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1. Lady Spencer’s ‘life in such exercises of active charity &

zeal’?

1) A motherly figure

Margareﬁ Georgiana, Countess Spencer (1736-1814) was a daughter of
Rt. Hon. Stephen Poyntz and his wife, a renowned beauty and maid of honour
to Qﬁeen.Caroline, Anna Maria Poyntz. Shelnérried John Spencer, afterwards
created Earl Spencer. One Of,their children was Géorgiané, ‘the celestial
Duchessf of Devonshire, a friend of the Prince Qf Wales (later’George Iv)
and Whig political hostess, ‘the head of oppoéition'public’ﬂz" Lady
Spencer’s circumstances allowed her to be cultivated by conversation in
society and extensive reading. When Catherine Talbot told Elizabeth Carter
to ‘Join to elegance and leggiadrezéa of form a countenance mixed up of
modesty, sense, sweetness, spirit, innocence, and sincerity, and a manner
equally lively'and.engaging’ and guess who it was, Carter’s answer was ‘Mrs.
Spencer’ .> PortraitsbyBatoniandReyholdsshowheraseagraceful,charming,
affectionate, sober, and intelligent person. She was not an author, but
a remarkably proiific letter-writer.

She was a matriarchal figure to rely on. Correspondence betweén the
mother and the dagghter is&well khoWn, where Duchess of Devonshire seeks
for her maternél tenderness and fears her for her authority. The Duchess
addresses her mother affectionately and respectfully: ‘I love you, Dearest
M. as an ador’d mother, as a darling friend7 and ‘Indeed, D°® M%, nothing

encourages me like your letters’.?® Horace Walpole represented her as,

1 Spencer’s correspondence with various people has survived. This paper
is based on a part of the papers in the manuscript collection in the British
Library. : R .

2 TheRoxburgheClub,etal.,LetteﬂsbfDavidGarrickandGeorgianaCountess
Spencer, 1759-1779, ed. by Earl Spencer and Christopher Dobson (Cambridge:
for the Roxburghe Club, 1960), p. 39; Curtis D. Cecil and Althea Douglas
Joyce Hemlow, ed., The Journals and Letters of Fanny Burney (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1972), I, p. 61. .

3 Elizabeth Carter, Catherine Talbot, and Elizabeth Vesey Vesey, A Series
of Letters between Mrs. Elizabeth Carter and Miss Catherine Talbot, from
the Year 1741 to 1770 ; to Which Are Added, Letters from Mrs. Elizabeth
Carter to Mrs. Vesey, between the Years 1763 and 1787, Published from the
‘Original Manuscripts in the Possession of the Rev. Montagu Pennington, M.A
(New York: AMS Press, 1975) I1, pp. 323, 324-25. The letters were written
in ‘1760, when Georgiana Spencer was ‘Mrs’ Spencer before becoming a
viscountess in 1761 and a countess in 1765.

¢ Georgiana Duchess of Devonshire Cavendish 'and Vere Brabazon Earl of
Bessborough Ponsonby, Georgiana. Extracts from the Correspondence of
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however sarcastically, ‘the goddess of wisdom’.?

| Some point out that she was a hypocrlte referrlng to her own strong
attachment to gambling and her admonition in her letters to the Duchess
of Devonshire concerning the follies of gambling and debts.® It is true
that she plaYed.while she advised her daughter, but she was not a hypocrite
who assumed innocenee. She persuades her daughter to stop losing a large
sum at the geming table by acousing herself and appealing to her filiai

sentiments:

You & I must have some serious conversation and make some firm
resolutions upon the subject of gaming. ‘I cannot do it without
wounding my conscience, but your doing it wounds it doubly, as it
repfoaches me with what I can never make‘myself easy about, the bad
example I have set youand which you have but too faithfully imitated.”’
Pray, my dearest G. take care about play ... and deserve to_be what
I doubt you are, whether»you deserve it or not, the idol of my heart.?
I must look upon it, asvindeed.it is, a heavy punishmeﬁt upon myself
whrjllhavesonmchinvitadbymyformerimprudenceinthispernicious
- vice. ... Could I recall past times and begln your education agaln
my first care should be to teach you and your sister to know the use
and shun the abuse of money, for in not doing that I cannot but see

myself the cause of all the distress and anxiety you uhdergo.9

She is an adoring mother, conscious of the maternal duties that should have
been fulfilled during the early education of her daughters. Profoundly she
thinks of and strongly she feels the responsibilities of a pefson in charge

of minors.

‘Georgiana, Duchess of Devonshire. Edited by the Earl of Bessborough. [with
‘Plates, Including Portraits.] (pp. x. 307. John Murray: London, 1955) pp.
145, 113; also see for the intimate relationship between them, Amanda Foreman,
Georgiana :Duchess(afDevonshire(London:HarperCollins,1998)pp.4) 36—7,
103-9, and passim. ;

5 Letter to the Earl of Stafford, quoted in Extracts, p. 48.

¢ Letters of David Garrick and Georgiana Countess Spencer 1759-1779, xv;
Foreman assumes that the Spencers lost con51derably’ln gambling (Georglana,
‘pp.. 134-35).

! Extracts, p. 44.

'8 Extracts, p. 45.

® Extracts, pp. 84-5.
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2)'the Duties of each station

Although it does not fail to remind that 3he pursued ‘a due enjoyment |
of the pleasures' that seem to include gambling, her obituary remarks that
‘she fulfilled 'exemplarfily and exactly the duties of each station’ of her
‘ 1ife a’hd ‘she never had forgotten the offices of benevolence and piety’

Lady Spencer's care for the distressed was extensive. The Duchess
of Devonshire praises her mother’s way of charitable work and reports enother
person'’s perception of it which she tegards as a slander; her company ‘were
talking of the charm.ihg‘ way. in which you did.the honours of y* house, and
[Mrs GrenVille'] was running over a list of your good quali‘t‘ys, and then

she s%:

LY Spencer is so charitable you know, -even to an excess' .Mt It is
surprisingly wide-ranged and unmatched in a sense. What distinguishes her
benevolence more than its extent is that it was recorded at all; the
application letters have been kept and systematidally arranged in an
alphabetical order. Often the reaction taken to the application is
recorded by her own h‘and and some copies of her reply letters have survived.
In the common form of personal charity, a lady pays visits to the unfortunate
in the nelghbourhood and it is not charted in wrltlng However, Lady Spencer
chose to-accept letters of solicitation and keep them, she clearly intended
her charitable actJ.VJ.tles should not be ephemeral but registered. The .
marginal notes to these letters were written down for her own use and
‘eventually for her posthumous reputation.12 By this record-keeping, she
chose to represent hetself as a compassionate pioue protector of the needy

" and useful member in society.®

10 Gentleman’s Magazine, vol. 84, 1814,‘-p. 308.

1 mxtracts, p. 712. _
12 Reynolds writes that in the papers examined the survived information is
patchy and there is no record of the outcome of the applications (p. 109);
for gendered spheres of oral ephemeral social activities and written records,
see for example, Katharine A. Jensen, "Male Models of Feminine Epistolarity;
or, How to Write'Like a Woman in Seventeenth-Century France', in Elizabeth
C. Goldsmith, ed., Writing the Female Voice : Essays on Eplstolary Literature
(London: Pinter, 1989), .25- 45, ~

** What she meant to do by her charitable activities is still tobe analyzed

For the 1mportance of examination of the subjective experience of individual
donors along with the understanding the existing studies essentlally offers
of charity as a response to the needs ofAthe poor, focusing demographic
and economical factors, see Sandra Cavalle, ‘The Motivations of Benefactors:

An Overview of Approache‘s to the Study of Charity’, in Jonathan Barry and
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Fanny Burney describes Lady Spencer’s devotion to charity in her

‘admiring and characteristically innocent-looking sarcastic terms:-

she spends her life in such exercises of active eharity & zeel,‘ that '
she would be one of the most strikingly exemplary women of Rank of
the age, had she less of shew ‘in he'r exertioné, & more of forbearance
in publishing them. My dear Oracle, however, once said, Vain Glory:
must not be ‘despi‘sed or discouraged, When it operated but as a human

engine for great or good deeds."

- While Burney is critical of thevpublicity Lady Speocer pursues over her
benevolence she testifies to her assidﬁous charitable activities. - In fact,
the next tlme, two days later, she saw her she accompanied her, not for
any other attraction at Bath, but for a visit to a Sunday School which ‘Lady

Spencer has taken ... under her own immediate patronage’. 15

In one analysis
of Burney’ s novels, charity is anvact that requires women of more complioated’
‘attitude. Here a female benevolent mind must be charitable and at the‘same
time, modest, prudent, and chaste; charitableness, that is, openness, trust,
"and generosity, should be- compatlble with reserve, prudent suspicion, and
" self-guard.® Thus charity should be a delicate act that holds itself .
petween the contradictory tensions. o

As Burney remarks, Lady Spenoer’ s charity was well known. She
accepted petitions by mail, so her benevolence was open to anybody who could

write or knew someone who could write on their behalf. Usually aristocracy’s

personal charlty was offered when there was direct personal knowledge and

contact, in their country estate.! Of course Lady Spencer’s petitioners . - '

included those known to her; one Eliz Wynne living in St Albans, where Lady -

C_olin Jones, eds.’, Medicine and Charity before the Welfare State, Studies
in the Social History of Medicine (Lo'ndo‘n: Routledge, 1991), 46-62.
14 Joyce Hemlow, ed., The Journals and Letters of Fanny Burney , I. p. 38.

‘Oracle’ refers to William Locke.

15 Thid. , I. p. 39. . ,

16 Sharon Long Damoff, "The Unaverted Eye: Dangerous Charity in Burney’s‘
Evelina and the Wanderer, " Studles in Eighteenth-Century Culture 26 (1998):
231-46.

7' As for the contrast between aristocratic personal charity and
middle-class organized charity, see Reynolds, esp. pp. -102-4.
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Spencer re51ded, mentions a contact with her and ‘the tender command to

lay my distress before your Ladyshlp s klnd.Compa331onate Eye’ .18

Because

of the publicity and openness, Lady Spencer attracted various stranger
petitioners. One Ann Burke wrote: |

» Nothing but the account I have heard from common fame, of your.

possessing a heart full of Benevolence, and compassion,  could’

prevail with me to take this liberty, but encouraged by the goodness

of ycurlLadyship’ s character, I venture to lay before you my unhappy

case.!?

There is no need to regfet the absence of personal knowledge,‘but here it
only works in compliment to the permeation of Lady Spencer’s'fame as a
charitable donor.

On the side of the beneficiaries, analytical eloguence rather than
reverential silence was what they deployed. Petitionets'felt need to tell
their life stories in detail. One Mary Ann Campion, a stranger to Lady’
Spencer, begins her story like this: ‘The first favour I will beg you is -
to read this melancholy letter notwithstanding it is so long that I am afraid

it will tire your patience.’?°

It- is partly because Campion was not
acquainted with Spencer that she feels the need to tell her sltuation and
all about her life despite her concern about the prolixity. And because
appealing to sensibility and arousing compasslon by one’s life story was
one step forward for being relieved. | '

Although the prominent voéue of‘sentimental literature was on the
decllne and attack of sensibility was more in power in the world of literature .
at theiend of the elghteenth century, when these appllcatlon letters werel=

wrltten,actualpetltlonersatthlstlmeresortedtothetechnlquesdeployed

in the sentimental works.2? Todd points out the didactic nature’ of

18 plthorp Papers 75732.
% Althorp Papers 75703.
20 pAlthorp Papers 75703.
See, for example, as for the cult of sensibility in llterature, Janet
M. Todd; Sensibility : An Introduction (London: Methuen, 1986), for the
dominance of sen31blllty in domestlc life and social world as well as .
llterature, G. J. Barker-Benfield, .The Culture of Sensibility : Sex and
Society in Eighteenth-Century Britain (Chicago. ; London: University of

Chicago Press, 1992); for the role of the sentimental novel as an engine
for polltlcal controver81es, Markman Ellis, The POllthS of Sen51blllty
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~

sentimental works and the writers’ emphasis on”instruction, bésed on the
assumption the literature offers of the close relationship between

2 Here-as well as Ellis’s study the instruction

literature and real life.?
is mainly focused on the side of the recipients of the narrative; the
sentimentalworkshowshowtorespondtothetouéhingstoryandhowtoh@have,
hbwtobeécxmpassionateperson. However, the instruction must have reached
the other side. Theneedymusthavelearnedhowtoaddresstbtherespectable
who were said to have most delicate sensibility ahd'how to move them.
Spencer’s charity papers iﬁclude those letters from the barely literate
with numerous‘ misspellings and grammatical mistakes, ‘but there are
substantial amount of letters which emulate the style of litérature.
~Applicants included those who had moderate or good education and probably
had chance to read, then reduced to distress and poverty. Those who are

at present devoid of proper clothes, bread, or coal appeal in a language

of literature.

3) Appliéanté telling'their story

Applicants tell their stories as if they were story—telling agents
a little detached from the reality so as to present the narrative seemingly
neutrally and at the same time involved in theinisery.‘ They insist on their
telling the bare facts, which should be naturally pitied.  One Sarah Evans
writes: ‘to entreat the honour of ybur attention for a few moments to the
- relation of facts which reduces me to the altérngtive of endeévouring'to,
. obtain assistance from the truly humane and generous...’ [my emphasis].?
Eliza Clarke begins her letter by these lines: ‘How shall I who has been
so faulty in my conduct  address your Ladyship whose whole life has been
a Pattern'of Virtue etc. - but as the truth is always the best advocate,
_upon that I will depend, ... [my emphasis].?! ‘.
‘ Some are very good ét writing. M. Douglas, who claims she was
deserted in an early stage of‘pregnancy without any provision} even uses
the téne of argument in articles or the novel writer’s préface to‘a life

'story of an unfortunate person:

Race, Gender and Commerce in the Sentimental Novel (Cambridgé: Cambridge
University Press, 1996). . .

22 Todd, Sensibility, esp. pp. 4, 70-7.

23 Althorp Papers 75706. .

2% plthorp Papers 75704.
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it has long been the,privilege of Liberal & good Minds to pity the
unfortunate &‘lessen the Calamities of the distressed, but to
exercise that privilege in all its refinement hes left for your
Ladyship as an exalted proof of‘ your suberiot goodness &
Understanding, Convincedthattx>aMindlikeyourLedyshipsNothing
would be more painful, then reducing one whose feeiings the Wounding
hand of adveréity nas rendered to a degree of Sensibility extremely
painful to the sad task of reciting sorrow & awelling on a subject

of Woe.

