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This thesis will provide a general survey of problems that workers had to face in their everyday lives. I propose to examine the most important points in the everyday lives of the working people from the labour in factories and their conditions there to their standard of living, nutrition and health conditions. The thesis then introduce contemporary responses to living standards of the British working class mainly in fiction and finally it will describe important works, both non fictional and fictional, that deal with the problems of the British working class and attack the indifference of the ruling classes. Generally this thesis will support the importance of suffering and self-sacrifice of the working class that led to improvement and to the basis of the modern society.

In the first part of the thesis I have mainly used E. P. Thompson’s The Making of the English Working Class and articles from the Victorian Web which I considered as good and accurate sources for my work. I am convinced that they give a true picture of the British working class and its conditions both in the factory and outside as E. P. Thompson was a British social historian and his work about the British working class influenced post-world war II historiography. (Encyclopaedia Britannica) Next I outline contemporary responses to the industrial Britain from the mouths of workers who felt so distressed that they even compared their conditions to American slaves. I also consider responses both in non-fiction and fiction and therefore introduce names like Thomas Carlyle, Charles Kingsley, Benjamin Disraeli and Elizabeth Gaskell. All these writers deal with the conditions of the British working class and find it disastrous. Finally I move to a detailed analysis of the conditions of the British working class and analyse three works concerning this topic.


The second part attempts to depict the situation from various perspectives. Therefore I consider two works of non-fiction and one fictional work since fiction was widely discussed in the previous part. Generally, I introduce the author by a brief biography and mainly events that influenced the origin of his work and then I analyze the work itself. The first of these books is A New View of Society by Robert Owen. 

In A New View of Society Robert Owen introduced new methods in factory management which he put into practice in his factory mill at New Lanark. He represented his ideas in manifestos and letters to the government and attempted to put his theory of the community into practice because the experiment at New Lanark was a great success. However we will discover that his ideas were rather utopian, some people considered his ideas even naive, and consequently discover the main reason. The second author is Frederick Engels and his work The Conditions of the Working Class in England in 1844.


In The Conditions of the Working Class in England in 1844 Engels described the situation of the workers in the heart of the Industrial Revolution – Manchester. In this work the attitudes of the foreigner, the middle class man and, the most important, of the philosopher and the great humanist thinker met. Although Engels might be seen as an inexperienced and impetuous young man of the twenty years of age, we consider his work provides a considerably realistic portrait of the period. At this point I should note that this thesis will not analyze the last few chapters of Engels’ book dealing with particular branches of industry since these particular branches are not central for its approach. The last work which will be considered in this thesis is Charles Dickens and his novel Hard Times. 

Dickens in Hard Times revealed his outrage at social injustice and even did not try to hide his opinions and introduced topics like relationship between employer and employee and sharp contrasts in their way of living; then he discussed a new educational method and mainly expressed his distress from the monotony and gloominess of work and living. We must give a credit to his great observatory skill and knowledge of the environment of the poor and the working people. However the conclusion of the thesis provides an unexpected outcome.


Even though all writers sympathised with the hard fate of the British working class and defended it against indifference and social injustice; even though they gave us the true description of their state they all fall into a frequent view of workers. All of them equalled the worker’s character to his hard environment and monotonous work and therefore concluded that the character of workers equals to those conditions and degraded them to inferior and supported the common opinion. However they all found out their mistake by seeing workers’ behaviour; and consequently to come up with this conclusion they had to observe workers and thus varied from the rest of the indifferent public.
PART I


The Industrial Revolution started in the 18th century. In its classic meaning the Industrial Revolution meant the replacement of manual work for machinery, industrial inventions and mass production. However, this is not the end of the definition. The Industrial Revolution also meant a great increase in the numbers of population, the called population explosion. The next point belonged to the urbanization and the expansion of towns, then the geographical mobility of the population and finally changes in social status. (Encyclopaedica Britannica)

The Industrial Revolution is considered to be one of the most important and revolutionary epochs that occurred in the social history of the human race. The Industrial Revolution helped to increase the living standards of the people, introduced new techniques and machinery to heighten the speed of production and generally influenced the thinking of the whole society. Apart from all the benefits the Industrial Revolution brought along it also had a dark side. The great inventions and the industrial progress advanced at the expense of ordinary people, primarily of the working people. Because the aristocracy, a weak middle class and the lowest class of artisans and farmers was shifted and a new social class was born, the working class. The working class was a phenomenon of the Industrial revolution. 

