life, em

ploys the weapon of the reformer, satire, to strip away 

the film of familiarity from contemporary life, awakening 

the reader to what Carlyle feels is a fresh, true percep

tion of his society. 

Satirists have often chosen to ridicule and casti

gate objectionable attitudes or behavior by casting them 

into animal metaphors which actuate the dual response of 

the reader appropriate to satire: the reader's moral 

judgment condemns the object of the satire as unworthy 

and his intellect censures it as incongruous. The major 

function of the animal imagery in Latter-Day Pamphlets is 
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to b^ing the reader to this double judgment of contemporary 

society, The targets of Carlyle's animal satire basically 

are two. First are the attitudes and aspirations typically 

Victorian, chiefly the rampant materialism of the age which 

deified technological progress and measured all activities 

against the standard of profit. Thus the inventive genius 

of the age—to be honored in 1851 with the Great Exhibi

tion—is derided by Carlyle as "a mechanical or beaver 

intellect, ... A dim and mean though authentic kind of 

26 intellect, this; venerable only in defect of better," 

The beaver in the Pamphlets symbolizes constructive effort 

limited by low goals, which Carlyle judged technological 

progress to be, so that the typical hardworking Englishman, 

for whom money is the ultimate reward, the standard of all 

things, is viewed as "a kind of human beaver, who has 

27 acquired the art of ciphering." ' The beaver mentality, 

as it makes some contribution to the good of society, 

receives a measure of approval from Carlyle. What is 

vehemently censured is the drive for money by men intent 

on taking from society whatever they can without thought 

of their duty to contribute to the national welfare. Such 

men Carlyle depicts as owls intent on catching mice and 

pigs determined to secure a share of the slop in the pigs' 

26. LDP, p. 128. 27. Ibid., p. 207. 
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trough. Thus railroad expansion—the forties were a period 

of greedy speculation in the stocks of the growing rail

roads—Carlyle belittles as "small deer for me, my excellent 

Fitzsmithytrough; truly nothing more than an unexpected 

take of mice for the owlish part of you and me,"28 And 

capitalistic, industrialized England—the envy of all 

European nations—is presented as "a dim owlery, and habita

tion of doleful creatures, intent only on money-making 

and other forms of catching mice, for whom the proper 

29 gospel j.s the gospel of M'Croudy. ..." M'Croudy j,n 

the Pamphlets represents the Utilitarian point of view as 

Carlyle conceives it; a materialistic, mechanical philos

ophy of the universe which undergirds the brutal, voracious 

capitalism of the nation. Thus the gospel according to 

M'Croudy, Carlyle says, is that the universe is "a huge 

dull Cattle-stall and St, Catherine's Wharf; with a few 

pleasant apartments upstairs for those that can make 

money, Such a conception, though "reckoned a quiet, 

28. LDP, p. 277. 

29. Ibid., p. 110. The reviews identify M'Croudy 
as John Ramsey McCulloch, a statistician and Professor 
of Political Economy at the University of London, whose 
books were widely-read popularizations of the theories of 
Adam Smith, Malthus, and Ricardo (George Ford and Sylvere 
Monod, eds,, Hard Times by Charles Dickens (New York, 
1966), pp. 315-16). 

30. Ibid,, p. 282. 
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innocent and rather wholesome notion just now," Carlyle 

condemns as "clearly fitter for a reflective pig than for 

a man;-—working continual damnation therefore, however 

quiet it be. . . ,"31 

This theme, that Utilitarian materialism is 

"fitter for a reflective pig than for a man," comes 

vividly to life in the passage in "Jesuitism" devoted to 

a supposed translation of Sauerteig's "Pig Philosophy," 

a statement of "modern man's religion; all the religion 

you will get of him."^^ The "religion" is set forth in a 

series of propositions about reality that are brilliant 

in their ironic condemnation of the materialistic concept 

of existence, beginning with an assertion about the nature 

of the universe ("The Universe, so far as sane conjecture 

can go, is an immeasurable Swine's-trough, consisting of 

solid and liquid, and of other contrasts and kinds;— 

especially consisting of attainable and unattainable, the 

33 latter an immensely greater quantities for most pigs") 

and continuing with speculations about God, morality, 

the church, etc. which parody the orthodox form of 

31. 

32. 

33. 

LDP, p. 282, 

Ibid,, p. 315. 

Ibid., p. 316. 



156 

commentary on the Thirty-nine Articles as a series of 

propositions explained and defended by scripture, 

What Carlyle considers to be the base materialism 

of the age is a repeated target of the satire because Car

lyle thinks he sees in it the root of the miseries of con

temporary society. This relationship is partially estab

lished by the employment of animal metaphors for both the 

dominant philosophy of the times and the external problems 

of Victorian society. Hence Carlyle denounces the animalis

tic conception of life which actuates Victorian society 

as the cause of the "total closing-up of noble aims from 

every man,—of any aim at all, from many men, except that 

of rotting-out in Idle Workhouses an existence below that 

of beasts!"^5 importantly, Carlyle's contempt is directed 

at unrealized potential rather than at humanity. He con

tends, metaphorically—and simplistically--that a man may 

conceive the world as did Newton or as did Newton's dog 

Diamond: "To the Dog Diamond dog's-meat, with its adjuncts, 

better or worse; to Newton discovery of the System of the 

Stars." Carlyle is enraged that the Victorians have 

34. See Thomas Rogers, The Catholic Doctrine of 
the Church of England: An Exposition of the Thirty-nine 
Articles, ed. by the Rev. J, J. S, Perowne (Cambridge, 
England, 1854) , 

35. LDP, p. 165. 

36. Ibid,, p. 298. 
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chosen Diamond's concept of reality, with the result that 

"existence on human terms , . , [has] become impossible 

37 for millions of British men. ..." 

The second major target of the animal metaphors 

is the deficiencies and inefficiencies of British govern

ment. Laissez-faire is a repeated target of Carlyle's 

wrath, for it makes of government a no-government, for 

Carlyle a contradiction in terms. The ministry of Lord 

John Russell, which maintained through Chartism and Irish 

famine that its basic aim was to interfere in matters as 

little as possible, Carlyle satirizes as "tumbling and 

drifting on the whirlpools and mud-deluges, floating atop 

in a conspicuous manner, nowhither,—like the carcass of 

3 8 a drowned ass." And Carlyle likewise castigates a do~ 

nothing member of Parliament by comparing him to a drowned 

dog in the Thames that continues to float up and down the 

39 river from Vauxhall to Blackfriars for months on end, 

both being devoid of intelligence or purpose and both 

being corruptions within their environments. In a 

fiendishly funny metaphor, Russell himself is ridiculed 

for failing to respond adequately to the crisis, Carlyle 

37, LDP, p. 164. 

38, Ibid., p, 29. 

39, Ibid., p. 200, 
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likening him to a performing canary trained to strike 

matches at Drury Lane and set off 

whole powder-magazines and parks of artillery. 
Perhaps without much astonishment to the canary-
bird. The canary-bird can hold only its own 
quantity of astonishment; and may possibly enough 
retain its presence of mind, were even Doomsday 
to come. It is on this principle that I explain 
to myself the equanimity of some men and Premiers 
whom we have known.4 ® 

Downing Street, which assumes great importance in the Pam

phlets as a possible instrument of social reform, Carlyle 

finds deficient for the appointed task because it has be

come an unmanaged and unmanageable bureaucracy. Animal 

imagery makes this point, Carlyle calling Downing Street 

"a world-wide jungle of redtape, inhabited by doleful 

creatures, deaf or nearly so to human reason or en-

41 treaty. ..." The bureaucratic imperviousness to 

reason and the bureaucratic impulse to burrow in Carlyle 

ridicules by calling Downing Street officials "moles, 

[which] are safe only underground . . . [where] their 

4 0 engineerings . . . become very daedalean." ^ In a scato-

logically-tinged metaphor Carlyle calls Downing Street, 

the home of "creatures" rather than human intelligences, 

"that stable of King Augias, which appals human hearts, 

so rich is it, high-piled with the droppings of two-hundred 

40. LDP, p. 122. 41. Ibid., p. 87. 

42. Ibid,, p. 97. 
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years. . . ," 3̂ Continuing the metaphor and the allusion, 