She is one of the}abandoned_Women ftequently sentimentalized in fiction:
well-born but reduced by misfortune to trust a man who turns out to be a
villainf ' She applies for help ‘with a heart bleeding with the remembrance
of my former respectable situation & present humiliating one’. An
acquaintance testifies that ‘she has behaved strictly wvirtuous and
prudentk... she is very much the gentlewoman: Has good sense and education.
she also belongs to a respectable family, whose favour and protectidn she
has forfeited for a man, whose conduct to her has been from what I can know,
shamefully cruel’. Lady Spencer‘believed.her story and helped her, putting
down ‘in favour of Mrs Douglas, a good deed was done fof her’, and Douglas
wrote an acknowledgement' ‘I express the very highest Sense of your
Ladyship’s benevolent 1ntentlon.towards me, when I say it is perfectly like
yourself liberal humane & Noble’. 25

Lady Spencer’s petitioners resorted to such sentimental style to
attract attention and compassien. On the other side of charity;-Countess
Spencer had her own strategies to balance openness and reserve.q-Firstly,
she hides herself behind the name of Lord Spencef. She was responsible for.
handling petitions asking.for‘charity and.patronage. Petitioners knew it
~and addressed their‘letters to her ladyship and above all most of the letters
accumulated were received after her husband's death Remarkably she read
the huge amount of petltlonlng letters and,marked by. her own hand in most
of them how she reacted to them. It is apparent that she was- in charge.
Still,‘in a prefatory note, she puts her husband’s name first: she keeps

the letters ‘as a Cordial to remind me of my Lord’s never failing generosity

2 Althorp Papers 75706.
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& Humanity & of the earnestness with Wthh I executed & sometimes endeavoured
to imitate hlS benevolence’ . ’ ‘ |
Secondly'she knew she was in the danger of:being susceptible to
fallacyincreatedstoriesandneededself—protectionnot1x>betoocredulous
" and open. Judgment whether the distressed person is worth éssisting or not
is thought crucial in a benefactor. Whether the applicant is a virtuous
peréon deserving'a compassionate and benevolent response is-a question
always asked. Spenéer mobilized capable agents, when necessary, for
enquiry into the veracity of the.naffati?e. She knew to whom she should
direct her probe and could make use of the network, agents of which were
ready to examine-for"her. When Mary Field claimed that she was the widow
of a clergyman,‘oid and weak, Mr Topham went over the list of widows ef
the clergy, where he didenot find her name and aceordingly he reported‘the
result of his investigation. Lady Speﬁcer wrote down that ‘not found at
the place'namede~ not on the list of the Widows & Sons of the Ciergy‘— tho
I promised the Daughter a guinea she has never returned’ and there is every-

2T sometimes she realized she was deceived after

appearance of an imposter.
giving some money. She gave five guineas to Mansel Gwynn, who wrote to her
" seven times after that. On the fifth letter she put down: ‘was probably
‘impos’ d upon bykhim ~ so sent no Ansr,' . When she received tvhe seventh letter, |
she is certain: ‘has appiied several times tho’ he knows I have discovered ,
him to be an imposter’. Most of those who was labeled as an 1mposter did
not persist in asklng

Applicants should expose themselves to the inquisitive eye of the

informants. When the petitioner looks like;/pufposefully avoiding

26 Althorp Papers 75701.

27 Althorp Papers 75707. ) ,

2% There was one pathetic case. One Mr Fryth sent letters of gloom to both
Lady Spencer and the Duchess of Devonshire. ‘His tone is not of appealing
but of threat: ‘The Die is cast - the dreadful sentence past - all is
lmpenetrable darkness, and the Inroads of Death is begun’ and ‘so Close
has the Gloom of Dispair drawn her Curtains round me, that this Week I shall
seek for that shelter in the wide expanse, which Man denies me. You have-
my sincere Blessing & give me leave for the Last time to sign myself’. Lady
Spencer did not offer assistance on the ground which she rarely applies
to. She justifies her refusal by insisting on her duty to put her own tenants
first: ‘she has no influence & if she had, has so many tenants who look
up too her for assistance she is unable to give, that they would have reason
to complain if she was to prefer this distress however great of a stranger
to theirs”’ He sent back a letter of Crlthlsm agalnst her argument (Althorp
Papers 75707) : .
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confirmation of the story or exposure of fallacy, Lady Spencer refused to
help; H. Douglas’ made an access by extolllng Lady Spencer s charlty ‘A
lady ... said your Ladyshlp was one of the first characters in Europe, for
Benevolence’, but Lady Spencer regarded every circumstance she describes
as evasive of enquiry. She does not name the persoh who/told about the
renowned character of Lady Spehcer; she claims she is a‘native o;f West Indies,
who married an American surgeon'who had friends in England but died on their
way to England and she is surrounded by complete strangers. Lady Spencer
shows no more compassion-than,writing a reply. She puts a note: ‘wrote word
how sorry I was I would not assist her as a plan of enquiries seemed burposely
avoided’.
Thedlstressedknewtheyneedev1denceandwrtnessastoconflrmthelr
claim, so some of them in advance offered the name and address of certain-
'credlble people who could speak for them. They knew thelr llfe depended
on the 1hformants comments, and'consequently some were over- sen81t1ve and
over-suspicious about what thelr neighbours and acquaintance ‘say of them
Mary.Jackson, who wrote 120 letters between 1782 and.1800, each.consrderably
substantial, to Lady Spencer, is at first confident that she should be
believed: ‘As Hearlng, seelng & Judglng from the naked Truth are the best
evidences in opposition' to Fraud & Imp031tlon any Person ‘deputed by Her
‘ Ladyship to engquire, will find at a Mr_Green s No 21 Marsham}Street,
Westminster, a very worthy family’.® However, she becomes worried and
imagines she is an object of slander; Spencer pacifies her: ‘I have often
told you that you have no enemy but yourself which is a truth you will not
believe. be assured nobody. has ever indeavoured to lnjure you in my oplnlon :
tho’ y* letter too frequently 1n51nuate the mischief your Enemies are doing
you, if you have any I protest I do not know them. = ,
| The collectloncmfthe soliciting letters includes those fronra friend
of Sarah Scott, an organlst of the Magdalen House, a widow of a betrayed
and impoverlshed author, a writer who requests her to accept her dedication,
a school.master in charge of one of Lady Spencer’s charltable schools, those

whoseekpatronageforpromotlonandsubscrlptlon,numerouswidows deserted

- mothers, the old, the sick, and so on. Each presents an 1nterest1ng case'

? pAlthorp Papers 75706.
3 plthorp Papers 75709.
31 plthorp Papers 75710.
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and desérves fﬁrth_er investigation and analjsis . Lady Spencer’s fnemoranda,
which record the response and giving, for example, ‘pension of 52 guineas
a Year’, ‘sent her 1 £’ ,rand ‘would have got him a Lieut® but his Mother ...
deqlined it’, are themselves an important source for this research; but
other boxes. which contain her 'correspondence with her equals will bé as
important in order to explore her character and moreovef the fruits of recent

studies around her, on charity and on literature should be still consulted. 3

3 Althorp Papers 75705 ; 75707; 75708.
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2. Charity and‘ertlng Countess Spencer and Mary Jackson, a

,Petltloner

1) Introduétidn ‘ _
Care for the weak has attracted renewed attention.‘ Récent works
on philanthropic activities throw light from various perspectives, with
reconsideration of the assumption of the linear progress from personal
benevolence and endowment to organized charitablé societies and then

33

to welfare state. The current research emphasis is on the diversity,

‘interplay, and network of old and new, private and public, heterogeneous

34

commitment to help.®® The eighteenth century saw remarkable instances

of voluntarism, as John Pdtter remarked in 1762 that “It is an age of

3 Philanthropy drew on people’s shared concern for the

charity”
distresséd and what the fortunaté could do for them. Thomas Coram and
Jonas Hanway were among the famous individuals for their philanthropic
initiation and involvement. The .Foundling Hospital and the Magdalen
House were ﬁOSt well-known examples among those which were supported
by donations from wide raﬁge of people. In fact, the new type of
‘institutiOnal charity in the eighteenth century was remarkable and
deserves much‘attention} Donna T. Andrew’s wofk on eighteenth-century

London charity perceptively reconsiders humanitarianism, finding

“commercial sense” as well as social and national reasons for the

3 gee for example, Barry and Jones, eds., Medicine and Charity before the
Welfare State ; Kathleen D. McCarthy, ed., Women, Philanthropy, and Civil
Soc1ety, Philanthropic Studies ; V. 18 (Bloomington: Indiana University

Press, 2001) .

3 Martin Gorsky, Patterns of Philanthropy: Cbarlty and Society in
Nineteenth-Century Bristol (Woodbridge, Suffolk: . The Royal Historical
Society the Boydell Press, 1999), p. 7; see also Hugh Cunningham and Joanna
Innes, eds., Charity, Philanthropy, and Reform : From the 1690s to 1850
(BaSanstoke Macmillan, 1998)), p. 2; Joanna Innes, “State, Church and
Voluntarism in European Welfare, 1690-1850”, in Hugh Cunningham and Joanna
Innes, ed. Charity, Philanthropy and Reform from 1690s to 1850, 15-65;
Sandra Cavallo, “The Motivations of Benefactors: an Overview of Approaches
to the Study of Charity” in Jonathan Barry and Colin Jones, ed., Med1c1ne
and Charity Before the Welfare State, 46-62.

3% Quoted in Paul Langford, Public Life and the Propertied Engllshman,
1689-1798, The Ford Lectures ; 1990 (Oxford: Clarendon, 1991), p. 492.
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/Jprevalence of charitable zeal in associated philanthropy.x

Private efforts, though eluéive, invite closer investigationras
an important factor in multi-faceted forces, not simply as what to be
- superseded by organized bodies. Examination of personalyreiationship
will illuminate binary effects on both sides of care. "As Andrew's
overview of philanthropy shows, there was a transition from pre-modern
to modern charity, that'is, from the:emphasis on the intention of the
giver to the involvement of attention to the reCipient’s moral, backed
by concerns about national prosperity ‘'Thus the recipients, though
mainly as potential source of power in the view of the giver’s side,
1grew in 1mportance in the discussion of" phllanthropy This attention
fostered‘concern about moral, personal, and everyday details of theb'
recipients’ life. This paper attempts to analyse the relationship
betweentthe benefactrees and the benefited in the‘scene of personal
.charity. it.brings to attention the motivation of the wealthy countess,
‘the demand and adjustment of the needy and the contextual forces which
"~ fostered the dialogue between the privileged and the.unfortunate. The -
‘ sources my paper>relies on are the record of charity kept by Georgiana,
Countess Spencer, part of Althorp Papers in the British Library.37 My
focus is on the case of Mary Jackson, one claimant of benevolence from
her. Table 1 shows the number of letters concerned with Jackson. The
bulkfof‘the letters from Jackson to Spencer is impressive. Between 1782
and 1800 she sent more than one hundred epistles, each conSiderably
- substantial. There, the receiving Slde of the charity, usuallyv
difficult to investigate because of the lack of written materials, is
available or'rather loquacious as the communication initiative was

38

undertaken by the petitioner. Although information I focus on in this

3¢ Donna T. Andrew, Philanthropy and Police : London Charityin the Eighteenth
, Century(Prinoeton;N;J.; Oxford:PrincetonUniversityPress,1989);Ellis,
‘The’Politics of‘Sensibility : Race, Gender‘and Commerce in the Sentimental
Novel , esp. pp- 170 77 Stanley Nash, "Prostitution and. Charity: The
‘Magdalen Hospital, a Case Study, " Journal of SOCial History 17 (1984)

617-28.

37 charity and patronage papers are alphabetically arranged by the
petitioner’s name in Althorp Papers in the British Library Manuscript
Collection: 75701-75734.

3% The papers in Peter Mandler, ed., The Uses of'Charity‘ The Poor on Relief
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_paper is quite limited,tO‘one case of personal care, it is a rich mine
of details, -especially of the one who received charity.

The benefactress and the petitioner above all were connected by
letters, and occasionally saw each other and talked to each other. The
‘basic aasumption in their relationship is_ancestral.lordly care of a
dependant. Itinvolvestheéocialsuperior'straditionalpaternalistic
authority and protection, ’and. deference and aubmission from the
dependant, which means consequent maintenance of social order. >*
. Within such a structure the primary coneern of the one who asks for help
and successfﬁlly gets some‘benefit centres on personal behaviour and
attitude, whether she sufficiently shows’ her gratitude. In this
hierarchical personal relatiohship, the lack of gratitude is regarded
as a crime. Though their relationship depended fuﬁdamehtally on their
different status, Spencer and Jackson constiucted tempdfarily equal -
communicative~bond en‘that‘uneven footing. Spencer was cultivated by
conversation in society and by extensive reading. Jackson tried tomeet
the literary standard of the kbenefactress. Their communication
depended on their shared literaty knowledge as well as the culture va
sensibility. S‘ _ ' ‘

One of the sicjnificant factors in this kind of personal char‘itable‘
relationship is the dialogue, mediated only by letter‘sl,' between the rich
and the needy. This literary media constrﬁctecia compleg and rich world
between Spencer ahd‘Jaekson. In the letters, Jackson developed the
language Qf beéging and asking attention into’detailed and elaborate
narrative of a life story, appealing how she should be thought to deserve
compassion. . » . ]

This paper is concerned\with.literary deviees employed in the
milieu of charity'offered in the wake of the cult‘of sensibility. The
' case is one answer to the problem of the relations between Writing and'

experience. Jackson’s appeal for help was made valid with the help of

in the Nineteenth-Century Metropolis : Symposium Entitled "Down and out
in Paris, London and New York: Charity and Welfare in the Metropolis,
1700-1900" : Papers (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1990)
'pointtotheomissidndftherelievedandattempt“asocialhistoryofcharity
from below” (p.1). : -

39 Keith Wrightson, English Society, 1580-1680 (London: Routledge, 1993),
pp. 57-61; M. J. Daunton, Progress and Poverty.: An Economic and Social
History of Britain 1700-1850 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1995), pp.
447-59, 467-71. ' o _
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the shared reliance on subjective perception of sufferings, which was
put in writing by this particularly talented observer-writer. Her
‘circumstances allowed her‘to be educated and delicate enough and the
cult of sensibility let her express as well as feel her misfortune

intensely.*°

‘The trend in fiction contributed to the surge of interests
as well as bore resonance of the society’s concern. Compassion and
benevolence for the unfortunate were almost ubiquitous topics in
sentimental novels, and on the other hand charity seekers drew on
llterary mode. Some recent studies have examined the'close connection
between the actual and the fictional concernlngloenevolence and(:harlty,

‘! Mine is to supplement and support

mainly focusing on fictional.works
thelrargumentbyexamlnlngtherecordsofcharltywhlch1nvolvellterary
dlscus51ons. Narratlve devices in fiction permeated the context of
actual benevolence seeking. Spencer s encouragement as well as
Jackson’s ingenuity and talent in writing was crucial~in forming this
peculiar relationship. ‘ -

‘Tnus, the personal arena proved to be a space for rich
communication. Ironically, the instrument of prolongation of social
order was hued overwhelmingly with personal and equal communication.
Although it was based on the claSs and financial distinction, it was

open to personal advance and close relationship by virtue of the media

of letters and the culture of sensibility.

2) The Benefactress: Georgiana, Countess Spencer
- Margaret Georglana, Countess Spencer (1737-1814) was a daughter
of Stephen Poyntz and his wife, Anna Maria Poyntz, a celebrated beauty.

In1755GeorglananmrrledJOhnSpencer,afterwardscreatedEarlSpencer.

4 For discussion of fiction and‘reality within the context‘of the culture
"of sensibility, see fOr example, Barker-Benfield, The Culture of
Sen51blllty : Sex and Society in Eighteenth—Century}Britain ; Barbara M.
‘Benedict, Framing Feeling : Sentiment and Style in English Prose Fiction
" . 1745-1800 (New York ; [London]: AMS Press, 1994); Ellis, The Politics of

Sensibility : Race, Gender and Commerce in the Sentimental Novel

‘1 See for example, Dorice Williams Elliott, The Angel out of the House :
Philanthropy and Gender in Nineteenth-Century England, Victorian
Literature and Culture Series (Charlottesville ; London: University Press
of Virginia, 2002).° ’
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- She was a surefooted confident person, who consciously attempted to
\rergister her virtues supposedly in an unostentatious way. In her later
years she was renowried for her devotion “to the task of doing good to
others”. Although her obituary does not fail to remind that she _putSued
“a due enjoyment of the pleasures”, it remarks that ‘“she fulfilled
“exemplarily and exactly the duties of each station” of her life and “she
never had forgotten the offices of benevolence and piety. 42 '
As expected, Spencer’s charity was first of all motivated by her
Christian sense of dutles. Her belief in Christianity was steady,
supported by serious consideration. One of the important counsellors
on religious subjects she depended on w'as Carter( who occupieda special
positioﬁ of a spiritual and intellectuai mentor and friend. Spencer’s
thoughts and misgivings were earnest and serious enough to invite
Carter’s sincere advice. Usually 'Spencer felt comfortable with her
‘piety: “I have been so happy as never to have experien’c’d [any doubts
-about the‘trutb of Christianity]l.” When she was worried, what disturbed
het was the lack of quiet cogitation and her busy involvement in society:
w1 have such terrible strong attachments to the World, & such an
indifference about -all the Duties of Rellglon that I can not help
trembling at my situation.” Carter gave a reassuring answer to this

concern and her answer worked as an impetus to her charity:

You say that you ‘have too many occupations in Life, which prevent
your attending to the one Thing necessary.’ - A proper diSCharge
of those occupations is the one thing necessary. Your Duties are
not the abstracted Contemplations of a solitary Recllu‘seb, but of
' a person appointed by God, to fill an important part on the publi_c:
Theatre of the World, & if you faithfully Ende’avour to perform
this part with a perpetual view to his Approbation & a pe'rpetual

Recourse to his Assistance, all will be well.*?

