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CHAPTER 1

INTROLDUCTICK

On May 26, 1770, Oliver Goldsmith's Deserted Village

waa publiahod.l This poem, which has been subjected to re-
peated sttacke by those who claim that it contains more sen-
timentality than sense, is Goldsmith's beat known, most often
quoted, and most highly regarded work. Even when the poem 1s
considered alongside suoch other famlllar Goldsmith works as

The Traveller (1764),° The Vicar of Wakefield (1766), and She

Stoops to Conguer (1773), it remains the single achievement
that did more to enhtnsce Goldsmith's reputation tﬁan all hia
other works combined. The poem's central argument is that the
aoocurmulation of wealth in England's middle and noble oclasaea
haa caused the depopulation and impending destruction of Eng-
lish villages. Goldsmith claimed that The Deserted Village is

a factual account of the eviction, pauperization, debasement,
and dishonor that sccompanied depopulation.
Goldamith's dedication of the poem to Sir Joshua Reynolda

anticipated much of the controversy that would arise upon

lPoter Cunninghem, ed., The Works of Oliver Cocldamith

(London, 1854), I, 36. See alaso James Prior, Ed., The HiSCel-
lanecua Workas of Oliver Goldsmith (Philadelphia, 18%75), 1V,
57-80. Prlior cltes several exsmples from the favorable critical
reception of the poem.

21t is generally acknowledged that The Traveller, while
laoking the universality and timelessness of The Deserted
Village, ably foretold the genius found in GoldamIth's later
work.
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publicstion. He had desoribed before in various works and at
‘various timea the opinions and feelingas expressed in The

Deserted Village. But never before had he presented them with

the forae and eloquence of his tribute to Sweet Auburn. This
poenm repreaents the summation and strongest expression of hls
long displeasure at the speed with which English villagers

were being destroyed. He was determined that his dlsapproval
would receive lasting expression in a single work. Inviting the
oritioism of economists, politiclans, and friends, Goldsmith

wrote to Reynolds:

I know you will objeot (and indeed several of our best
and wisest friends soncur in the oplinion), thet the de-~
population 1t deplores 1s no where to bhe zeen, and the
disorders it laments are only to be feound in the postts
own imagination. To this I can scarce make any other
answer than that I sincerely believe whst I have writ-
ten; that 1 have taken all possible pains, in my
oountry excursions, for these four or five years paat,
to be certain of what 1 allege, and that all my views
and enquiries have led me to belleve thoae miseries
real, whioh I here attempt to display.

Thus he aites depopulation and social disorders as the evils he
will deplore. But the poem contains, he says, more than the
mere display of village disorders. The dedication continues:

In regretting the depopulation of the country, I in=-
velgh agalnst the increase of our luxuries; and here
also 1 expeot the shout of modern politioclans against
me. For twenty or thirty years past, it has been the
fashion to conslder luxury as one of the greatest
nttional advantages; and all the wisdom of antiquity
in that partiocular, as erroneous. Still, however, I

3011ver Goldsmith, The poetical Works of Oliver Goldsmith,
ed. Austin Dobson (London, 152;5, Ppe 21-22, The text of "The
Deserted Village™ is found on pages 23-37.



must remain a professed ancient on that head, and con-
tinue to think those luxuries prejudicial to states,
by which 80 many vioces are41ntrodueed, and so many
kingdoms have bheen undone.

Perhaps to Goldsmith's surprise, the shout of politi-

olans was not immediately ralsed against him when The Deserted

viilage was published. The poem was an instant esucceas; six
editions appeared before the end of 1770. The oritics and pudb-
lic were enthusiastic., Seversl reviewers objected to his
theories about depopulation and luxury, but they did not allow
their objeotions to dim their pralse. Numerous readers, 1in
letters to journels and periodicals, urged &oldsmith to recon=-

sider his intention, announced in The Deserted Village (1l. 416=

417), to abandon poetry.5

The gquestion to be resolved by this thesis is whether
goldsmith haed aurficlént cause to claim that depopulation and
village destruction were national evils and, moreover, to
attribute the country's evils to an inorease in luxuries. 1In
resolving the gueation, the theals wlll test Goldsmith's aococu~
sations and hias evidence against the evidence of eighteenthe
century England's scclal and economia baokground. The thesis
will prove that Goldsmith's single destroyed village inade-
quately symbolizes the reorganizastion of English soclety under-
way in 1770.

41p1d., p. 22.

6Ralph M. Wardle, Oliver Goldsmith (lswrence, Kansas,
1957), pp. 204-2085.




The poemts dedication contains the only explenation
Goldamith ever made of the extensiveness of his efforts to
prove his oleims, How widespread were his attempts to gather
information has never been made clear. His other writings
do not state what inquiries he made, nor do they revesl the
“pains® he exercised to suthenticate his facts. Hie few let-
tors contsin virtually no references to sountry excuraions-.6
Ralph Wardle, his latest blographer, bypasses the problem of
supporting these elleged inquiries. In the years immediately
preceding publiocation of the poem, Wardle says, Goldsmith did
make numerous trips ocut of LOndon;7 usually, however, he went
to the country for dinner with friends and returned the same
evening. In the summer of 1768 rColdsmith rented a oottage
eight miles from the oity.s Llving there with hia friend
Edward Bott, he devoted moat of his time to merriment but did
work fitfully on the Roman history he was complling. He apent
the summer of 1771, Just after The Deaerted Village was pube

lished,in the cottage of a farvier nsmed Selby six milezs from
London.? ®hile there he worked on his history of England.

ﬁxatharlno €. Balderston eclited the standard edition of
Goldsmithts letters, The Collested ILetters of Oliver goldsmith
(Cembridge, 1928). Though Goldsmith was & prollfic writer,
his personal correspondence was not extensive., The small vol=-
ume of collected lettera indicates ealso that few of the letters
he did write have been preserved.

7

wardle, p. 187.
8vid., p. 188.

glbidu s Do 216.



Aside from these supporting references, there are sinply no
facts in Goldsmith's bio raphy to effirm his statement that
he hed taken "sll possible pains" to be gertein of what he
allegad,

In addition to the descoription of depopulstion and de-
struction in s pingle village snd of the pernlelious effeots of

luxury on Erglish society, The Deserted Villege predlcts the

collapse of one of Lurope's strongest netions (ll. 285-286).

It acqulires politicel overtones with an appeal to ststesmen

to oorrect gbuses (ll. 2656~268). It describes America in terms
incomprehenaible to twentieth~century residents (1ll. 341.358).
it contalns passeges that are unquestionably sutoblographiocal
(11, 83+B4 and 411-414), Ané in two of the best~knowr passages
in literature, it charsoterizes the village preacher (ll. 141~
192) and the village teacher (1ll. 195-216) &0 well that they
have hecome legendary figures.

Structurally, The Desorted villsge can be divided imto

ten sections, each ocontalning significant polntz in Goldsmith's
over-all attack on luxurles end village destruction. In order
to singls out some of Goldsmith'’s most important srguments, it
is helpful te surmerize the chief points In each of ths ten
sectlions,

Sectlon I (1l. l=34) iIntroduces the resder to the Auburn
that has become a deserted village. The speaker, presumadbly

goldsmith, 1® desoribes the small groups of buildings, plots of

loFor a different opinion, ase Earl Hiner, "The Making
of The Deserted Village,"” Huntington Library Quarterly, XXII




land, brooks and trees as he remembers them from his child-
hood. The general description shifts from the phyasical appesar-
ance of the village to acotivity on the village green during

a holidsy. Thils section, incidentally, provides the principsl
argument of those scholars who adhere to the AuburneLissoy
theory. In attempting to ldentify Auburn, they have develcped
the theosy that Auburn is the small Irish village of Lissoy,
where Goldsmith was reared. Chspter 1il1 of this thesis will
discuss the Auburn-Lissoy theory, rejecting the notion that
Auburn could be an Irish village.

Section II (1l., 35«-50) desoribes the deserted Auburn
that the speaker views. The once~beautiful village is marred
by desolatlion~~ the choked brook, the wall overgrown with grass,
and the ruined bowers. Significantly, thias seotion first men=-
tions (1. 50) that the villagers have emigrated. It slso con-
tains Goldsmlith's favorite charge that the villagers are forased
to emigrate because a single owner "grasps the whole domain™
(1l.39) for his own selfish use.

The familiar gentral idea of The Deserted Village lis

found in Seotion III (1ll. 5l«74). Goldsmith susoinctly states
his argument in the llnes:

111 fares the land, to hastening llls a prey,
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay:

L] - L » L] L L] » L] L L L4 L 4 . L] L L * L L] L . L]

{(February 19569}, 136. Miner believes that Goldsmith disasso-
cleted himself from the speaker of the poem and substituted

a flotional charaster as the observer of deserted Auburn to
provide "particulerity and detachment."



¢« « « 8 bold peasantry, their countryts pride,
When once destroyed can never be supplied.
(ll. 51=~52 and 55-56)
/Section 1II, one of the poem's most important, contains not
”;hly the central idea but alao a significant contrast between
the traditional communsl organization of English soscliety that
has been swept away and the pleasure-seeking, selfwcentered
soclety that has replaced it. The speaker laments the de-
struction of simple, harmless village pleasures and suggestas
again that the villagers have left England to seek a kinder
shore (l. 73}.
Section IV (1ll, 75-136) expresses the poet's long-held
desire to retire to the village someday. In this section a
touch of vanity, somewhat restrained by a reverential tone,
appears when the poet states that he had wanted to display in
retirement his "book-learned skill"{l. 980) and to "tell of all
I felt, and all I saw" (1., 92). He speaks movingly of olosing
out his l1life in "unperceived decay" (1. 109) in a quiet place
where “Heaven commences ere the world be past™ (1. 112). The
everiing sounds ooming from the Auburn he remembers are directly
associated with the village to which he had hoped to retire.
The section concludes with the pathetic desaription of the old
woman, the last inhsbitant of deserted Auburn, slilently pioking
the oress from the brook (ll. 129«136).
The next three sections are probably the most famlllar

in the entire poem. Section Vv (1ll. 137-«192) charssterizes the

village preacher and painstakingly lists his daily duties. The
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characterization of the village teacher (Section Vi, 1l1l. 193~
216) is marked with the aame attention to detail found in
Seotion V, but differs from it in the gently satirioc tone
Goldsmith used to desoribe the teacher and the awed villagers.
Seotion VIi (1ll. 217-250) recalls the pleasures of the village
alehouse, where the villagers gathered in the evening to rest
from a busy day.

The memory of the happinesa of rustioc life causes the
speaker again to volice bitterly hia principal objeotion-~ that
the vain, superficial joys of the wealthy landowners have dis-
placed the simple, unsophistiocated ploaiuroa of the villagers.
Mis objeotion oconstitutea a porticn of Seotion Viii (1ll., 251~
302). The seotion alsoc contains his appeal to statesmen to put
an end to the abuses, to recognige that the country'a new wealth
ia unrelisble, and to stop the trade that allows "needful prod-
uot" (l. 283) to be exchanged for all the world's luxuries.
With an epia simile he comparea England to a fair female who
acorned the gloss of artificial beauty while nature made her
beautiful, but who, now that natural ocharms have fled, "shines
forth « « . in the glaring impotence of dress" (1ll. 293-294;.

C&ﬁroa times in the secotlion the spealkker protests the eviction of
the villsgers (1. 276, 1. 282, and 1ll. 299-3G0). The injustices
viewed in all guarters cause him to prediet the collapse of the
sountry (1ll. 285-286).2

Seotion 1X (1l. 303-384) faces aguarely the issue of

emigration. The speaker has already conocluded that the village



is depopulated; the only person remalning is the pitiful old
woman found in Section IV. Even the use of the village com-
mons has been denied the villsgers (l. 308), and this final
insult leaves them no choice but to emigrate. Perhsps they
have fled to the city, the poet suggests., DBut he promptly re-
jeots the notlon when he reslizes that there the poor villag-
ers would oonstantly view pleasures and riches they sould not
share while they ignominlously beg for bresd. The idea of his
proud villagers begging is repugnant to him, and the poet ine
slsts that they have fled the country, "toc distant oclimes . . .
where half the convex world intrudes between" (1l. 341«342).
Their new home is in Amerloca, which the speaker deseribes as
a land rilled with "mmtted wnods™ {(l. 342), "eilent bataz"®
(1. 350), "polsonous flelds™ (1.351), "vengeful anakea" (1. 354),
and "orouching tigers® (1.355). The section concludes with a
deseription that appeared often in (oldsmitht!'s works. The poet
tells of the sorrowiful departure of a famlly~~ mother, father,
and daughter--~ from their humble cottage to the ship that will
carry them to the naw world.11
The pathos of the familyts desperate situation directs
the speaker agaln to the evils he abhoras. The oconcluding Seo~
tion X (1ll. 385-430) amsails the luxuries that England has ex-~

changed for her villagers. In the strongest outburst of the

lllbid., ps 137. Mirer regurds this familiar tablesu
as a device to unify the elements of the poem and to provide
the climax.
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paom, the speaker sompares England to a kingdom grown great
with the insidious joys of luxury, "A bloated mass of rank
unwieldy woe" (l, 392). He states that the destructlion of the
country is already half~completed. Regretfully, he announces
that with the emigrating villagers, the splendid rursl virtues
are leaving the land. %Toll, Care, Tenderness, Pliety, Loyalty,
and Love move sedly down to the ships and Qpaaa from the ahore“r
(1. 402). And most lmportant to Goldsmith's readers, the spesk~
er states that he must quit poetry because it 1s too noble to
serve the degenerate timea. But he urges poetry to continue
from distant places "to aid sli:hted truth with thy persuasive
strain" (1.423). Poetry 1s thus challenged to accomplish pre-
cisely what Goldamith has tried to do ln The Deserted Village:

Teach erring man to spurn the rage of galn;
Teach him, that states of native strength possessed,
Though very poor, may still be very blessed.
(ll. 424~426)
Johnson wrote the four concluding lines of the poem.l2
The two terminating lines seem lncongruous with the rest of the
poem, Speakling of the peasant class, Johnson writes:
While self~dependent power can tiwe dery,
As rooks resist the billows and the sky.
(1l. 429-439)
This oouplet suggests thet the peasantry is capable, through
its own strength, of resisting indefinitely the deatructive

foroes. @Goldsmith, in 426 lines, had argued that the poor

, eJamea Boswell, bBoswell's Life of Johnson, ed. George
B. HLll, revised und enlarged by L. I's Powell (Oxford, 1934),
11, 7.
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villagers were powerless to resist the forces destroyling

them.1®

Thirteen years after the publication of The Leserted

Villege, Johnson was asked to contribute to another poem about
village life. Obligingly, Johnaon read "The Village®™ by the
Reverend George (rabbe, pronounced it *original, vigorous, and
elegant,® and added couplimentarily as he aontributed his lines,

"] do not doubt of Mr. Crabbe's auaceaa.“l4

Readera can only
speaulate as to why Johnson contributed to such fundamentally
different poems as Goldamith's Deserted Yillage and Crabbe's
"village." Boawell ssid that Johnson wrote for Crabbe because
the sentiments in "The Village” regarding the falss notion of
ease and ocontentment of rustioc life were gquite congenial with
his own thinking.15 He was not sympathetic with Goldasmith's
argument that the increase in luxuries had caused the destrua~

tion of the villagers. During one of his freguent oscnversa-

tions with Goldsmith concerning the evil effects of luxury,

15Thia interpretation of Johnson's closing lines differs
oongsliderably from the customary snalyslis, which views them a
a generalization supporting CGoldsmith's argument that England
is weakened because of her new reliance on trade and commer-
oislism. 1 maintain, however, that Johnson's reference to
*self~dependent power™ is aynonymous with Goldamith's "bold
peasantry” snd “lowly train."™ The import of Johnsonts total
referenge does not sustain that of the rest of tne poem.