Carlyle, asking for someone human to clean out the leavings 

of these animals and make Downing Street habitable, 

champions Sir Robert Peel as the "Hercules-like" man who 

can bring human intelligence and order to Downing Street.^4 

Carlyle1s proposal of a reform of Downing Street 

counters the strong contemporary movement for emancipa

tion and an extension of the franchise to solve the nation's 

deep social problems. Carlyle's reasons for rejecting 

voting as a solution to these problems center in the 

character of British elections—the bribery, drunkenness, 

violence, and abundant oratory (what Carlyle calls "beer 

4 5 and balderdash") which attended them —and the basic 

futility of the electoral process when governments remain 

determined to uphold the principle of laissez-faire, that 

is, to do nothing. One use of the animal imagery in 

Latter-Day Pamphlets is to animate the points of his 

opposition to these solutions of national problems, making 

the abstractions of the argument vivid and concrete. The 

satire of this group of images is somewhat different from 

that of the images previously cited in that the satire is 

not always aimed at the correlates of the metaphors and 

43. LDP, p, 91. 44. Ibid., pp. 91-92. 

45. Clark, pp. 62, 127. 
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that sympathy and respect are also in evidence. To empha

size the limitations of the electoral process but at the 

same time to convey the point that British elections do 

not rise to the level of their potential, Carlyle, drawing 

upon A Midsummer Night's Dream, implies the asininity of 

Victorian elections: 

Voting, never a divine Apollo, was once a human 
Bottom the Weaver [presumably before the 1832 
Reform]; and, so long as he continued in the 
sane and sincere state, was worth consulting 
about several things. But alas, enveloped now 
in mere stump-oratory, cecity, mutinous imbe
cility, and sin and misery, he is now an en
chanted Weaver,—wooed by the fatuous Queen of 
constitutional .Faery,—and feels his cheek hairy 
to the scratch. ® 

The uncalculated ill-effects of emancipation are 

pointed out by means of a brief animal allegory of the re

lation between Farmer Hodge and his horses, the story 

teaching that there are members of society who cannot 

exist under a principle of supply and demand. Cutting all 

ties with them so that they are left dependent on their 

own inadequate abilities is denounced as cruel. The animal 

allegory functions not as an expression of contempt for the 

lowest levels of society but as a concise, vivid means of 

making the point that 

46. LDP, p. 237. Perhaps Carlyle means that in 
the days of a long-established, more limited electorate, 
stump-oratory played a smaller part in elections. 
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The fate of all emancipated horses is, sooner 
or later, inevitable. To have in this habitable 
Earth no grass to eat,—in Black Jamaica gradually 
none, as in White Connemara already none;—to roam 
aimless, wasting the seed-fields of the world; and 
be hunted home to Chaos, by the due watch-dogs and 
due hell-dogs, with such horrors of forsaken 
wretchedness as were never seen before I These 
things are not sport; they are terribly true, in 
this country at this hour.^ 

A brief animal allegory is also the means of under

lining the fact that government in England could be im

mensely improved without such a radical change as an 

extension of the franchise. National government alle-

gorically is a Sleswick "thunder-horse" which, though 

ridden by a weak and timid rider with no idea of where he 

wants to go, nevertheless thus far has respected fences 

and kept to the highways in his mad gallop cross the country

side. The horse's self-direction is explained by his 

having been "bred and broken in, for a thousand years, by 

real riders and horse-subduers, perhaps the best and 

4 8 bravest the world ever saw. . . .n*° Carlyle predicts that 

4 9 as "his despair is hourly increasing," the horse will 

soon "plunge across the fence into an opener survey of the 
C A 

country. . . , Allegorically, the Prime Minister a,s the 

man selected by a national uproar of campaigning to have 

the honor of riding the thunder-horse, Carlyle wryly 

47, LDP, p. 27, 48. Ibid,, p. 101. 

49, Ibid. 50, Ibid,, p. 102, 
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denominating his rival candidates the Honourable Felix 

Parvulus and the Right Honourable Felicissimus Zero. Their 

fervent wish to ride the horse, though neither has the 

faintest notion of where to ride him, Carlyle derides as 

51 "their respective pretensions to ride the high horse." 

Here the animal metaphor is not a means of satirizing its 

correspondent, the institution of British government. In

stead the satire in this allegory pierces the pretensions 

of laissez-faire Prime Ministers and ridicules the great 

furor of a national election conducted to install a leader 

committed to not leading. 

The animal images in Latter-Day Pamphlets thus 

function satirically in a variety of ways to convey Car

lyle 's criticisms of Victorian society and by moving the 

reader to amusement and contempt, to kill any sympathy 

the reader may have felt for the objects of Carlyle's 

attack. With the exception of Russell, the satire is not 

personal in intent. It is aimed at the moral and spiritual 

faults characteristic of the nation as a whole, so that 

the beavers, pigs, owls, and foxes which fill the pages of 

the Pamphlets cannot be equated with individuals; they 

satirize types of people who, in Carlyle's opinion, have 

become too numerous and too acceptable to the majority 

of Englishmen. Thus the satire is devoid of personal 

51• LDP# P- 99. 
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animosity, The animal imagery, then, is intended to move 

the reader to reform, not to express the misanthropy of 

a bitter and frustrated man. 

The justification for the satire of English society 

is the Christian ideals to which England as a nation is 

nominally dedicated, and throughout the series by the 

language used, Carlyle carefully suggests these ideals by 

which England is condemned. In order that any satire be 

acceptable to the reader, the indignation of the satirist 

must clearly be seen to arise out of a common principle of 

right and wrong; the rebuked must be presented as violators 

of a norm of behavior shared by reader and satirist. Suc

cessful satire therefore not only attacks vice and folly 

but also briefly illustrates or implies an antithesis to 

the wrong-doing, the violated standard of virtue and wis

dom. Carlyle's satire is acceptable because, as he hints, 

the judgments of the Pamphlets are not made on the basis of 

a private standard of right and wrong. Rather they result 

from measuring the nation by its own proclaimed standards, 

the moral principles of its national religion. However, 

this fact is implied rather than stated, Carlyle depending 

on the associative power of language to make this point. 

The Christian standard of a right life, which Car

lyle feels England has failed to live up to, is suggested 
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by language with a religious, though not exclusively a 

Biblical, cast. The religious connotations of the words 

are used to make a judgment, by implication, of the con

temporary conditions which the words describe. Thus Car-

lyle's term for the present afflictions is "waters of 

52 bitterness," ^ and he ironically invites anyone to see the 

worth of society by proceeding to the "Hudson mount of 

vision."53 Carlyle's condemnation of Victorian life is 

often expressed in words derived from the well-developed, 

familiar complex of Christian symbolism surrounding Satan, 

and contemporary conditions are pictured in words connoting 

depth, falsity, darkness, and filth—terms associated in 

Christian teaching with Hell and the Devil. Carlyle thus 

berates a society in which "Darkness of Mind"^ abounds 

and where "Solemn human Shams . , . ride prosperously in 

every thoroughfare. , . ,"55 jn this world "mostly of lies 

52. LDP, p, 61. 

53. Ibid., p. 256. George Hudson (1800-1871) was 
at one time a popular hero to Victorians, a living example 
of the virtue of hard work. He rose from obscurity to 
become the "Railway King" in the railroad boom of the 
forties, numbering among his honors his election to Par
liament and an acquaintance with the Prince Consort. Un
fortunately, his was an Horatio Alger story with a tinge of 
dishonesty, and Hudson in 1849 was found guilty of em
bezzling large sums of money from the companies he headed 
(G[eorge] C[lement] B[oase], "Hudson, George," DNB). 

54. Ibid., p. 98. 

55. Ibid,, p, 61. 
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and shams," notes Carlyle, the "Sham-Noblest" has been 

honored as if he were the noble, and the result of al

legiance to the worst instead of the best is that the 

nation is "drowning and sinking; threatening to swamp 

57 itself into a Stygian quagmire. . . 

The standard by which Victorian society is found 

wanting—the justification of the satire—is also suggested 

by innumerable Biblical allusions. One group of them con

cerns the Last Judgment, Carlyle's way of reminding the 

audience that the judgments of the Pamphlets are not 

idiosyncratic. The title of the series, for instance, 

Latter-Day Pamphlets, is an echo of the Christian teaching 

58 of an ultimate judgment of a wayward world, as is Car

lyle's dwelling on the "endless calamity, disruption, 
CQ 

dislocation, confusion worse confounded"of his own 

times and his description of the 1848 revolutions as the 

finding of "the abomination of desolation, in all high 

places."^® A suggestion of the Last Judgment is made in 

56. LDP, p. 14. 

57. Ibid,, p. 86. 

58. Carlyle declares that he chose the title as 
"significant of the ruinous overwhelmed and almost dying 
condition in which the world paints itself to me" (New 
Letters of Thomas Carlyle, II, 86). 