‘2 The Gentleman’s Magazine vol.84, jan-june, 1814, p. 308.

3 plthorp Papers 75696. There are 22 letters from Carter to Countess
Spencer and three letters in answer. The letters includes those on a
charitable society to help the poor they both were involved in and Carter
sends reports on the committee meetings. In some of the letters Carter is
grateful for Spencer’s patronage of her nephew.
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Thus Carter offers a prop to think positively about her life in'society,
- giving sanction to her public activlties. ,Among‘public éctivities she
’was necessarily involved in, charityAwas a ﬁangible realization of her
piety and an antidote to her anxiety. S

"On “the public Theatre of the World”, she carefully made her way.
. Her portraits suggest deliberate choice in terms of how she should be
viewed. Shepreferredbeingdepiétedasacnﬂturedyounglady(bqumpeo
Batoni), as a protective mother (by Sir Joshua Reynolds) and -as a sober
'dowager (by Thomas Gainsboroﬁgh) . The portraits are not the sole source
of her image} She did more than other privileged‘women did who could.
~afford to leave their image in the artists’ brush. Sarah, Duchess of
Marlborough, whose vast property the father of John Spéncer iﬁheritéd,
-steppedforWardiﬁpmlitids;acbughterofSpencer,DuchessofDevonshire,.
later played an active role as a political hostess; Although chatty,
in political gossip,-Lady Spencer avoided the political limelight - so
. did Lord Spencer --: “I do naturally abominate Politicks so much that
I cannot write upon them with any pleasure - my inclinations in publick.
affairsAas well as in private tend all to peace and quietness.”*! she
opted, instead, to’engagelnerself in charitable activities and kept them
reco:ded. What she chosé was to leave her mark in philanthropy and in’
the records of charity. : - ‘

" The importance of philanthropy’s quasi-public space in more or
less limitedwdomén’s lives, later, especially in the nineteenth century

has been called to attention.®® These studies make much of women’s

% To Mrs. Howe, Jan 4 1780, Althorp Papers 75614. Sarah, Duchess of
Marlborough left her fortune to Hon. John Spencer with the condition that
he and his son should not embark on a political career (Foreman, Georgiana, ,

p. 6). ; ,
* See for example, Maria Luddy, Women and Philanthropy in

NineteenthQCentury'Ireland (Cambridge:‘Cambridge University Press, 1995),
pp. 1-3; Robert B. Shoemaker, Gender ln;English Soéiety, 1650—1850 : The
: Emergencé of Separate Spheres?, Themes in British Social History {(London:
Longman,.1998), pp. 209-33, 238-48; Gorsky; Patterns of Philanthropy,.pp.
162-77; MéCarthy, ed., Women, Philanthropy, and Civil Society i K. D.
\ Reynblds, Aristocratic Women and Political Society in Victorian Britain,
Oxford Historical Monographs (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1998), -esp. 1-7,
9-28. '
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voluntary work in philanthropic societies and institutions, which is,
as an extension of women’s domestic work, thought to have paved their
way to gain access to other public activities. Spencer - was an
‘in\fluential member of Ladies’ ‘Charitable Society, but her‘ charity
centred on personal and occasionally face-to-face undertaking rather
than 1nvolvement in institution. For her the care of the dependants
~ was part of the duties of the mistress of the estate. Arlstocratlc women
. were usually 1nvolved in management of estates, local churches and
schools, and in patronage as well as personal and organlzed charities.
K.D. Reynolds shows that for arlstocratlc women, experiences were framed
foremost by their class and not by their gender and that they were not.
confin_ed to domestic arena but wereective responsible agents in society,
contrary to the ideal of passive femininity and to the negati\}e image’
, of them as leisured decorative dolls.'® As Lawrence Klein malntalns,
the association of publlc/prlvate dichotomy w1th gender, that is, the -
publicity of men and the prlvacy of women, is not avery useful :Lnstrument
of. analys:.s, and especially too simple in examining elghteenth century
privileged women.?” Their soc1al role required them to part1c1pate in
various events and act1V1t1es, :anludlng contact with those in need of
help. , ’ ' ‘
However, taking the antidote of charltable activities exposed
her to scrutiny and jeerlng. Though it was an age of charity, women S
J.nvolvement in charity was not unproblematic. ‘Spencer’s attentlveness
for the dlstressed was so extensive as to be regarded as extraordlnary
“[Mrs. GrenVJ.lle] was runnlng over a list of [Spencer’s] good qualitys,
48

and then she s%: LY Spencer is so charitable you know, even to an excess.

Fanny Burney testifies to Spencer’s ardent charitable act1v1t1es,; but .

¢ Her study‘focuses 6n Victorian Britain, but stresses the continuity since
the Glorious Revolution. See Reynolds, AristocraticWomen and' Political
3001ety in Victorian Brltaln

47 Lawrence Klein, "Gender and the Public/Private DlStlI’lCtlon 1n the

Eighteenth Century: Some Questions About Evidence and Analytic Procedure,"
Elghteenth Century Studies 29 (1995):,97—109; Lawrence Klein, ‘Gender,
Conversation —and the Publlc Sphere’ , in Judith Still and Michael
Worton, eds ./, Textuality and Sexuality : Reeding Theories and ‘Practi'ces
(Manchester:. Manchester University Press, 1993), 10‘0—‘15,

8 pxtracts, p. 72. '
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her praise is accompanied by a disapproving subjunctive condition: “she
spends her 1life in such exercises of active charity & zeal, that she
wodld be one of the most strikinély exemplary women of Rank of the age,
had she less of shew in her exertiohs, & more of forbearance in publishing
them.”*® Here Burney is critical of the pubiicity Spencer pursues over
_her benevolence.’® 1In one analysis of Burney’s novels, charity is an
act that requires women of more compiicated attitude.  Here a femaie
benevolent mind must be charitable and at the same time, modést, prudent;
and chaste; charitableness, that is, openness, trust; and generosity,
should be compatible with reserve, prudent suspicion, and self—guérd.51
Thus charity should be a delicate act that holds itself between - the
contradictory tensions. In the eye of Burney, Spencer failed.
Still, charity provided Spencer with confirmation of her social
identity, and/she,needed endorsement personally and socially.- As the:
tie of the extended kinship weakened and the smaller family life gained
importance, Lady Spencer had to seek for her standing in the changing
society. She was a wife of a newly¥created eafl; she herself came from
a wealthy but non-titled self-made man’s household. She imposed on
herself the inheritance of the substance and illusion of the remnant
of the tradition of extended kinship. It was not exactly the lordly
magnanimity and protection, but the ladylike nurturant care exerted in
the topos of the aftefimage of lordly extended protection. She had to
search for the path she was to tread. She had her own strategies to
balance openness and reServe} One of the strategies was to hide herself
behind the name of Lord Spencer.. She was responsible for handling
petiﬁioné asking for charity and patroﬁage. Petitioners knew it and
addreSsed their letters to her ladyship‘and,'above all, most of thé
letters accumulated were received after. her husband’s death.
Remarkably she read the huge amount of petitioning letters and marked
in most of them how she reacted to them. It is appafent that she was
in charge. Still, in a prefatory note to thekphilanthropy record, she

puts her husband’s name first: shebkeeps the letters “as a Cordial to

19 Joyce Hemlow, ed., The Journals and Letters of Fanny Burney , I.p. 38.

%0 1pid. , I. p. 39. ‘ , o
5! pamoff, "The Unaverted Eye: Dangerous Charity in Burney’s Evelina and
the Wanderer," 231-46. :
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remind me of my Lord’s never failing ,generositv & Humanity & of the
earnestness with which I executed k~&. sometimes endeavoured to imitate
his benevolence.”* ‘

What distinguishes her benevolence more than its remarkable
extent is that it was recorded at all; the application letters have been
kept and systematically arranged in an falphabetlcal order. Often the
reaction taken to the application is recorded in her own hand and some
coples of her reply letters have survived. In the common form of personal
charity, a lady pays visits to the unfortunate in the nelghbourhood and
it is not charted in writing. However, Spencer chose to accept letters
of solicitation and keep them; she clearly intended her charitable
ac’tivities should not be ephemeral but registered. The marginal notes
to these letters were written down for her own use and eventually for
her posthumous reputation. 3 By this record-keeping, she chose to .
‘represent _herself as a compassionate pious protector of the needy andb
useful member in society.’® Petitioners’ letterswere evidence tomaking
of a benevolent countess. '

Neat record ‘keeping was not 51mply intended as her mark in hlstory
It was foremost part of discipline she imposed on herself. . Some
eighteenth-century men and women puzzle us with the sheer ‘quantity of

their writings. We wonder why they wrote so much. It seems that they

were engined by the insatiable desire to record what course one’s life

52 plthorp Papers 75701

53 Reynolds writes that in the papers examined the survived information is
patchy and there is no record of the outcome of the applications (p. 109);
for gendered spheres. of oral ephemeral social activities and written records,
see for example, Katharine A. Jensen, "Male Models of Feminine Eplstolarlty;
or, How to Write Like a Woman in Seventeenth-Century France," in Writing
the Female Voice: Essays on Epistolary Literature, ed. Elizabeth C.
‘Goldsmith (Boston: Northeastern UnlverSJ_ty Press, 1989), 25-45,

54 What she meant to do by her charitable activities is still to be analyzed.
For the 1mportance of examination of the subj ective experience of individual
donors along with the understandlng the existing studles essentially offers
of charity as a response to the needs of the poor, focusing demographlc
and economical factors, see Sandra Cavallo, "The Motivations of Benefactors:
An Overview of Approaches to the Study of Charity," in Medicine and Charity
before the Welfare State, ed. ‘Jonathan Barry and Colin Jones - (London:

Routledge, 1991); 46-62.
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led. Some were letter devotees. They coula.not do without writing and
- reading letters. Spencerwasoneofthem. The charity letters are just
a part of Her papers; she exchanged letters withkscores of peOplé, Some‘
of whom were frequent correspondents. Her extraordinary commitment
" to lettver—writing-and reading is part of her efforts to prove forher$elf
- and assﬁ;e herself that she is‘a worthy mistress of hé;self. Letters
were not only the direct record of her emotional life, but also the
active agent to work on her: a soothing tool to invite her ﬁo get control
of herself as well as a channel of indulgence in otherwise secret
sensations. Consequently, readihg and writing letteré served her to
discipline herseif and justify her privileged‘comfortable situation
to herself. It was primarily important to prove .it to herself.
EVentually not only to herself but also to the posterity who read her

documents do her records prove her devotion and interests.

3) The Petitioﬁer:.Mary‘Jackson'

‘Spencer was renowned for her generous charitable activities,
attracting a number of petitioners from varioﬁs parts of England and
even in France. This charity was based on‘narratives, with each
petitioner presenting their account to Spencer. She knew it was
susceptible to fallacy and she needed.self—protection against created
stories. Indeed,readingpetitionlettersrequiredjudgment. Judgment
whether the distressed person was worth assisting or not was thought
crucial in a benefactor. It was always considered and eXaﬁined‘Whether
the applicant was a virtuous pefson deserving a compassionate and
benevolent response. Spencernmbilizedcapableagehts,whennecessary,'
for enquiry into the veracitykof the narrative. She knew to whom she
should direct her probe and could make use of the network, agents of
whiCh‘were réady to examiﬁe for her. When Mary Field Claiméd that she-
was the widow'bf.a clergyman, old and'weak, Mr. Topham went over the
liSt;of widows of the clergy, where he did not find her name and
accordingly he reported the result of his investigatioh. ’Spencer"wrote
down that “not found at the place named - not on the list of the Widows

& Sons of the Clergy — tho I promised the Daughter a guinea she has never
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returnéd."ss‘Sometimesshefoundbutfraudaftergivingsomeﬁmney. She
gave five guineas to Mansel Ganh, who wrote to her seven times after
”that. On the fifth letter she put down: “was probably impos’d upon by -
him - so sent no Ans®.” When sherreceivedithe seventh letter, she was
certain: “has applied several times tho’ he knows I have discovered him
to be an‘imposter.”' Most of those who were labeled as an imposter.did
not persist in askiﬁg;

- Mary Jackson was one of the remarkable petitioners who heavily‘
‘depended on her ability in reoounting the story of her life and sentiments.
The existing'documents include 1l4yletters from Mary Jacksonhto'Spencer.
Inaddition to this enormous bulk, there are four from Spencer to Jackson,
one introductory letter by an unknown wrlter one about Jackson.wrltten
by Mrs. Dodd, who worked as an investigating agent for Spencer -- she
was also an 1nvest1gator for the Ladies’ Charitable Society --, and
another letter about Jackson by Mrs. Wyburn, Jackson’s sister (Table
- 1). Jackson was not amorig the tenants or Iocal residents who usually
get benevolence from the benefactors. However, she was fortunate enough
to be given Lady Spencer’s lavish attention. Spencer let her be a
resident of her charitable apartments, gave her in the end as much as
£50 a year; saw her personally when possible, andkwrote to her. And
above all, she was not reluctant to receive Jackson’s letters, or rather
she encouraged Jackson to write to her. What helped her to appeal to
Lady Spencer to such an exteﬁt° She was a widow; widows were among the
first to attract benevolence. Her husbard had been 1nvolved in the naval
service; Spencer was favourable t6 navy.  She had a good education, she
lostalotandshewasdisabled;yes,shedeservedpltyfromtheprlv1legax
But beyond anYthing else, she was a very good writer. Her letters were
engaging, eloquent, and frequently written. It is worth focusing on
her wtiting ability‘that‘contributed much to provide;Jackson with -
Spencer'’s care. ' | ‘ : ' ‘

ThefactsaboutMaryJacksonarenoteasytocollectandascertain,
except for what the bulkvof letters tell. Jackson was introduced to
Spencer'by an'anonymous writer in 1782.".Jackson herself began to write
on 2 September 1782. Between this September>1782\and June 1791, for

nearly ten'years, Jackson wrote quite frequently; the last one of this

~» Althorp Papers 75707.
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Asucce551on was dated 29 June 1791, her 110%™ letter. Then, she wrote
sporadlcally, in Janunary'and July 1795, 1n.December 1798, and her 114",
her will, was delivered in March 1800. During the dense nine years she
wrote unqommonlY‘regularly. It seems like a monthly repoft (Table 2).
But it is not her punotuality that is most impressive. It is her
enthusiastic profusion of writing that distinguishes her from other
petitioners. | |

From.the information given by the first anonymous petitioner and
confirmed by Mrs. Dodd’s investigation, Mary Jackson was the widow of
Lieutenant or Captain Jackson, who worked for the East India Company.
Her husband’ s name is not reported but he might have been a John Jackson,
who was Lieutenant in 1756, became Captain in 1770, and died in 1778.
.Afterthehusband'sdeath,shehadfourohildrentosupportwithaapension
“of 19£ a year} Both the first petitionet’s description and Mrs. Dodd’s
report support her claim of being an unfortunate‘gentlewoman; she is
described as “much respected,” having “much Delicasey{sicj in her.”*®

The first petitioner for Mary Jackson claims that he/she is
writing the petitioning letter without letting her and her sister’s
family know about the very letter Moreover, the person even clalms
that “the Author of this address to the Countess of Spencer a Volunteer
in their Service whom!they do not absolutely knOW'by’name or Character.”
It is not unusual that the letter writer claims that they are writing
without the person’s knowledge in order to impress the needy’s modesty,
but it is a little unnatural that the person is not known “by name or
Character” to the people concerned.  Here the writer places
himself/heraelf as a person,who knows the family's aituation.very well,
but hidden from the family; thus 'the writer establishes himself/herself
as a narrator. If this were fictional, it is a perfect beginning of
a touching story which is narrated by a detached narrator who is’notk
involved in the affliction and supposed to be able’to report the
distresses of the unfortunate objectively;enougkland.affectingly'enough
tobinvite the reader’s pity and benevolence. Thus the mysterious

anonymous writer is able to use a narrative device of sensibility.