           The period between 1790 and 1830 is the formation of working class. This is revealed, first, in the growth of class-consciousness: the consciousness of an identity of interests as between all these diverse groups of working people as against the interests of other classes. And, second, in the growth of corresponding forms of political and industrial organization. (Thompson 194) 
It gradually acted as one and recognized its power and belonging to the special class of people. Generally, the British working class stood at the beginning of modern society.


Actually the outbreak of the Industrial Revolution worsened the conditions and the living standards of the British working class. The people had to face the hardships and overcome the inexperience and the unknown of the developing Industrial Revolution. Suddenly everything turned in reverse and the previous way of life disappeared and the new way of life came in. Workers had to deal with starvation, low payment, exploitation from employers and constant fear for work due to new inventions in machinery. For the working class there were still many obstacles to overcome and many years to reach the better days of happiness and welfare.

Therefore to speak on the Industrial Revolution in the connection with the Great Britain and its workers is a self-explanatory step because the Great Britain is considered to be the cradle of the Industrial Revolution and the place where we can observe its characteristic course.
Factory Work


The Industrial Revolution created the overlap between old skills and ways of working and the rise of new ones. The old domestic crafts were being displaced by industry and the factory system. (Thompson 247) Before the introduction of machinery, all the activities connected with processing the wool was carried on in the workman’s home by all members of his family. These early years are seen as the time of workman’s independence. The family could easily get on with their wages without being totally exhausted and overworked. They even had time for their own leisure activities and were in better physical health and vigour. Although, with the introduction of machinery the workers are obliged to look about them in the towns for work and this destroyed the balance between rural and urban life. (Thompson 405) Indeed, everything changed: from the working conditions to the standard of living, simply the whole life as the British workers knew it.

The first and the most appreciable changes were in the working conditions. Workers could not work in their homes any more. As with the introduction of machinery people were able to produce more for less money. Workers at home were not able to keep prices sufficiently low and so had to move to factories for work. Factories became places of exploitation and misery. They were often called dark and Satanic places with its “the barrack-like buildings, the great mill chimneys, the factory children, the clogs and shawls, the dwellings clustering around the mills as if spawned by them.” (Thompson 192)


Generally, the ingression to the factory meant the loss of freedom. The worker was not the lord of his free and working time any more. As to he had to keep a certain routine and hours. His life was controlled since the early morning by the factory bell to the late evening by factory watchers and managers. Usually he had to be at work at five or six in the morning and could leave at eight or nine in the evening; this varied from factory to factory, although it was not unusual to work about 16 hours a day.


Furthermore each factory had its factory management and rules. For the most part the factory owners were rigid believers in complete domination within their domain. However their abrasive despotism did not give the complete picture. “One such employer, a printer in the city of Edinburgh, gave his views and practice in factory regulation in a letter to a monthly magazine of the time, The British Workman and Friend of the Sons of Toil.1 written in 1859.” (Petch 257)
My Brother and I employ in our establishment upwards of a hundred individuals — men, boys, and girls: the whole occupying a series of floors, and arranged according to departments. Having at the commencement of our business, been under the conviction that the welfare of workpeople depends in no small degree on that species of proper management which combines discipline with kindliness, we, with the assistance of an intelligent foreman, instituted a code of rules and regulations for the government of the establishment, to which we have rigidly adhered, not only to our own satisfaction, but that of all concerned. [...] As will be observed, we allow no fines at entry, or for what is called footing. The only fines exacted are for petty irregularities, and all such fines form a contribution to the library fund. Thus, the workmen are relieved from what is often an intolerable burden. Next, you will see that no beer, spirits, or any other intoxicating liquor can enter the premises; this rule also causing a great saving to the operatives. [...] The least fact of all I will notice is, that there never has been one dispute about wages or anything else between ourselves and those in our employment; and STRIKES among us are unknown! (Petch 258-259)
For a better image there are some rules noted.