59. LDP, p. 1. 

60. Ibid., p. 12. 
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Carlyle's treatment of the Pope's attempt at reforming the 

Vatican, Carlyle playing on the tradition of Protestant 

Christianity that the Pope is Anti-Christ. Though, says 

Carlyle, "the European populations everywhere hailed the 

omen" when the Pope initiated reform, "thinking people 

. . . if they were faithful or wise" knew that the Pope and 

the throne of St. Peter were shams, false things pretending 

to be true, and looked on the Pope's reform "as at the 

heralding of death, and with a joy as of victory beyond 

death! Something pious, grand and as if awful in that joy, 

revealing once more the Presence of a Divine Justice in 

this world.And Carlyle implies a Christian judgment 

of England when he finds in the nation "the Babylonish 

woman, who is Jesuitism and Unveracity, and dwells not at 

6 2 
Rome now, but under your own nose and everywhere. ..." 

The Pamphlets end with an echo of the ultimate judgment 

of God, the final words being Carlyle's warning to the 

reader that he must suffer his ennui "till you wisely 

interpret it [the restlessness and boredom] ... or else 

till the Crack of Doom swallow it and you."OJ 

But besides the allusions to the Last Judgment, the 

pamphlets contain innumerable echoes of the Bible which 

61. LDP, p. 2. 

63. Ibid,, p. 337. 

62. Ibid., p. 163, 
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provide a justification for the satire when used to de

scribe Victorian society. Carlyle, for instance, says that 

Hudson's statue should have been erected as a sign to the 

nation even "as Moses lifted up the Brazen Serpent in the 

64 wilderness. ..." He accuses England of worshiping 

Hudson because he "out of nothing . . . [made] a world, 

6 5 or huge fortune of gold." Bishops sit debating points 

of doctrine as a world crumbles; they are "our divine 

fi fi 'Pillars of Fire by night.'" The deification of eloquent, 

empty speech is "the broad road, that leads direct to Limbo 

and the Kingdom of the Inane.The present state of 

6 Q 
literature is "Chaos and Gehenna broken loose." Society 

69 thinks the eloquent speaker a "pearl of great price"; in 

reality he is "an apple of Sodom set in the clusters of 

Gomorrah."70 The indifference of Victorians to the suf

ferings around them is "passing carelessly by on the other 

side."^ These Biblical echoes continuously remind the 

reader of the Judaic-Christian ideals which the nation 

supposedly lives by and which Carlyle repeatedly asserts 

Ibid., p. 257. 

Ibid., p. 182. 

Ibid,, p. 182. 

Ibid,, p. 50, 

64. LDP, p. 275. 65. 

66. Ibid., p. 29. 67. 

68. Ibid., p, 191. 69. 

70, Ibid., p, 183, 71. 
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to be violated by the national materialism, selfishness, 

and unbelief. 

However, the effectiveness of such echoes to re

mind the reader of the Christian ideal of a right life 

depends on the ability of the audience to pick them up, 

an ability undoubtedly rarer today than when Carlyle wrote. 

Thus the dependence in the Pamphlets on Biblical allusions 

and language with religious connotations to provide the 

necessary antithesis of the satiric attack today may be 

regarded as a weakness in the structure of the work, 

though, of course, understanding Carlyle's method does not 

necessarily mean assent to his judgments. Perhaps the re

liance on allusions, together with the exclusion of 

strongly-envisioned positive examples of virtue, provides 

one reason why the pamphlets so often are read as in

vective. For, though much can be said for Carlyle's 

satire, the necessary element of praise is missing. The 

satirical animal metaphors are often incisive. They 

cleverly place a new perspective on circumstances, and, 

certain aspects of Victorian society being considered, 

they seem appropriately aimed and eminently justified. 

Though Carlyle blames much he praises little but the 

"Divine Nobleness," and so there is no effective embodi

ment of virtue for the satire to contrast with. In the 

Pamphlets Milton, Cromwell, Howard, Peel, and the 
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unidentified warden of the model prison are variously 

praised for their strength, virtue, and devotion to duty. 

But these men remain shadowy figures. They receive only 

passing reference, and, in any case, the praise is mixed 

with blame in the case of Howard and Peel. None of them 

is developed into an imposing example of right, and they 

stand pale beside the embodiments of evil—Hudson, for in

stance, or Ignatius Loyola, who occupy the central positions 

of "Hudson's Statue" and "Jesuitism," respectively. 

The Humor of Latter-Day Pamphlets 

Effective satire also calls for restraint. Extrava

gant scorn fails to convince, leaving the reader suspicious 

that there is another side to the question. The satirist, 

if the reader is to be won over, must bring himself before 

the reader as a reasonable, tolerant man, who is driven by 

the enormity of the sin to rebuke the sinner. Carlyle, 

working in the prophetic mode, establishes himself as con

cerned, angry, eager to arouse the reader, but not as 

balanced and reasonable. Part of the cause of this nega

tive impression is his failure to present embodiments of 

good. Another cause is his longtime devotion to hyperbole, 

which makes exaggeration an integral part of his work.^ 

It is true that many of his exaggerations are readily seen 

72. Tennyson, A Carlyle Reader, p. xxv. 
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for what they are, an interjection of humor and an attempt 

to startle the reader into a new awareness of the blindingly 

familiar by hyperbolic distortion. For instance, to under

score the ineffectuality of a laissez-faire Parliament, 

Carlyle declares that matters would be improved if the 

"National Palaver" were to be dismissed, the Times insti

tuted in its place, and an orange skin flung out a window 

7 ̂ to select a new Prime Minister. J As another example, 

in "Stump-Orator," declaiming against the national obses

sion with talk rather than action, Carlyle facetiously 

suggests that matters might be mended if men who insisted 

on speaking instead of doing were to have bits of their 

tongues clipped off as warning.^ A few pages later, 

having given further consideration to the problem of the 

obsession with speech, he proposes as a possible solution 

to the problem the cutting out of the tongues of a whole 

generation.̂ 5 All this is a kind of Davy Crockett, 

frontier sense of humor that delights in the absurdly 

disproportioned. 

73. LDP, p. 100. 

74. Ibid., p. 181. 

75. Ibid., pp. 209-10, 
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Gross exaggerations have, however, been taken 

7 6 literally. The speech of the British Prime Minister to 

the pauper populations in "The Present Time" is a case in 

point. The wildest hyperbolic oratory of this speech is 

pronounced as evidence of Carlyle's ruthlessness, as, for 

instance, the warning of the Prime Minister to paupers, 

Refuse to strike into it; shirk the heavy labour, 
disobey the rules,—I will admonish and endeavor 
to incite you; if in vain, I will flog you; if 
still in vain, I will at last shoot you,—and 
make God's Earth, and the forlorn-hope in God's 
Battle, free of you.^ 

It is sometimes difficult to determine exactly where Car-

lyle is serious and where he is not, but there are many 

indications that the speech as a whole—whose purpose is 

to call for action against pauperism, as opposed to the 

current policy of laissez-faire—is to be taken humorously 

and savored for its exaggerations. First, the speech is 

a parody of a newspaper report of a speech by a long-winded 

Prime Minister, one of the dedicated speech-makers every

where pilloried in the Pamphlets. Note the tediously long 

76. Duffy in his Conversations with Carlyle notes 
that an earnest, literal-minded reader of the Pamphlets, 
finding that in "Downing Street" Carlyle thunders against 
Parliament and suggests that the letters department of 
the Times could more cheaply and effectively act as a 
forum for national debate, wrote Carlyle a letter offering 
to subscribe 10L a year toward the establishment of a 
newspaper to supersede Parliament and to urge his friends 
to do likewise (pp. 153-57). 