56 A letter on behalf of Mrs. Jackson sent in 1782; Mrs. Dodd to Countess
Spencer dated 12 March 1784 (Althorp Papers 75609); The Commissioned Sea
Officers of the Royal Navy 1660-1815 3vols.
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'Although.the’hand.is different, it is possible\that.Mary Jackson herself
was involved in cdmposing this eloquent letter which is claimed to be
written “in aid of Virtue & merit struggling under the sad fatality of
a series of accumulated misery & Wee,'more than adequate to sink the
greatest Fortitude into the depth of Despair.” V

Usually the sentimental novels focus on the reaction of the
delicate joiningktheir tears with the unfortunate’s after the stories
of the helpless move the hearts. Real petitioners have to make their
tdistresses understood convincingly, first. For this purpose, their
suitable model is the life-story tellers frequently found in the
interpolated narrative in the novel. Applicants tell their stories as
if they were story-telling agents a little detached from the reality
so as to present the narrative seemlngly in a neutral way They have
to prove that they are the deserving poor, so they take this stance
‘They insist on their telling the bare facts, which should appeal to the
sensitive mind and with which they'should be naturally pitied.

In Mary Jackson’s letters, the transition of emphasis, from
emphasis on the rational analysis then to the,prominenéevof the languege
of the heart, is distinctly present. She at first describes her
situation in detail. What is repeated is her “disresses of mind,” and
what she fears most is “the loss of Reason” resulting from the extreme

\

affliction. Her immediate concern is her head and mind, for example:

.. as My Head will not bear the least encreace of Affliction, and
the most distant hint of it to themwou’d occation such an Addition
to my present distress of Mind..”’ a

My Mind is in the most Exquisite distress, I am not well, & the
‘certainty that None to interest themselves in the preservation

of My life, or Senses, will infalliable deprive Me of the latter.”®

It is after sending the report of her situation and getting response
from the countess that Jackson indulges in tears, in writing about her
heart. When she writes a letter of gratitude, the “heart” is repeatedly

emphasized: in her first thank-you letter, though her mind is also

57 Sept 2 1782, Althorp Papers 75709.
% gept 27 1782, Althorp Papers 75709.
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present, it is sUperseded by the heart both of her ewn ahd Lady Spencer’s:
LadylSpencerfs is “a Heart replete with goodneSs, & alive to all the
finer feelings of Humanity”; Jackson begs perdon'for “the effusion of
a Heart.” Jackson repeats descriptiohs of her heart: “My Heart is now
at ease,“ “out of the Abandances of the Heart &c. .. with every sentiment
a gratefull Heart is capable of feeling.” All these phrases are in
one single letter.59 In another letter, after apologizing for her
“seeming familiarity,” she adds that it is not on account of the lack
of‘respect but “my Heart overflows with the tenderest gratitude. Will
YOur Ladyship allow me the Expression, I must speak‘the‘language of my
Heart, or be silent.”%° About tWenty letters were written while Jackson
is an object of Lady Spencer’s occasional charity, that is, before Mrs.
Dodd’ s report to witness the situation and support Jacksen's claims was
sent to the countess. Through.these letters, she gradually establishes
and ensures the steady footing as the benefactress’s favoured one, by
resorting alternately to rational discourse of appeal and to heart-felt
gratitude.

"After Jackson gets established as a favoured, the relationship
betweenthesetwowomeniscurious. JacksonidolizesSpencer;fYoualone
Madam £ill every Avenue of my Heart"; she goes as‘far as to consecrate

her:

- I salute the Chureh in your Houée, & take the liberty to kiss
the fair Hands.of all the saints at Holy well Mrs. & Miss Points
in partlcular, & beg a Bitt of the Border of your ladyship
'garments for a Relick, which I shall have more falth in, than

in St Wlnlfreds Ear, which was once offerd me.®

Of course Jackson pays due respect, and Spencer’s attitude to her is
not too frlendly, but Spencer allows Jackson to indulge. in rather
presumptuous approaches in letters. Now, the countess is Jackson’s
guardian Angel, and every thing, the world to‘her. Not only Jackson

asks to let her live near the countess, but also does she mention that

59 October 4t 1782, Althorp Papers 75709.
80 gept 9" 1783, Althorp Papers 75709.
61 gept 9" 1783; June 20 1785, Althorp Papers 75709
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she is thinking of her all day and dreaming of her at night: the co‘unte‘ss' s
goodness is on her mind “at“least eighteen hours out of the four & twenty, |
to say Nothing of the happiness of seeing ‘you almost every night.”®
Jackson cherlshes Spencer keeping a letter from Lady Spencer under her
pillow. Her attachment to the countess is so fervent that her spirit
’repeatedly travels from her. Jackson haunts the countess and her

daughter the Duchess of Devonshlre

My spirit is sometimes Hovering over your Bed when I take Care
that not a Zephine Breathes too badly on you, from thence I take
my flight, & in a Moment am perch’d on her Graces pillow when
after Creatinga thousand pleasrng Images to playbefore her fancy
& prolong her Slumber, I Return to my first dearest Charge, &
Waiteh till the Envious Morning star, Reminds me that all spirits

must vanish as its approach ..%°

Jackson’s obsession seems to be excessive, and’'she designates herself
1ike a stalker before the name. However, as far as is known in the letters g
by Spencer as well as Jackson herself, Spencer did not reject her but
instead, encouraged her. For Jackson, to style herself as a hovering
spirit is a means -to prove that she can partlc:Lpate in playing with
literary allusions, sharlng literary culture with the countess One

immediate reference is easily found: Jackson mentions “Sylph”, which

is the tltle role of Duchess of Devonshire’s fiction:- “some times I take -

my flight to Devonshlre House in the Charracter of a Guardian Sylph... 6t

As the enlgmatlc Sylph protects the her01ne in the novel, soO Jackson.
appoints herself the role of a mysterlous guardlan Splrlt

Reference to llterature thus provided her with a means to getting
closer to Spencer. So did her llterary ability. Her letter writing
ability was for her the only resource to depend on, if we put. aside herv
‘ dexterlty in needlework.  The potentials of her wrltlng were

" acknowledged by her sister and Spencer. Though they lived together and

%2 January 7% 1784, Althorp Papers 75709. “Points” refers to Spencer’s
maiden famlly name “Poyntz” : . h
63 March 9 1785, Althorp Papers 75709. v

64 July 16 1784, Althorp Papers 75709. Georgiana, Duchess of Devonshire’s
novel The Sylph was published anonymously in 1779. '
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~helped each other for a certain period, Jackson and her sister got on
difficult terms It was on account of Jackson’s pen. Mrs. Wyburn is
vigilant over “her talent at writing by which I have been a sufferer,”r
pointing to the allure of her engaging pen. She bltterly points to
Jackson’s creativity: “the warmth of her temper, .. does not always permit
her to confine herself to the strictest truth.”® Regardless of Mrs.

Wyburn’s complalnts, the countess seems to have encouraged her to write
and even to become an author. Spencer’s suggestlon letter is Stlll»tO
be looked for, but Jackson’s reply to her advice is telling that Spencer

- appreciated Jackson’s adeptness:

Your Hint Madam, of setting about some Work, has employd My
thoughts ever since, as to Works of genious or Judgment, I have

not courage to attempt or Vanity to think I shou’d succeed, as.
to those of fancy I shall endeavor, before I have qulte lost the

Use of my Hands,

Althoﬁgh her pen seems to be running smoothly even when she begs money,
- she claims to prefer writing without any practical purpose: “if your
ladyShip wili order me to.write a treatise on Nothing, - I shall shine

without a foil.”®" She confides that she began to write fiction at the

% But in

age of fourteen. She tells that she might do it a la Sterne.
the end she takes pride in her modesty of abstaining from.publication
In receding fronlthezpubllcatlon, she does not do it silently, but offers
her negative opinion of the llteraryxnarket of the day. She is crltlcal
of the quallty of the products 1n the facile literary market: everyone‘
writes, & to have wrote a Book ‘No matter what Noncence it Contains,
is sufficient to establlsh a Reputation.” She also knows how to be
sarcastic towards authors’ custom. She denounces ' the dedicators’
impertinence. If she should publish, she will “dedicate’them to the

Men in the Moon, to avoid the Errors of some late Scribbles who have

'

® Mrs. Wyburn to Lady Spencer,-Dec 3 1782, Althorp Papers 75733.

® November 25 1787, Althorp Papers 75710.

67 gune 20 1785, Althorp Papers 75710. :

® Laurence Sterne inscribed the story of Le Fever in Trlstram Shandy to
Lady Spencer.
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dedicated their Absurditys to the Most respectable Characters.” ©°

In this way this potential author takes only a side glance at
the publishing world. It was her choice not to become a professional
writer. Ratheﬁ, she earned Spencer’s benevolence by her pen.4 She was
in.her»way “living by the Pen”: instead of ethénging her text and money
in the book market, she chose to offer her writing in exchange for the
allowance and attention in the site of‘personal‘Charity. My assumption
is that this is why Mary Jackson kept writing substantial letters
regularly as if in monthly instalments. Stopping writing was not jusf
negligehce or ingratitude but it meant abandoning - her
pseudo-writing-profession.

However, she knew that her writing was, as a letter, too long:
in her wofds, “one of the Excellences of writing is to comprise much
in a few Words, which to your ladyship regret perhaps ié not often. the
case withme, I usuallylnultiplyfwdrds.’ﬂp',Her writerly desire to write
was in.conflict‘with.her self-control of a charity-seeker, and she often
begs pardon for her prolixity. When she considers how to be near the
countess, she,first offers to be a cook but immediately rejects the idea
herself, and then a fool, and she denies it again. She realizes the
point is not the physical closeness. What she thinks of as a solution
to this problem is, ingeniously, to be a scribe. First she thinks of
working as a scribe to her son: “As an old soul like me, ydu know Madam,
‘is of no Gender, I may with propriety offer my service if his lordship
wants a faithful confidéntial scribe...” A scribe would  be
confidentially involved in the family matters and would have to write,
write, and write, to his mother, her beloved benefactress, without
feeling guilty of writing too much. Then, she offers to be a scribe
‘»to Spencer herself. She is fascinated with this idea of becoming a
scribe~confidante: “I think I shall be found to have Witﬁ Enough to Write,
ifyouwillhavetheGoodnesstodictatetome,thatpleasuretotranscribe
your thoughts, will your’ladyship think of that or something else for

iz

me, let me be Useful in some shape. No reply to these offers is known,

unfortunately. After all, the old letter writer remained as a letter

69 May 8 1789, Althorp Papers 75710.

7 April 6 1789, Althorp Papers 75710.

"1 pebruary 13 1789, Althorp Papers 75710.
2 guly 6 1789, Althorp Papers 75710.
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writer.

4) Conclﬁsion }

Spencer’s charity papers include those letters from‘the,bafely
literate who wrote with uncertain spellings and grammar, but there are
sdbstantial amount of lettersvwhich emulate the style of literature.
Applicantsincludedthbsewhohadnmderateorgoodeducationandprobably
had chance to read much, then reduced to distress and poverty. This
kind of people'who are at presént devoid of proper clothes, bread, or.
coal appeal in the language of vafioué types of literature, among which
the voice and style of the virtuous and grateful weak were ubiquitous
understandably because they could easily identify themselves with the
unfottuhate in the novels who appeal to the sensibility of the,readerA‘
as well as to the listener’s compassion within the work. Moreover, they
write on Ehé assumption that the unfortunate and the privileged can
communicate and share expefience through the common.language.' Although
the attacks on sensibility were more in power in ﬁhe\wdrld of literature
at the end of the eighteenth—century,'when these application letters
were written, actual petitioners at this time were ready to resort to‘
the sentimental techniques borrowed from novels when effective. It has
‘been pointed out that the didactic nature of sentimental works. and the
writers’ emphasis on instructioﬁ,weréfbaéed.on the assumption of a close
relationship between literature and real life. 1In discussing this, théb
instruction is mainly focused on the side of the recipients of the
narrative; the sentimental work shows how to respond to the touching
story and how to behave, how to be a compassionate person. However,
the instruction must have ieached.thekoﬁher side. The needy muét have
' learned how to address to and move the respectable who were said to have
most»delicate sensibility. Mary‘Jackson was one example of those who
had acquired the excéptionallgrproficient narrati?e teéhniques and used
it to earn her liveiihood.' Her resourceful literary stock included
religious, satiric, sentimental, Gothic, and others; and‘shekéould'
deploy well whatever was avaiiéble to her., . Jackson was clearly an
exceptional individual and eightéenth?century culture of charity and

sensibility set the stage for her to shine in her way.
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"Table 1: Jackson letteré in Althorp Papers 75709 and 75710

a. Another letter from Jackson to Spencer dated May 28, 1786 is.in 75733.

b. anonymous to Spencer on Jackvsorf
¢. Mrs Dodd to Spencer on Jackson dated March 27, 1784 »
d. Mrs Wyburn to Spencer; Mr Wyburn to Spencer

e. In addition, there are two forwarded letters in 75710.
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Jackson to Spencer® | Spencer to Jéckson Others | Total
1782 1*
1783 | A 8
1784 23 | | I 24
1785 18 s 18
1786 15 | 16
1787 1 \' 2 13
1788 8 8
1789 11 R 14
1790 7 7
1791 4 4
1795 2 2
1798 1 1
1800 1 1
13| 4 4 121°
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Table 2:

Jackson’s letters, month by month
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EHIE CORIZ oW T, FlxiX, Peter Elmer, ed., The Healing Arts : Health, -
“Disease and Society in Europe, 1500-1800 (Manchester: Manchester University
Press, 2004), pp. 371-78.
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B ) .

% Elmer, 289.

’® David Harley, "A Sword in a Madman's Hand; Professional Opp031tlon to
Popular Consumption in the Waters Literature of Southern England and the
Midlarids, 1570-1870," in The Medical History of Waters and Spas, ed. Roy
Porter, Medical History, Supplement (London: Wellcome Institute for the
History of Medicine, 1990), 48-55.
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80 Noel G. Coley, "Physicians, Chemists and the Analysis of Mineral Waters;
“the Most Difficult Part of Chemistry’," in The Medical History of Waters
and Spas, ed. Roy Porter, , 56-66; Christopher Hamlim, "Chemistry, Medicine,
" and the Legitimization of English Spas, 1740-1840," in The Medical History
of Waters and Spas, ed. Roy Porter, 67-81.