VIII. The hours of working to be arranged as follows: on five days of the week from half past 6 o’clock in the morning till 7 at night, with the exception of an hour – from 9 till 10 – for breakfast, and an hour – from 2 till 3 – for dinner. On Saturday there is to be no dinner-hour as the Office will close on that day at 3 o’clock. On all occasions, females to come 10 minutes earlier and depart 10 minutes earlier, than the above hours.
X. There is to be no going out at pleasure during work-hours; and no acquaintances or others are allowed to call with the view of speaking to, or doing private business with the workmen.

XI. It is strictly enjoined that there shall be no high words heard, and no bad language used one to another. Individuals guilty of a frequent repetition of such indecorous conduct, will lose their place in the establishment. (Petch 259)

From the text of the period it is obvious that working conditions were not rose-coloured. Workers had to work hard, long and at the determined conditions without the hint of free will. Not only they had to keep the hours, they were prohibited to talk to each other even to members of their own family. The only thing allowed was the constant attention to the work and machinery. Because when the worker was not watchful he could be easily hurt by machinery. Naturally, these accidents were quite common, harmful and sometimes even fatal. 

The work between the machinery caused plenty of accidents of more or less serious nature. The worker was not only hurt but secondary he was ineligible for his work more or less completely. The most common accident was the squeezing off of a single joint of a finger, slightly less common was the loss of the whole finger, half or a whole hand, an arm, etc., in the machinery. Besides the deformed persons, a great number of crippled ones may be seen and even fatal accidents commonly happened.
Besides the constant fight with machinery and the new factory system, workers had to cope with the lower amount of money they got for their work. With the introduction of factories and the centralisation of the production were longstanding wages swept aside. (Hunt 935) Thus between 1760 and 1800 the wages of Britain changed to the benefit of the industrializing areas. London and northern part of England remained high-wage centres and wages were still high in some counties nearby. But southern counties suffered a considerable fall in wages. (Hunt 941, 946) In spite of the fact that the wages dropped all over the England: including industrializing centres and factories, due to the competition of the manufacturers. Each of them attempted to keep prices as low as possible and have a great profit at the same time. A manufacturer tried to minimize expenses and so he lowered and lowered the worker’s wage to an unendurable amount of money. Certainly, the manufacturer was the one who influenced the conditions of worker the most. And thus worker’s wage dropped from £2 to about 10s in 1835. (Thompson 236, 287) Many families found themselves on the edge of starvation. 

It may seem that 10s was consummatory wage but manufactures came up with other means how to lower their expenses and reduce wages. They made workers pay for everything and even for things they had to use in a factory. “There would be an outlay of 4d. for sizing, 3d. for looming, 9½d. for winding the weft,3½d. for light, while 4d. more should be added for outlay and wear and tear on the loom. If the outlay for rent (1s. 9d.) and fire and washing (1s. 6d.) were added, this totalled deductions amounting 5s. 3d., although where the wife or son also worked on a second loom some of these overheads could be spread over two wages.” (Thompson 287) This exploitative system encumbered the family with debt for a long time and still they were forced to work for free to pay their debts. And so for all the families it was certain that its each member had to go to work as soon as possible. Even children’s wage was an important part of the family budget and sometimes the only one because manufactures rather employed children, women and youth for lower wages then they had to pay to experienced and stronger men. (Thompson 339-340) This practise caused a perceptible shift in social roles within a family.

It was no more common to find a family in its house enjoying a time and talking. Everyone had to be ready in the factory when the bell rung and got home exhausted in the evening. Women were no more at home cooking and taking care of their children and husband. They had to bring their part of money to the family cashbox. And men no more find their jobs easily. They had to struggle against youth which was cheap and advantageous for the factory manufacturer. Paradoxically, now it was a husband who was at home cleaning, cooking and taking care of children.
Certainly the family roles were not traditional ones. Not only men found themselves home but also children found themselves in the factory in an early age. Often they got to factory even at the age of four.


And how to better begin the part on the child labour than with the birth of one.