77. LDP, p. 46. 
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and ridiculously precise title, "Speech of the British 

Prime-Minister to the floods of Irish and other Beggars, 

the able-bodied Lackalls, nomadic or stationary, and the 

general assembly, outdoor and indoor, of the Pauper Pop

ulations of these Realms." Note also that the report of 

the speech is abruptly cut short by a laconic "Left 

speaking, says our reporter." 8̂ The speaker, then, to 

an extent is an object of ridicule; Carlyle is not pre

senting him as an unqualified object of praise, one of 

his true leaders. It is significant that the reporter 

cuts short the speech and declines to print the whole, for 

the speaker is devoid of the power to act—whether he 

actually would flog or shoot anyone is a moot question, 

for as Carlyle wryly concludes, "He may have to 'speak' 

seven years yet, before a spade be struck into the Bog of 

79 Allen; and then perhaps it will be too late!" The idea 

of the Prime Minister as a believable incarnation of Car

lyle' s supposed repressed hatreds is further undercut by 

the humorous interruptions of his speech by loud dissent 

from the audience—from persons with "big wigs" and Pro

fessors of the Dismal Science8®—and by the disrespectful 

treatment of the Prime Minister by the reporter, who leaves 

78. LDP, p. 46. 79.- Ibid. 

80. Ibid,, p. 43. 
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before the speech is finished. At bottom, of course, 

Carlyle is serious, and it cannot be denied that he is in 

favor of stern measures, if necessary, to solve the prob

lem of pauperism. But to take the speech literally is 

gravely to misinterpret and completely to miss the humor. 

As Edwin C. Martin pointed out in 1891, 

In the political pieces ... as everywhere 
else in Carlyle, the reader must fare ill who 
cannot see that the extravagances of speech are 
not to be taken literally. He means much always, 
but he often means much less than he says, and 
he trusts to the reader's sense of humor to make 
the due deduction. If the reader chances not to 
have a sense of humor, sad misunderstandings 
arise. . . .81 

Thus a possible reason for the negative reaction of 

readers to the Pamphlets is an undervaluation of the humor 

of the series, of the many times when a puckish sense of 

fun breaks through the dark passages, Emerson said of 

Carlyle in 1848, "There is nothing deeper in his constitu

tion than his humor, than the considerate, condescending 

good-nature with which he looks at every object in ex

istence. ... He feels that the perfection of health 

is sportiveness, and will not look grave even at dullness 

or tragedy."^ This is borne out in the Pamphlets, where 

81. Edwin C. Martin, "Carlyle's Politics," 
Scribner's Magazine, 10 (October, 1891), 511. 

82. Ralph W. Emerson, "Impressions of Thomas Car
lyle in 1848," Scribner's Monthly, 22 (May, 1881), 90. 
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humor—in many forms besides hyperbole—is a major ingredi

ent, one which has been neglected, perhaps because the humor 

is topical and because it many times assumes the form of an 

irony which is now difficult to apprehend. But humor should 

not be overlooked in making a final judgment of the series. 

For if the pamphlets lack positive examples of virtue to 

offset the satiric attack and seem thereby to suffer an 

imbalance of emphasis on the negative, to be a dark world 

unrelieved by any good, the rich vein of humor in the Pam

phlets is a counter to that defect. 

Humor in Latter-Day Pamphlets is everywhere in 

effect. Frequently it stems from a delight in the ludi

crous and a keen sense of incongruity. The Times, for 

instance, Carlyle terms a forum for grievances "from loss 

of your umbrella in a railway, to loss of your honour and 

83 fortune by unjust sovereign persons." The plight of the 

English lower class is wryly labeled the "Sallow or Yellow 

Emancipation interest"®^ as opposed to the black emancipa

tion interest of the reform movement, a mocking of the 

movement's concern for distant blacks and lack of interest 

in the distress of Englishmen at home, the shortcoming of 

Dickens' Mrs, Jellyby. Or, presenting the original con

stitution of Parliament as a gathering of English nobles 

83, LDP, p. 221, 84, Ibid,, p, 88, 
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around their king at Christmas, Carlyle cannot resist 

having a little fun by conceiving the Christmas-time dis

cussion of king and nobles in terms of Victorian affairs, 

so that one feudal lord, Frontdeboeuf, is represented as 

saying that his counties "will go with the Protectionist 

movement, and repeal the malt-tax, the African Squadron, 

8 5 and the window-duty itself." Or, summing up the new era 

at the end of "The Present Time," Carlyle ends the pamphlet 

on a facetious note. The "New Era," says Carlyle, which 

was prophesied to be a "land flowing with milk and honey," 

has turned out'—and this point is made by a shift of 

metaphors which still, mockingly, keeps the element of 

fantasy—to be a land of mythic romance, filled with "ir

rational flabby monsters (philanthropic and other) of the 

giant species; hyaenas, laughing hyaenas [Carlyle repeatedly 

assailed his contemporaries for not being in earnest about 

their problems], predatory wolves [the money-makers]; 

probably devils, blue (or perhaps blue-and-yellow devils 

[a jab at Utilitarians, whose colors were buff and blue]. 

. . ."86 As this last example of Carlyle's humor il

lustrates, humor in the Pamphlets can be difficult to detect . 

because it is often grounded in the topical. 

85. LDP, p. 216. 

86. Ibid,, p. 46. 
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Carlyle also delights in plays on words in the 

Pamphlets, (In one passage Carlyle says he is concerned 

for both French Sansculottes and Irish Sanspotatoes®^ and 

elsewhere puns that the decree of Heaven about interna

tional relations formerly was tried by "cannon law."^) 

Besides Frontdeboeuf (ox-brow), gathered around the king 

in Carlyle's proto-Parliament are also Taillebois (wood-

waist) , Potdevin (wine-pot) , Tete-d'e'toupes (tow-stuffed 

head), and Fitzurse (son of a bear).®'5 None of this has 

any intrinsic relationship to Carlyle's main point, the 

original function and makeup of Parliament. The foolery 

with Anglo-Saxon and Norman-French surnames is Carlyle 

having fun. 

In the Pamphlets there are a number of fictitious 

characters who have little more substance than their 

names. By this standard fictional device 0̂ Carlyle creates 

people for a kind of on-going discussion presenting char

acters who represent the opposition whom he can upbraid, 

characters who epitomize the English nation and its 

87. LDP, p. 180. 

88. Ibid,, p. 145. 

89, Ibid., p, 216, Besides being humorous, the 
names are credible English surnames. Frontdeboeuf and 
Fitzurse are, of course, names of characters in Iyanhoe. 

90, See Holloway, p, 27. 
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opinions, and characters who argue for Carlyle"s position, 

creating the impression through the many speeches attributed 

to all these fictitious personages that Carlyle is indeed a 

kind of editor of the Pamphlets, as he denoted himself on 

the title page. . These characters are often humorously 

named to show the special qualities they embody. Thus 

Carlyle names the eloquent platform speaker against capital 

91 punishment Hesperus Fiddlestring, in derision of the 

philanthropic reform movement's insipid sentimentality and 

its trifling, shallow nature. The representative of the 

English nation—to whom Carlyle often refers or with whom 

he remonstrates—becomes, as Carlyle emphasizes different 

92 traits of the national character, variously Bull (omis

sion of "John" imparts a character of big, thundering 

dullness), Heavyside (Carlyle calls him "my solid friend," 

first using the name after picturing in the chaos of the 

1848 revolutions "many a solid Englishman, wholesomely 

digesting his pudding"),^ and Fitzsmithytrough (son of 

the smith's forge-trough), who epitomizes the English 

94 admiration of "stupendous railway miracles." Carlyle 

also possessed a sense of humor in regard to himself— 

a rare quality—as is seen in his choice of names for some 

91. LDP, p. 70. 92. Ibid., pp. 162-63. 

93. Ibid., p. 13. 94. Ibid., p. 277. 
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of the characters who represent his own position: Crabbe 

95 of the Intermittent Radiator —which jests not only at his 

dissident position but also hints at his fallibility—the 
qc 97 

Truculent Constable of the Destinies, " and Sauerteig. 

"Sauerteig" is usually translated as "sour dough." And 

certainly Sauerteig's one appearance in the Pamphlets as 

the author of the Pig Philosophy certifies his acrid 

nature. The word, however, also means "leaven." As the 

Philosophy is also extremely funny, it does act as leaven 

to Carlyle's gloomy sermon against Victorian unbelief. 