14Quoted from The Poetical Works of the Reverend George
Crabbe, ed. Ceorge Crabbe (London, 1854), 1, I118-110.

lﬁlbldo s Po 119.
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Johnaon vigorously insisted that too few people feel the
effects of luxury for it to have extended .'mfluenco.le
Crabbet's poem attacks pastorsl pootry,l7 singling out
for special disparagement the basic hypoarisy of its olaims

that life in the villages oould hardly be improvod.le

Me
aharply rebukes poets who suggest that rustic awains in thelr
humble cottagea and well-tended flelds are in some mysteriocus
fashion guaranteed a happy life. These poets, he says, faill
to aoknowledge that village conditions are seldom comfortable,
never blissful; that villagers are thoroughly famlliar with
hardships and deprivations of the worst kind.

Crabbe's own village 1s remarkably unllke Goldsmith's
idyllic Auburn. The villagers whom Crabbe remembers are a
miserable group. They labor pitifully under a saorching sun,
trying to eke out the barest sustenance from the sterlile land.
Struggling sgainst the sin of despair, they are overcome by
"weakness, weariness, and ahame® (I, 157). Thelr traitse-
¥bold, artful, surly, savage" {1, 1ll2)e~~ are irreconcilable with
the gentle virtues that Goldsmith found in Auburn.

18yardle, p, 247.

17minsr, pe 140, places The Deserted Village in the
pastoral tradition, Goldsmith has produced Wﬁif”%fher terms
s "quasiepastoral elegy" by redefining the pastoral image.
To achleve this effest, Goldsmith mingled a realistic view
of rural England with the traditicnal pastoral image.

laThe text of "The Village™ is found in The Poetiocal
Works of the Reverend George Crabbe, II, 73~99.
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In a few respeocts, Crabbe and Goldsmith agree in their
argument, particularly with regard to the inequities between
large landowners and peasants. The following lines from "The
Village" remind one of (oldsmith's remark that ths vlllager
who goes to the city can never enjoy the luxurles that "the

sons of pleasure know®™ (The Deserted vVillage, l. 313), but will

always "see profusion that he pust not share"™ (l. 310):

When Plenty smiles«=~ alas! she amiles for few=-

And those who taste not, yet behold her store,

Are as slsves that dig the golden ore«-

The wealth around them makes them doubly poor.

(I, 136~139)

Crabbets reprimend of the rich landlords for their “excessea"
(I, 1563) is reminisoent of Goldsmithts indictment of them for
expropriating the villagers'! land and most needed products.

In most of thelr desoriptions, however, Crabbe and
Goldsmith are worlds apart, Crabbe depicts the normal dailly
life as a cesseless struggle agalnst the smoaroity of food, the
dangers of poor heeslth, the rigors of strenuous work, and the
lack ©of even the simplest comforts. He desaribes the smugglers
who lnhabit the village, bringing violence, lawlessness, and
averice to all the villagers. He tells of the rulnous effects
of frequent high tlides on oottages and land.. He vividly pic-
turea the wretched interlor of the village poor house~- a place
Goldamith never mentioned. Goldsmith's delineation of grsoclous
retirement to Auburn contrasts sharply with the prospect Crabbe
promises to his aging residents. The pitiful soliloquy of

Crabbets old gentleman begins:
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Why do 1 live when I desire toc be
At once from life and life's long labour free?
{1, 208-207)

Crabbe's charscterization of the village priest offersa
the principal evidence that he wss apeglifically repudlating
Goldsmith's lideslism when he composed ®The Village." The
parish priest enters the poem when he ls summoned by & dylng
poor housse ocoupant, who wishes only to have the priest prove
"his title certain to the joys above” (I, 30l1). The priest
ia thus characterized:

And doth not he, the plous msn, appear,
He, "passing rich of forty pounds a year?"
Aht noj; a shepherd of a different astook,
And fsr unlike him, feeds this little flook:
A joviel youth, who thinks his Sundayt!s task
As much as God or man can falrly ask.

(1, 302~307)

By argulng that evils which must not be concealed exist
in both the rish and the poor, Crabbe conaludes "The Village"
with & defense for describing the low, unhappy life of English
villagers. The kindred vices, he alaims, can be found ir the
entire “erring rsce"™ (1I, 98). Hls sympathy for the villagers!?
diffiocult life does not beoome &n excuse for overlooking the
wickedness within their ranks.

goldamithts idyllic Auburn and Crabbe's wretched coastal
village could not both have been swept sway by the enormous
ohanges in eighteenth«century Englsnd. The fundamentally dif-
ferent desoriptions signify that either or both poems are erro~

neocus representations of the villaeges that received the impact

of the enclosure movement and industrisl revolution. The



15
following chapters will examine signiflcant aspects of these
and other elghteenth~acentury social and egonomle mutations,
establishing patterns of development that will disprove the
exlstence both of Goldsmith's ideslistic Auburn and his depop~-
ulsted village end of Crabbe's relentlessly distressed village.
Goldsmitht's poem contlnues to receive attention from general
resders and scholars, whilc Crabbe's lies in obscurity in
eighteenth«¢entury textbooks. The unrepresentstive olaima of

The Deserted Village, therefore, will be studled.




CHAPTER 1II

THE BACKGROUND OF GOLDSMITH'S VIEWS AND THE
CRITICAL REACTION TO THEM

Earl Miner has remariked that Goldsmith spent years pol-
ishing the images he later used in The Deserted Village to

attack England'!s soclial and eeonomio policies.l The images
that were being developed for ultimate expression in The De-
serted village reveal much of the baskground of Goldsmith's

thinkings The poem can be more readily seen as his final ex-

pression of disapproval if this background 1s studied.
Throughout the eleven years beginning in 1759, with his

essays 1in The Bee, and ending with his foroeful assertions in

The Deserted Village, he included significant remarks, some

contrsdiotory, about luxury in many of his works. It was not,
however, simply the inorease of luxurlies to whioh he objeated,
The luxuries were merely a manifestation of the social and
eaconomic olimate whioh he strongly disliked.

This chapter will analyze various materials whioh help
to bring The Deserted vVillage into foous, Firast, it will exam~

ine the inoonsistency between what Goldsmith wrote about luxury
and hia pursult of it. Second, it will trace the developmsent
of his i1deas on luxury as they appeared in various works, Third,

it will analyze the reactions of Goldsmith's biographers and

lﬁinor, p. 131.
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critios to the ideas that were expressed in The Deserted Village.

Pourth, 1t will summarize a few of the confusing, often erro-
neous, acoounts of the poem that appear in textbooks, which have

helped tc disseminate general misunderstanding about The Deserted

yillege. To consider properly the poem in the light of its
8001al and economio baskground, the mass of contradigctions en-

oompassing Goldsmith's viewa on luxury must first be astudied.
GOIDSMITH'S PERSONAL IIFE

iOnly in the works of a writer whose personslity was asa
eacentrlio as Goldsmith's 1s one likely to find as many varied
opinions, often within the ssme publication, regarding the true
merits of wealth, luxuries, and opulencs. His perasonsl 1life
was filled with similar diaorepanoioa. Qoldamitht's love of rich
clothes, gomfortable lodgings, sumptuous dinners~~- of all the
materisl things which he would have considered luxuries-~ shows
the inconsistency bhetween what he wrote and how he lived, His
adnmirstion of the villagers who subsisted on the bare necessitiss
cennot be aocorded to himself. Dobson tells the rsvesling story
of how Goldsmith, heavily in debt in 1768, spent four hundred of

the five hundred pounds he received for The (Good Natured Man to

lease large gquarters in the Middle Temple, his o0ld room in
Xing's Bench Walks having become too unimposing for a man of his
distinoction. He promptly furnished his new apartment with elab-~

2
orate and expensive draperies, ocarpets, and other furnishings.

aAustin Dobson, Life of Oliver Goldsmith (London, 1888),

p. 1571
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Another atory tella of how Johnson refused on one occasion to
eat a large sesoond ocourse of a lavish dinner that Goldamith
served to friends in his apartment. Johnson was appalled that
Goldsmith, in financial distress as usual, should waste money
on a banguet such as tbat.a These incidents were not excep-
tional; his bilography i1s filled with accounts of his efforts
to live like his richest friends even when his creditors were
hounding him, Geoldsmith surrounded himself with all the luxuries
he could scoumulate while he praised the poor for thelr frugal-
ity end invelghed sgainst luxury. Wardle sympathetically sug-
gests that Goldamith displayed this inconsistenscy not because he
disbelieved what he wrote about luxury and wealth but beocause
his expensive clothes and lavishly furnished apartment helped to
oonceal his sense of inferiority. If Wardle is ocorreat, one
might also conolude that Goldamith's aympathy for English vile

lagers origirated in his senss of inferiority.
GOLDSKMITH 'S PUBLISHED OPINIOKS ABOUT LUXURY

Goldsmith's first published opinion on luxury appeared in
The Bee on November 3, 1769. Hls easey closely identified lux-
uries with imports and distinguished between permissible and
forbidden luxuries. "The true interest of every goverrnment,"

he wrote, "is to cultivate the necessaries, by which 13 slways

3Wardle, pP. 267.
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meant, every happiness our own country can produce; and suppress
all the luxuries, by which is meant . . . every happiness im-

ported from abroad,"*

In his definition, luxury seema to egusal
imported happiness., Engllish-produced happiness 1s a naoehaity
and therefore permissible; imported happiness 1a evil and there~
fore suppressed. But he urged moderate use of even Englishe
produced happinesa and blamed both the rich and the poor for
having too muoh "taste for vain pleasures and foolish exponso.“s
He aalled their exoessive taste "madneas,®®

It ia interesting to note that Goldsmitht's =zssoclation
of luxuries with imports never ohanged from the time he first
related them in Ths Bee through his final oomments on them in

The Deserted Village. 1In 1770 he still regarded luxurles as

items from sbroad for whioh "needful products™ were exshanged.
He a14q, honefer, eventuslly abandon hls asscciation, reflected
in The Bee, of the poor with luxurles. No villager in Auburn
wes ever guilty of having a taste for ®vain pleasures.”
Goldsmith's next publlshed opinion on the subjeat, a.
strong defense of luxury, appeered in Letter XI of The Citizen

of the World, only a year after hils statements in The Bee. As

4cliver Goldsmith, The Clitizen of the World and The Bee,
ed. Austin Dobson (ILondon, 1934), ps. OB5.

slbida s D. 381,

Ibid.
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hls central figure and personal spokesman in The Citlzen of

the World, QGoldsmith contrived the imaginary Lien Chi Altangi,
8 Chinese from Honan, who ostensibly was visiting in London and
writing accounts of the city and the English to a frlend in
China. To his friend, Lien writes:

The greater the luxurles of every country, the more
closely, politically speaking, is that oountry united.
Luxury 1s the child of socliety alone, the luxurious
man stands in need of a thousand different artists to
furnish out hls happiness; it 1s more llkely, there-
fore, that he should be a goou citizen who 1s comnect-
ed by motives of self Interest with so many, than the
abstemious man who 1s united to none. « « «

In whatever light we regard [luxur;], we shall have
reagon to stand up in its defense.

In dlrect opposlition to the description of England in The Desert-

ed Villsge as a "bloated mass of rank unwleldy woe," Lien further
statea that "any country remarkable for opulence and wisdom « « o
would nevar have been wise had they not first been luxurious.®
¥ever again did (Goldsmith pralse luxury with the same fervor
displayed in Lien's Letter Xi.

To explain the inconsistency of opinion apparent as
early as Goldsmith's first two published statements about lux-
ury, aside from the change in speakers, we ocan surmise that the
somfortable situation in which he found himself in 1760 contrile-

buted to his glowlng defense. Le was a regular employee of John

7{bid., p. 29.

SIbidop De 28,

o —
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Newbery, one of London's better-known publishers, and for the
first time in his life was enjoying the advantages of & regular,
though modeat, inoome. He hed recently met Dr. Johnson and
Smollett, and had been commissioned by tha Dodsleys to wrlte
hles easay "An Enqulry into the Present Stste of Pollte Learning
in Europe." He was, no doubt, beginning to envision himself
a litgrary lion, permanently capable of providing hiwself with
a few luxuries,

In Letter XXV of The Ciltizen of the World, written only

a few weeks after lstter XI, Llen discloses an slrseady changlng
attitude fror: hls earlier defense of luxury., Hls cesutlous
attack tempers his ultimate claim that the mere presence of
luxuries wlll ruin & nation. ZLetter XXV, a descriptlion of the

"rise and declension”™ of the kingdom of Lso, alleges that the

gcountry became rich, filled with luxuries, and smbitious for morse.

Mot prepared to sondemn luxurlies absclutely, Ulen conceded that
Iao fell "by indulging ambition."C without firmly establishing
his position, ke suggests that an unspeolfied number of luxuries
in Iao would have been acceptable but that unbridled ambition

to augment them wse fatal. And in this letter we find for the
firat time a simile Goldsmith lster used in The Deserted Village

to desocrlbe Fnglsnd. Lao ressmbled, Lien ssld, "one of those

bodles bloated with disesse, whose bulik is only a symptom of its

9
Ibido; PP. 64«85,

10
Ibide, pe 56

9
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nll Then came the theme which Coldsmith was to

wretchedness.
expound agsaln and again before he gave 1t its moat powerful

and snduring form ten years later in The Desertecd Villags.

The rulers of ILao should have known, he wrote, that "extend-
in; empire la often diminishing pcwer, that countries are ever
strongest which are internally powerful; that aolonies by
draeining away the brave and enterprising, leave the country

in the hands of the tlmid, and the mvaricious . . . ;3 that

too much commercs may injure a nation as well as toe little;
and that there 1s s wide difference between a conquering and

a flourishlng empire."l2 We are reminded of his refsrences

in The Neserted Village to a "bold peassntry, thelr countryts

pride* (1. 55), end of "how wide the limits satené/ Betwsen a
splencid snd a happy land" (1ll. 267«268).

By 1762, when Goldamith wrote Letter LXXII, his convic=-
tion was fixed thet "an egual diffusion of riches through any
country ever sonatitutes its heappiness. . . » How impolitio
therefore are those laws which promote the aascumulation of
wealth among the rich, more impolitio atill in attempting to
inorease the depression on poverty."13 Goldsmith temporarily

sbandoned direct attacks on luxury. But Letter IXXIilL

11
ibide, pe. 67,

2
l Ibid" p. 68.

3
1 Ibid., p. 203.



23
introduced Goldsmithts dualepurpose plan that enabled him to
attaok luxuries by implication, and more important, to deplore
what he now recognized as the broader problem, the aogumula-
tion of weslth.