           What is the situation of the wife of the hand-loom weaver during the parturient efforts? She is upon her feet, with a woman on each side; her arms are placed round their necks; and, in nature’s agony, she almost drags her supporters on the floor; and in this state the birth takes place. (Thompson 290) 
The child was born in the factory because his mother had to earn money as long as possible and therefore this practise was not exceptional. Mothers often gave birth to their children in the factories and went back to work few days later. And children grew up at home with grandparents or unemployed members of the family and soon or later they found themselves in the factory again. Even though child labour was not a new phenomenon of the Industrial Revolution it became worse and became more exploitative in this period. (Thompson 331) Children were used to working with their families in fields but were not used to working for such long hours every day. They “were kept hour after hour at the monotonous task of trushing the wires into cards with their tiny fingers until their little heads were dazed, their eyes red and sore, and the feebler ones grew bent and crooked.” (Thompson 335) The children got tired of monotonous work often got hurt by machinery or fell asleep and thus they were hardly beaten by overlookers. And after the whole day, fourteen to sixteen hours of work were common, they got home and immediately went to bed too weak to eat something. Sometimes mothers had to go out to seek them because they fell asleep on their way home. (Thompson 338) There are many the extracts to be found that depict a situation as genuine as possible. The example below is from an examination of Mr. Matthew Crabtree on his conditions when he was working as a child in a factory. 

His first visit to a factory was, when he was eight years old. He usually stayed there from 6 in the morning to 8 at night, that was 14 hours, but when the trade was brisk he had to stay for 16 hours. Every morning he had to be at work punctually, that is why he was lifted from the bed by his parents, sometimes still asleep, or he woke up spontaneously. Because when he was late he was severely beaten. The beating of late children or of those who fell asleep when working was a common practise even though the children tried hard to stay awake and avoid beating. Finally when he got home he was so much tired, that he went straight to bed in order to wake up in the morning to run to the factory crying and hoping not to be beaten. (Del Col, “The Life of the Industrial Worker in Ninteenth-Century England“, Victorian Web)

Besides total exhaustion the children became variously crippled by the hard and monotonous work due to the work they performed. Children could not grow up properly and due to hard and monotonous work they had some parts of bodies more developed then others. It was common to see children with one shoulder up, knees inward, twisted legs or spinal or other deformations. Therefore the government attempted to gain the better conditions for children and established commissions and inspections to reach this aim. However manufacturers did not want to loose cheap labour and at the days of inspection they hid the children out of the inspection’s eyes. (Thompson 337-338) Although inspections did not help to improve conditions shortly but at least they led to knowledge of the conditions and raised the critic towards the whole factory system.

For many people the Industrial Revolution meant the immense change. The factory system was introduced and influenced lives of workers earning their money there. Their work was hard, exhaustive and dangerous for the lowest possible wages and without any personal freedom. The whole family, from man, women, youth and children, had to work simply to survive. Although they usually lived hand to mouth. And therefore the working class could not keep up any satisfactory standard of living.

Standard of Living
In addition to the harsh conditions the British working class experienced in factories, their hardship continued even at home because their living conditions were at the terrible state and most of them survived on the edge or better to say on the borders of starvation. (Thompson 286) Although the Industrial Revolution brought along the progress and development of industrial areas, it also had its dark side. Growing towns had problems with non existing sanitation and the consequential appearance of disease. The poor workers had problems with housing or better say with slumming, diet and adulteration of the food. Indeed, their poor state was apparent from mortality statistics. However their way of living and leisure time consisting mainly of drinking, certainly did not help to heighten their age. But firstly the Industrial Revolution caused urbanization.

Between years 1800 and 1850 most towns tripled in size. (Brown 596) This brought along overcrowding and inhumane conditions for living. Each great city had one or more slums for workers to live in. There were usually one or two-storied houses in long rows and the cellars were used as dwellings too. The streets were full of dirt from vegetable and animal refusal and other garbage, no sewers or gutters were to be found nearby, only static pools and omnipresent stench. Additionally the water supplies were poor too, stand-pipes were to be found but there was usually one stand-pipe serving several streets and a long queue was in front of it. Therefore it was usually easier to use anything else that at least resembled water. (Thompson 319) 

Notwithstanding the terrible condition of the town was easily comparable to that of the interior of the dwelling where the British worker lived with his family. Houses were overcrowded from cellar to attic usually one family occupied one room. By family I meant not only the husband, his wife and their children, but also both grandparents, sometimes even other members of the family. Some dwellings in the cellar were situated bellow the ground-level and that is why they were dark and damp. The floor was sandy and few articles of furniture were to be found in family’s household. The luckier ones had a bed, a table and chairs or stools but the poorest had only some rags to lie on and “a tea chest to put their clothes in, and to sit on upon.” (Thompson 289) Undoubtedly, these unbelievable conditions could lead to nothing else but the appearance and spread of disease. 