Perhaps the prime expression of Carlyle's humor 

in the Pamphlets is the abundant irony, which can easily 

be overlooked because it is often subtle and often de

pendent on contemporary circumstances. The irony takes 

many forms and works at many levels. It can arise out of 

a subtle choice of words, as for instance, Carlyle's 

characterization of British bureaucrats as "men [who] 
I 

sit in Downing Street, doing protocols, Syrian treaties, 

Greek questions, Portuguese, Spanish, French, Egyptian and 
go 

Aethiopian questions . . ." —the schoolboyish "doing" 

95. LDP, pp. 29-30, 80-81, 238. 

96. Ibid., p. 6. 

97. Ibid., p. 315. 

98. Ibid., p. 93. 
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in this context being sharply ironic. Or choice of words 

can create the ironic ambiguity in Carlyle's questioning 

of why the "partly anthropomorphous" statue of Hudson was 

99 never cast, a jest at the artistic quality of English 

statues as well as the ascribed divinity of Hudson. Very 

often irony arises out of a juxtaposition of words which 

comments on Victorian life, as for instance, Carlyle's 

asking the philanthropic prison reformers and would-be 

abolishers of capital punishment if they would have saved 

the Sarawak Pirates, wryly concluding, "The Almighty 

Maker is wroth that the Sarawak cutthroats, with their 

poisoned spears, are away? What must his wrath be that the 

Thirty-thousand Needlewomen [a reference to the Morning 

Chronicle expose''] are still here, and the question of 

•prevenient grace1 [according to Carlyle, the obsession 

of contemporary prelates] not yet settled'. "-LOO Thus Car

lyle laughs at a society which champions criminals and 

bitterly battles over obscure points of doctrine while 

women starve on London streets. Ironic juxtaposition, 

producing bathos, in another instance is the basis for 

Carlyle's rallying of the materialism of good Victorians, 

Carlyle predicting that they will finally see that their 

only possession was a moneybag, for which they gave "soul 

99. LDP, p. 257. 100. Ibid., pp. 85-86. 
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and heart and (frightfuler still) stomach itself in fateful 

exchange for the same."'''̂ ''' 

Another, very effective form of irony in the Pam

phlets is Carlyle's use of inappropriate descriptions. 

Thus he underscores the ludicrously base nature of England's 

spiritual vision by an ironic application of the terms of 

contemporary life to spiritual realities, noting that 

"Practically men have come to imagine that the Laws of this 

Universe, like the laws of constitutional countries, are 

decided by voting; that it is all a study of division-

in? lists, . , The reverse of this is the use of words 

with grand and lofty associations to depict contemporary 

affairs in the manner of the mock-heroic of eighteenth-

century satirists. Such descriptions provoke la,ughter 

from the discrepancy between what is suggested and what is 

actually described. Thus the disgrace of George Hudson, 

deified by his contemporaries for his wonderful ability 

to make money, Carlyle calls "the universal Hudson ragnarok, 

or 'twilight of the gods,'""''^ Similarly, the attitude of 

Englishmen toward Hudson is derided in an outrageous parody 

of the awe of the worshipper toward the Divine: 

You out of nothing can make a world, or huge 
fortune of gold. A divine intellect is in 

101, 

103. 

LDP, p. 206. 102. Ibid,, p. 234. 

Ibid,, p. 255. 
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you, which Earth and Heaven, and Capel Court itself 
acknowledge; at the word of which are done miracles. 
You find a dying railway; you say to it, Live, 
blossom anew with scrip;—and it lives, and blos
soms into umbrageous flowery scrip, to enrich with 
golden apples, surpassing those of the Hesperides, 
the hungry souls of men. Diviner miracle what god 
ever did?^04 

Or, as another example, there is Carlyle's deprecation by 

irony of the idleness and emptiness of British aristocratic 

life in his terming of the annual fall hunt "the ramadhan, 

sacred fast, or month of meditative solitude and devout 

prayer, now in use among the English."1®5 

All these examples of humor in Latter-Day Pamphlets 

indicate what a large role humor plays in Carlyle's criti

cism of his age. These evidences of wit, of Carlyle's 

ability to laugh and to generate laughter, are a sign of 

sanity and mental health. Softening the harshness of the 

didacticism, the humor in the Pamphlets also points to a 

community between Carlyle and the reader, the laughter 

evoked being a demonstration that writer and reader have 

points of agreement, that they are in some measure using the 

same standards—of morality and of sanity. 

This chapter has attempted to explain the reason 

for the strong rhetoric of Latter-Day Pamphlets and to 

present the underlying principle of organization. The 

chapter has also tried to show that the animal imagery is 

104, LDP, p. 257. 105. Ibid,, p. 295. 
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not an expression of misanthropy by a bitter, frustrated 

man but rather an instrument of satire, i.e., that it is 

audience-directed for the purpose of reform. Further, in 

refutation of the critical view that the pamphlets are ex

pressive of Carlyle's repressed hatreds, the chapter has 

demonstrated that Carlyle mixed diatribe with large amounts 

of allaying humor. The final chapter will explore the last 

major obstacle to an acceptance of the Pamphlets, the ques

tion of whether the series does indeed advocate a ruthless 

authoritarianism. 



CHAPTER V 

CARLYLE ON GOVERNMENT 

Condemnation of Latter-Day Pamphlets has centered 

on the nature of the government Carlyle envisioned, and 

not without apparent reason. On a first reading the Pam

phlets can easily be misconstrued as evidence that Carlyle 

favored despotism, for the series is difficult reading, and 

it contains many statements which, lifted out of the total 

context and considered in isolation, are damning. Finding 

Carlyle to fulminate against "democracy," to assert that 

some men are ordained free and others slave, and to preach 

the "privilege of the foolish to be governed by the wise," 

many critics have seen the Pamphlets as prima-facie evi

dence that at heart Carlyle was a totalitarian with a 

thorough contempt for the people. 

The mildest interpretations of the words of the 

Pamphlets come from Raymond Williams and Emery Neff. 

Williams objects that Carlyle wanted power placed in the 

hands only of the aristocracy and the industrial-capi

talists;^" Neff's conclusion is more alarming, that in the 

Pamphlets Carlyle "repudiated representative government 

1. Williams, p. 83. 
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and advocated in its stead an efficient despotism. . . . "2 

In other courts the verdict has been harsher, and the 

Pamphlets have been judged as proto-Fascist. Thus Albert 

J. LaValley finds the series teaches "master morality and 

3 slave morality" and that it contains a "constantly re

iterated demand for a new structure of command and obedience, 

for a strong leader and subservient masses."^ In essence 

J. Salwyn Schapiro agrees, finding that Carlyle envisioned 
C 

a tyrant who "demanded and received unflinching obedience," 

but adding a more serious indictment, that Carlyle advocated 

the institution of slavery. 

The difference in the interpretations made of 

Latter-Day Pamphlets is due in part to a failure to read 

and judge the series in its entirety. But the difference 

also is the result of the convolutions of the prose which 

obscure the basic ideas. In addition, the variety of in

terpretations is to be explained by the nature of the 

series; that is, it is propaganda by a moralist-reformer, 

not a treatise by a political scientist. The purpose of 

2. Neff, Carlyle and Mill, p. 43. 

3. LaValley, p. 286. 

4. Ibid,, p. 282. 

5. Schapiro, p. 101. 

6. Ibid., p. 107. 
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the pamphlets is to rouse the public to an awareness that 

reform must be made immediately to avert a catastrophe, 

and the emphasis is on the deteriorated spiritual condi

tion of the nation as the cause of the present trouble. 

Carlyle as pamphleteer does not detail a plan to re

organize society. Thus the ideal of government presented 

in the pamphlets leaves many questions about particulars 

unanswered, providing opportunity for critical speculation. 

And, Latter-Day Pamphlets being propaganda, consistency 

at all points is not one of its virtues. Nevertheless, 

the series does not advocate repressive or despotic govern

ment, and it certainly does not sanction slavery. 

The meaning of Carlyle's statements may be appre

hended only by reading the pamphlets within the specific 

context of the mid-century political and social turmoil 

which produced them. The explicit assumption in the 

7 series is that "where we are, is no continuing." A 

crisis is upon England, and citizens must realize that the 

status quo has become impossible to maintain. Change, of 

one kind or another, an alteration for the better or the 

worse, is inevitable. The question is, what kind of change 

will it be? The answer to this question is the substance 

of the political remarks in the series, and it must be 

7. LDP, p. 215. 



186 

remembered that Carlyle's statements in the pamphlets are 

directed toward the problems of a particular country at a 

specific time in its history. The answer takes two forms: 

what the change should be and what it should not be. The 

possibility of misinterpretation of the statements as 

totalitarian in intent may be reduced by separating—as 

Carlyle did not'—the two parts of his answer and by reading 

the parts within the context of the times. Only then is 

his meaning clear, 

Jhe Liberal solution to the explosive discontent 

of the lower classes was to extend the franchise and thus 

complete the redistribution of political power begun in 

1832. The assumption was that an extension of voting rights 

to the lower classes would result in a reformed Parliament 

which in makeup would represent all classes and thus would 

eliminate legislation favoring upper-class interests. For 

Liberals democracy was synonymous with political equality, 

and democracy was the necessary remedy for society's ills. 