Also in 1762, Goldsmith's essay "The Revolution in Low
Life™ sdopted as its theme the evil effects of the escoumulation
of wealth. This essay describes an eviction whish Goldsmith
clalms to have witnessed, a situstion with an exact parallel

in The Deserted Village. Both the essay and the poem desoribe

the modest matron who reluctantly says goodbye to her humble
cottage, the lovely daughter who tearfully leaves her riano:.
and the brave father who manfully conceals his sadness., ILike
the poem, the esaay singles out the inarease of foreign com-
merce and the resulting increase of wealth for the privileged
olasses as the oause of the destrustion of village life. Gold-
smith observes in the essay that riches are not equitably dis-
tributed in an eoonomy whioh depends on foreign trade, since
"foreiyn commerce, as it can be managed only by a few, tends
proportionately to enrich only a f’ew."l4 He feels that a part
of a gountryts population can become enormously wealthy only

at the expenss of the poor, The e=say oconcludes with e predioc-
tion of utter riln for England just as Italy was ruined when
wealth besame unbalanced and the pesssntry were driven from

thelr howou.ls

14511ver Goldsmith, New Essays §§ oliver Goldsmith, ed.
Rongld S. Crane (Chicago, ISE7), p. 1EX.

15m1d., pp. 123-124.



24
Even 80 inoffensive a work as The Viocar of Wakefield,

written 1n 1762, was not free of passages protesting injustices
in the distribution of wealth. Again Goldsmith berates the
agoumilation of wealth that results from extermal commerce in-
stead of internal lndustry., His argument is not so much that
wealth should be equally distributed as that the poor have no
way of inoreasing their inoome even slightly when the nation
begins to inorease its wealth by imports. The nearest the
novel oomes to advoeating equal dlistribution 1s the statement
that the rioch gain the sdvantages of commerce and have ™at the
same time all the emoluments arlsing from internal industry;
8o that the rich, with us, have two sources of wealth, whereas
the poor have but ono.“16 Defending the monarchy with his
aocustomed vigor, @Goldsmith asserts that it is the only form
17

of government that can prevent matters getting worse.

The Traveller, published in 1764, again volces Goldsmith!'s

antipathy toward oommerce and luxury and their concomitant evils,

depopulation and emigration. The seotion of The Traveller (1ll.

393«412) that deals with depopulation and village destruction

containa much the same mesaage as The Deaerted Villege:s Eng-

landfs noblest sons are being exahanged for useless ore imported

16511ver Goldsmith, The Plays of Oliver Goldsmith
Pogether '1th The Vioar of i?Eo?Ie%E, ed. C. E. Doble {London,
Igéﬁj, P

171b1d., p. 303.
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from abroad; and while the country glitters brightly from
superficlal weslth, her hiastoric villages are destroyed and
their residents impelled "to traverse climes beyond the west-
ern main.”le ¥ie even have the same cuaragters-- the modest
matron, the blushing mald, end the "sire decayed"-- who are
found freguently in Goldsmith's social protests. Iuxuriles

are blamed less 1n Tne Traveller than in The Deserted Village

for England's troublea. In the latter poem, luxurlies appesr

aa tha chief villain; in The Traveller, they are the by-product

of ambitlon. And embition which demands increasing numbers of
luxuries weakens men's moral strength, causes economic chaos,
and brings about the downfall of cowntries. This opinion 1s
virtually identical to Goldsmith's earlier pronouncement in

Letter XAV of The Cltlzen of the %World whioh declared that

ambltion for luxury is the greateat evil, It is related elso
to the plan introduced in Letter LXXii whieh denounsed the ac-
cunulatlion of wealth directly and luxuries cirouitously.

The foregoing examples of Goldsmitht's opinions, from
several of hlis worzs, make apparent the methodical development
of his thinking over a period of yesrs: the germ of an 1dea here;
its recurrence there; a shift of emphasis elsewhere. His con-
cern for theeffeot of ecenomlc pollcles on Englandts soclal
condition becane ons® of hls major themes. For a brief perlod,

ne considered luxuries e great natio:al advantage; they unite

18011vor Goldsmith, "The Traveller,™ The Poetical Works

of Oliver Goldsmith, ed. Austin Dobson, pp. 5~19. The quo~
tation Is from line 410, p. 18.
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a oountry politically, he said, glve it wisdom, and provide
employment. Not for long, however, did he remain ao favorably
disposed to them. Hla thinking about the problem slowly devel-
aped into a kind of equation in which luxury equaled imports
end foreign commerce, whish in turn equaled the aooumulatidh
of wealth among the rich. To hia equation, ambition acted as
a common denominator., He could at will separate from the
equation sny one of the facters and use it to prove that inegui-
table distribution of wealth was destroying England. But he
waited eleven years after his firat cautious expression in 1789

to voice in The Deserted Villsge his bltterest protest:

0 luxury! thou cursed by Heaven's decree,
How 11l exchanged are things like these for theel
(1l. 385=386)
Aa a loyal Tory, Ooldsmith's ideas about the effects of
luxury and other economic matters were not inconsistent with
eighteenth~century thinking.l9 The Torlea firmly believed
their ariatocratic, republican way of life to represent the
beat of sll poaalble worlds. 1t was & world in which culture,
class distinctlions, gentlemanly virtues, and traditions were
fundamental. Miner remarks that it was also a world which
easily produced a dual attitude toward luxary: on the one
hand, luxury was a presupposed condition of aristocratic

aoaclety; on the other, it waa inimieal to the make-up of rural

Engllnd.go The Toriles axiomatically resisted change,

lgminer, pPp. 129-130.

201p14., p. 129.

wsmib—————
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partiocularly that which threatened to disrupt the entire
system. Goldsmith, Johnson, Burke, and their fellow Tories
therefore instinctively resisted the ensroaching commercial-
ism and sll ita sttendant evils,

Of all the eighteenth«gentury opinions for and against
luxuries, none was more controversial or influential than the
strong defense found in Mandevillets Fable of the gggg.zl
Goldasmith oould hardly have failed tc be aware of snd to resent
Xandeville'!s emphatic definition of luxury as "every thing . «
that is not immedistely necessary to make Man subsist as he is

222

a living Creature. . . . Mandeville directly related the

welfare of individuals to the extent of their nation's partie

23 He disaented

cipation in the search for material ocomforts.
to the argument that luxury enervates a nation, one of Gold-
smith's favorite chsrges. Recognizing no evil effects of lux~
ury, Mandeville wrote: "What is laid to the ocharge of Iuxury
besides, 1s, thst 1t inareases Avarice snd Rspine. . . These
are indeed terrible Things; but what is put to the aoccount of
Iuxury belongs to kale {slo] « Administration, and 1s the Fault

n24

of bad Politloks. Becsuse Johnson readily sdmitted

2lp, B. Xaye, ed., The Fable of the Bees (Oxford, 1924),
I, oxxxvi.

2%yandeville, I, 107.

23bid., p. 108.

%4/p3d., p. 115.
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Mandeville's influence on his thinking about luxnry.25 The
Fable of the Bees proved doubly disconcerting to Goldsmith.

CRITICS' REACTIOKRS TO CERTAIN IDEAS
OF THE POEM

Goldsmithts oritios have hed a good deal to say about
his analyses of BEngland's soclal and esonomic problema, parti-

oularly the one found in The Deserted village. Most of them

are sympathetlic to goldsmith's goal of saving English villages
but feel that he ocarried his poetic magnifiocation of events
further than his evidence properly allowed.

William Black, a Goldamith biographer, especially ob-
Jeota to Goldsmith's desoription of Englandts depopulation.
Blackk donea not deny that some eviotions oacurred; he oites a
contemporary example of persons being driven from their land
“within the last twenty years® (asiroca 1880) when a wealthy
gentleman expanded his eatate.26 Sut similar inatancea are
rare, Black claims, because an area "naturally dlsoharges 1ts
surplus population as famlllies inoresae.“gv And even if Gold~

smith had witnessed one or two evliotions, Blaok argues that

solitary examples sre not enough to justify aseribing the evil

2sxuye. I, oxix.

26wi11iam Blaok, @Goldsmith, Engllah Men of Letters
Series, ed, John Morley {Londom, 1900), p. 127.

27 n1a.
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to the entire country. He concludes that it was "poetical
exigency rather than political economy" that deereed the
destruction of Auburn.28

Like Blaaok, Prorfessor lobson rejects Goldsmithts viewa
about depopulation and suggssts that Goldsnith himself doubted
that the problem wes as widespitead ss he intimated. ™In such
anxiety to show caunae," Dobson says, "there is an accent of
doubt."®? pobson finds further reason to doubt Goldsmithts
charges in the fact thst none of his blographers has produced
supporting evidence. The only factual baals for the poem that
Dobson eocoepts ls the Napler incident. According to this oft-
repeated story, Goldsmith witnessed in Ireland an eviotion

gimilar to the one he desoribed in The Deserted Vvillage. Dobson

agrees with most oritios, however, that one such inocident is
hardly enough to provoke the pervasive bitterness of the poem.
Professor Wardle, Goldsmith's latest blographer, dis-
misses as "relatively unimportant” whether enclosure laws or
the oreation of ocountry estates caused the depopulation Gold~
smith dnplorod.so More important than the social or economlo
background of the poem is Coldsmith's enduring expression of

his opposition to forces that caused "personal tragedy snd

€8yrpig,

29
Dobson, Life of Oliver Goldsmith, p. 150.

SOWardlo, p. 202,
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weakened the fiber of the nation.">! Wardle remarks that
Johnson and most reviewers guestioned the validity of Gold-
amithts theories regarding depopulation but that ®none of
them denled the beauty and power of his verse." 2 yaradle
neither accepts nor rejeots Qoldaxith's eoonomic theories.
Instead he discusses the ¥virtual universality" that the
poem has aohieved. It does so, Wardle says, by appealing to
both the emotions and the eyes; "it blends the characteris-
tics of elghteenth~century poetry with those of Romantie

pootry.“as

Like other modern oritics who proolaim, "The
poemts the thing," Wardle pays little attention to the sound-
ness of the 1deas on whish the poem ls based.

Tc some, an analysis like Wardle's of The Deserted

Villege may seem more valid and appropriate then one llke

Blaok?’s or Dobsonta which questions the truthfulness of the
poem's oharges. Some might argue againast any oriticism that
f8ils to aocknowledge principally that the poem is a work of
art. Undenisbly, The Deserted Village is s superd, beauti-~

fully oonstruoted work of art that has for two centurlies
achieved what Wardle ocalls “virtual universslity,” has tran-

soended any regional limitations that Goldsmith may have

*nsa,

521b1 ey Do 204.

33 pid., p. 203.
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intended, and has become what one oritic called the least
read and the most often guoted poem in the English langusge.
But the poem has conventionally been read ss s protest against
soclsl snd economic injustices. Testing the poem, therefore,
sgainst its background is as much in order as giving 1t the
pralilse 1t deserves.

At least one of Goldsmith's modern critios, Chauncey
B. Tinker, fully approves of the way he handled his primary
issues., Tinker sees in the poem the results of Goldsmith's
long meditation about the changes in England brought on by
the industrial rewolution and his observstion of vasst country
estates on land once ocoupled by villagers and tenants.
Tinker thinks that such eatates were bullt in sufficient
mumbers to slarm someone like CGoldsmith who was disturbed

3¢ 7ne faot that

about England's changing eoonomic climate.
his fears were not well grounded, Tinker feels, is less im-
portant than his success in ideallising s way of life psasing
slowly into oblivion. This tendenscy i1a shared by all indi-
viduals, and the poem has sppesled to readers for centuries
bescause it succeeds so well in effeoting the ldealization
everyone would like for his former homo.35

Desmond Pacey clsims that an sbundeance of psssion

makes gonvinoing, if unrealistio, Goldsmith's belief that

S‘Ghnunooy B. Tinker, "Flgures in a Dream," Yale
Review, XVII (July 1928), 671.

sslbidvp ppo 672’6?50
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the lndustrial revolution sapelled the doom of English rural
life, Acocording to Pacey, Goldamith exaggersted both the vilw
Jage as 1t had been and the village as 1t was when he wss sn
adult.ss But the exaygeration was deliberats, because stop-
ping the lmpending destruation of the villages was a casuse to
which Goldsmith had dedicated himself., Hia olde~style Toryism
objeocted to the triumphs of a new commerclal class which held
the traditional English way of life ln low esteem. Though
the destruotion of the villages had not hecome so extensive
as the poem implies, a suocession of Whig ministries, which
goldamith found intolerable, had permitted expanding commerw
olalism at the expense of the poorer tensnts and 1andownera.57

Howard Bell, who snalyzes Goldamithts soclal dooctrimes

in relation to The Deserted Villasge, believes that his "fency

ran free~reined becsuse he was superimpoalng the experiencs
of Rome upon his observation of a single, or at moat several,
incidents of his own time and upon what he had hesrd about

n38 Bell is unable to discover a

agriculturel enclosures,
faotual bhasis for the poemj he re)ects as untrue the supposed
visit in 1761 to the unnamed village oited in "The Revolution
in Low Life." He dces, however, believe that Goldsmith wit~

nessed the Napler eviotion but feels that this incident alone,

38pesmond Pecey, "The Goldsmiths and Their Villages,"
University of Toronto Quarterly, XXI (Ootober 1961}, 32.
*Tibid,, p. 33.

533award J. Bell, Jr., "fThe Deserted vxllné% and Golde
smith?s Social Dostrines,” PMLA, LIX (September 1544), 772.
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heving ocourred many years before The Deserted Village was

written, could hardly have precipitated the attack since
the intensity of feeling in the poem needs more explanation

than a single experlience aould afford.ag

The most interesting
aspeat of Bell's argument 1s hls insistence that Goldsmith's

views on luxury given 1n Letter XI of The Citlzen of the World

and in The Deserted v1llagg are consistent. The letter defends

luxury per se but warns ageinst the excessea of luxury which
Jeopardize the safety and prosperity of others. According to
Bell, the poem does exaotly the same thing. He cites Gold-
smith's definit;cn‘of a luxury as any item thathpl;aiantly
appeals to our senses and agts to make our iiﬁei moréycomfart-
able; Goldsmith's descriptions of the former inhabltants of
Auburn, Bell argues, intended to show that their dally activ-
1tiés were nbthing‘more or less than ankqptempt to make their
ﬂiives qgfg;ggmtortable. TheAﬁooplo who oarried thelr desire

for luxury to exeess were in error.‘o

Bell agrees that Gold~
smith detested the politically powerful new middle class whose
desire for luxury had been exceasive and that he lamented the
lack of proteotion the poor reoceived from thes country's lawa.4l
goldsmith was not advocating the extinotion of all luxuries;

he wss merely appesling to an senlightened parliament to ocurbd

3%1pi4d., p. 767.

40rpid., p. 753.

$11014., pp. 759-761.
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the aevils of excess. Bell has taken gonsiderabla llberty

in foreing Goldsmlth's definition in The Citizen of the World

to oonform to the thesls of The Desarted Village.