During the Industrial Revolution the non-existing sanitary conditions and overcrowding led to the spread of new disease, mostly fatal. In place where houses were so close to each other that you almost stepped to other’s room, where was no ventilation and dwellings were cramped with people, where animal and vegetable refusal decayed, where was filth and damp (Del Col, “Chadwick‘s Report on Sanitary Conditions“, Victorian Web) appeared the most lethal and redoubtable disease, by Victorians called ‘filth disease’, typhoid. (Wohl, “Sanitation and Disease in Rich and Poor“, Victorian Web) The attack of typhoid, cholera and other disease was frequent and in slums the part of everyday life. “The annual loss of life from filth and bad ventilation are greater than the loss from death or wounds in any wars in which the country has been engaged in modern times.” (Del Col, “Chadwick’s Report on Sanitary Conditions”, Victorian Web) Even though many doctors and physicians examined the health conditions of the working class and reported them in reports, the improvement of sanitary conditions was dated only to the end of 18th century. The streets were paved, sewers and drainage system build and slums cleaned. (Thompson 320) Despite the improvements occurred in later years the outbreak of disease did not resulted only from the slum-like housing and non existing sanitation it was also the consequence of an unsatisfactory diet of the British working class.

Between years 1790 and 1840 demands for products were higher and increasing faster than the population. (Thompson 314) The scholarships suggested “that population growth, increased income inequality, higher earnings and more earnings opportunities for women and children, and changed tastes affecting household production and consumption decisions caused the growing demand.” (Horrell 561) Indeed, demand for goods was higher but this demand consisted mainly of food than of manufacturing products. (Horrell 561) The expenses for food took up to three-quarters of the working family’s income (Horrell 572) and still a number of families spent more money than was their actual income. (Horrell 567) The reason was explicit. Women could no longer prepare most of their food at home and instead were taught how to spend money and forced to buy all their food. (Horrell 583) In most cases the diet of the working families was poor, “uncertain in supply, primitive in content, and unhealthy in effect.” (Wohl, “What the Poor Ate”, Victorian Web)

The diet of the British working class consisted mainly of cereals, meat, potatoes, sugar, beer, tea (Thompson 314), butter and some bacon for those with higher income. (Wohl, “What the Poor Ate”, Victorian Web) However with the higher income inequality and other expenses many families transferred mainly on a potato diet. (Thompson 314) “The use of the potato ... did in fact, enable the workers to survive on the lowest possible wage. It may be that in this way the potato prolonged and encouraged, for another hundred years, the impoverishment and degradation of the English masses.” (Thompson 315) Even though the potato diet enabled workers to survive, still, they were in search for better and more nutritious food. This search for better diet abused sellers and contaminated the food with other substances to sell and earn more money.

During the 19th century the sellers commonly added foreign substances, chemicals and even animal and human excrement to adulterate the food ate by the British working class. (Wohl, “Adulteration and Contamination of Food in Victorian England”, Victorian Web)

The list of poisonous additives reads like the stock list of some mad and malevolent chemist: strychnine, cocculus inculus (both are hallucinogens) and copperas in rum and beer; sulphate of copper in pickles, bottled fruit, wine, and preserves; lead chromate in mustard and snuff; sulphate of iron in tea and beer; ferric ferrocynanide, lime sulphate, and turmeric in Chinese tea; copper carbonate, lead sulphate, bisulphate of mercury, and Venetian lead in sugar confectionery and chocolate; lead in wine and cider; all were extensively used and were accumulative in effect, resulting, over a long period, in chronic gastritis, and, indeed, often fatal food poisoning. Red lead gave Gloucester cheese its ‘healthy’ red hue, flour and arrowroot a rich thickness to cream, and tea leaves were ‘dried, dyed, and recycled again.’ [...] following in samples of ice cream: cocci, bacilli, torulae, cotton fiber, lice, bed bugs, bug’s legs, fleas, straw, human hair, and cat and dog hair. Such contaminated ice cream caused diphtheria, scarlet fever, diarrhoea, and enteric fever. (Wohl, “Adulteration and Contamination of Food in Victorian England”, Victorian Web) 