For Carlyle it was not, and his strong negative 

assertions about democracy are aimed at discrediting the 

Liberal solution to social problems, at persuading his 

audience that the necessary change in the nation should 

not be made in that direction. It should be recognized 

that his strenuous objections to democracy are in fact 

strenuous objections to an increase in the electorate, not 
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to representative government. And these remarks are not 

indicative of dislike of the populace or of contempt for 

the lower classes, as will be evident by the end of this 

chapter. Though the fact is often overlooked, Carlyle in 

Latter-Day Pamphlets does applaud "democracy," asserting 

that ". . . universal Democracy . . . has declared itself 

as an inevitable fact of the days in which we live; and 

he who has any chance to instruct, or lead, in his days, 

must begin by admitting that: new street-barricades, and 

new anarchies . . , must return and again return, till 
O 

governing persons everywhere know and admit that," For 

Carlyle democracy as the "universal revolt of the European 

Populationsagainst the "traditions, cants, indolences, 

cowardiceson which contemporary society was based was 

a blessing, for "Imposture ... is hateful, unendurable 

to God and man,"^ But democracy as one man-one vote, as 

government by universal suffrage, is "on this side of the 

Atlantic and on that . . . forever impossible J 

The Ideal of Leadership 

In this counter-argument against extension of the 

franchise, Carlyle first attacks the contemporary zeal for 

8. LDP, pp. 8-9. 9. Ibid., p. 10. 

10. Ibid., pp. 11-12. 11. Ibid., p. 12. 

12. Ibid., p. 21. 
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voting on the basis tnat voting has been promoted as a 

good in itself; it is regarded as a "machine for doing 

13 Government too, as we now do all things by 'machinery'"; 

whereas voting is only a means to an end, that end being the 

election of the best man from among competing candidates 

for a government office. As good government for Carlyle 

is a matter of good men in office, men capable of making 

wise decisions, he is at pains in the pamphlets to make 

clear the kind of man the voters should be putting into 

office in contradistinction to the kind of man they have 

been wont to elect. Unfortunately, Carlyle's choice of 

terms to denote his ideal obscures his meaning for a 

twentieth-century audience. He talks in terms of a 

"natural aristocracy," the "hero," and the "true leader," 

but he offers his ideal of leadership as a contrast to 

candidates who have no ability but only money or an im

pressive lineage whereby the voters are persuaded to elect 

them to office. He does not mean to imply by these terms 

a ruthless ascent to power or a brutal domination of the 

masses, overtones of meaning called up by twentieth-century 

usage of his terminology,"^ 

13. LDP, p, 272. 

14. An egregious instance of semantic confusion 
is the passage in "Parliaments" where Carlyle chooses to 
discuss moral superiority in terms of freedom and slavery, 
With a love of paradox, he defines slavery as self-license 
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Carlyle asserts of the ideal man for English 

goyernment that he is characterized by particular qualities 

of character and mind. First and foremost, he is dis

tinguished by a moral character which makes comparisons 

with Hitler incongruous. As pointed out in Chapter IV, 

the ideal leader's defining characteristic is his innate 

nobility. In Carlyle's words, he has "Wisdom, which means 

also Valour and heroic Nobleness." He is a man "who 

knows for himself the divine Appointments of this Universe, 

1 fi the Eternal Laws ordained by God the Maker. ..." In 

his ideal leader Carlyle is championing a man who will be 

an exemplar for the whole nation of its highest ideals, a 

man of genuine, intrinsic nobility, "God-Almighty's Noble," 

as opposed to the man of exterior nobility, the "Court-

Tailor's Noble," or the man of pretended nobility, the 

"Able-Editor's Noble.And though Hitler's concept of 

himself parallels Carlyle's definition of the true leader in 

some ways, the differences in their respective ideals are 

and freedom as self-restraint, the slave being bound by his 
own passions and the free man being liberated by his con
trol of his lower nature. But as Carlyle denominates some 
citizens free and others slave, it must be emphasized that 
he is speaking of moral, not political states (LDP, 
pp. 248-53). 

15, Ibid., pp. 34-35. 

16, Ibid., p. 32. 

17, Ibid., p, 22. 
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more profound. The fundamental point of Hitler's theory 

of leadership was that the Germans constituted a superior 

people destined to subjugate the world and rule it as they 

pleased. Justice or service, which, as this chapter shows, 

are central to Carlyle's conception of leadership, were not 

part of the Fascistic ideal. 

The ideal leader is also a man of superior intellect, 

as would be expected. However, in the Pamphlets Carlyle 

makes character and intelligence interdependent. As a 

logical extension of his theory that the powers of the 

mind—the animal cunning and the moral directive of 

character discussed in Chapter IV'—are interacting, so 

that a limitation of one part of the mind would mean a 

limitation of the other, Carlyle asserts of intellectual 

stupidity and moral stupidity that "the one always means 
T O  

the other. . . . "xo As intellect and morality thus for 

him are interlinked, he states that "directly or in

directly" all evil springs from an "insufficient Intel-

19 lect." According to Carlyle's theory, the cleverness 

of an evil man is limited by his lack of moral control; 

conversely, the greater the intelligence, the greater the 

development of character, so that Carlyle asserts of the 

ideal leader that the "man of Intellect, of real and not 

18, LDP, p. 55, 19. Ibid., p. 96. 
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sham Intellect is by the nature of him likewise inevitably 

a man of nobleness, a man of courage, rectitude, pious 

20 strength, . , . As Carlyle defines the ideal leader as 

a man of real and not sham intelligence and as he makes 

intelligence in part a matter of insight into "the divine 

Appointments of this Universe," he structures his defini

tion to preclude the hero's being the kind of man who would 

ruthlessly oppress the weaker members of society. The hero 

is not the man who thinks he is noble, who deludes himself 

that he alone knows what is right. By Carlyle's defini

tion—whatever one may think of its plausibility or help

fulness in choosing leaders-—a man is a hero by virtue of 

being right. 

Besides, one of the characteristics of the ideal 

leader is that he lacks the professional politician's zeal 

for office. The wise man perceives leadership of society 

21 as a terrible responsibility, "not a privilege." And 

so governing is "a duty which he would fain enough shirk. 

. . ,"22 Far from putting himself forward for office 

in eagerness to hold power, the man "fittest for it [leader-

23 ship], is of all men the unwillingest unless constrained," 

But as society is an interdependent whole, a network of 

20. LDP, p, 106. 21, Ibid,, p. 23, 

22, Ibid, 23, Ibid. 
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mutual obligations, leadership, though burdensome, is a 

duty which the superior man owes to society, for "where he 

reigns, all is blessed; and the gods rejoice, and only the 

wicked make wail."^ Only the able man can "diminish and 

25 successively abolish the curses of the world. , . It 

is the blessings to society given by the leadership of men 

who possess intelligence and high moral principles that Car-

lyle thinks of when he makes a statement easily misunder

stood to connote agreement with totalitarian principles, 

the statement that ". , . it is the everlasting privilege 

of the foolish to be governed by the wise; to be guided in 

the right path by those who know it better than they."^ 

Thus Carlyle presents a paradox: the onerous duty for the 

able man of leading, the privilege for the less able to 

following him. 

The Weaknesses of the Electoral Process 

Having described the kind of man who should hold 

office and having established the end of voting as the 

selection of this man,^' Carlyle, in his argument against 

24, LDP, p. 252. 

25, Ibid., pp. 107-08, 

26. Ibid,, p. 23, 

27. Carlyle asks, "Will the ballot-box raise the 
Noblest to the chief place? . . . That nevertheless is 
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electoral reform, by implication asks whether an extension 

of the vote to the lower classes, as proposed by the 

Liberals, would make elections better attain that end. 