8 Roy Porter, ed., The Medicinal History of Waters and Spas B, 1988
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History (Clarendon Press,- 1991)
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%2 DNB.
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4., Benevolence

1) Dr Minor
' Although it is a distortion, Oliver Goldsmith (1730?474) wasiand
has been known as a lesser Johnson, a figure to be eclipsed by Samuel
Johnson (1709-1784) or a,perSOn to illustrate Johnson’s greatness.
Goldsmith himself acutely knew the comparison and among others, James
Boswell made fun of it. In his Journal of a Tour to Hebrides Boswell
sneeringlykrecords Goldsmith’s humiliation as ‘a good story of Dr,
.Goldsmith’. Rew. George}Srahanlspoke to ‘Doctor"and(Soldsmitklanswered.
To this response Graham said: ‘No, .. ‘tis not you I mean, Dr. MihOr;
‘‘tis Doctor Major, there.’ Thus called as ‘Dr Minor’ against Johnson
as Dr Major, Goldsmith ‘afterwards spoke of it 'himself. “Graham, (said

104

he,) is a fellow to make one commit suicide. Johnson’s overwhelming

calibre influenced his psychology in various ways, for better or worse
in steering his literary career. Itnmsthavebeenoverallbeneficialm5,
while it presents Goldsmith’s place somewhat pathetic.

v What makes his life still more pathetic is his thwarted ambitions.
He aspired to be a physician. Unfortunately he failed to take axnedical
degree at Edinburgh; ‘Doctor’ was the courtesy title.' He aspired to
go to Madras as a physician and surgeon, investing some money. He failed

to meet the reguirements to get a license.!%®

Later in his literary
life,heaspiredtoeditanencyclopaedia(wasthishisambitioﬁtoéquare
with Johnson’s dictionary?).\ His plan was.star—studded: Johnson
writing on ethics, Sir Joshua Reynolds on painting, Charles Burney on
music, and David Garrick on the theatre. If his plan had been realized,
it would, not only have enlightened the contemporary purchaser of the

book, but also illuminate, on behalf of students today, the intellectual

104 George Birkbeck Hill and L.F. Powell, eds., Boswell's Life of Johnson’
Together with Boswell's Journal of a Tour to the Hebrides and Johnson's
Diary of a Journey into North Wales, Rev. and enl. ed.,dvol. A% (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1964), p. 97.

195 Johnson helped.Goldsmlth in various ways, for example, the manuscript
of The Vicar of Wakefield was sold by Johnson to make some money for Goldsmith
in penury; Johnson is said to have helped him in finishing his major poems,
Johnson composed a Greek epitaph for him after hlS death.

%6 John Ginger, The Notable Man : The Life and Times of Oliver Goldsmlth
(London: Hamilton, 1977), pp. 106-7, 111-12. ’
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, world of the promlnent men in their flelds as well as eighteenth-century

07 Thus even a cursory look at his life suggests, if

arts and culture.’
putting aside the comparisonwith Johnson, pathos and frustration. Even,
after his succes’s in literature, it did not make his life easy. He was
not a WOrldly—w_ise kind of man who managed things tohis bes}tvconven.ience.
A Goldsmith by John Hawkins goes like this: Gkoldsmith told the Earl (later
Duke) of Northumberland that he preferred booksellers to de‘pendence on
the aristocratic patron. Considering ‘the writers’ struggle in the
transition of production of literature, thi.s sounds like' a very
hlgh -minded statement of a modern writer. However, the heroic refusal
of beneflt J.nsplred in Hawkins not admiration but plty for hls nalvety

Johnson summed up his distress when he died:

He died of a fever, made, I am afraid, more violent by\uneasine’ss
“of mind. His debts began to be heavy, and all his resources were
" exhausted. Sir Joshua is of opinio.n that he owed not less than

two thousand pounds.

. He records the miserable state of a writer oppressed by debts. Johnson,
who did rﬁuch to elevate the status of writers, did not forget to add
one more sentence to this report: ‘Was ever poet so trusted before?’
108 g4, he mentions both the writer’s financial distress and the credit
Goldsmith enjoyed. Yes, Goldsmith was favoured witn confidence worth
‘not less than two thousand pounds’. Though his aspiration for a
. medical career was frustrated, his achievement in literature v\vas‘
considerable, bringing him famé, patronage, and some money. 109, 1t is
beyond question that he de\ployed remarkablé versatility in a varlety

of literary genres: poetry, essay, novel, blography, and . play

107 Lars E. Troide, ed., The Early Journals and Letters of Fanny Burney, vol.
I (Oxford : Clarendon, 1988), p. 271. Charles Burney actually wrote for
his entry and let Garrlck ‘read it. . | |
108 Bruce Redford, ed , ‘The Letters of Samuel Johnson, vol. II (‘Princet’on:

Prlnceton University Press, l992), P. 146

109 The Traveller(1764) earned him Lord Clare’s patronage; he was one of the
original members of the Club, a select group of the culturally prominent.

110 Goldsmith’s poetical works include The Traveller (1764) and The Deserted
Village(l770) ; he wrote for Smollet’s Critical Review; he wrote biographies
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2) the Vicar

However, as far as his novel isyconcerned, Goldsmith’s place is
rather problematlc It can be surmlsed by the apologetlc tone of the
editor of -a recent popular edition of The Vicar of Wakefield (first
published in  1766), who attempts to justify the awkwardness of

“Goldsmith’s techniques in novel writing.''

He points out, for example,
that the writer does not manage the dlgres51ons well; the improbable
plot requires too many 001nc1dences to make up the denouement. It
derlves, of course, not from the misunderstanding of the editor, Arthur
Friedman, but from his sympathetic defence of Goldsmith. Although the
authorhlmselfbeglnshlsadvertlsementw1th‘Thereareankmndredfaults
‘kln this Thing’, the introduction to this edition admits the technical
faults of his writing too readily, leading the reader even to wonder
why such a flawed story is worth reading 'After reading the text,
Friedman’s 1ntentlon can be understood as an invitation to the reader
to feel " the pleasure of readlng Goldsmith and overwhelm the
‘dissatisfaction caused by the imperfections, by means of foretelling
the reader what faults criticism has found in it. A

Writers and critics have tried to interpret and explain why this
fault-laden story gives such a pleasure of reading. Henry James admired
its ‘amiability’. Goethe juxtaposed.Goldsmltr1w1thtsterne in analyzing
what had framed his view of life; for him, they represented ‘high,

benevolent irony’

This high,'benevoient irony, this just and comprehensive way of
vieWing things, this gentleness to all opposition, this
equanimity under every change, and whatever else all the kindred
. virtues may be termed, - such things were a most adrhirable train_ing

for me, and surely, these are the sentiments, which in the end

of Voltaire and Richard Nash; his She Stoops to Conquer was a success at
Covent Garden. Samuel H..Woods, Jr. reviews Goldsmith scholarshlp,
beginning with the difficulties scholars face: subtlety and complexity of
his works, biased biographical 1nformatlon, and his versatlllty to stride
over various genres (‘The Goldsmith “Problem”’, Studles in Burke and His
Time 19 [1978]: 47-60).

11 prthur Friedman’s introduction to The Vicar of Wakefield (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1981), vii- xvii.
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lead us back’from all the mistaken paths of life.?

The degree of sincerity and irony in Goldsmith'svlanguage haS'alwayé
been the question. Hopkins ln The True Genius of Oliver Goldsmith argued.
. the story is‘consistently satiric. Finding his emphasis on satire too
thorough,MirtinBattestinsearohedforacﬁfferentreading,recognizing
“'satiric force to a certain extent, not so comprehensive. Showing a
carefulparalielbetweénGoldsmith’sstoryandthéBookofJob,Battestin
found Goldsmith’s. sophisticated technique to fabricate a comedy that
involves the assertion of religious concerns. James Lehmann questioned
the degree of sincerity in the Job analogy. He brought to light
Goldsmlth's handllng of the new way of reading the scrlpture

Thomas Preston also places the fiction in conversation with
religious discourse, regarding it as ‘a kind of mock moral apologetlc
" or comic ahtiparable about the downside of following a.Christian.moral
life’ ", 'Analyzing the description of the gap between the religious
ideal and the human reality der1v1ng from Goldsmlth’s view of the
~fallibility and 1mperfectlon of human nature, Preston argues that the
vicar's story contests and subverts the commonplace religious moral
discourse and, further, the optimistic view of possibility in humanmoral

achievement:

The vicar’s story is hot, then, a parable about the ease of the
Christian‘moral life and the likely interposition of Providence
to‘relieve»distressed virtué, but about the failures of the
Christianxnoral‘life, its occasional moral and worldly but always ‘

deficient triumphs, its endless deferral of moral and spiritual

112 George Sebastian Rousseau, ed., Goldsmlth The Critical Heritage,

" (Critical Heritage Series.) (London.&Boston Routledgeé&Kegan Paul 1974},
pp. 68, 278.

113 Martin C. Battestin, TheAProvidence of Wit : Aspects of Form in Augustan

Literature and the Arts (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1974), pp. 193-214; James
H. Lehmann, "The Vicar of Wakefield: Goldsmith’s Sublime, Oriental Job,"

hnOiiverGoldsmith ed.HaroldBloom(NewYork:ChelseaHouse,1987);73—89,

114 Thomas. R. Preston, "Moral Spin Doctoring, Delusion, and Chance:
Wakefield’s Vicar Writes an Enlightenment Parable," in The Age of Johnson:
A Scholarly Annual, ed. Paul J. Korshin and Jack Lynch (2000).: 237-81; this
quotation from p. 238.
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perfection and the always impending reward for moral‘striving,

hardly an endorsement of Enlightenment'moral progress..115

The stdry~is told by the Vicar of Wakefield, Doctor Primrose.
He begins with his misfortune oftlosing his fortune. His family, moving
to a rented farm, meet a Mr Burchell, who is benevolent though somewhat
mysterlous Another new acquaintance, Mr Thornhill, their landlord,
qulckly curries favour with his wife and one of his daughters, Olivia,
‘with hlsksuave manners. He turns out to be, quite expectedly, base,
~unprincipled and dissolute. Meanwhlle the famlly 1s attacked by
mlsfortuneafternusfortune their daughter’ sdlsappearancejustbefore
her planned marriage, a fire, an abduction of the second daughter, the
‘detention in the debtor’s prison, etc. Thew1ckednessofthelrlandlord
adds to their affliction. '

The reader expects the virtuous vicar wrll be relleved somehow
‘orother G01ngforward,thereadercomestolxasusp1c1ousofhlsrellef
in this world, as the expectation of his happiness is discouraged again
and again. Indeed, his mlsfortune succeeds one another, making the
- reader foresee another mlsfortune lylng ahead. The reader is at the
end surprised to see all is suddenly changed to make the v1car happy
in this world. Towards the end, the eccentric and kind Mr Burchell turns
out to be Sir William Thornhill, Squire Thornhill’s uncle, who works
as deus ex machina.

Raymond Hllllard argues that this flctlon descrlbes the trouble
and.affllctlon of’a paterfamlllas placed in a difficult p031tlon in the
changing relatlonshlps in a family in the elghteenth century. The
tensron between authoritative patrimony and ‘affective individualism’
’ ounddescriptionslenovelswithsuchthemesaschscordancezjlafamlly,
‘ espec1ally daughters’ dilemmas in her choice between filial obedience
and personal attachment. The anxieties of fatherhood are focused on
in the Goldsmith’s werk as: the vicar behaves 1neffectually and
iﬁconsistently.Thevicar’sfirst—personnarrativejj;askilfullychosen

methed of telling the distressed mind of a father in a family.''®

115 preston, pp. 273-74.

16 Raymond F. Hilliard, "The Redemption of Fatherhood in the Vicar of
Wakefield, " SEL 23 (1983): 465-80. Harold Bloom regarded this choice of
the narrator as ‘singular audacity’ 1ntheIntroductlontoCUlverGoldsmlth,



David Murray’s analysis also highlights fatherhéod. In his
argument, With.the general tendency of’private persohality invading the
pﬁblic réalm, the father’s role changed‘from an authdrity based on the
property transactions (a patrimonial father) toan emotional and ethical
stay (a paternalistic father). Following this patterﬁ, in Murray’s
reading Dr Primrose transfigures himself from a patrimonial
paterfamilias to a paternalistickﬁather thfoggh the misfortunes.''
Although the story can be placed in the alteration of patrimohy,ghis
claim of the vicar's establishing himself as a paternalistic fatherly
figﬁfe is ﬁnéonvincing; Murray's ground of finding a new patefﬁal'role
in Dr Primrpse lies in the vicar’s role in his prison reform, instead
of his role in his family. A questign remains if Df Primrose becomes
affectionate énough_to justify the change in his attitude toward his

family member.

3) %enevolence'and tears. ‘

Rather than bringing into focus the fatherhood or relatioﬁship
within a famiiy, my reading focuses on virtues in society. My emphasis
is on Goldsmith’s attempt to describe a beﬁeyolent manly hero who is
without the sentimental tears. Although the virﬁuous heroines, such
as Pamela and Clarissa, expressiﬁg themselves in the first person,
achieved remarkable successes, even Richardson could not make his worthy
hero Sir Charles Grandison as popular as Pamela or Clarissa. Pamela -
to a certain>extent’and Clarissa could do it, winning the readers’
sympathy and admiration, but as Bloom puté it; ‘No one proclaims his
own virtues without alienating us, and no one recites his owngsufferings
withoﬁt embarrassing us.’'®  Tn the fictional world at least; a virtuous
heroine could appeal to thé(reader, while an upright man of virtue had
some difficulties. 7 ; '

In the literary domain in the mid-eighteenth century,'the
‘association between women and virtues was promoted and reipforced.’ In
his examination of the cult of sensibiiity in.the eighteenth céntﬁry,

G.J.Barker~Benfieidspotlightstheconnectionbetweennmtérialchanges

e

. 3. : . . . )
117 pavid Aaron Murray, "From Patrimony to Paternity in the Vicar of
Wakefield, " Eighteenth-Century Fiction 9 (1997): 327-36, eésp. 329-32.
118 Bloom, p. 3. , . : :
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in sbciety such as the rise of consumerism and the restructuring of
feelings and manners conducted by women’s“con's,ciousness. Following
Norbet Elias’s vision of women’s ieformation of men’s manners in the
civilizing process, he emphasizes women’s role in defining the culture

115 Drawing on wide range of

and also its ambivalent legacy to women.
literature and various kinds of writings, this study reveals the central
role of women and feminization of culture; instead of somewhat barbaric
maéculinity, the‘ distfessed but virtuous femininity was in fashion.

Consider’i_ng this, Goldsmith’s endeavour is‘ as daunting and
ambitious as his enterprise of the aborted encyclopaedia . Inother words,
Goldsmith tries to resist the feminization of heroes, and furthermore
resist the feminization o‘f virtues by creating a composed hero who writes
about his own sufferlngs in the first-person narrative, making parallel
with the celebrated hero:.nes ‘The choice of the vicar as the narretor '
causes annoyance to some, but it is a calculated challenge.:

In Goldsmith’s text, ‘sensibility’, which was so much in fashion

120 yhen he describes.Miss

dur'incj his time, appears only four times.
Arabella Wilmot, who was about to marry George Primrose but separated
.for the unfortunate turn of fortune in Primrose family, he uses the word
twice: she has ‘an happy s‘ensibility of look’ and . ‘too much
sensibility”’. 121 girwWilliam’s susceptibility to the unfortunate in his »
youth is described as influenced by ‘a slckly sensibility of the miseries
of ofhers’ in a detached analysis by Mr Burchell.  Another ‘sensibility’
is referred to in the prison scene, ‘but it is not used to describe Dr
Primrose. ' |

Not dnly sentimental heroines but heroes of feeling are inundated
with tears, but the vicar is not. ‘Atear’ or ‘tears’, appearing eighteen
timeé together, are noﬁ shed by the vicar. His wife, Olivia, and Sophia
are easily affected and helpless in tears. The people ‘surroundingv Dﬁx;r’
Primrose, not only the female part of his family, are in tears, but the

vicar 1is not. The most telling scene to illustrate the vicar's

1% Barker-Benfield, The Culture of Sensibility : Sex and Society in

‘ Eighteenth—century Britain , esp. pp. 79-83, 287-—89.