TEXTBOOK COWMENTS ON THE POEM

Texthook editors have been some of the btaunchest de«
fenders of the sonial and sconomic theories whish Goldsmith

expounded 1n The Deserted Village. A few have dlssented, but

most have epprovingly noted the poemt's references to encloaw
ures, luzury, trade, depopulation, and tyrants., Generally
these notes support J. L. and Barbara Hammond!'s summation of
the perlod "when cottages were pulled down as Lif by an invad-~
er's hand, and familles that hed lived for genturies in thelr
deles or on thelr small farmz and commons were driven before
n43 A typlesl erroneous textbook comment stetes
that the millhands required by the industrisl revdluﬁidﬁ

were "to a large extent”™ recruited from the unheppy cleass of
disposssssed tenanta. It will be shown that more fsotory work-
ors voluntarily migrated to the oities to seek work then were
forced by evietion to ;0 there. The editor who made the abhove

azsertion lamely aocnoludes that "whether or not Goldsmith's

esonomia views were sound, the poem is serious, didestic, and

42,v14,, p. 762.

43J. P. and Barbara Hammwmond, The Village Labourers:
I (Lon

1760-1832, fourth edition [new impression don, 193%2),
P .
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humlnitnrian.”“

Another textbook obaerves that The Deserted Village

"was inspired by Goldsmith's conviction that Irelsnd was be-

ing steadlly depopulatod.“45

The editors ignore references
to England 1n the poem and have apparently allowed thelir own
identiflcation of Auburn with Lissoy to cloud their Jjudgment.
The firm evidence which establishes Auburn as an English
village wlll be given in a later aaotion.‘s

Out of the elght repreaentative textbooks studied for

their analysis of The Deserted Village, only one stated flat-

ly that Goldsmith's economic theories are incorrect. The

Literature of England, edited by Gesrge Woods, et al., com-

menta that "Goldamith's attacks on trade as s usurper and

#45ritish Literature from Beowulf to Sheridan, ed.
Hazelton 3pencer [Boaton, 1951), 1, 900,

‘5Twolvo Centuries of English Poetry and Prose, ed.
A. G. Newcomer, et al., revised edition (New York, 1928),
Pe 405, n. 1.

46
Ses also The Jollege Survey of English Literature,

ed. B. J. whitlng, et al. ( OWT-EIOI' » I@‘aﬂj"f"'. s 101E, whose
questionable opinion is that one of the most importent aspeats
of the poem 1a the knowledge it gives of contemporary oondi-
tions in English villages, ILouls Bredvold, et al., ed. Eight-
eenth Century Poetry snd Prose, second editiom [New York,

» Ds 798, In & aifTerent vein, suggest that the views
on luxury presented in The Deserted Villaze are not what Gold-
smith actually believed. 1They oite The Traveller and Letter
XI of The Citizen of the World as examples of Goldamith's be
lief that Tuxury had Ita attendant benefits. See alsc Ernest
Bernhaum, ed. Anthology of Homanticism, third edlition (New
York, 1948), p. 1075, who teasted the poem's economic theories
with the help of lster scholarship and found "some intensifi-
cation both of the light and of the shade."
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dispossessor and on wealth, however they might appeal to read-
er emotions, were nonetheless false ooonomiaa.“47 Their eval-
uation of the background 1s more nearly true to the faots than
most others; they point to the English villages like Auburn
that were doomed in the eighteenth century to min or stag-
nation unless their natural resources attracted or supported

one of the growing industries.

We muast now turn to the sooisl end economlc background

of The Deserted Village to determine whether Goldsmith was jus-

tified in desoribing English villages as he did and 1in predict-
ing ruln if Englend's esonomic policles were not amended. One

may agree with the editors of Eighteenth Century Poetry and

Prose who said that Goldsmith's attacks on luxury in The
Deserted Village are not his gemiine beliefs or with Bell that

the poem is a subtle defense of luxury. Or one may conclude
that Goldsmlth's opinion changed considerably throughout his
mature years and csused him to disapprove on some occasions

of ideas that he had approved on others. Regardless of onet's
conclusions absut Geldamitht's opinion of luxary, an analysis
of the soclal and esonomls background of the poem will reveal
whether the situations it dessoribes snd the attacks it makes on

England's eaonomic policies are fair or unfalr.

47
The Literature of Englsnd, ed. george B. Woods, et al.,
fourth edit¥on ZEEIoago,"IQBEi. 1, 1114.



OHAPTER 111
THE SOCIAL BACKGROUND

Goldsmith has long been praised for his mervelous use

of irony in suoh works as The Traveller, The Vicar of Wakefield,

She Stoops to Conquer, and The Deserted Village. HNow he arrived

at his consummaete sense of the ironic 1s not known. Much of
it possibly oame from his skill as a historian and blographer.
Certainly his voluminous histories of England, Rome, Mecklen~
burgh, and biographies of Nash, Parnell, and Bolingbroke
offered numerous opportunities to view diverse sets of gcir-
oumstances that produced ironic situations. g@Goldsmith became

a viotim of his own skill, however, with his failure in The

Deserted Village to show better understanding of the csuses
and effects of the changes he describded, /

The enclosure movement that was steadily progressing
was of utmost concern to Goldsmith's villageraj; yet he seems
to have had only the vaguest understanding of it. Even though
the movement was not an entirely smooth transition from indi-
vidual to gentralized farm operations, neither was it wholly
disorderly, as Goldsmith implied. The present chapter will
disouss the movement'!s development through the eighteenth
century and reveal his unfamiliarity with actual oconditions,

As introduction, the chapter will establish that Auburn
is an English villsge. The Lissoy theorists would invalidate
a discussion of England's soolal conditions as the background



of The Deserted Villamge unless supporting evidence were

offered,

Misrepresentation of actuel conditions is also appar-
ent in Goldsmith's desoriptions of village entertaimment, the
village preacher, and the village teacher, as they had former=
ly existed. In these descriptions, Bernbaum's reference to
Ysome intensifiocetion of the light" has its beat examples. The
distortion of both past and present resulted partislly from
Goldsmith's need for vivid contreat; the mellowing influence
of passing years accounted for the rest. The conaluding por-
tion of this chapter will discuss the discorepsncies between
the deszaribed &and resl conditions of the segmants of village
1life.

THE AUBURN -LI880Y THEORY

With virtually all the evidenoe from all souroges show=
ing thet Auburn is an English village, it 1s diffioult to under-
stand why some scholars continue to srgue that Auvburm ls Irish,.
Perhaps the strongest evidence for plaoing Auburn in England
is that the poem itself refers to England in the line *A time
there waa, ere Englandts griefs begen . . ." (1.57). Other
internsl evidence is equelly firm. The basis of the poem is
an appeal to preserve "a hold peasantry, thelr countryt!s pride."
It is inconosivable that this phrase refers to the Irish peas-
ants, who had historiscslly been the soourge rather than the
pride of their country. From the earliest Irish settlement
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down to the Aot of Union in 1800, they were embroiled in one
futlle rebellion after another against their English rulorc.l
They were hardly a group to cause the poetis evosation in The

Deserted Village of an attraotive, ruatic peasant class, the

very foundation of the nation's growth and solidity. England,
not Ireland, revered the alassio traditions of rural life.
Other lesa obvious internal evidence 1s the line "Proud swella
the tide with loads of frelighted ore® (l. 269), which must re~
fer to England since imports and exports from Ireland were
prohiblted throughout the elghteenth sentury. English parlia-
mentary acts of 1665 and 1680 prohibited the expoert of all
cattle, sheep, pork, and butter from Ireland.2 And when, to
foster a wool trade, the Irish turned their arable land into
pasture, thus offsetting the prohibitions, an act of 1699
prohibited the export of all Irlsh wool, a measure that impov-
erished the Irish until trade barriers were made leas string-
ent in 1791 and removed in 1800.°

zoldamith elaimed ir hia dedlcatory letter to Reynolds
that he had been observing for "the four or five yesrs paat®
the sltuations he desoribed. Mis= descriptlions are lnaccurate

to the extent that they cannot be generally spplied to rursl

13ee Robert Dunlop, jireland from the Rarliest Times to
the Present Day (Oxford, 19%2Z7.

2Riaardo Quintana, The Mind and Art of Jonathan Swift
(New York,1936), p. 250.

3Dunlop, P 134, and Quintana, p. 250.
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England, but his specifio time references help to discredit
the ILissoy theory. From the time he left home in 1762 to
study medicine in Leyden, he never onae returned to Ireland.
Consequently, any knowledge he hed in the four or five years

before publication of The Deserted Villagas had to be of Eng-

1lish, not Irish, villages, Besides hls reference to fairly
recent obmervations, several lines from the poem bolster the
argument agsinst the Lissoy theory. The lines “"Here, as I
take my solitary rounds/ Amidat thy tanglinz walks and ruined
grounds® {1l. 77-78) make it clear that he was describing a
village recently observed, not one he observed elgzhteen years
earlier when he had last seen ireland. This kind of evidence
£ills the poem., All desoriptions of the destrustion of Auburn
are written in the present tense, indicating that the destruae
tion was ocourring when Goldsmith wrote the poem, Thus, the
destruction of any villages that he witnessed, if indeed he
witnessed any, could not hgve been those he knew as a ohild in
Ireland.i To slaim that the deserted village he saw sometime
after 1760 is the Llissoy he knew as a child ls unressonable
and contrary to faot.

The line in the poem that refers to Goldsmithts desire
"Here to return=- and die at home at last™ (1l.96) has fortified
the argument that Auburm is in fact Liesoy. Why the Lissoy
theorists feel that ositing this line makes their position se~
sure is not olear. It seems probable that Goldsmith would, =s

part of his ldealization, state somewhere in his posm that he
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had hoped to retire to hls favorite villesge. Unquestionably
thls expresged desire strengthens the pathos of the posm and
makes the village's destrucstion all the more pitiable. But
in spite of the temptation to oconoclude that his reference to
village retirement means that it was to Lissoy that he wished
to retire, there iz very little evidence that he did desire
to return to Ireland in retirement. To a remark that Gold-
smith made in a latter to his brotherein«lsaw Daniel Hodsaon,
that he was "frequently tempted, particularly when low spirit=-
ed, to return home and leave my fortune,®™ Ralph Wardle replies,
*The truth wes that he hed outgrown Ireland and the sort of
soclety he had krniown there. Hs hsd outgrown even the desire
to return as a successful man and to savor his triumph,"4
This appraisal of Goldsmithts attitude seems wvalid in view of
the fast that he hsd numerous ocscaslons on which he could have
returmed to Ireland for a vlait; yet he never tock sdvantage
of one of them.

The Lissoy theorists also point toc the lines that de~
soribe the mother daughter, and father saying a sad farewell
to their beloved cottage as they prepare to émigrate (11, 363~
584).5 These lines, say the theorists, are obvioualy derived

4wurdlo, ps B%.

5500 Robert Seitz, ™The Irish Baockground of Coldsmith's
Social and Political Thought,® PMLA, ILII (June 1937), 408, who
says thet Professor Crane's discovery of "The Revolutior in Low
Life" (Goldsmith's Deserted Village "in prose") irrevocably
esteblishes puburn &8 an Engileh gillogo'
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from General Napier'ts eviction of cottagers in Lissoy that
Goldsmith presumsbly witnessed. These same oharaoters first
appesred, however, in Goldsmith's essay "The Revolution in
Low Life*™ (1762), and Qoldsmith stated in the essay that he
hed observed them during the summer of 1761 when he visited
a small village approximately fifty miles from London ,©
Macaulay in his article on Goldsmith for the Encyoclo-~

paedia Britannios not only refused to acoept the notion that

Auburn is Lissoy but severely oritiocized Goldsmith for deserib-
ing in his poem two socleties which were out of place and out
of time.v Macaulay stated that Goldsmith hsd joined them to-
gether to imply that they represented the same village, when
actually, the ideal village was in England, observed by Gold-
amlith a8 an adult, end the deserted village was in Ireland, obe
served when he was a child. Msacsulay wrote:

A poet may easily be pardoned for reasoning ill; but

he cannot be pardoned for desoribing 1ll, for observ-

ing the world in which he lives so carelessly that

his portraits bear no resemblance to the originals,

for exhiblting as gopiea from real life monstrous

ocombinations of things whioh never were and never

gould be found together.8
The eften confusing mixture of memory, fact, fancy, experience,

and idesligation that (oldsmith used to construct his deserted

6
goldsmith, New Esseys by Oliver Coldsmith, ed. Ronald
S. Crane, pps 116'1171- .l

VThOman Maoaulay, "Goldsmith, Oliver," Enayclopsedla
Britannica, 1llth ed., 1910, XIi, 214~218.

BIbid., p. 217.
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village cauases one to conclude that ¥acsulay wss heslaally
justified for reproving him. jacaulay's Whig sympathies,
however, perhsps made his attack severer than necessary. Muoh
of the coafuslon surrounding the ldentification of the deserte
ed village 1la odsused by Boldswith's inalstence on mixing to-
gether the detalls of wvillages he obzarved as sn adult with
thoss he knew as a chilld., The passage, for exsmple, in which
ho mentlons talkting solitary walks around deserte< Auburn (11,
77-82) aontains also the atatement that many years had elapsed
ginece he laat viswed ths scene. The solitary walk presumably
dessaeribes a reasent asxperience, while the raferencs to the pasg~
sage of many years indlcates that he wes referring to a sacens
viewed in Irelmnd.

The contradictlonsg within ths poem, however, are more
apparent than real, To glve the poer balance and to inaresse
the vividness of the ocontrasted villages, Goldamith hsd to
use observationa that were separated in time. To make hls
descriptions more basllevable, he alsc had to recall certain
details from hla experiences. The flnlshed poem reflects
goldsmlthts problem in pushlng half of his images back in time
while maintaining a striot sense of continuity for the whole.
But hls use of Adesoriptions 1n the paat tense should not be
songtrued as allusions to deserted Irlsh villages. The fact
remains that hiy disintereat in Irish matters and his long
absence from Ireland refute the notlon that Auburn is

Irish.



44
THE ENCLOSURE MOVEMENT

The most striking transformation in eighteenth=-century
English soolal history oacurred when the few enolosurea that
began with the late fifteenth sentury besame numerous during
the reign of George IIi. The Engllish agricultural system
centered on the commons, sommon fields, and waste land.9
Fundamentsal to this syatem were the communsl rights shared
by all villagers to use deslgnated portlons of the common
flelds and weste lands. The commons was an area of the vil-
lage jointly owned by all villagers. Enclosure was the pro-
cess whereby a single owner claimed ownership of communally
owned land and erected ditches or fenoces to mark the bound~-
aries of hls private property. These disruptlons to land
owmership and the communsl rights of villagers were the orig-
ins of Goldsmitht's objecstions to the man of wealth and pride
who took up the "space that many poor supplied." Goldsmith's
mo2t pointed reference, "Those fenceless flelds the sons of
wealth divide,/ And even the bare~worn common is denled,"

(1l. 307-308) contalns the essence of his belief that villagers

Information on the open=~flelds system and the enclosure
movement, exocept where otherwlse glted, i1s obtained from G. M.
Trevelyan, lllustrated English Soclal History, seocond edition
(Londen, 19817, 111, ani om Julle Patton, %he English Village:
A Literary study 1760-1850 (New York, 1919). The use of these
authors? works does not necessarily extend to their interpre~
tations. See also G« E. Fussell, Village Life in the Eighteenth
Century (Worcester, England, [1947]), for an excellent, though
relatively brief, desoription of village life.
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were being overrun by men whose commercial interests permit-
ted them to aoguire vast landholdings.