Moreover some people were not willing to give up eating meat and ate pairings of tripe, prematurely born calves or diseased sheep. Nevertheless it was not until the end of the 19th century that the worker’s diet improved significantly. “Between 1877 and 1889 the cost of the average national weekly food basket of butter, bread, tea, milk and meat fell by some 30 per cent, and it was in this period that the first really appreciable nutritional improvement. (Wohl, “What the Poor Ate”, Victorian Web) In addition to digestive and other medical problems caused by the insufficient, or better say poisonous diet, before the improvement, those problems were reflected in lower heights and, of course, in statistics on the death-rate of the British working class.

The most distinctly were the conditions of the working class reflected in the death-rate statistics. And in addition, the conditions were also reflected in the heights of the workers. It was approved that the bad diet, the great intensity of work and illness were demonstrated in the lowering of an average height of the workers. (Nicholas & Steckel 940) The statistics showed that the urban workers were in 1802 more than 1.25 inches shorter than people born in 1780. This evidence indicated that the British working class experienced the fall in living standard during the Industrial Revolution. (Nicholas & Steckel 949) Besides a fall in the average height, the workers in urban areas died earlier. According to the Report of Registrar was the annual death-rate a bit less than 2 ½ per cent, that meant one death in forty-five people. And surprisingly the death-rate decreased, few years later it was one death in forty-six people. However, these numbers were quite different in industrialize towns. According to Manchester Guardian published July 31st, 1844 the tables of mortality were “in Manchester, including Charlton and Salford, one in 32.72; and excluding Charlton and Salford, one in 50.75.” This increased mortality concerned mainly the working class and the average death-rate presented in reports was improved by the lower mortality of the upper and middle classes. It was approved that only about 10 per cent of the workers enjoyed complete health. (Thompson 324) So even though the statistics stated the improvement in the death-rate it was not actually accurate because it did not state the mortality of the working class but it was balanced by the increased mortality of the middle and upper classes. This average did not show the true condition of the workers. Nevertheless hand the workers did not attempt to increase their health conditions anyhow.

In addition to unsatisfactory living conditions and hard factory work the workers themselves did contributed to earlier death by their heavy drinking and inappropriate entertainment. On Fridays, it was usually a pay day, an observer could see a common picture of the workers going from one alehouse to another and getting terribly drunk and then lying in the streets and nearby gutters. This view repeated also the next day but was not so noisy because most of money was already wasted. This drinking activity concerned the whole working class: you could see both men and women of almost all ages. (Engels 82) Apart from drinking the workers entertained by watching animal fights, like dog-fighting and cock-fighting, and pugilism. (Thompson 404) Clearly, all these leisure activities did not prevent from worsening of the workers’ health and certainly did not improve their standard of living.

We may sum up by saying that the living standard of the British working class was inappropriately low and caused great problems in health of the population. Even though the statistics suggested that both the standard and the average age were increasing; these statistics were inaccurate and balanced by the conditions of high and middle classes. 