120 1 depend on ‘Elghteenth Century Fiction’ CD-ROM in counting the frequency
of this word and the following few words.
121 The Vicar of Wakefield, pp. 14, 100.
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uniqueness is in chapter 17, where the topic is Olivia's disappearance
just before her planned marriage to farmer Williams. The wife is

22 The vicar

/molested.and upsét, ‘who could scarce speak for wéeping’,1

reaches for pistols. Instead of weeping or crying in inaction, he is
quickly determihed to revenge her. His passion of anger against'the
villainy of the abductor is so viqlent that hisfson tries to appeaée
him, saying that ‘your rage is too violent and unbecoming. You should
‘be my mother’s comforter, and you encrease her pain;' It 111 suited you
andyourreverendcharacterthustocmrseyourgreatestenemy:youshould
not have curst him, villain as he is.’'® '

' In .this work-women are conspicuously degraded. The vicar
markedly looks down on women. Though he claims that ‘we loved each other
tenderly, and our fondness encreasea as we grew old’, his wife does not
seem to desefve his affections; his claimed fondness for her is
~condescénding. In his view women are those devoid of integrity because
of their poor education. Dr Primrose regretfully tells the reader about
his wife’s poor taste, mentionihg-that his wife ‘could read any English
book without much spelling’, insisting on calling their first daughter
MOlivia’  resulting from her fascination with romances during her
pregnancy and overruling the vicar’s intention to give her the name of

124 When his daughtei,rolivia, is fascinated

‘Grissel’ after her aunt.
by Mr Thornhill’s attractive but superficial conversation, the vicar
remarks: ‘It is not sﬁrprising thén that such talents should win the
affections of a girl, who by,education.was taught to value an appearance
in herself, and consequently to set a value upon it in another.’'?® The
harmony in the family is not supported by mutual esteem and respect among
its members, but sustained by Dr Primrose. Always he is a man of
righteousness; his wife is a mean coward who is easily overwhelmed by
money and power, however immoral and inhumane its-holdérris, whether
favoured or terrorised. Fanny Burney, -who in the end sobbed over the
book,. formed a negative response to it drawn by the contemptuous
description of women. Her overall assessment is: ‘There is but very

little story, the plot is thin, the incidents very rare, the sentiments

122 The Vicar of Wakefield, p. 89.
123 The Vicar of Wakefield, p. 88.
124 The Vicar of Wakefield, pp. 9, 11.
125 The Vicar of Wakefield, p. 36.
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uncommon, the‘Vicar is contented, humble, pious, virtuous ...’ She began
to read it ‘with distaste & disrelish’; she continuesvthat ‘the beginning
of it, even disgusted me -- he mentions his wife with such indifference

.7 126 The idyllic happiness of the family at the

=~ such. contempt
beglnnlng and, the v1car s fortitude through his mlsfortunes would not
have been undermlned by a supportlve virtuous w1fe, who would not have
alienated Burney from a more sympathetic reading, but Goldsmith chose
to describe a man’s isolated battle. Women are, for him in this work,
a foil to the vicar’s virtues. V |

Amonglnan s v1rtues, benevolence is repeatedly underscored. The
word ‘benevolence’ appears eleven tlmes in the text, mostly in cruc1al
moments. Itrepresentsthecharactersharedbythev1carandslrwllllam
Thornhill(aliasBM:Burohell); DrPrimroseheswonrespectandgratitude
among the poor. Because of his charitable deeds,‘the vicar is popular
among the_poor; when he has to leave Wakefield for\the,unluoky loss of
his fortune; ‘the poor, who followed us for some miles, contributed to-

encrease’ the family’s apprehension for their future.?’

The vicar has-
heard.of Sir William as ‘a man of consummate benevolence’. In his reply
to this admiration, Mr Burchell self crltlcally assesses his former
behav1our..‘Someth1ng, perhaps, too much so, .. at least he carried

»benevoience to an excess when young; for his passions .. led it up to
a romantic extreme.’?® What draws Primrose and Mr Burchell together

when,theybfirst,meet is the issue of benevolence. Burchell, who paid’
‘for an old soldier, now wants money. On knowing the distress of the
»kind.man,_Dr_Primrose»offers_his money to Burchell, mho appreciates his
goodness byISaying, ‘T take it with all my heart, Sir,-.. and am glad
that a late oversight in giving what money I had about me, "has shewn

When the author mentlons

me that there are still some men like you. r129

a bookseller (whose model is John Newberry), he is introduced as ‘the
philanthropic bookseller in St. Paul’s church- yard’, and as ‘the friend

130

ofalln@nklnd’ George, oneofEmlmrose ssons,asksforeanobleman s

patronage, but the rich arlstocrat is inundated with petitions of the

26 Troide, ed. ' The Early Journals and Letters of.Fanny.Burney, Pp- 12,13.

127 phe Vicar of Wakefield, p. 18.
28 The Vicar of Wakefield, p. 20.
129 The Vicar of Wakefield, p. 19.
130 The Vicar of Wakefield, p. 91.
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poor and he is unsuccessful. George'’s experienCe'illustrates the
slyness of the petitioners as well as their difficulties. ' The
villainous Thornhill, before his character is fully revealed,,claims
his own benevolent nature: ‘l desire no other reward but the'pleasure

132

of having served my friend’ . In contrast with the rich’s callous

behavicur, the kindness of the‘simple and honest neighbour after the
dlsastrous fire is appreciated as ‘untutored benevolenCe’.‘”3,_

| As Carolyn»Williamsiexamines in' her paper, benevolence was
concerned with adult males, mostly well-off and well-educated men.™*
While benevolence has been‘analyZed as part of political manoeuvre~by
the privileged for the purpose of maintaining the status quo, it was
referred to in the context of politics as well as religion. Benevolence
is represented as a manly virtue\in‘The'Spectator, first published in
1711 and very popular throughAthe century. For example, it is a virtue
expected to work in solving the party Struggle: ‘it shall be the chief
Tendency of my Papers to inspire my Countrymen with a Mutual Goodfwill

;133 Benevolence appears in the discussion of

and Benevolence.
management of politics: ‘Half the Misery of Human Llfe might be
extinguished would Men alleviate the general Cnrse they lye nnder, by
mutual Offices of Compassion, Benevolence and Humanity.’lw. It is a
31gn1flcant characterlstlc of The Vicar of Wakefield that benevolence,
with its masculine political charge not sensibility or tears, gets such
an attention. -

Thus, Goldsmith’s purpose in this novel is to create a hero,
different from other sentimental heroes, a person not drowned in tears
‘and always armed with fortitude and a character who is not numbed into
inaction because of too much sensibility but can take action in advers1ty.
Here again, Preston’'s elaborate and.persua31ve examination of The Vicar
of wWakefield is useful in its lnterpretatlon, Goldsmlth’s attempt 1s

explorlng how to achieve benevolence within the limitation of 1mperfect

131 phe Vicar of Wakefield, pp. 108-9.

132 phe Vicar of Wakefield, p. 118.

133 phe Vicar of Wakefield, p. 127.

134 carolyn D. Williams, " the Luxury of Doing Good': Benevolence,

. Sensibility, and the Royal Humane Society," in Pleasure in the Eighteenth
Century, ed. Roy Porter and Marie Mulvey Roberts (London: Macmillan Press,
1996), 78-9. .

135 The Spectator, No. 556 (IV 501)

136 The Spectator, No. 169 (II, 165)
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human nature. The susceptibility to deception and imprudence of both
Sir_William Thornhill and Dr Primrose caused by their intentidﬁ of
exercising benevolence is not described to no avail or fpt thoroughly
satiric purpose, but.it can be underétood in this context. Whatever
the reality in society, Goldsmith’s scheme to resist the feminization

in fiction had a significant meaning.
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5. Bath and the Care of a ‘Poor’ Woman

© 1) Bath network
" Bath re-established its name as a fashionable .spa 1in the

137

eighteenth-century. Its prosperity was part of ‘the English urban

renaissance’, as Peter BorSay put it, and still, Bath’s rise was
conspicuous.?38 About a hundred years from mid-seventeenth-century saw
a remarkable increase in population from 1,500 to 6,000, excluding

139 Bath:was an alternative to. London, where the

seasonal visitors.
- powerful could steer and find the retinue to exert their influence on.
-queen Anne (1665-1714), who always suffered from poor health and went
through pregnancies real and false, visited Bath; willingly following
her physicians’ advice for her own health and her husband’s. She left
London er Bath when her Catholic step-mother, Mary of Modena, gave

1% When the Duke of Marlborough

controversial birth to a son in London.
went to Bath seeking for cure éfter the strokes, his entourage followed
him and Sarah, his formidable wife; she governed there. These two
influential women were not alone in their partiality to Bath. Samuel
Pepys (1633-1703), Alexander Pope,(1688—1744), Henry Fielding (1707—54),
.SamuelJohnsonl709-84),DavidGarriék(l7l7-79),EdmundBurke(1729—97L
Elizabeth Montagu (1720-1800), T.R. Malthus (1766-1834), Walter Scott.
(1711-1832), and Jane Austen (1775-1817), among others, all enjoyed
society there., Pope, that siékly genius} attests to disappointment in
the so-called panacea as well as people’s susceptibility,to belief in
the cure by Bath’s water: ‘The Bath was'tried after all other remedies,
as a last remedy, and that has proved totally ineffectual. r141

This section examines a case of the care of an aging literary woman
in Bath. Though she was a daughter of a lieutenant with wealthy relatives,
she was left impoverished and unmarried.‘»She had lost her siblingé and

" close friends before settling in Bath in her mid-forties. This lonesome

137 Legend tells that Bath’s hot springs were known well before the Romans
built baths in the first century. :

138 peter Borsay, The English Urban Renaissance : Culture and Society in the
Provincial Town 1660-1770 (Oxford: Clarendon, 1989).

13% 1bid. , p. 31.

140 Gregq, Queen Anne , pp. 56-7, 95-7, 161-2.

1 guoted in Maynard Mack, Alexander Pope : A Life (New York and London:
Yale University Press, 1985), p. 156. ‘ '
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woman with her limited income moved from London to Bath and sought cére
- there through personal connections. Her name is Sarah Fielding (1710-68),
a sister of the novelist Henry Fielding, and she was a writer on her own.
She was born at East Stour, Dorset, epent her'childhood in ‘Salisbury,'
lived in London, and. settled in Bath.., Her life in Bath is 'better’
docmﬁented than that in Londen. In her fiction she made use of Bath, -
and Bristol as well, a nearby health resort where people visiting Bath

used to make an optional trip.**?

Her decision to choose Bath as her
retreat was not by chance but had reasons. The next section of this paperv

surveys the town of Bath, followed by Sarah Fielding’s later life in Bath.

2) The prosperity of Bath , ‘
The making of eighteenth-century prosperity of Bath was
; illus‘trated by four figures: Beau Nash, the represehtativé of vfashio'nable
society, Ralph Allen, of 'hvospitality and literary interests, John Wood,
of architecture, and William Oliver, of medicine.'® They all contributed
to make Bath &a desirable and respectable town of comfort and pleasure.
Pope testifies Bath’s 'captivating attractions: ‘.. I have Slid, I can’t
- tell how, into all the Amusements of this Pléce: My whole Day is shar’d
by the Pump-Assemblies, the Walks, Athe Chocolate houses, Raffling Shops,
Plays, Medleys, etc. 't i ; | |
. Bath attracted the wealthy; the diseased and the cu‘ltured,‘ offering
them mineral water, doctors, games, ceremonies, balls, other

entertainments and opportunities to get acquainted with various people.

Even the healthy wanted to go to Bath for its plieasures as Defoe reported

12 Although the actions in David Simple are concentrated in London, some
of the letters in Familiar Létters are dated at Bath. David Simple: Volume
the Last gives an explanation that Cynthia goes to Bath for her health.

Dellwyn includes scenes in Bristol.

~'? Introduction by Brigitte Mitchell to Brigitte VMitchell,_ ed., Letters
from Bath 1766-1767 by the Rev John Penrose (Gloucester: Alan Sutton, 1983),
p. 7.

14 George Wil‘ey Sherburn, ed., The Correspondence of Alexander Pope, 5 vols.,
vol. I (Oxford: Clarendon Press: Oxford, 1956), p. 260.
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that Bath was ‘the resort of the sound rather than the sick’.H®

a resort town where pleasure and pain, life and death, men and women,
the old and the young, met each other It was the realm of medicine,
‘the arena of dlsplay and the marketplace of the nubile and the
fortune-hunters. The Moseleys, elderly and sick, went to Bath in 1745
w1ththelronlydaughterEllzabeth whowasseeklngfora:mntablehusbandk
with a marriage portlon of £5, 000. Arthur Colller, who according to
Hester Thrale taught Sarah Fielding the classics, went to Bath.in 1745,
when he was in a great financial trouble. They met each other in the
publlc rooms and walks, and eventually exchanged a promise to marry.
However, she w1thdrew as she realized her parents were against the match.
Afterwards Arthur sued Elizabeth for unfulfilled marrlage contract,
winning hlS case in the lower court and losing in the Court of Arches 46

For those who favoured urban flow of information, Bath did not
lack in ‘communication facilities and literary stimuli. Ralph Allen
(1694~ 1764) and John Palmer endeavoured to ensure guick and safe postal
” service networks, especially between.Bath.and.London The London papers
were delivered there and Bath‘s own newspapersfwere launched; bookshops
1nclud1ng Leake s (hlS 51ster1narr1ed,8amuel Rlchardson, London prlnter,.
" bookseller and.novellst) were very successful there. 47" Bath adopted the
circulating llbrary earlier than London.

Bath also inspired~literary1ninds. Its connection with literature

145 guoted in Roy Porter, English Society in the Elghteenth Century
(Harmondsworth: Pengu1n, 1982), p. 245.

146 Forhlsflnan01altrouble,seeMartuﬁC BattestlnandRutheR Battestin,

Henry Fielding : A Life (London: Routledge, 1989), pp. 392-5; for his

courtship in Bath see Lawrence Stone, Uncertain Unions : Marrlage.u1England
1660-1753 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1992), pp. 68-77.

147 p . Barbeau, Life and Letters at Bath 1n ‘the Xviiith Century ([s.1.7:
Heinemann, 1904), p. 57; R s. Neale, Bath 1680-1850 : A. Soc1al History,
or, a- Valley of Pleasure, yet a Slnk'of'Inlqu1ty (London: Routledge & Kegan
Paul, 1981) pp. 23-5.

The bookshelves of Leake's included some scandalous books and they were
notthoroughlydevotadtoserlousreadlng,butsermonsweredomlnant(Neale,
pp. 23-25). |

148 The first circulating library was in Edinburgh. In Bath a circulating
library was begun in 1728 and in London, 1730.
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19 Though the master of

abounds, first of all in satirical comments.
ceremony and others kept control of moral standards and respectablllty
sufflc;entlyenoughtonmkethetownattractlve,ltsfrlvolltyandf01bles

fell easy butt of writers:

Hundreds of Dames (who never out of breath,
Wou'd talk an Army, siﬁgled out, to death)
At Sense's Cost, divide their Time and Hearts

Twixt Fashions, Scandal, Toys, Codrille, and Smarts.®

The Gods of Silence fled
MODESTY retir'd with red'ning Face
PRUDENCE " dismist

' OECONOMY was hist.'!

Here Folly’s prattling tongues proclaim
What hate, or darling rage supplies;
Ambition too 1nvokes foul fame, |

And coward meanness whlspers lies!”

Here prostituted friendship dwells—

Villainy masked in gay decoy,

149 Bath provided subjects for verse, mostly satirical; see [Chandler], A
Description of Bath. A Poem (London: J. Roberts, n.d.); The Bath Miscellany.
For the Year 1740, (Bath: W. Jones at al, 1741);The Diseases of Bath. A
Satire, (London: J. Roberts, 1737); Bath. A Poem, (London:  Longman &
Shewell, 1748); A Poetical Address to the Ladies of Bath, (Bath: R.
Cruttwell, 1775) ; [George Ellis], Bath: Its Beautles, and Amusements ...
(Bath: W. Goldsmith, 1777); Bath, a Simile, (London: T. Whieldon, 1779);
The Belles of Bath: With a Satire on the Prevailing Passions: And a Model
for Emulation. Number I. Addressed to Richard Brinsley Sheridan, Esq,
(Bath: 1782). BAmong a variety of prose fiction satirically dealing with
Bath, see Smollett, Humphry Clinker. As for fashionable society there, see
Oliver Goldsmith, The Life of Richard Nash, of Bath, Esq; Extracted
Principally from His Original Papers (London: J. Newbery; Bath: W. Frederick,
' 1762); Lewis Melville, Bath under Beau Nash (London: Eveleigh Nash, 1907).
As for descriptions with an emphasis on the literary importance of Bath,
see Joseph F. S. A. Hunter, The Connection of Bath with the Literature and
Science of England (Bath: R.E. Peach, 1853); G Monkland, The Literature
and Literati of Bath; an Essay, Read at the Literary Club, November 13,
1852 (Bath: R.E. Peach, 1854). .