In 1700 Englend had primarily a rursl socliety; by far
the grester part of the population lived in scattered villages
whose social and economic system had remained relatively un-

changed since the end of the Middle Ages. As Goldsmith point-

_ed out, the villagers existed off the land, which provided

the bar;af‘eaﬁentiqla for liVLng,and”no,more.\M§Eg§gq?ds or
‘”ééﬁféft were low, and luxurles wers unknown. )

The open-fields system, as the sharing of vlllage

acreage was known, was administered by a commission elected
at a village meeting. It was the commissionts task to decide
which orops each villager would be aliowed to grow on his
atrlips of land. Permission to deviate from the established
orop schedule could be granted only by the commission and was
seldom obtained. Rigid adherence to the schedule provided
the best estimate of the amount of food avallable during the
following year. The villsgers operated on a rotational sys~
tem. The three-~year ocycle reguired that a grain orop be
ralsed the first year, a leguminous orop the second, and that
the land be fallowed the third year. It was a thoroughly
cooperative system, with each property holder farming aocord-
ing to ths commission's schedule., The meadow lsnds were marked
with pegs which indicated graging boundaries for each villager's
cattle. In order to prevent one man's cattle from grazing on

another mants plot, the vlllage ccmmission appocinted & common
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herder to patrol the meadows, keeping the cattle within
proper boundaries. Additional grazing land became available
after harvest, when all arable property was converted into
pasture and the cattle were sllowed to graze on the astubble
of harvested srops, The end~of-harvest grazing practice pre-
vented a villager from ralsing a winter orop on his property,
if he wished, since the commission would not sanction a herd-
er for the winter months, and there was thus nothing to satop
the cattle from destroying anything planted on arable land
while 1t was being used for grazing. The waste lands consist-
ed of all aoreage, except forests, which lay between the ocul-
tivated land of adjoining villages, Untll the eighteenth
century the seigure of waate lands for conversion into arable
land was sarefully regulated by the village commlssion. The
foreats were owned by the village's largest and moat powerful
property owner, the lord of the manor. The position of the
lord in vlllage soolety was similar to that of a feudal baron
in medieval days. A villager's common rights entitled him to
ocbtain fuel from the forests, the right of pasture, and the
right of turbary (i.e., to dig turf or peat). These privileges
were granted by the lord of the manor.

The open~fields system was vulnerable to dsngers which
threatened to destroy it as early as the fifteenth century,
when the first enclosures gave some property holders additicnal
land and the freedom to farm it as they desired. The disad-

vantages of such a system were numercus and eighteenth-century
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farmers were anxious to be rid of it. First, the initiative
of progresaive landlords and fermers was hampered by plans
which forced them to conform to the lagy, dull, end self-
satisfied. Some farmers were better able to oare for the
land than others, but in the rigid system there was little
incentive to excel. Seoond, the wealthler farmers could
afford to invest in new, improved equipment which greatly in-
oreased the number of acres that one could tend and decreased
the time needed to harveat the arops., But in order for their
investment to be worthwhile, they needed large holdings whioh,
in eddition to providing food for one year, would yileld suf-
flocient harvest to permit the profitable shipping of foed
into the large market centers in exchange for the products of
England's growing merocantilism. Third, the system prevented
the development of cutstanding cattle breeds or the retention
of a herd from one year to the next. Scaroely any crops to be
used as winter feed for cattle were produced; consequently,
the cattle were slaughtered each fall and preserved by the
ancient method of salting.

Enclosure became the means of destroying the stifling
system. <The praoctice produced the most profound shange in
Baglish asocisl and economlc history up to the industriasl revo-
lution. The enclosure movement began slowly, and esrly en=
closures were acoomplished with the spproval of other village
property owners. As agriocultural methods were improved, how-

ever, and the advantages of aaquiring large holdings became
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apparent, the frequency of enclosures accelerated. 2t the
beginning of the elghteenth century, the growth of the en-
olosure movement was still no cause for alarm, since there
were extensive waste lands whish would be enclosed to satis-
by an ambitious farmer or to provide sustenance for the in=
creasing population.fsBut two conditions that developed in
the elghteenth century made the effects of enclosures more
pervaaive than they had been earlier. First, fhe supply of
unenclosed land was not limitless, and continued enclosure
after the waste lands had been claimed necessitated the acquil-
sition of the property of other owners. Second, the number
of enclosures greatly inoreased after the mideseighteenth cen-
tury. The enclosurs process was harmless as long as all
parties aéreed to the actlon and the dlspoassessed owners were
elther glven jobs by the new owner or could find other work.
Enclosures were usually effected slowly and fairly, but occa=-
sionally, partiocularly as the practice grew, an injudiclous
enclosure proved sbuslive. As early as 1589, however, durlng
the reign of Ellzabeth, a parliementary act designed to pre-
vent the harsh effeota of enclosures decreed that no more than
one family occupy a house and that each house be surrounded
by no less than four aores of land. This act, obviously un~
realistis for s growing population, remained a law until 1775,
but 1ts restrictlions had been ignored for almost a century.

An elghteenth-century innovation to the system required

that every enclosure be officlally sanctioned by s speciazl act

4
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of parliament.lo

The person who desired to enclose land
presented a petition to parliament stating the advantages to
be gained by the enclosure. After two readings in parllament,
the petition was referred to a committee comprised of the
petitioner and two others whom he appointed. When the peti-
tion had passed the committes, 1t wea agaln read in parliament
and asted upon. Counter~petitions were permitted when aupport-
ing evidenoce disclosed that a proposed enclosure was detrimen-
tal to snother landowner's intereat. The difficulty of seeing
a oounter=-petition through parlisment proved to be the most
harmful feature of the new procedure to the small landowners.
The time and expense involved in getting to London were more
than most of them could afford. Defenders of the lmnovation
whioh required parliamentary approval have since maintslned
that the change provided urgently needed proteotion for the
small landowner, They insist that the eighteenth-century Wwhig
parliaments supplied the only hope for the small farmer who
otherwlise would have been at the mercy of land=-hungry noble~
men. Opponents argue that the new system became the ruin of
small landowners and point acousingly to the feature of the
ochanged aystem which allowed an énclosure to be effected with-

out the sonsent of the dlspossessed owner. A parllamentary

hearing, they say, was fer mors accessible to a wealthy

10
See Ge K. Clark, The Wealth of England from 1496 to
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nobleman than to a small farmer whose property lay hundreds

of miles from London., It was probably because of the new
oontrol exercised by parliament over the movement that Gold-
smith dramatically appealed fo England's atatesmen to halt
the damaging effects of the ayatem. "Ye friends to truth,®
he addressed them, ". . . judge, how wide the limits stand/
Between a splendid, and an happy land" (1ll.267-268).

Some oomparative statistics demonstrate the rapid growth
of the enclosure movemeént under the new procedures, Between
1702 and 1760 there were 246 Enclosure 2cts effecting 400, 000
aores; between 1760 and 1810 there were 200 Acta affecting
4,500,000 aares.ll In spite of GColdsmith's implication in The

Deserted Villsge, however, that Enclosure Acts per se were
evil, the evidence shows that not all Acts were harmful. For
example, the number of yeomen in England'!s agricultural society
inoreased between 1760 and 1810~~ 2 faot which disproves the
argument that small landowners were wiped out. The yeomen
were one of four groups of free men below the lord of the man-
or 1n the system's soclal scale. And even though the other
classes of independent farmers-- the copyholders, freeholders,
and leasseholders-- decreased slightly in number during the
period, Englsnd's rural population incressed. Cleerly,; then,
the number of tenant farmers must have incoreased to offset the

general desresse of small landowners. But Goldemith ignored

11Petton, Pe 27.
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the large number of villagers who remained on their land end
worked as tenants for the new owners. He atrongly and erro-~
neously implied that all enclosures were sgcomplished solely
to build pleasure eststes for the wealthy.

Soxe villagers were mlstrested under the new aystem.
Not every unjust enolosure could be guarded agalnst. Aﬁd nmm-
erous opportunities existed for large property holders to
cooperate end drive out small landowners. But two fsots re-
meln that bear significantly on the eighteenth~century enclo~
sure movement., First, ar analysis of the enclosuresz revesls
that a good deal of the enclosed property changed from the
handa of small inefficient owners who were finsncially unable
to improve their methods or output to competent, smbitious
owners sble to improve both. Second, every eighteenth-century
enclosure was accompliashed under the watghful, if sometimes
careless, eye of parlisment. Although s few villagers were
barmed by enclosures, evidence that dessribes the fate of
small landowners does not support the claims of widespread
poverty, dissolution of families, and destruction of villages.
The extent 0of injustice in the enclosure process geems guite
small when one considers the enormous number of enclosures in
the fifty-year perlod from 1760 to 1810. Though of no conso-
lation to opponents of enclosure, some ill effects were a saori-
flice to what R. B. Mowat describes as the "absolutely inevi-

table . . . abolition of the open~fields" to allow progress in

12
sgriculture. Much of the progress made during the century

laﬁobert B. Mowat, England in the Elghteenth Century
(New York, 1932}, p. 136.
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was contingent on agrioultural reform. Food for the rapldly
inoressing population; wool for the textlle industry; exports
for expanding foreign markets; these lmprovements would have
been lmpossible under the highly restrigtive open~flelds sys~-
tem. Goldsmitht's complaint that England's “needful product™
was belng exchanged around the world for luxirles was out of
touch with reality.

Because the enclosure movement and the industrial revo-
lution overlapped, students of elghteenth-century history do
not agree on when the greatest upheaval in social conditions
ocsurred; nor do they agree on whigch movement produced the
greater changes. Trevelyan says that England peld a heavy
soalal price for the decline in the number of independent
cultivators and the rise in the number of landless laborers.13
He adds that the lncressing wealth of the gountry was not
equitably distributed, and that while the squires, slergy, and
middlemen prospered, the fleld laborer had his common rights,
his land, snd his segondary employment taken away. He cltes
unemployment in the cities as one of the heavy social prices
of England's reformed agricultural system and commercialism,.
Trevelyan admits, however, that utter ruln did not result from
every Enclosure Act. NMany of those villagers who had been

forced or had shosen to leave thelr homes succeeded at new

ococupations. Those who prospered freed themselves of c¢lass

13
Trevelyan, 111, 83.
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distinctions from which they could never escape had they
remained masters of their own parcels of land. Some remained
in the vlllages to work for the new ownersa., Those who depioct
mass expulsions from English villages are guillty of ignoring
gircumstances that demanded approximately the same number of
farmers after enclosure as before. wWhether the enclosed land
wag used as arable or pasture land, men were 3till needed to
till the 8o0ll or care for the livestock. @Goldsmith's mislead-
ing implication thet sll enclozed land besame gams preserves
for the entertainment of the wealthy cannot be made to sonform
with the fact that England, both before and after enclosure,
prodused her own food and cattle and exported both In great
quantities. XNot e2ll men who left the land were forced to go.
Thousands were attracted to the citles by industry; others
forsook farm work for s job 1n local industry. T. S. Ashton
tells of the prosperous landowner who nomplalned in 1750 that
farmers were deserting their occupation. Those who were
avallable, he oharged, demanded excessive wages, and often
there were not eénough workers to be had at any price.14

Re B. Mowat blames neither the enclosure movement nor
the lndustrial revolution for England!s elghteenth-sentury
soclal and economic problems. Instead, in a csrefully docu-
mented study that minimizes the dire aspeots of changing

soclal conditions after 17560, he findas that the most serlous

4
T. S. Ashton, An Economlc Hiastory of England: The
Eighteenth Century (London, 1955}, p. 128.
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problems ocsurred after the beginning of the great wara, hslf-
way through the French nevolution.l6 He olaims that the de~
cline of the small fsrmers &nd laborers was not apparent un-
til this time. To support his argument, MNowat analyzes the
effeat of the Seven Years' Wer and shows that its adverse ef~
fects were repeated on a larger scele Iin the last decade of
the century. It was not the effeci of enclosure or the indus-
trial revolution that caused depopulation and poverty. Changes
resulting from these forces developed slowly enough throughout
the century to enable laborers to adjust and to find suitable
employment. Murthermore, lMowat argues, untll the late~eighteenth
ecentury, a good balance of trade had been establishec between
supply end demand of consumer goods. The favorﬁble level of
internal trade, supported by a strong export business, was
maintained until the ocutbreak of war disrupted foreign commerce
&and broke the system. Before the disrupting effect of war
upset the economy, Mowat clalms, by far the greater number of
avallable laborers were employed end eble to maintain a decent
standard of living.ls

Julla Patton, student of Engllsh village 1life, is of

17

the Trevelysn and Hsmwond school of social thought. Whlle

lsﬂowat, pe. 141.

161bid|, pp. 275'2760

173. L. and Barbara Hammonds, The Vlillage Isbourers:
1760-1832., See Chapter II of thia thesis for some oi the

Hemmonds's thinking.
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ahe agrees that enclosures and depopulation had not destroyed

Engliah villages by the time The Deserted Village was published,

ahe feels, nevertheless, that the poem ls justified in 1ts
bleak dessriptions of English aoclal oonditions. With Goldsmith,
Miss Patton deplores the substltution of flerocely oompetitive
individualism for the placid, cooperative spirit of English
village life before encloaure. 3he offers no firm evidenoce

but writes of the wideapread pulling down of cottagea,le and

of the "sudden dizsclution of the o0ld order whioch meant catas~
trophe for thoussnda and thousands of helpless and bewildered
villagora."lg In another psssage, however, Mlss Patton asserts
that the loss of pride and self~ogonfidense which accompanied
the amsll l#ndo-ner'a severance from his land wsa probably the

20

greateat evil, But her final position seems to be that more

than pride was lost, because The Deserted Viliege has an "imme-

diate and essential [relation]"™ to aotusl oonditiona.zl The

justification of her position snd Goldsmithts poem becomes
somewhat questionsble, however, when she blandly states: "An
ocourrence rspresented aa involving typloally the experience
of a whole olass « « . , and used as the basis of Judgment

passed upon national poliocies and . « . charaoter, must be

lePﬂ tton, p. 37,
¥71p14., p. 84.
zolbido. Pe 29.

2l1p14., pp. 85-86.
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true, not merely to the larger laws of human nature, « .

n22 Miss Patton is no

but to immedlate and external facts.
more exempt than others from the responsibility to produce

supporting external facts.
VILLAGE ENTERTAINMENT

Goldamith's description of the entsertaimment in which
1dyllic Auburnts inhabitants engaged is basically accurate.
It is diffioult to take issue with the general picture of
gémes on the village green during holidays or of the disap=-
proving glances of the elders cast at the young people who
dilscreetly exchange gestures of love. And Goldsmlth's imag-
ination which "fondly stooped to trace" the aotivity in the
village alehouse brought forth no dlssrepancies with which
one sould quarrel. There i1s, however, one interesting side~
light in eighteenthwoentury Bnglish sooclal history which de=-
serves attention if only for the contrast it provides to the
harmless pleasures of Auburn. That sidelight is the inordinate
drinking of cheap gin which, by polsoning thoussnds of people,
became a serious sociel problem throughout the country durlng
the first half of the century. The country had experienced
a gradual decline in the rate of persons dying from natural
causes, but gin polisoning kept the death rate deceptively high.