Though the rhetoric of the answer obscures the fact, Car

lyle's objections are reasonable. First, selection of the 

ablest candidate demands a considerable amount of wisdom 

on the part of the voter. As Carlyle says, "I have always 

understood that true worth, in any department, was difficult 

to recognise; that the worthiest, if he appealed to uni

versal suffrage, would have but a poor chance."28 And 

Carlyle dwells on the character of popular heroes, those 

men who in a sense have been elected by popular vote, em" 

phasizing the adulation accorded George Hudson (by the ma

jority, not simply the lower classes) because he made 

money, the crowd being unable to discern what he really 

was, a cheat and a scoundrel. Thus Carlyle gives as his 

answer to the question of whether the vote should be ex

tended : 

No, the kind of heroes that come mounted 
on the shoulders of the universal-suffrage, and 
instal themselves as Prime Ministers and healing 
Statesmen by force of able editorship, do not 
bid very fair to bring Nations back to the ways 
of God. Eloquent high-lacquered pinchbeck 

the indispensable result, attain it how we may: if that 
is attained, all is attained; if not that, nothing" (LDP, 
p. 22) . 

28, Ibid., p. 242. 
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specimens these, expert in the arts of Belial 
mainly;—fitter to be markers at some exceedingly 

; billiard-table than sacred chief-priests 
of men! 

In answer to another possibility, that the elec

torate be expanded from the present base but still made less 

than the total population, Carlyle raises the question of 

what criteria should be used to determine who will vote and 

who will not. Money, the test for voting under the Reform 

Bill, Carlyle declares unrelated to wisdom and so of no 

help in separating the wise citizen, who alone casts a 

worthwhile vote, from the unwise. Looking at the "beer and 

balderdash" of contemporary elections and considering the 

"fools, cowards, knaves, and gluttonous traitors true only 

to their own appetite" who participate in elections, Car

lyle concludes, "And alas, the vulgarest vulgar, I often 

find, are not those in ragged coats at this day; but those 

in fine, superfine, and superfinest;—the more is the 

pity JThus Carlyle objects to an extension of the fran

chise not because it would give the lower classes the vote 

but because wisdom was needed in voting and extending the 

vote to make suffrage universal, as the proportion of wise 

to foolish was the same in all classes, was "the mere en-

3 ] largement of your circle of ingredients." On the other 

2 9 ,  LDP, pp. 133-34. 30, Ibid.f p, 243, 

31, Ibid,, p. 274. 
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hand, if there was to be a limited extension of the vote, 

unless a better qualification than possession of money 

could be proposed, there would be no rise in the level of 

wisdom in the electorate and therefore no advantage in 

the change. 

Though Carlyle argues against the Liberal plan to 

extend the vote, it is very important to understand that 

he does not object to the electoral process per se and that 

he does not ask for the abolition of election of members 

of Parliament. It is quite clear, says Carlyle, that in 

England ''Democracy clamours, with its Newspapers, its 

Parliaments, and all its Twenty-seven million throats, 

39 continually in this Nation forevermore." Therefore 

elections are a permanent part of English government, and 

Carlyle notes only that he wishes for his readers "not only 

a good voting-box, but something worth voting for!"33 

And though he is against universal suffrage in 

Parliamentary elections on the grounds that ". . .in regard 

to most things of importance, and in regard to the choice 

of men especially, there is . . . next to no capability on 

the part of universal-suffrage,"3̂  still he does not mean 

that government is to be unresponsive to the majority. He 

32- LDP, p. 143. 33. Ibid,, p. 238. 

34. Ibid., p. 34. 
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grants that voting on selected issues by all the people 

in order to obtain national opinion on questions might be 

valuable, a means of filling the need of "the King or 

Governor to know what the mass of men think upon public 

35 questions legislative and administrative, ..." As a 

non-binding expression of opinion, such voting would be 

desirable inasmuch as "it is not by rude force, either of 

muscle or of will, that one man can govern twenty men, much 

more twenty millions of men," In sum, Carlyle's position 

on polling is that 

Clearly enough, the King in constitutional 
countries would wish to ascertain all men's 
votes, their opinions, volitions on all manner 
of matters; that so his whole scene of opera
tions, to the last cranny of it, might be il
luminated for him, and he, wherever he were 
working, might work with perfect knowledge of 
the circumstances and materials. But the King, 
New Downing Street, or whatever the Sovereign's 
name is, will be a very poor King indeed if he 
admit all these votes into his system of pro
cedure, and transform them into acts—indeed X 
think, in that case, he will not be long for 
this world as a King!37 

A point to be made is that in opposing political 

democracy, Carlyle is not indicating his support of an 

oligarchy or an outright dictatorship. Carlyle wishes to 

keep the structure of British government basically un

changed, and British government was not a despotism. In 

35- iP' 240« 36- Ibid., p. 245. 

37, Ibid., p, 243, 
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his stand against widening the electorate Carlyle is a man 

of his time, for as G. Kitson Clark points out of Mill, 

. , . in the middle of the century there were a 
good many educated men with generally liberal 
principles who did not follow him. In particular 
there were what may be called liberal realists, 
men like Anthony Trollope, Walter Bagehot or James 
FitzJames Stephen . . . who accepted many basic 
liberal principles but were not always altogether 
convinced of the value or safety of popular demo
cratic government. 

Even Mill occasionally had doubts about the democracy de

scribed by De Tocqueville, a one man-one vote tyranny of 

the majority, the enthronement of mediocrity. In opposing 

an extension of the vote, Carlyle was working against the 

trend of the times, but he was not alone in his opposi

tion. 

Carlyle's Program for Change 

In addition to the matter of voting, Carlyle argues 

on other grounds against the Liberal plan of social reform 

through electoral reform. Reform of Parliament as a means 

of improving society had been tried in 1832, without, in 

Carlyle's opinion, much success. The reason, as Carlyle 

contends with reference to the historical development of 

Parliament, is that Parliament was never meant to be a 

governing body at all. It originated as an advising body 

38. Clark, p. 48. 
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to the sovereign, as a forum for national debate. The 

yery size of its membership prohibits its being an effec

tive executive body, though that is what it has been 

3 9 striving to become ever since the execution of Charles I. 

Thus Carlyle's fulminations against Parliament are directed 

not at its function as representative of the people but 

at its usurpation and inept execution of the executive 

functions of government. A major point made by Carlyle 

is that the executive functions of government have not been 

successfully prosecuted. Therefore, over the long range, 

any change in British government, he counsels, should be 

in the direction of strengthening the executive and ad

ministrative offices. 

All this is part of the rationale behind Carlyle's 

own program for change, for he not only argues against the 

extension of the franchise but also argues for an alternate 

method of improving British government, one which focuses 

on the Prime Minister and Downing Street. Thus Carlyle 

asserts, 

If the constitutional man will take the old 
Delolme-Bentham spectacles off his nose, and 
look abroad into the Fact itself with such 
eyes as he may have, I consider he will find 
that reform in matters social does not now 
mean, as he has long sleepily fancied, reform 
in Parliament alone or chiefly or perhaps at 
all. My alarming message to him is, that the 

39, LDP, pp. 217-33. 
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thing we vitally need is not a more and more 
perfectly elected Parliament, but some reality 
of a Ruling Sovereign to preside over Parlia
ment [i.e., a strong Prime Minister]; that we 
have already got the former entity in some 
measure [through the Reform of 1832], but that 
we are farther than ever from the road towards 
the latter; and that if the latter be missed 
and not got, there is no life possible for us. 
A New Downing Street, an infinitely reformed 
Governing Apparatus; there some hope might 
lie, A Parliament, any conceivable Parlia
ment, continuing to attempt the function of 
Governor, can lead us only into No-Government 
which is called Anarchy; and the more 'reformed' 
or Democratic you make it, the swifter will 
such consummation be.40 

As far as the chief executive is concerned, Carlyle pro

poses no change; the Prime Minister, elected by the repre

sentatives of the people, is still to be at the head of 

government. But Carlyle does call for a change of policy 

on the part of the Prime Minister, that is, abdication of 

laissez-faire in favor of positive programs for the solu

tion of national problems, among the possibilities for 

which Carlyle suggests national education, government-

sponsored emigration, and public works projects carried 

out by the unemployed. And with a modern note, he hints 

that all this might be carried out if the government 

stopped its huge outlays for the military.^ 

But for Downing Street, which Carlyle considers 

the real center of control over national life, rather than 

40. LDP., p. 233. 41. Ibid., pp. 146-48, 
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Pajrl^ament, he does have a suggestion for change. The 

change he asks for is a very limited and conservative one 

whose ultimate result would be to make a limited redistribu

tion of power to the lower classes. The nature of the 

change he proposes shows how erroneous are charges that 

Latter-Day Pamphlets advocates totalitarianism, His "one 

small Project of Improvement" is that the Queen be em-

powered to appoint to Parliament a limited number of men 

chosen by the Prime Minister for high positions in Downing 

A O 
Street. ^ As the matter stood in 1850, appointments to 

these positions had to be made from among members of Par

liament. The proposed change would give the Prime Minister 

a freedom of choice analogous to that which the President 

of the United States enjoys in selecting the members of 

his Cabinet; that is, the President does not have to choose 

his Cabinet from among men elected to Congress. The Prime 

Minister would not have to choose his Downing Street 

officers from Parliament. That is the sole change Carlyle 

asks for government. 