150 7he Diseases of Bath. A Satire, p. 16.

15 Bath. A Poem, p. 29.
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Which deeply fraught with magic spells

With Smile - and smile - but to destroy. *?

For writers Bath was a convenient place to observe characters and make
sketches: ‘We shall find there at all times, Beauties of all ades who
come to show off their charms, YOung Girls and Widows iﬁ quest of Husbands,
married Women who seek Solace for the unpleasant Ones theypossess...’153
It flourished as-a very fashionable health and amusement resort, which
was regarded as‘anvepitoﬁe of the world, where one could see every kind

of character.™

Writers established a literary stereotype of Bath as
a vicious city of pleasure for thoughtless people. Its conspicuous
materialism prdvided a convenient literary theme. Literary pecple
criticized Bath, declaring how loathsome its fashionable vices were. In
particular women visiting Bath were easy butts for ridicule on account -
of their supposedly giddy wa? of life.

Nevertheless,rwhile criticizing the vices of Bath, writeré were
attracted to the city and actually numerous writers visited.it, enjoying
its social life and describing its people. Sarah Fielding was one of
'those wrlters who criticized the urban milieu and frivolity and yet never
detached herself completely from urban sophlstlcatlon, she was one of
" those who chose to live in Bath. She did not prefer living in a remote
province or in the middle of wild nature, but placed herself not far aWay
from urban life. Bath provided the society with a central point, where
all could meet each other, unlike London which had multiple cultural
meeting points. Residence in Bath enabled her to. call on and be visited

by other literary figures including Elizabeth Montagu, Sarah Scott

192 The Belles of Bath, p. 13.
153 The Abbé Prévost, 'Pour et Contre' (1734) no. 38, p. 173, quoted in

Barbeau, p. 80.

1% Barbeau, Chap. IV; Neale, Chap. II; Borsay, Chaps. 9 and 10. For

description of prosperlty of Bath, see for example, Tobias Smollett, The
Expedition of Humphrey Clinker (London: J.M. Dent, l943), pp. 32, 36, 37;
~ John Wocd} A Description of Bath (London: W. Batthe, 1765), p. 446; MO .‘
293, Montagu to the Duchess of Portland, 4 Jan. 1740 (The Montagu Collection,

The Huntington Library).
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(1723-95), and Frances Sheridan (1724-66).'%

- 3) Sarah Fleldlng s life in Bath , v
: " Sarah Fielding did not llveéicomfortable life. espe01ally in her
later years aftér she lost her 81bllngs and,lntlmates between 1750 and
1755.1%% Her straitened circumstances are illustrated by her borrowing
frOm'Samuel»Rlcharden.lW. When she decided to settleﬂin Bath in 1754,
she did not- have sufficient resources ehd had to borrow ten guineas from
him.158 Althoughsheearnedsomemoneythroughherpubllcatlons shefound
it difficult to repay him her debts. She counted on the sale of Dellwyn
‘but there was little prospect of earning enough to pay off the debts;
she wrote to Richardson: "Millar's Bill [for printing] is so high that
159

I ‘cannot contrive. it unless it comes " to a second Edition'.

Unfortunately, it did not sell well enough to justify a second edition.

155 Alicia Lefanu records Sheridan frequently visited her (Alicia Lefanu,
Memoirs of the Life and Writings of Mrs. F. Sheridan‘(Londonf F. and W.B.
Whittaker, 1824), p. 95).

156 Her sisters who died around 1750 were: Catherine(l708 1750), Ursula
(1709—1750),andBeatr1ce(1714—1751). HenryEﬁeldlngdledlnl754andJane
Collier in 1754 or 1755. ‘

157 Thomas Secker also recorded giving her money (John S: Macauley and R.
W. Greaves, eds., The Autoblography' of Thomas Secker Archbishop of

Canterbury (Lawrence.‘Unlvers1ty~of Kansas lerarles, 1988) p. 49).

1% See Martin C. Battestin and Cllve‘T. Probyn, eds., The Correspondence
;of'Hebry‘and Sarah‘Fielding (0xford: Clarendon Press, 1993), pp. 127, -128
nl, 128, 149 According to Peach, she settled in Bath as early ae 1739
(Robert Edward Myhill Peach; Hlstorlc Houses in Bath, and Their Associa tlons
(Simpkin), II, p. 32), but it was in 1750s that she finally settled in Bath

and lived there until her death in 1768.

%% Battestin and Probyn, pp. 149, 150.
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Indeed, Richardson offered an addltlonal support 160

Another benefactor was Ralph Allen Samuel Derrick, a Master of
the Ceremonies at Bath, described the Allens as ‘the parents of the
industrious poor, the protectors of  the really distressed, and the

61 "Allen, who was a model for Allworthy

nourishers of depressed genius'.’
in Tom Jones and whose virtues are praised in Sarah Fielding's Familiar
Letters, is said to have invited her to dinner quite often at his residence

162 1y Familiar Letters, Cynthia describes

at Prior Park and Claverton.
a virtuous and sociable man and his wife (probably alluding to Allen and
his wife) and the magnificence and grandeur of their house at a small

distance from where she lodged for her health:

I confess to you I am apt to Vi‘magine, wherever a g.reat Superiority
of Fortune is very apparent, that I shall be treated with a formal
Ceremony, - and made to feel a Restraint, which takes away the
‘ pleasure of all Conversatlon. But how was T surprised! when the
Lady of this VHousek received me with a good-natured Freedom, that
plainly proved she was innocent of even a Thought that might offend
another, and never harboured a Suépicion, that any one could have
an Intentlon of dropplng a word, that might tend in the most distant
view to hurt her. And the Gentleman seemed to enjoy his- Fortune,
only as it gave him an Opportunlty of serving his Acqualntance
and belng benefl.cent to ‘Mankind... The Joy and Serenity that

reigned in their Countenances was diffused‘ throughout - the

160 see Battestin and Probyn, p. 150 and p. 151, nl.

161 [Samuel Derrick], Letters Written from Leverpoole, Chester, Corke, the
Lake of Killarney, Dublin, Tunbrldge Wells, Bath (London 2 vol. L. Davis
& C. Reymers, 1767), pp. 94-5. . :

162 T . dined [at Claverton] more than once with Mrs. Fielding, the author

of ‘David Simple' - ‘The Cry', and some other works, ... Mr. Allen very

: generously allowed her one hundred pounds a year. See Richard Graves, The
Triflers (London: Lackington, 1806), p. 77. Pope's pralse seems to be rather
modest: “Let low-born (in the second edition, “humble') Allen, with an
awkward Shame, / Do good by stealth and blush to find it Fame.' (One ’Th’ousand
Seven Hundred and.Thirty-Elght, 1:135-36).
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house. ...

He was one of the mediators for Sarah Fielding to socially and literally
prominentpebpleVisitingBath;hisguestsincludajAlexanderPope,Henry
Fielding, Samuel Richardson, David Garrick, = Lord Chesterfield
(1694f1773), and Richard Graves (1715-1804, a cleric and the author of

).?“ But he seems to have been no more than an

The Spiritual Quixote
occasional host and benefactor to her. Although he left her £100 when
he diedin 1764, Elizabeth Montagu expressed something close to resentment

5

about the sum.'®® she thought Allen left Fielding an undeservedly low

amount in his will:

It was a great pity Mr Allen did not leave poor Mrs Fielding a decent

163 Sarah Fielding, Familiar Letters between the Principal Characters in
David Simple and Some Others. To Which.Is Added, a Vision. By the Author
of David Simple (London: 1747),.1I, pp. 172-73.

1% peach tells that Sarah knew Allen earlier than Henry did (Historic House
in Bath, p. 32; Robert Edward Myhill Peach, The Life and Times of Ralph
Allen of Prior Park, Bath, Introduced by a“Short Account of Lyncombe and
Widcombe,withthiCesoinsContemporaries...WithAMmerousIlluétratiOns
(London: D; Nutt, 1895), p. 133). Benjamin Boyce follows Pe;ch, though
admitting there is no doCumeﬁtary support. He suggests that it is possible
that the Goulds, the family from which Henry andearah‘s mother came, knew
Allen before, because one of them was eﬁgaged in law in Bath (Benjamin.Boyce,
The Benevolent Man: A Life of Ralph Allen of Ea th (Cambridge, Massachusetts:
Harvard U.P., 1967), p. 128).  Battestin deduces that Henry's friendship

with Allen began in 1741 (Henry Fielding, p. 315).

165 Ralph Allen's will reads ‘I give to the 3 chiidfen of Henry Fieldiﬁg,
esqgre, deceased, the sum.of £100 each, and to their Aunt, Sarah Fielding,
I give the sum of £100, which said 4 last named legacies I will be paid
in 12 months after my decease.' There was also»a membrandum for around 1744
and 1745: "An account of my money to be apply'd to... Mrs.. Fielding, [20°'.
See Peach, The Life and Times of Ralph Allen, pp. 236, 120; and also Austin
Dobson, At Prior Park and Other Papers (London: OUP, 1925), p. 28; Boyce,
The Bénevolent Man, pp.>128, 159, 172, 243, 247, 270.
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maintenance for life, sixty pounds a year added to what she enjoys
had made her happy, for she lives retired by choice, But I know
not how it is that people seldom use their last opportunity to do

good.166

Elizabeth Montagu sympathized with Fielding in her difficulties, sending
her wine and food, and also trying to make contact on her behalf with
‘her half brother, Sir John Fielding (1721-1820), through Lord Lyttelton
(1709-73) . She also offered.an annuity of ten pounds (although what she
thought would make her happy was sixty pounds per year), which Fielding
did not enjoy long. 167
Her llterary'act1v1ty brought her some reward including annultles:
yand hospltallty, besides payments by the publlshers, although.the 1ncome‘
doesnotseemtx)havebeenenouwnforhertollvecomfortably Her earning
pattern marks one phase in the transition from.arlstocratlc (personal)
patronage to commercial dealing with booksellers the co-existence of
older; intermediary, and new systems. She "sought for patronage,
collected subscriptions, and sold copyright to the publishers.168 She
dedicated The Governess to Mrs Poyntz (—1771); who Was closely connected
with - the court and Cleopatra and Octavia to Countess Pomfret

(1698-1761) .**® Both of them subscribed to her translation, but neither

1% MO 3155, Montagu to Carter, 1 Oct. [1765]

187 sir John Fielding helped Sarah Fielding to buy‘a cottage at Walcot in
1760, but when she was dying, she receivedno assistance from him. Montagu's
care for Sarah Fielding is recorded in the letters between her and Scott:
MO 5292, MO 5821, MO 5829, MO 5832, MO 5834, MO 5319, MO 5856, MO 5872.
She writes to'Sarah‘Scott abont an annuity: "Mrs Fielding is to receive
ten pounds,from me always at this Season; if more be necessary you will
advance it & I will pay' .(probably Dec. 1767) and I will assist in making
her able to lie at Hitcham by‘doubling‘or trebling ye ten pd per ann' (MO
5872, MO 5879). ‘ '

%8 See Turner, Living by the Pen, op, 102-16, 119-21, 122-23.

19 Anna Maria Poyntz (nee Mordaunt) married Stephen Eoyntz who was
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‘ became her chief patroness. Among her books, Familiar Letters, Cleopa tra
and Octavia, and the translation of Xenophon's (c. 428-c.354 B.C. ) Memoirs

of Socrates were published by sub_scription. 170

Sarah Fielding's own .
relativ_es, ‘Allen's con,nections, and ‘James Harris's helped to increase
~ subscribers. Andréw Millar published for her,‘ David Simple, Familiar
Letters, The Governess,- David Slmple Volume the Last, Cleopatra and
Octavia, DellWyn, and Memoirs of Socrates. ' Remarks on Clarissa was

"l The Crywas published by R. Dodsley and Opbeli_a

printed for.J. Robinson.’
by R. Baldwin. 172 Andrew Millar was‘ generous in his payments to authors,
for example he pald £183 for Joseph Andrews, for which another bookseller
“had offered only twenty flve pounds, and £600 in advance and probably
more for . Tom Jones 3

but between 5 Oct 1750 and 6 Oct 1752 Millar paid Sarah Fleldlng £256 1.0

_ It is not certain which amount 1s for which work,

174

in total. Later she sold the copyrlght of Dellwyn to Millar for 60

influential at court. The Countess of Pomfret, Henrietta Louisa Fernor was
a daughter of 2nd Bai:on Jeffreys, married (1720) Thomas Fermor (1698—1753) ,
later 1lst Earl of Pomfret. She was Lady of the Bedchambei: to Queen Caroline.
‘She was an old friend of Lady Mary WortleyAMontagu, who was. a relative to

Sarah Fielding.

170 william Strahan's ledgers record an amount of 10s.6d. payable by Andrew
Millar for Strahan's printing of 600 subscription receipts for 'Miss F's

Octavia' (BL, Add.MSS 48800, fol.77Y; Battestin & Probyn, p. 137)‘.
I publisher, 1737-58, dealt with extensive miscellaneous literature.
172 pookseller and publisher 1749-1810, nephew and successor to R. Baldwin.

1 Henry Fielding was happily surprised to be offered such an amount. See
Battest‘,in', Henry Fielding, pp. 325,‘440; Boswell reports,Johnson‘s comment
on Millar: ‘_Johnson said of him, "I respect‘ Millar, Sir; he has raised the-
price of literature."' James Boswell, Boswell's Life of Johns‘on Together
w,itH Boswell's Journal of a Tou; to the Hebrides and Johnson's Diary of'
a Journey into North Wales, ed. fGeo:ge Birkbeck ‘HIll and L.F. Powerll, vol.
T The LIfe (1709-1765) (Oxford: Clafendon Press, 1934), vol.I, pp. 287-88.

174 Millar paid her £20 (5 Oct. 1750), £57 (5 Jan. 1750/51), £50 (7 May 1751),
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guineas with a prospect of another 40 guineas if a Second edition was
issued.’® A similar amount was paid for The Cry; in 1753 Dodsley agreed
with Sarah Fielding to buy half of the copyright for a little more than
' £52. Dodsleypaldfortheprlntlngandtheprofltwas1x>besharedbetween
Sarah Fleldlng and Dodsley *

Lady Mary Wortley Montagu(1689-1762), her relative, famousiy
pitied her for having to earn a living by her pen: I ... heartily pity
her, constrain'd by her Circumstances to seek her bread by a method I

1177 Lady Mary's pity is baSed on incorrect

do not doubt she despises.
attributions; she assumes that besides Sarah Fleldlng s own.Dav1ci51mple
VOlume the Last, three other works published between 1752 ‘and 1753 were

178 So she wrongly assumes Sarah Fielding's

_all ‘written by her.
overproductlv;ty. Nevertheless she.lsrlghtJJ1see1ngJJ1SarahEleldlng

an example of'alstruggllng single woman writer in the eighteenth

£50 (16 Nov. 1751), £58.1.0. (3 June 1752), and £21 (6 Oct. 1752). See

Battestin, Henry Fielding, p. 712.
175 Battestin and Probyn, pp. 144-49.

. 17¢ garah Fielding's signed receipt is dated 19 November 1753 for £52.10.0
(Robert Dodsley, The Correspondence of Robert Dodsley, 1733-1764, ed. James
E. Tierney (Cambrldge. Cambridge Unlvers1ty Press, 1988) rp. 31, 514).