The problem became sc great in both rural and urban areas that

gglbido 3 Do 21.
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reformers clamored for aotlion to stop the evil. During the
helght of the gin oraze, from 1740-1742, twice as many per-
sons in London, where the practioce was most widespread, dled
as were born.z3 Ironically, the manufacture of the product
was encouraged because it reguired vast amounts of grain and

24
helped to maintain corn prices at high levels. The gin

oraze received attention as esarly as 1704, In that year Defoe

attacked 1t in an essay, Giving Alms and Charity. Englishmen,
he asald, live in dire poverty on wages that would support the
Dutch quite comfortably and even permit some savings. The
reason for this, Defoe claimed, was that the English were
slothful, lezy drunkards. The drinking hebit was so wlde-
spread that Defoe wrote " . . . this diatemperts so gensral,
so epldemic¢, and so deep rooted in the nature and genius of
the English, that I much doubt its being esslily redressed.

. . .“25 The practice was partlelly halted by a Parliamentary
Aot of 1751, whioh placed a heavy tax on the produst, making
it less avsilable to the poorer claases,zﬁ Joldsmithts wllle
ful omlssion of a phenomenon important enocugh to attrast atten=-

tion from social historians both late and early slgnificantly

25TreVelyn. 111, 50.

241p14.

25
Quoted from Dorothy George, ed., England in Johnson's
Day, second edition (London, 1942), p. 110,

26revelyan, I1i, 50.
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points out his coloring of 1life in Auburn to sult his own

needs,
THE VILLAGE PREACHER

Goldsmith's description of the village preacher seems
more ideal than real when one considers the lot of most
el ghteenth=~century village clergymen. Obviously reluctant
to admit that anything about pre~-enclosed Auburn was less
than ideal, Goldemith had to embellish the story a bit, pare
ticularly since it was to play a dominant part in convincing
his readers. (oldsmith had another, and more important, res-
son for singling out the clergyman for speclal favored attenw
tion: he uaed his brother Henry as the model. Of sll his
family, Goldsmith admired and respected Henry the most and
had demonstrated his affection earlier by dedlscating The
Traveller to him,

in spite of his good deeds and noble aims, the living
of an elghteenthe~century clergyman wasg not, for the most part,
a happy one. If he was fortunate encugh to obtain a church
that could afford hls full-time services and did not have to
share him with an adjoining village, he was far more comfort-

able than some of his fellow-miniateras and could at least

27
devote all his attention to the problems of a single parish.

27366 Rosamond Bayne-Pgwell, En Geun‘sg Life in
the Eighteenth Gentury, "oheap aditioﬁ*"ﬁm"dn om, }s Dbe 5=
95, Tor a discusaion of the English clergy; see also,
Trevelyan, 111, 64-66; see also Ceorge, pp. 19«37, enpeoially
pp. 24‘26;
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His marginal earnings were mostly responslible for his trying
ciroumstances, Hls likely income was thirty or forty pounds
annually, never mors than sixty pounds. But the men whom
Goldamith classified "passing rich" on forty pounds a year
had definite obligations in performing his duties that used
up a good deal of hia earnings. There were always trensients
and beggers who had to be fed and oclothed. Goldsmith's de~
scription of the preacher refers to these obligstions when
he writes:

His house was known to all the vagrant train;

He chld thelr wanderings, but relieved their pain.

(11. 149-150)

Repalrs which had to be made on the ohurch were often paid
for from the clergyman's personsl funds. /s a result of the
demands on his income over and abtove those for rearing his
own family, the priest was often forced to sccept other em-
ployment to supplement hls earnings., He beocame a Journeyman,
a teacher, or perhaps a weaver using the church ltself as

his shop.za

¥ot all olergymen, however, found it necessary
to accept other work. Those who did not could dutifully
carry out their primary responsibilities of conducting ser-
vioes, winning converts, visitling the sigck, and ocaring for
the poor.29

The olergy indirectly benefited from the enclosure

2BBayne-POWell, pp. 79-80.

29
1bid.
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movement. Influentlal landlords, made wealthy by enclosures,
often hired clergymen as thelr personal chaplains. As an
inoreasing number of divines were retalned in this cepacity,
the olergy rose both socially and oulturally.30 The prac-
tice created new problems, however, beocsuse the priest was
also the religious leader of people who had suffered perhsps
at the bands of the landlord &nd were dependent on him for
thelr subsistence. In contrast to the dependert parishioners,
the priest was more comfortable materially thar he had ever
been. But he pald for his improved welfare by becoming re-
moved in spirit from his pariablioners, who became bitter and
diailluaioned.al

A ohange in the publlic attlitude toward the clergy also
helped to improve the priestts position somewhst. Before 1760
few wealthy merchsnts would congent to their sons entering the
minlstry. Instead tney trained their heirs to take their plasoce
or to pursue a career 1ln some other business, After 1760
the sons of many wealthy families became clergymen, and the

52 The

position of parish priest became scclally acceptable.
prestige of the clergy was inoresssd by men who bssame pri-
vate chaplains to wealthy squires and by the presence of the

sons of wealthy squires. These chsnges made the elsrgy more

aoTrnvalyan, I11, 64.
Slipig.

%21p14.
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respectable tbag before but did little to make their life
more comfortable. Goldsmitht!s entrancing descoription of the
priestta life successfully disgulsed the many disaomforts
which made their llfe gquite tedious.

THE VILLAGE TEACHER

Goldsmith's desoription of the village teacher, whlle
less idealistic than that of the preacher, 1s nevertheless
written in the same engaging atyle which obscures much of the

53 In his deslirs to

unpleasantness of the teacherts life.
rake every aspect of English village 1life seem as attractive
as possible, he falled to mention any of the problema of
eighteenth=century educators. From reading the poem, the
proceas of obtaining an education in Auburn seems a moat
pleasant task. Perhaps in Auburn it was, but generally the
édﬁdﬁtional proceas did not operate so harmonlously snd ef-
flciently as Goldsmith would have us believe.

Obtaining an education was at best a haphazard exper=
ience for the average village child. Many villages had no

school et all, and the children from such villages were per=-

mitted, but not really encouraged, to attend the school in a

35Au with the preasher, Goldsmith included the teaaher
in The Deserted Villagze beocause he hsd two favorite models on
which to base the desoription. Patrick Rughes, a presumed
model, gave what Goldsmith oonsidered memorable instruoction
between 1741 and 1748. See Wardle, pp. 22~23. Thomas Byrne,
another of Goldsmith's favorite teachers, is said by some
oritiass to have been the model. See Peter Cunningham, ed.,
The Works of Oliver Goldsmith (London, 1854), I, 46, and
EustIn Dobeom, Life of 0liver Goldsmith, p. 1l4.
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neighboring village.34 Some progress weg made during the
gentury to make schoocls resdily sccessible to snll children,
but as in other soclal matters, the villages lsgged bshind
the clties in providing sdequate frcilitles.

Another problem faced by eighteenth-sentury educators
was the skepticlsm of parents about the desirablility of edu=
cat:\.on.36 Partiloulerly before the industrial revolution
usurped the work of many "home" industrialists, children were
kept at home to assist with the work. During the planting
and harvest seasons, teschers wisely dlsmissed schcol rather
than face empty clesarooms., Parents engaged ln a small indus-
try taught thelr chlldren the trade and enasouraged them to
make their living in that marner rather than by some skill
acquired through formal education. Some psrents who ocould
afford to send their children to school refused to do so
simply because they distrusted the results of educating them.

Village schools were forced to plan their operation

for the conveniense of the villagers end were unable to ime

pose their will in metters of attendance and curriculum. In
deference to the needs of the village, the school often be~
ceme in praectice little more than a trade school where the

chlldren were faught arts and orafts oconsidered more valusble

34
The information on village schools i1s teken from
Bayne=-powell, pp. 181~197.

36
Qid_a; Pe 189.
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than the humanities.sa Singe most children had no opportun~
ity to ocontinue past the elementary grades, the trades learned
at the village school were later quits valuable to them.

In villages, tsachers were moat often chosen by the
parish priest.57 Presumably the persons selected knew read~
ing, writing, and arithmetic tolerably well. In addition,
they were sxpected to display sound charscter and humble be-
havior. (oldsmithts teacher seems to have met easily the
qualifications. The villagers were smazed at hls knowledge,
and a favorite village pastime was the passing from one
interested listener to another a new diacovery sbout the
breadth of the teachert's knowledge. He was also kind, stemm,
ande=» to the parson's delight-~ argumentative to the point
of distragtion. Such men, however, were not slways avallable.
When they were not, the village settled for the peraon it
oould get who sesmed best qualified. Wages ware low. The
ten to twelve pounds a year pald to most teachers made Golde
smith's village preacher rich by comparison. The low wages
maede it impossible slways to induce the beat qualified per-
sons to become teachers. Too fregquently, those who became
tesaahers were clergymen's widows, bankrupt shopkeepers, or
dissatisfied journeymen. These taught not because they es-

peoielly wanted to but because they needed the small inceme.

aﬁlbid.

371bid., p. 191.
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After the teacher had been selected, he taught the boys and
girls separately. Consequently much time and energy were
wasted 1n a system that could not afford to loase elther.

It ia true that not all village schools were badly
equipped to teach. 3Some had adequate fscilities, qualified
teaghers, and sound curriculums, But schools which could
be oonasldered wholly sdequate were the exception rather than
the mile.58

The village achools were not a great deal less effeo-
tive than the eighteentheoentury schools which catered to
famllies of some means, In spite of well~-intentioned reform=
ers who zealously promised improvements in public and grsmrmar
school ourrioulums, educators in the better achools found it
difficult to free instruction from 1ts classical mooringa.39
"Teaching," says Sir Charles Mellet, "probably had not altered
substantlally in 200 yeara."40 The freedom of thought that
had ocome with the sclentific breakthroughs of the sixteenth
century was resatralned agaln by seventeenth-ocentury puritan-
ical influences, which remsined pervesive for some time.

The fallure of the better-known schools to modernize
thelr teaohling methods and to add such subjects as writing,

arithmetic, and English oreated great opportunities for the

581pid., p., 184 and p. 190.

39800 81ir Charles Mallet, "Education, Schools and
Universities,™ Johnaonts England, ed. A. S. Turberville
(Oxford, 1933), 11, 200 and Z21Z.

401p14., p. 213.



65
growth of charity and private schools to fill the void. The
charity schools, however, suffered tromufheir great reliance
on the ohuroh;41 and the private schools, of whioh Dr. John-
gon's iz probably typical, though perfectly free to experi-
ment with new subjects, nevertheless retsined a predominantly

oclasslioal baokground.42

But the private schools, especlally
in the late~elghteenth and early-nineteenth century were
generally oonsidered free from the defeats (including poor
living conditions, 1lsek of reorestion, and notorious mise
treatment) of the public and gremmar schools.®®

Eighteenth-ocentury schools were greatly oriticized by
many of thelr ocontemporaries, but foroeful and learned head~
masters sometimes achleved so0lid results at schools whose
reputations ebbed and flowed. All the various kinds of
sghools~~ publioc, grammar, charity, and private~- gradually
modernized their instruotion and made real ocontributions to
the educatlion of the Engliah.44

Another famous desoription of an eighteenth~gentury

village schoolmaster which belles the teacher in The Deserted

Villege or perhaps points up the faot that both men are
fiotional i1s found in Goldsmith's Vicar of Waekefleld. This

411p14., p. 211,

421p14,, p. 223.

43Ibld., Ps 224.

Ibid.; De 218,
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teacher says that he would rather be thrown into Newgate than

return to teaching. Unless one ia willing to grovel for a
living under the most frustrating and humillating conditions,

he says, he should "avold a school by any mesns.®**

it 1s a distinoctly unpleasant taskx to dissgres with vire
tually the entire social background of GColdsmith'a Deserted
Village. The sentimentsliat in us would mucsh prefer to believe
that there onoe sxisted a pleessnt village like Auburn. The
sympathizer in us prefers to shrink in horror rrom devasatating
ogourences, such as enclosures, whioch wipe out delightful Auburna.
And the humsnitarian in us ls heartened when he mentally trails
behind the preacher and teacher as they cheerfully perform thelr
daily taska. untortunately, we are not allowed the luxury of
acocepting unohallenged tne pleasures or the calamities of Auburn.
We must weigh them ageinst avallable evidence, and in Jdoling
80, find that the pleasures were nelther as great beiors en-
@losuré es we have bveen told nor were the calamities &3 fright-
ening afterwards. Viliage llfe remained much the same-~ not
very comiortable snd devoted principally to esrning an adeguate
living. Muoh of ths land ohanged owners, and maay of ths old
resldents left to seek a living elsewhere. Those who stayed
learned with ths rest of Enzlsnd that tney nad been caught in
a series of aoclal snd sconomic changes that would permanently
alter the makeup of thelr country. The next ohapter will

investigate more of these changes.

4568org6, ps 50.



CHAPTER 1V

THE ECOKOMIC EACKGROUND

"The sge is rmunning mad after immovation; all the bus~
ineaa of the world ia to be done in a new way; men are tc be
hanged in @ new way; Tyburn itselr 1a not safe from the fury
of innovation.”™ Thus Dr. Johnaon ocommented on the profound
changea that swept over Britain during the eighteenth oontury.l
His solorful hyperbole wonderfully characterigzea the period
when a vast inorease in population, a conversion from & domeatio
to a centraliszed industrisl aystem, and a revoclution in the
distribution of land effeoted marked alterations in the phyalcal
makeup of Britaln, GOIdlmifh'a attaocka in The Deaerted Villisge

on the cauasea of the presumed deatruoction of English village
life are evidsnoe that he was not aa fully aware as Johnason of
the msdness for irmmovation. Moreover, Goldsmith's singling
out the destruction of village life aa the moat pressing probe
lem fsolng the oountry places in jeopardy the argument that he
waa a pergeptive apokesman for hia age. Much of Goldamith'a
analysis of the chenges that ocourred in his lifetime is insor~
reot; yet he chose, on the basis of his opinion, to prediet
ruin for Britaln unless the trend toward destruction of village
life was halted.

Daring the eighteenth ocentury the living and working con~-
ditiona of the whole soclety changed. The faatory aystem came

1quoted by T. S. Ashton, The Induatrial Revolution 1760~
1830 (London, 1950), p. 11. '
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into ita own and reshaped the lives of people whose entire
personal history was rooted in the traditions of an agrarian
soolety. A new middle olass, rising to challenge the histor-
i¢c authority of Britailn'ts aristooracy, made its presence keen~
ly felt ln the olrcles of finense, mamfaoturing, and governw
ment. Under the goncepts of mercantilism, the country engaged
in commeroial activity unequalled in variety since the age of
Elizabeth. Directing mush of this activity, and supplying
much of the force to push it forward, was the wealthy entre-
preneur, who became a powerful spokesman in eighteenth~gcentury
British 11fe.2 Above all else, the inaiplent industrial revo-
lution was most oconspicuous. ¥From its inception, the Britiah
were unable to look gratefully backward asnd rely on past exper-~
ienge to solve aontemporary problems, Virtually everything
was newj and the problems that wers met reguired new solutions,
It was the completeness and inexorableness of these changes
that Goldsmith misinterpreted. As a man who had spent a good
deal of his writing life looking backward and extolling the
glorlies of the simple, unadorned rustic life, it 1s not sur-
prising that he falled to grasp the full signifiocanae of the
soolal and economic changes that he witnessed.