The change has two goals. First is the improve

ment of government and thereby of society through the 

acquisition of the ablest men in the country for govern

ment service, a result often not attained by elections. 

In "Stump-Orator" Carlyle points out the fatal tendency 

42, LDP, pp, 113-15. 
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for the best speaker rather than the most capable man to 

be elected to Parliament. He does not propose to tamper 

with Parliamentary elections, but he sees as a means of 

placing able men in government the appointive powers of 

the Prime Minister for administrative positions. Carlyle's 

plan would enable the Prime Minister to place in key 

Downing Street offices men with outstanding ability who 

lacked the proper political magnetism or the financial 

resources with which to conduct and win a campaign, As 

pointed out before, Carlyle hoped to see Peel at the helm 

of government, a Prime Minister committed to bringing 

government to the solution of the nation's problems. The 

proposed change in Downing Street appointments was predi

cated on there being in the office of Prime Minister a 

man dedicated to the best possible government and so willing 

43 to appoint the best man to an office. 

43. Carlyle asks rhetorically in "Downing Street," 
"Who, then, is to be the Reforming Statesman, and begin 
the noble work for us? He is the preliminary; one such; 
with him we may prosecute the enterprise to length after 
length; without him we cannot stir in it at all. A true 
king, temporary-king, that dare undertake the government 
of Britain, on condition of beginning in sacred earnest 
to 'reform1 it, not at this or that extremity, but at the 
heart and centre. That will expurgate Downing Street, 
and the practical Administration of our Affairs; clear 
out its accumulated mountains of pedantries and cobwebs; 
bid the Pedants and Dullards depart, bid the Gifted and 
the Seeing enter and inhabit" (LDP, p. 121). 
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The second goal of Carlyle' s plan is to open up 

government seryice to all classes and thereby to widen the 

opportunity for careers to the nation's talent. Carlyle 

in the Pamphlets is adamantly equalitarian, holding birth 

irrelevant to individual worth. Ability, according to 

Carlyle, is equally distributed in all classes, and as 

the lower classes are the most populous, opening up govern

ment service to all classes opens up to the nation great, 

unused storehouses of talent. Carlyle asserts that 

In the lowest broad strata of the population, 
equally as in the highest and narrowest, are 
produced men of every kind of genius; man for 
man, your chance of genius is as good among 
the millions as among the units;—and class 
for class, what must it be J From all classes, 
not from certain hundreds now but from several 
millions, whatsoever man the gods had gifted 
with intellect and nobleness, and power to 
help his country, could be chosen. 

The people of superior intellectual and moral endowment, 

whatever their birth, constitute for Carlyle a natural 

aristocracy who ought to be at the head of all concerns-—• 

business, education, the church—not just government, as 

it is axiomatic that the ablest man can do the best job 

and thereby produce the best possible society. The ideal 

to be striven for is "a hierarchy of beneficences, your 

noblest man at the summit of affairs, and in every place 

44. LDP, p. 118, 
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the due gradation of the fittest for that place. . . .1,45 

But, as Carlyle notes, in England only in industry had the 

idea of hereditary privilege been abandoned, as the struggle 

for profit made ability a matter of primary concern.^ 

Carlyle's natural aristocracy simply is the totality of 

ability in the nation, from which he wishes to see men 

taken to staff administrative government offices. In no 

sense is it a governing elite, as appointments are made by 

a Prime Minister responsible to Parliament and the nation. 

Opposing the party spoils system that staffed government 

with mediocrity, Carlyle champions the appointment of the 

most capable man to the job. And, as he says, "Is not this 

Proposal the very essence of whatever truth there is in 

'Democracy'; this, that the able man be chosen, in whatever 

rank he is found? That he be searched for as hidden 

treasure is; be trained, supervised, set to the work which 

47 he alone is fit for," 

Thus in his proposal for a change in Downing Street, 

Carlyle is both a radical and a conservative; he champions 

a partial redistribution of power through opening govern

ment service to all classes, and he advocates a radical 

principle, the selection of the most capable man without 

45, LDP, p. 259. 46, Ibid., p. 35. 

47, Ibid,, pp. 119-20, 
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regard to money, background, or class. But he retains the 

traditional structure of government. An advantage of this 

proposal, says Carlyle, is that , you could try this 

method with safety; extension of the suffrage you cannot 

so try." 8̂ 

That Carlyle•s government at once changes and does 

not change is an instance of his fidelity to the principle 

of organic growth. In a living universe, Carlyle finds 

the law of existence to be change and growth. But such 

change is to be orderly and coherent, proceeding from in

ternal principles of progression. Hence, there is a re

peated warning in the Pamphlets that Victorian society must 

change to meet the new conditions of life of a new era, and 

the pamphlets protest against the current inertia. But 

Carlyle's proposal for governmental change is conservative, 

an imposition of change from within which is loyal to or

ganic principles, to traditions, rather than an external 

and mechanical altering of form. Instead of a radical, 

engineered tampering with government, such as an extension 

of the franchise would be, Carlyle hopes to ameliorate 

current problems by staffing government with abler men. 

Providing opportunity in government service for all 

classes, proposing that government provide moral leadership 

48. LDP, pp. 120-21, 
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for the nation, demanding of the populace that they hold 

higher ideals of what national figures should be^-none of 

this seems remotely threatening or totalitarian; in fact, 

as with much Victorian political and social commentary, 

the whole has quite a familiar ring to it. And if Carlyle 

quarreled with a widening of the electorate for members of 

Parliament, citing the kinds of men who became popular 

heroes, the power of "Able-Editors" to influence elections, 

and the tendency of the vote to be given to the most 

eloquent speaker, he was not alone in the Victorian era 

in objecting to weaknesses of a democracy, and in no way 

are such objections proof he wanted a dictatorship. 

Carlyle was an important figure in Victorian 

society, and as such he deserved to be studied. We will 

not, however, understand his thought or his influence on 

his own era until we lay aside our prejudices against his 

writings as expressions of a psychotic personality and begin 

to try to discern what he actually said and the relationship 

of what he said to the times. Many intelligent, sensitive 

readers reject Carlyle's thought as unsatisfactory, but 

non-acceptance of his philosophy does not explain the 

reason for Latter-Day Pamphlets' being read as brutal, 

repressive, and contemptuous of mankind when in fact the 

series is the product of Carlyle's compassion for the vic

tims of a chaotic and cruel society and when the eight 
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tjractp repeatedly teach society's responsibility to all 

its members and exhort England to live up to its Christian 

ideals. Part of the reason for the misreading of the series 

is perhaps the convolutions of Carlyle's prose and the dif

ficult topicality of Latter-Day Pamphlets. But another 

reason seems to be the strong, negative preconception 

about Carlyle the man that shapes the interpretation of 

what he said. Norman N, Holland records an interesting 

experiment he carried out with students which bears on this 

point. To determine the effect of expectation on the 

reading of a piece of literature, Holland presented the 

same passage of prose to different groups of students. 

Though in fact the passage was an excerpt from Reade's 

The Cloister and the Hearth, Holland told some students 

the writing was a description of Philip of Luxemburg taken 

from a history of medieval Europe and other students that 

the passage was an excerpt from a Thurber fairy tale. Both 

groups of students accepted the explanation and formulated 

judgments and expressed feelings about the passage in accord 

with which explanation they had received.^9 Such is the 

power of the expectation with which a reader greets a work. 

We must set aside our preconceptions of what Carlyle is 

49. Norman N, Holland, "Prose and Minds: A 
Psychoanalytic Approach to Non-Fiction," in The Art of 
Victorian Prose, ed. George Levine and William Madden 
(New York, 1968), pp. 321-22. 
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going to say and attempt to read this eminent Victorian 

writer and thinker with a new perspicacity. To paraphrase 

Carlyle, it is time we took off our old Freudian-neurosis 

spectacles and looked at the Fact of the thing. 
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