» 177 Fielding's grandfather, John (c.1650;98), the Archdeacon of Dorset, was
e.brother of William (1640-85), third FEarl of Denbigh and second of Desmond,
who was the grendfather of Lady Mary Wortley Montagu; Lady Msry Wortley .
Montagu, " The Complete Letters of Lady Mary Wortley Montagu, ed. Robert
'Hélsband,»B vols. (Oxford: ClarendonAPress, 1965-67), III}_p. 67. LadyMary
also reérets that Henry Fielding is forced to waste»his genius by being

pressed by his financial difficulties.

178 The Complete Letters, 111, p. 67. The other three works she mentions
are: Jane Collier's The Art of Ingeniously Tormenting (1753), Charlotte
Lennox's Female Quixote (1752), and the anonymous Sir Charles Goodville

(1753).
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c‘entury.n9 ;

She also played a role of an agent for an ‘author. As James Harris’s
busy political career had just begun and he wanted to keep his authorship
ofthesketchsecret,shebecameanagentinhisdealingswiththepublisher;
Andrew Millar, whom she had opportunities to see in Bath;« However, as
far as we can see from the result of the negotiatioh, she was not competent
in this kind.of dealings; she did not know that Millar had already chosen
‘an ‘introductory essay to Henry Fielding's Wcrks by Arthur Murphy
(1727-1805) rather than Harris's. Although Murphy's version was
unsatisfactory to Henry Fielding's friends and sister (Murphy did not
know him personaliy), Harris withdrew his. He did not need to squeeze
in literary buaineSS< but could gain satisfaction elsewhere, in
philosophical pursuits and his newly-begun political career.

She was not rich enoughkto live at the centre of the town, but
instead lived on the outskirts of Bath, perhaps at Widcombe, Walcot and
later Bathwick.'®® She lived a secluded life there and at times visited
the city centre. Her.reports about the city are often secoﬁd?hand:“I
am told that the Bath is very full this Season, but I only know‘it by
hearrsayf for I have no Inciination to go amongst them only when my

181 gince she went there for her health, she

perticular friends come'.
took opportunities to drink spa water which was prov1ded in the centre
She also visited acquaintances in the centre as Sarah Scott (1723-95)

reports: “One day this week, poor Feilding having an opportunlty of being

7%, For women wrlters' struggle in the eighteenth century, see for example,

- Cheryl Turner, L1v1ng'by the Pen : Women Writers in the Elghteenth Century 
(London: Routledge, 1992); Catherlne Gallagher, Nobody's -Story : The

Vanishing Acts cf Women Writers in the Marketplace, 1670-1820 (Oxford:

Clarendon, 1994).

180 Neale\gives examples of expenses at Bath in the second part of chapter

II.

181 75 James Harris, Bathwick, 21 Oct [1758] (Battestin and Probyn, p. 144);

see also Battestin and Probyn, p. 137.
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182 Thyus she placed herself

brought to Bath came to spend it with me'.
at the margins of the convivial city, keeping‘in touch with her
acquaintances. To be not too far away from nor too close to the eminent
ksocialgatheringprovidadherwithopportunitiestosocializewithpeeple
of faehion without»being too involved. /

. This position is mirrored.by’her literary standpoint; she prefers
the viewpoint of the1noderatelY'detached.ebserver. In Familiar Letters,
. for example, Cynthia stays at Bath, where she spendé daYs as many people
did in Bath, going to\the Pump Room, the coffee-room, and a ball, and
'paYing visits to friends. She lets Camilla know what it ie iike to be
in Bath‘and what she thinks about people there. Cynthia‘observes men
and women at Bath, jolted by 'their lifeless Shadow, Foppery and Dress,
Impertinence and Folly!'. She sees‘ladies wearing capuchins, bonnets,
end muffs, in spite ef the extreme heat, simply. in order to follow the
fashion. People's eagerness to join.tumultuous and thronged-card tables
is beyond.her undersfanding ‘She hears some ladies talking of thé merit
of putting up with crowded card- tables ‘the Variety there relaxed their
Thoughts, and kept them from the Paln of Thlnklng, which was not good
with the Waters.''®® Though she hates frivolity there, she does not hate
the city, and she takes pleasure in beingvan observer.

Although Fielding seems to have been at ease in her stance as a’
detached observer such as'Cynthia is, it was not that_She'willingly
separated herself from every community. There were some she wanted to
join. In her works she cherishes the importance of familiar company
'formedbynmtualunderstandlngandstlmulatlngconversatlon Her longing
for an understanding and close community lncreased espec1ally after she
successively lost her sisters, Henry Fielding, and her 1nt1mate friend,

Jane Collier by the mid-1750s. 1In 1755,‘shortly after she lost Henry

182 MO 5317, Nov 10 [1765]. .Scott tends to spell.hervname as . Feilding".
On,this particular occasion, Sarah Scott was indiSposed,andkSarah Fielding
could not gratify her expectation; Scott writes: ‘unluckily I was so 111
I cou'd pass only‘part of it with her, & then in a way not to give her any

gratification' '

t

193 pamiliar Letters, I, p. 90.
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Fielding and probably Jane Collier as well, she wrote a suggestive letter

to Richardson. She congratulates Richards‘on for what he has with him:

To live 11'1 a family where there is but one heart, and as many good
strong heads as persons, and to have a place in that enlarged single
hea_rt} is such a state of happiness as I cannot hear of without

feeling the utmost ~pleasure.184

Later, she wished to join the circle of Sarah Scott, Lady Barbara Montagu
(=1765) and others.185 ‘How,ever’, just as she lived ét a certain distance
from the city centre, she remained at some distance from the group; they
took care of her while not regarding her as an equal member of their circle.
Sarah E‘ield’ing_i'ntended to join them at Bath Easton in 1757, but Elizabeth
Montagu ‘interfered with the 'plah. She describes Fielding's eagerness

and her captious opinion of her:

She is impatient to get to Bath Eastoﬁ where she intends to reside.
I.said all I could to divert her from ye scheme for tho she is good
sort of Woman I think you & Lady Bab will not want bher in a long
summers day nor a long winters evening. How is ones time taxed
‘ by civility and humanity & real & artificial devoirs? I grow savage
in my dispbsition tho éocial & affable in my manners, & I felt for
‘you‘& Lady Bab the hours of leisure & retirement she wd rob you

of. 186

184 Battestin and Probyn, p. 130.

‘ 185 garah Scott met Lady Barbara in Bath in ‘1748, and after her marriage
came to an end in 1752, she settled in“Bath with Lady vBarbara. They had
oﬁe house in the centre and.another in Bath Easton. Scott's ideal community
- of women in Millenium Hall (1762) is thottght to be a reflection of her own
life wi‘;b Lady Barbara. See Janet M Todd, Women's Friendship in Literature

(N.Y: Columbia U.P, 1980), pp. 342-44; Neale, pp. 317-20.

186 MO 5766, Montagu to Scott, 9 June 1757; Elizabeth Carter agrees that
‘Sarah Fielding is not a cheerful vivacious person, but she is more

sympathetic to her reserved character: I am very SOrry fo‘r the loss [Mrs.
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Evideéntly Fielding's polite behaviour makes a distance and Elizabeth
Montagu cannot treat her as a comfortable friend. At that time, she was
prejudiced agalnst Fielding's character as well as her work; she
subscribed to Cleopatra and Octavia (1757) only to find that the content
oftheworkdidnotinteresthernmch thepagesthatgavemenmstpleasure
were those that contained the names of the subscribers. ''® After all,
kSarah Fielding failed to be given a secure place within the female
community. Generally personal connections formed Circles, which were
helpful for each member, and this was a great strength of the bluestocking

188 consequently Sarah

circle, but they could easily become exclu31ve
Eielding was not accepted into the inner circle of Scott and Lady Barbara,
although she kept friendly terms especially with Scott. e

To Fielding's consolation, Scott remained more sympathetic to her
than Elizabeth Montagu, willing to help her and often taking opportunities
to see her. - Presumably their intimacy grew after Scott's intimate friend,
Lady Barbara, died in 1765; Scott mentions "Mrs Feilding' more ‘frequently'

189

in letters to Elizabeth Montagu after that year. Sometime in 1766 Sarah -

Fielding spent days with Scott and a Mrs Cutts. After coming to stay

Scott] is likely to have of poor Mrs. Fielding; though she is not a lively
companion, she is a friendly ahd good woman, and such-a character l/\lill always
be tenderly regretted' (Carter to Montagu, Nov. 25, 1767, Eliza’beth Carter,
Letters from Mrs. Elizabeth Carter, to Mrs. Montagu, between the Years 1755
-and 1800, ... Published from the Origmals 1n the Possession of the Rev.

Montagu ‘;Pevnnington, ed. Mon»tagu Pennington (London. F. C.-& J. Rivington,

1817), I, p. 369).
187 MO 5766, Montagu to Scott.

188 por details of the bluestocking circle's personal oonnections see.Sylvia
Harcstark Myers, The Bluestocking Circle : Women, Frlendship, and the Life-

of the Mind in Eighteenth Century England (Oxford: Clarendon, 1990)

1189 Lady Barbara left Sarah Fielding an annulty of ten pounds (Montagu to
Carter, quoted in Arnold Edwin Needham, "The Life and Works of Sarah

Fielding," UniverSity of California, 1942, . 357)
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at Scott's partly for the waters and probably more :for her longing for
Scott's compan'y, she was reluctant to go back:alone to Bathwick: "I [Sarah
Scott] -find she [Mrs. Feilding] does not intend returning any more to
the house she is now in, finding it I believe too lonely'.'?° Thé fear
of smallpox made Scott changé her lodging, which luckily enabled Fielding
to join Scott, Mrs Cutts, and a Miss Arnold. Saréh Field_ing was getting
weaker and weaker at this time, and ' she much wants revival' but she spent
her days happily in this small circle of sisterhood as Scott wrote: “she

191 This temporary happiness

thinks herself much happier since she came'.
presumably ended when the danger of smallpox subsided resulting in that
Scott returned tokher_ fb_r‘mer abode and the cosy co—habit_ati-pn came to
an end. '

Meanwhile, Elizabeth Montagu planned to live at Hitcham w’ithJMrs
Scott, Mrs Cutts, and Mrs Freind in 1767. The original plan'did not
include Saréh Fielding. Montagu was aIOOf and not very kind to her: I
‘ like vastly the thought of inviting Mrs Fielding as a.Guest, seeing‘her
happy will be a noble payment for her board & ,\,Lodgingf . ¥ on
reconSidération, thinking it would be a pity to leave Siarah Fielding out
"if it were to cost that good Woman all her happiness', Montagu decided
to help Sarah -Fieiding to join i:hem'.f Yet she remained businesslike; in
- her thoughts about the possibility of Fielding's joining the community,
practicai financial considerations came first. A As she ‘knew Sarah
Fielding could not afford to join in the scheme, she offers in a letter
to Scott to pay the difference without letting her know her dependence,
poihting out th’at ‘my friend Fielding is too much of a Bel esprit to know
a better of yé ordinary affai:s of life' " so we can cheat her as‘to knowledge
- of ye expence & let her imagine her present income equal to it I had much
rather she did not know she was assisted in it'.  Sarah Fielding'bs
attachment to Sarah Scott's company wés such that Elizabeth Montagu was

worried about her sense of alienation if Scott left Sarah Fielding to

%0 MO 531, Jan 30 [1766].
LMo 5321, Feb 9 [1766].

192 6uoted in Needham, p. 359.
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~jOintheHitchamscheme:fIﬁmnafraidsomerumorsofthisschemeoffﬁtdham
sh? reach her ear & kill her'.*®® In the event, at this time Sarah Fielding
was too ill toﬁmove héuses. Montagu'let Elizabéth~Carter (1717-1806)
know about her poor health: *Poof Mrs Fielding‘is decliniﬁg very. fast,

1194 Montagu took pity on

‘she is at Bath. - My sister sees her every day.
her and offéered to pay her medical expence if her half-brother was not
available: 'Sir J: Fielding has not yet sent any Person to pay the money
if Mrs Fielding in the mean time shd;Want’any pray supply her for me;
‘her condition must be expensive tho the Qénerosity 6f her Physician saves
her the great & heaVy charge df sickness'.'® sShe tried to make contact
. with Sir John Fielding, but she cbuld.not\at least until fiVe days before
her death.'®® There is a tablet in her memory in the church of Charlcombe,
- and anotheriby Dr John Hoadly (1711~76) in the’Abbey, Bath. Hoadly

describes her wvirtuous . charactef together with her intellectual
 superioiity:‘HerUnaffectedManners,candidMind,/HerHeartbenévoient,
and Soul resign'd,/ Were more her Praise‘than.all she knew or thought,/
Though Athens' Wisdom to her Sex she‘taught.' -

\ In Bath the dazzling assembly of thé young and fit in the public
rooms. and along the walks lay side by side with the melancholy scenes
of the despondent ones CVér their and their family members’ ill health
and death. Bath inimitably attracted the young and the old, the rich
and the not-so-rich, so as to work as a centre that provided pleasure,
care, benevolence, and all each generation and each financial situation
needed. Literary and personal connectipns worked as a safety net for
the unmarried ageing lonesome Sarah Fielding. Bath water was beneficial
not only in its héaling potential but also in/drawing her and her
‘benefactorstogether.‘InheryouthBathgavehernaterialstowriteabout

and in her later life she could see theré somebody: to look after her.

193 Mo 5873, Montagu to Scott, 1 Jan 1768.

© 194 Ayoted in Needham, p. 361.

195 MO 5881, Mar 28 1768, Montagu to Scott. »
196 ‘No news of ST John Fielding. L& Lyttelton has been out of Town almost

a Moenth I believe he has no connections with 8% John...' (MO 5882, Montagu

to Scott, 4 April 1768).
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325~336 1T, < /¥ Ly R A VX M URTNIC#ERIC R o TV & ) &tk Mary Smith
DF=DITHARE N7z Observations (1808) DEMEICIHEZ DN TV D,

V2°6 Duke of York, the Earl of Hertford (the President), Jonas Hanway, Ralph
Allen, the Earl of Bute, the Countess of Bute, Lord Chesterfield, Thomas

Sheridan, Horace Walpole, Saunders Welch, CHFEETIL, Lady. Bradshaigh
(Richardson OIC@FHF), Lady Echlin (Lady Bradshaigh's sister), Lady Barbara |
Montagu (Sarah Scott M#K), the Countess of Pomfret (Sarah Fielding #MF
EEBEE), Mrs Poynts ([MU<) Samuel Richardson, Mrs Scott (/N Z,
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BAEXTOL DICE DRV EDDEIETTEFRERD 5 5RODE, WHM. Mo
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BFEEHXI, TOXDIC, HHBERSNDEEV-Th, HE LTOEHB TR,
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?°7 Magdalen-house D¥E & EHFIZEE STV 3 Henry Brooke, The Fool of
Quallty, or, the History of Henry Earl of Moreland, Etc (Dublin: for the

Autor [sic] by Dillon Chamberlaine, 1765), vol.4, chap 1(268—69Y1Ni\\ﬁt
ERZOBEBICFRLRNTHS S LWIRERL DN B, EEROEHROFMFICLHREC
bEAMBEZEENLTVD, RERDPo TV B ML LOMIC, TBLDLM] “a lady
unknown' D HOFMBE < 1762 FDK 760 ADFAED Y R F T, K& b2 ELE
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To the Commxﬁtee of the Magdalen Hospital.

The humble Petition of aged "years, of the Parish of
in the County of
Shewth, o
That your Petitioner hath been guilty of such misconduct, ‘as renders her
" a proper object of the protection of this Charity:k

Your Petitioner isxtruly sensible of her offence, and humbly prays - that
she may be admitted into this House, solemnly promising to behave herself

decently and orderly, and to conform to all the rules of the Instltutlon

And your Petltloner, as in duty bound, shall ever pray.

N.B. this Petition is given gratis to every woman, whether recommended or
not, who applies for it to the Clerk, at the Hospital, in St.
George’s-Fields. (By-Laws and Regulations of’the Magdalen Hospital,
(London: 1821), appendix).
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2035 A plan for Establishing a Charity-House, or Charityhouses, for
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Charity, (London, 1758), xxi, xx. '
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