It i3 not, however, the whole of Britiash soclety with

whioh we are aoncerned. Our immedlats interest lies in thoae

2Soe W. H. B. Court, A Conoise Economioc History of

Britain from 1750 to Recent Times (Cambridge, 1B54), pp. 87-88.
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transformetions in the struoture of soclety which directly
affected the lives of cottagers in vlllages like the one de~
soribed by Goldsmith. We must, nevertheless, remaln conscious
of the socope of the changea thet completely enveloped tne
gountry if an analysis of one segment 1ls to be meaningful. In

studying the economic background of The Deserted Village, we

must sonalder both changes of whlaoh Goldsmith wes apparently
aware-~ such as the agrarlan revolution~- &nd changes of wshioh
he was apparently unaware~- such as the population inarease

and the industrial revolution.

THE POPULATION INCREASE

in The Deserted Villsge Coldumith desoribes the depopu~
lation that ocourred when one men gaired uontroi orf the land
ogoupied by the inhabitants of Aubum, disposséssed the vil~
lagers, and used the land for his own purposes (1. 39).3 In
another passage (1ll. 63«68), he writes that other villagss had
been similarly destroyed and replaced by "unwieldy wealth and
cubrous porp.” After meking several rather vague allusions
to the foroe that hes destroyed the villages, Goldsmith finally
charges specirioelly that the villagers have Been replaced by

men of wealth who have converted large aress of land into

Ssee Robert Seitz, pp., 406-407. In his effort to find
Irish roots for sll of Goldsmith's idess, including those in
%gg Deserted Village, Professor Selitz claims that the dspopu~
tian}deaoribed by Goldsmith was that which he hed witressed
in Ireland.
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pleasure estates where thgy entertain themselwes and their
friends {(1l. 276-282). @Goldsmith denles that the dispossessed
villagers have moved on to other places ln England, e. g., the
oities; he insists that they have emlgrated, leaving England's
rural areas largely depopulated (l. 60, 1ll., 73~74, 1., 341).

No me jor study of population movements in elghteenth-
century England supperts Goldsmith's clailm that any part of
the country was becoming depopulated, On the contrary, the
rapldly inoreasing population in all seotions of the country
is shown to be of paramount importance to the economic upheaval
of that century, In 1700 England and Wales hed an estimated
5,500,000 people., By 1750 this mumber had grown to 6,500,0004
and in 1801, when the first offioisl ocensus was takken, to nine
mulion.5 The Scots, during the seme period, had increased

from one to two millian.s

Such a vast inorease mekes 1t plain
thst, even though the population of some villages might have
deoreased slightly, there gsould have been no widespresd depopu«~
lation in any large ares. Population statistics for English
oounties support this generalization. Studies reveal that from
1700 to 1750 only four ocounties out of fifty-two descreased in

population and that from 1750 to 1800 all Ancressed, Six

&Jnhn Claphem, A Concise Eoonomlo Eiat§§§‘3£ Britain
from the Earliest Times o 17560 {Cambridge, 194Y), p. 186,

sAahton. p. 3.

6ivte.
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counties during the latter period reglstered zains of more than
one hundred par cent, and Lancashire Jounty, which beearme the
center of the rarldly expanding cotton industry, experienced
a remarkable 318 per cent gain in population.’

Doubtless some depopulation ocourrsd as & result of the
Enalosure Acts, But the varlous fasgtors that affected England's
eightaentheoentury population make it difficult to determine
how much depopulation in the villages was ocaused by sviation
or anclosure and how much was gsused by the villesgerst willful
abandonment of rural llfe. According to Lecky, depopulation
oceurred most frequently when an entire village depsnded on free
pesture land that was enclosed ¢r when new omers turned large
aoreages into game proaervea.e Though there ls nc exsct way to
determine how meny villages were thus affected, ILeoky apparently
feels that they wers few because he states thst, on the whole,
progress in agrioculture stimulated rural population.9 The faot
thet Bnglanc et the height of the enclosurs movement was able
to feed a burgeoning population asnd contime to export food
further suggesta that the number was rather smell. On the
other hend, Julia Petton feels that depopulatlion was serious,

not #0 much in the early part of the oentury as lator. <che

Ge E« Fusgell, "Fnplish Counlryslée sand Pepulation in
the Eighteenth Century," Esonomlc geogrsphy, XI1 (Ootober 1836),
426.

8%illiem E. Lecky, A History of Englend in the Eighteenth
gentury (New York, 1887), VI, 202. -

ibid.
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tells of one John Cowper who, as early as 1732, wrote that he
hed seen within thirty yeasras more than twenty parishes dis-
appesr &8 the result of enclosure and depopulation.10

Mcdern esonomists and soaial historlans are skeptioal
of the olelm that depopulation was a aignifiosnt foroce in
elghtesnth-aentury history., G. N. Clark says that although
the deserted villages of poetical tradition existed, they were
not typioaloll While conceding thet the population of various
areas shifted when acreage was converted from tillage to pas~
ture in order to inarease the output of wool, Sir John Clapham
insists that "deserted villages are singularly rare in Enaland.lz
Clapham olaims that in all of England, there is only one exam-
ple of a village that beocame aompletely deserted because of s
deoline in the need for agricultural workers. His example,
a village socutheast of Cambridge, was shown in Domesday Book
to have had eighteen tenants at its ponk.j"5 Clapham has per-
haps underestimated the extent of depcpulation. But hls argu-~
ment receives support from ¥W. H. Court, who feels that, insatead
of a Geoline in the need for workers, the expension and diver-

4
sification of sgrioculture oreated previously unneeded qmploymcnt.l

loPatton, Pe 35

1ls3ark, p. 155.

120 lapham, p. 197.

137p14,

145 0urt, pe 39.
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And T. 8. Ashton terms "untenable" the belief that large
numberas of villagers were driven off the lond.15 The lack of
irrefutable evidence about the extent of eighteenth-century
depopulation makes absolute proof difficult. The majority of
soonomists, however, disoredit the notion that depopulation
was widespread. In view of England'!s population almost doube
ling in the eighteenth century, it is evident that any depopu«
lation which may have coourred was highly localized and never
became a general problem.

The oountry's rapidly inereasing population alsc belies
Goldamithts inference that all villagers who were driven from
their homes emigrated to America. The mumber of eighteenth-
century emigrants was obvicusly never great enough to have
any appreciable effest on England's population. Although his-
torians agree that miscellaneous records dated earlier than
1800 ars not wholly reliable, the sparse evidence indloates
that Goldsmith would have been correoct to charge that emigra~
tion had a greater effeot on England!s population than d4id
depopulation. Goldsmith ohose instead to imply that the resi-
dents of depopulated villages formed the bulkk of England's
emigrants. lLeoky, while diacrediting the depopulation theory,
ooncedes that Englislmen emigrated probably in "large numbera.“ls
T. S. Ashton estimates that "perhaps one million" people left

lﬁAabton, An Eoonomig History of Englands The Eighteenth

century, p. 18.

lsheoky. loc. olt.
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Englend during the century to seek a living overseas, "malnly

in the colonies."%”

This number 1s significant for a country
whose population varied from six to nine millions. The stete~
ment by Ashton, however, disoloses another fallsocy in Gold~

smithts thinking. In The Deserted Village he implied that all

Englishmen who emigrated did so, not because they wished to,
but because they had no place in England where they might re-
side and work, In reslity, a large number of persons who
thought they sew grester opportunity elsevhers elested to
leave England. Others left to direot cor work for the over-
seas interests of various Britlah oonoorns.l8
goldsmith oategoriocally rejeacted the notlon that his
villagers could migrate to the oities. But hls rejection at-
tests to a phenomenon pesullar to the eighteenth sentury~-~ the
rise and development of new townse~ which should be mentioned.
These towns were oreated from the migration of an overabundant
rural popvlation, not from eviocted tensnts and dismissed labore

orn.l9 They became 2 haven from the lsolation, social depres-

slon, and surplus labor in the villagus.zo

But the emergence
of new towns sometimes had &n invidious effect on the villages,

especially when an industry that had flourished near a village

17Aahton. The Industrisl Revolution, pp. 3-4.

18Aahton. An Bconomic History of England: The Elghteenth
century, p. 1il. -

lQCOHrt, Ps 39 .

201 bid., p. 42.
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reloocsted in a new town, or vhen industrial centralizstion

21 It was

osused the loss of domestio oecupation and income.
primarily from the towns snd gities that the great esconomio
foroce of the sentury~+ the industrial revoiution-- affeoted

the viliagers of Auburn.
THE INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION

with the exception of the enclosure movement end the
subsegquent agrariasn revolution, the industriasl revolution pro-
éuoed the reatest changes in eighteenth~gentury English asoclety.
The enoclosure movement ocan be said to have had the greatest
immedlaste effect on the sountry, while the industriasl revolu-
tion had the most enduring effeot. In order to understand
fully the impaet of industrialization on England, a much more
thorough study of the hsokground of the industrial movement
and of the faotors that contridbuted to it than can be sovered
by this thesis would be necessary. Yet to explain the effeot
of the industrial revolution on English villages and villagers,
seversl contributing influenoces mist be mentioned. Wwhile re~
viewing the olrcumstances that resulted in sr industrial revoe
lution, one faot remainas eminently clear: the villagers were
powerless to oppose asuccessfully the chenges thet were devel-
oping sround them. It 18 lesa olear whether these changes

were the oause or the effect, or both, of the industriml

szphraim Iipson, The Growth of English Society (New
York, 1950), p. 226.
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revolution.

The industrial revolution was the produst of an age
that contained many 1cdeas and attitudes conducive to a devel=-
opment of such maghitude. In government, the countryt!s polit~
ical stability oertainly had its effeot on induatrlalization.22
Unlike the preceding ocentury, with all its harsh changes of
government, eighteenth~oentury England enjoyed the security
that came with the uninterrupted reigns of her monarcha. 1In
finange, the century witnessed the development of a money and
banking system better equipped toc use and eontrol capltal than
wers the antiguated procedurez of earlier oon.turiea.z5 The
highly developed improvements in finance included the estab-
lighment of s national bank, the placement of the pound on =
fixed gold standard, the use of bills of c¢redit and other
money substitutes, and the growth of stock, investment, trad-
ing, and insurance ocompenies.

The tremendous populatiocn inoresse discussed abeve ocer-
tainly influenced industrialigzation. New sournes of food were
required; additionsl jobs hed to be provided; residences had
to be bullt; and a wide range of solutions had to be found for
providing goods and services to a larger mumber of people.

In agrioulture and commerce, the increased productivity

of the soll and the constant growth of profitable markets,

both forelzn and domestio, affeoted the progress of the

Qgcburt. P 86.

251b1d0. P 82.
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oantury.g‘ Hot only was England able to feed and clothe her
growing population, but also to export great quantities of

25  New methods for

foodstuffa and rew msterlals for textiles.
agriculture, manufacturing, and sommerce resulted from the
need to tranaport goods and supply markets.

Finally, in manpower, England had an abundance of men
with courage and determination, who were not awed by the oppor-
tunities surrounding them. Consplouously, the wealthy entre-
prengur emerged, using imagination and ocomplete involvement in
business affsirs to oreate opportunity where none had preéviously

QxiltOdoas

And there was the manifest inventiveness of English~
men such a=s Abrahamfbsrby in metala, Richard Arkwright in tex-
tiles, and James Watt in power development, whose mechanical
devieea transformed England into the acknowledged leader of
inaatrial progreas.

All of these somplex interrelated forases produced (or
were an integral part of) the industrial revolution that changed
the faoe and oharscter of England. All of them Goldsmith ig-
nored«~ through oheise or through ignorange of their existence.
His charge that English villages were being destroyed will not

bear sorutiny. His oversimplified explanstione~ emigrationes

fails to explain the fate of villagers whose lives were

24
Ibid., pp. 30«31 and Clark, pp. l41=~142.

26Gourt, pe 92 and Clark, p. 151 and p. 166.

28, ourt, p. 87.
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diarupted, His villainee the inorerse in luxuries-~ hardly
acoocunts for the mumerous influences that affeoted his vil-
lagers. And his solution appesrs wholly inadequate for coping
with an evolution in which the entire country was involved,

The Deserted Village very ably conveys the sense of

utter loss felt by a few people whose lives were perhaps
ruined by foroes they knew not existed; it infuses s feeling
of gullt into all who were responsible for the fate of those
in Auburm; it sucoeds in desofibing a fabled exiatenoce which
Goldsmitht!s readers had i1deallzed; it provides a kind of
catharsis for everyone who fears oblivion or oppression; and
it warns all nations that greatness 1s not measured simply by
"loads of freighted ore."” But it does not acsurately reflect
the problems of eighteenth~sentury England.

Beoause of the textile industry's oclose ties with cot-
tage lifes and village economles, its transformation under the
industrial revolution to centralized operations in giant
factories produced a greater effeot on villagers than any
other part of the revolution. The story of its eighteenth~
century development tells much of how the entire revolution
arffeated village 1ife. It 1s a story that Goldsmith might

have used as the background for The Deserted Village. For

most of hla villagers, alterations in the organigzation of the
textlle industry were probably second in importance only to
those in agriculture. If Aubum was the representative vil=~

age that he claimed it to be, a good many of its inhabitants



79

were connected to some degree with textile manufaoturing.

Traditionally the textile industry had been the most
important segment of what has become known as the domestlo
system, so~called becsuas all or a large part of the manufsc-
turing process was oonducted by a villager and his family in
their own oottago.zv The cottager owned his tools and equip~
ment, and the man who oonduoted the business supplied him with
raw materials and a contract to proocess and manufacture some
article. The finished goods were picked up and carted away to
be sold somewhere else. The cottager set his own pace and was
paid at rates he negotiated socording to the mumber of pieces
he and his family prodused. lMany cottages were equipped to
handle the entire process of clothe-making from oombing and
carding to spimning eand looming; others engaged in perhaps
one or more of the progesases. The extent to which cottagers
were involved in textiles depended on the amount of spare time
they had, the amount of money they needed as a supplement to
thelr farm inoome, snd the amount of money they could afford
to invest in equipment., All over England, thousands oif fam-
ilies depended on textiles for their earnings, either entirely
or as supplemental inceme. The aystem had worked well for
hundreds of years, producing suffiolent gquantitles of joods to
supply domestio and foreign markets. Yet there were warnings

as early as the fourteenth century that the domestio system

27
See Court, pp. 60=81.
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would ultimately give way to dentrslized operations in the
textlile industry., Lipson talls of a large woolen faotory that
exlsted before 1600,2g Not until the seventeenth and elghteenth
centurles, however, does the svidence of large-scale production
become & marked feasture of industrial aotivity.ag

The inventiveness mentioned earlier as ono’of the prom=
inent features of eighteenth~century England was pronounced
in textiles, So meany inventions, in faot, were appllied to
textiles that the industrial revolution is generally aonsid-
ered to have begun there.

Because of the far«reaching effects of his wster-frame,
patented in 1769, Riohard Arkwright has been called "the father

of the modern faotory axatem.“so

Although the waster~frame,
used to lengthen textile fibers, wes not an original invention
in the aense that the pringciple had never been used before, it
agcomplished more to improve material handling than any other
textile invention of the century. Arkwright'!s invention was
merely a refinement of the garding machine invented by Lewis
Paul in the 1740%'s, but he had the genlus to develop the de-
vigces of others and to adapt them to wvarious aituationa.al
John Keyts flying-shuttle (1730%'s), Jemes Hargreaves's spinuning

Jenny (1767), snd Samuel Cromptonts mule (e combination of the

gaLipeon, p. 78.
39;9;3,, Ps 86,
301pid., p. 200.
3122&3-
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spinning jJenny and water-f{rsme, 1779) sll helpsd to revolu-
ticnize the textile indusiry snd csuse lts move from csttage
to factory.ag

It was the patent ,ranted irn 1769 to James Watt for
his steam engine, howsever, that declded the fate of the domes-
tic syatam.35 The development of this cheap scurce of power,
gombined with the various mechines that were appeaxring, made
the centraligzation of power and machine under one roof ines-
capable., Thus the modern facotory system was firmly launched.
Men who invested heavlly in industsy saw lmnedlately that it
was no longer prastical to maintein widely scattered lsborers
who produced small guantities of finlshed goods. Tha evils,
both sotual and presumed, and the benefits that scoompanied
the changeover to the faotory system constitute much of the
sconomic hlstory for the remainder of the eighteanth sentury.

Textile manufssturers hasd been forceid for yeaxrs to
content themselves with the domestic system even though they
knew that centralization woul:d bs preferable for handlinyg raw
materials, lnoreasing the sfflolency of manufesture, serving
the markets, and obtalning aapital for new operations. The
introdustion of Arkwright's and Watt'!s inventiens made ¢eu~
tralization and the disruption to villege 11fe necessary. The

small cottage producer hed to be subordlnated tc the larger

sgibid., Pp. 186+202.

A

33Mhton, The Industrial Revolution, p. 70.
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system in whioch teshnical k¥nowledge and greater capital could
better serve Britaint's demanding intermal and export mmcu:..:M
Bolstered by new Inventions, the industry that had been the
most decentralized of any was converted into a system of glant
faotories, employing hundreds of persons under one roof. Thus
the textile industry first proved that masa produstion oould
be used successfully in an entire manufacturing process.

The cottager operated under distinot disadvantages in
competition with lerge investors, He was unable to purchase
the expenaive new machines, inocluding power equipment, that were
requisite to efflcient operations. Moreover, he was in no posi-
tion to extend oredit indiscriminately or to wait long periods
for payment, ag the large investor c¢ould do. Since the wide=
apread use of c¢redit was a significant feature of the intricate
new finsnciael system, the large investor found an edvantage in
being able to use oredit rather incautiously, When the rezular
marikkets became temporarily depressed or were interrupted due to
war, boycotts, or for other retsons, the industrialist with ex~-
tensive operatlions oould rely on his aavings or income from
other interesta. On the other hand, the slightest interruption
of the markets could prove disastrous for the cottager. He

might have no other income, and if he were indebted for his

34
gourt, p. 60,

%%1pi1d., p. 57.
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equipment, he could lose 1t.36

In spite of the inevitableness of its oollapse, the
domestic system contained definite advantages both for the
capitalist and the laborer. The capitalist could gonceal the
extent of his operations and thus avold taxes snd irksome
government ocontrol. During depreased periods, he could simp-
ly reduce the scope of his operations and transfer much of
the oppressive effeot of the depression to the cottagers who
worked for him. Even more important, his invested capitsl
did not work against him during depressions as it did when
much of his money was invested in a monstrous, idle faeagtory
eontaining valusble equipment. Under the domestic system,
the lsborer enjoyed the superior working conditions that ex-
isted in his own home. He decided for himself when and for
how long he wished to work. fe had a personal opportunity
to demonstrate superior workmanship and effisclency and to
use them in setting his ratea., And as long as he lived in
the country, he could engsge in some side employment (usually
agrioulture) which might be relied on for nu:omo..?"7

Even for the cottager, however, the domestic system was
never as i1dyllio as 1t has been desoribed by Goldsmith snad
other defenders of the system. First, the cottager's eguip=-

ment might sometimes lie idle for weeks because of delays in

36
ibld., pp. 60«61,

37
Ibld., ppe. 62«63,
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his materials reaching him. Second, the cottager was not a
part of a working group that could oollestively analyse probe
lems of mutual interest and corresct them rather than become
embroliled in incessant disputes over rates, delivery dates,
and other matters. Third, the cottager was contimually sub-
Jeoated to the malpractice of receiving incorrect 'oighfl and
measures of materiaels from his supplier. In the hassle that
followed, the cottager likely lost the argument and his money.
Fourth, the cottager had to work long hours in order to prof-
it from hls small operation; he also had to require his
children to assist with the work. These undélirnble gondl~
tions were inherent in the domestio system; they were not
introduged hy the industrial revolution: And rirtﬁ. the cot~
tager was assured of less oontinuous employment than the fao-
tory worker becsuse a oentralised industry could stosk inven-
tory when the market was depressed whereas the cottager had
orders for a specific number of finished goods and no more, 58

vhen sonfronted with the threat of losing his part-time
oscupation to a factory worker, the cottager had to decide
whether to abandon his worik in textiles or to pursue it on a
full=time basis. Those who accepted employment in a textile
faotory begame deeply resentful of a system which they consids
ered an infringement on personal liberty. They were no longer

responsible solely to themselves for their personal conduat}

8
Liplon: PP 104-106.
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they no longer owned the equipment they used, They lost con=
trol of the ratea for whioch they worked and were rather sud-
denly faced with reliance on wages dioctated to them by an em-
ployer. Many of them left the relative seourity of the soil
and traveled to unfamiliar towns to joln hundreds of other
people 1n working for s single employer. They naturally felt
that they had loat all individualism toc the machines, whigh
diotated a new set of work ﬁraatlooa and rules, They no
longer had any oontrol over perioda of unemployment; and they
had no way to suppert themselves and thelr families when un-
employment came., Instead of selling a product which they
alone had manufsaturcd,iﬁﬁa'lbld their labor and their skill.
To the employer, labor was a commodity to be purchased just
as one would purcheae tools or mschines; to the laborer, it
was his only mesns of subsistence. The different estimates
of the vslue of labor produced s schism between labor and man-
agement which continues to the proaont.sg The villagera who
chose permanent employment in textiles fased no more atriking
alterations in thelr lives, however, than did those who aban~
dc&od textiles and deolded to remsin farmers. The agrarian
revolution had slso begun, and the trend in agriculture was to
tenant farming managed by larye investora., Tims the farmers
too, were sonfronted by many of the same dilemmas facing the
factory workers; they were no longer masters of their own

oooupaticns but employees in a wider scheme of activity.

39
Ibld., p. 93.
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"And it wes the 0ld village of s happy community life
to which Goldsmith, in indignation snd dlstress at a devssta~
tion wrought by forgces which he only dimly undsrstood, gave

n40

imperishsble éxpression. So remarks Julia Patton about

The Deserted Village. That the expressicn is lmperishable 1s

undoubted, but Goldsmith's dim understanding of the ochanges
that were sweeping the country ia quite unflattering. Hls
poem contains a single vague allusion (l. 336) to the industry
whioch played a sonsiderable part in the affeirs of his villag-
ers. And his proclivlity to mlsjudge the real cause of the up~
heaval in village life aocentuatas the distortion in his poem.
He falled to realize that no appeal to statesmen was capable
of ourding the natural foroces at work around him., The "happy
aommunity life" whose passing he deplored was replaced by a
vastly different and far more oomplicated, but equally happy,
gommunity.

The tragic deatruction predicted by Goldamith had falled
to materlalize at the olose of the elghteenth eentury. G. ¥.
Clark sayes that, with minor exeeptions, every group in England
was better off economlically in the late-eighteenth sentury than

it had been at the aacession of Charles 11.41

The gsountryts
standard of living steadily rose through the ocentury says

42
Ashton. In spite of men, and Goldsmith must be ingluded

40Patton. Pe 84.

4lojark, p. 185,

4QAlhton, The Industrial Revolution, pp. 157-1568.
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among them, who advocated, perhaps through misunderstandilng,
the status guo or a reversion to the policies and practioces

of the sixteenth and seventeenth centurles, the country moved

dynamlsally, snd the move proved ultimately beneflclal to all

BibTLe



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION

The final appraisal of The Deserted Village as a work

of social protest must be that 0oldasmith waa not justified in
0laiming thaet the aocoumulation of wealth, manifested by an in=-
ocreaae in luxuriea, deatroyed English villages and oaused the
realdents to emigrate. So broad are his impliocations of aon-
summate damage that the scscial snd egonomio history of
eighteenth~gcentury England would have to displsy an almost
vomplete breakdown in the exeeution of fundamental proceasaes
to support his position. This it feils to do. For Goldsmith
to have sald that all waes not right in BEngland would be meocept-~
able. He erred in saying by impliocation that little was right
about Englendts treatment of her villagers.

Criticism of Qoldsmith for oarrying his attaok further
than his evidence supported him may be reaented by some. It
is not unreasonable, however, to oriticize a poem that goes
beyond the mere display of grievsncea and predicta absolute
™ain for a major nation. Surely the poet oan be reguired to
produge a firm basis for hia argument and prophecy. Goldamith
is righkfully praised for his remarikable succesa in getting his
readers to identify themselves with the plight of the vlillagers
of Auburn. But he needed to have a firmer position before
pushing the identification further than that. A poem with
politiocal overtones, such as The Deaerted Village, is obliged
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£0 represent honestly the situaticns it desoribes; it cannot
be exoused from the responsibility for honest representation
on the grounds that it 1a "art for artts sake." |

The strongest objections ars reserved for his olaim
that Auburn was reprssentative and that the evils he deplored
were wreaking similar destrwation in villeages all over England.
The oonsequences of allowing such pervasive destructive foroes
to operate without restraint &rs all too obvious. But to be~
lieve thaet the forces aould develop unchecked ia unrealistie
and contrary to the established order of thinga. Pursulng
GOIdamith'a obargea to their natural oonolnaion, one sees that
Ensland uould ultimatoly have no rural or laboring clasa. This
1nroroneo dbviouuly viclates baslo principles of esonomiocs,
Goldsmith might have limited his subjest to a factual inatance
of an eviotlon oaused by & gentleman who sonverted land into
a eountry estate. Further than that, unless he was equipped
with sufficient evidenoe, he should not have gone. His only
evidence was a sincere belief in his allegations. This is
hardly enough to justify converting a limited experience into
a national evil.

The ssscoiation of Auburn with all English villages un=
doubtedly inoreased the effectivensss of the poem simply by
making the problems assume vast proportions. The far-reashing
agsoelation that Goldamith imagined for his village is probably
related to the eighteenth~aentury concept of universality in

virtually all mattera. But would the poem necessarily have been
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less effegtive 1f it had described a single incident for whioh
Goldemith could offer spescific, irrefutable evidence? One
such lnoident ls ample cause {or poetry. The tragedy would
have been no lesa sublime by having affeated only one famlly.
The inclusiveness that was intimated, however, borders on the
ridieulous, snd borhapa lessens the poem's potentiel effect~
ivenesa. But the faot thet the poem is so effective mskes the
comprehensive lmplications no leas dishonest.

One 1s tempted to call The Deserted Village s superd

expression of regret for s way of life that wses passing into
oblivion and be done with it. But the more one reads end con-
templates the posm, the more he reslizes that Goldsmith was
perfectly serious in his belief that English villages were he-
ing wholly destroyed. Consequently, a thorough refutation of
his charges is required. Compared to any reasonsble survey of
actual eonditions, Goldsmithts descriptions are plainly exces=
sive. Both the evlils he ase¢ribed to England's ocommerolalism
and the deatrustion he observed are magnified. Depopulation
was far Jesz serious than the problem he made of it. The
socattered depopulation that did oocur was purely loosl and not
widespread enough to cause general alarm. The emigration
aaono that previéos the olimax of tho poemAi; ;;;o the result
kgt pootic imngination than observed fest. Although ovidenao
1ndieatos that emigration wes substentlal, it never prevented

a steady ilnerease in Englsndfs populstion. And emligration was
not fully caused by the influen¢es that Goldsmith deseoribed.
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More erroneous then his statements sbout either dspopulation
or emligration is hls implication that all enclosuvres resulted
in the formation of country estates for wealthy men. But his
agcusations sesm to aontaln juat enouzh truth to be dancerous
when distorted to fit his ballefs, The pastent intensifleation
pervading the poem, the invidlous ocomparisons of England with
dying objeota-~ tbesc somminglaed with the most provoking sin-
cerity, wake rafutstion of coldsmith's thesis necessary bhut
dirffiocult.

Of the two vary prominent forces that transformed
eiphtegnth~csntury Englaend, Goldsmith displsyed only the Aim-
neat underatanding of one and total unsawareness of the other.
Hls poemn raveals knowladqa of the enclosure movenesnt bnt mls-
interpretation of lts effects. He falled to understand thet
diverse types of Fnzllshmen perticipated in ths movemant, not
just wealthy zentlemen looking for a country home. The sompre-
hensive shenges producing {or produced by) the Iindustrial revo-
lution ssem to have bypassed (Goldemlth completely. It apnesrs
impozsible that he ocould fail to be impressad by the atriking
devalopments in all aspests of soslety. Vet, unless hia
naivete was manifested sclely fer poetic effeat, the simple
dlspoaition he made of his evicted villazgers indicates that
he was unaware that induatrislism had reached Englsnd. He was
obviously not unaware of the profusion of wealth; he related
it, howsver, not to an ingiplent foree, but to increased com~

merce., He should have known that more than "meedful produst”
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was being transported from Englend and that goods other than

luxurlies were being brought in. The exchange nedeasszarily
attended the industrialigation he missed. It would be unsuit~
able indeed to think that nothing exsept the deatrwotion of
Auburn was derived from the alterations in England.

The economio solutions that Goldsmith was apparently
propoaing would heve had, 1f effeocted, a more devastating
effect on England than the evils he observed. It is not only
impractical but also impossible to think that England oould
have suppressed imports and exports, altered the distribution
of wealth, or preserved the open~flelds system. Then, as now,
she relled on oversess markets for economic progress-- even
more, for her very existence. The application of any of his
proposed solutions would, in truth, have bankrupted and de-
stroyed England. Ironically, his proposals wsre potentially
more destructive than the developments which he condemned as
evil.

It would be useless to claim that eighteenth~scentury
England was utopian. (ertainly Goldsmith oould have found
spesific instsnces of villsgers who were dispossessed and
harmed by the ensclosure movement; nct every worker was justly
treated in the ochangeover to factories. Those who were
wronged deserved the great sympathy and tribute paid them by
goldsmith., To be as fair to sooiety, however, as he expected
society to be to his villsgers, the tribute should have dealt

with speaific grievances rather than disperse guilt to
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undeserving plsces. Numerous problems exlsted; problgms in
housing, sanitation, law enforsement, working sonditiona,
schools, public roads, and others badly needed attention.

But the country maede progress in adepting to e system that
would provide the resources to cope with these problems.

goldsmith, presumably a perceptive observer of his
age, displays unfortunate ignoranace of the wonders of his
soclety and, consequently, ineablility to evaluate them objea-
tively. The sociel anu economls history of the eighteenth
century, oonsidered in total, establishes Coldsmlitht's desert-
ed village as & romantic misconception rather than an eco-

nomic faot.
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