Certainly, there is no doubt about the importance of the Industrial Revolution. However we should not omit its dark side concerning the British working class. Apart from worsening of the working conditions, lowering in the standard of living and reduction in the family life (Pampel 26) it widened the significant gap between rich and poor as was noticeable from the statistics on the death-rate and the standard of living. (Wellhofer 977) The British working class experienced much inconvenience that undoubtedly helped to form a modern society as we know today. However the awful conditions went unnoticed for quite a long time but gradually appeared people who raised their critical voices towards the practices of manufactures and the poor factory and living conditions of the British working class.
Contemporary Responses

Although the conditions of the British working class went unnoticed for some years and were hidden from the sights of higher classes, finally people started to perceive their surrounding and did something to improve the state of the working class. At least they started to debate on the topic of the worker’s hardship and give reports on their conditions to the press. Yet firstly we could find the criticism from the mouths of workers. 
The workers tried to overcome their hardship for years but they became so stressed and annoyed that they did not hesitate to criticize their conditions. They even compared their conditions to the American slaves saying “it would be better for us to be slaves at once than to work under such a system.” (Thompson 223)

The negro slave in the West Indies, if he works under a scorching sun, has probably a little breeze of air sometimes to fan him: he has a space of ground, and time allowed to cultivate it. The English spinner slave has no enjoyment of the open atmosphere and breezes of heaven. Locked up in factories eight stories high, he has no relaxation till the ponderous engine stops, and then he goes home to get refresh for the next day; no time for sweet association with his family; they are all alike fatigued and exhausted. (Thompson 201)

And their depression continued in laments, strikes and marches. Workers sung their song of tyranny to highlight their troubles. 

[...]

Chorus – You tyrants of England, your race may soon be run,

     You may be brought unto account for what you’ve sorely done.


You pull down our wages, shamefully to tell;


You go into the markets, and say you cannot sell;


And when that do we ask you when these bad times will mend,


You quickly give an answer, “When the wars are at an end.” (Thompson 299)


Gradually also public raised its voice and propagated the end to the freedom of murder, exploitation, long working hours and destruction of human life. (Thompson 298) Some saw factories as a destruction of family life, as places of immorality, foul language and manners. (Thompson 413) Therefore in the connection to the critique and responses we should not omit names like Robert Owen, Frederick Engels and many novelists and writers who criticised the contemporary society in their novels like Thomas Carlyle, Charles Kingsley, Benjamin Disraeli, Elizabeth Gaskell and, last but not least, Charles Dickens. This period of the Industrial Revolution helped to create a new literary genre, so called industrial novel.


The genre of the industrial novel dealt with current social problems in the Great Britain. Its main characteristic was the immediacy with which it attempted to seek an adjustment to the conditions of modern civilization. ( Johnson E. D. H., “The Alien Vision of Victorian Poetry”, Victorian Web) These novels discussed and examined the conditions of Britain, had the social purpose and gave a report and maybe helped to improve them by presenting knowledge of those conditions. Many novelists of the period chose the topics with social significance like Thomas Carlyle, Charles Kingsley, Benjamin Disraeli, Elizabeth Gaskell and, of course, Charles Dickens who will be discussed later. 


Thomas Carlyle was a historian, critic and sociological writer of Scottish origin. Carlyle’s literary work was broad and concerned various genres. As a historian he wrote a great work on the history of the French revolution, its first volume was published in1835. As a critic he wrote commentaries on science, economy and religion. His first work, “Sartor Resartus”, was a general commentary on life and was published in Fraser's Magazine between November 1833 and August 1834. Surprisingly, he was indifferent to the phenomenon of the period: the rise of science, and therefore he wrote insultingly on Darwin’s theories. Indeed, his philosophy was hard to define because it lacked a coherent body. And finally, “in literature Carlyle moved more and more away from democratic ideas. Chartism, On Heroes, Past and Present, and Cromwell all developed his thesis that the people need a strong and ruthless ruler and should obey him. Latter-day Pamphlets, which includes “Hudson’s Statue”, poured out all his contempt on the philanthropic and humanitarian tendencies of the day.” (“Thomas Carlyle: Biography”, Victorian Web) Additionally, in his literary work Past and Present he represented his social ideas and opinions.


“Past and Present calls on all elements of society to seek reform but specifically envisions the leaders of the reform movement as the industrial middle class transformed into captains of industry.” In this literary piece Carlyle spoke on various topics to depict the contemporary situation from all perspectives. He tried to give a voice to the British working class; he spoke on economy and says that “Money has destroyed the moral sense.” And concludes that “masses of mankind turned into egoists who cut [themselves] with triumphant completeness forever loose from [their employees], by paying down certain shillings and pounds.” He also debated on the workers freedom of choice and action saying that he has a “liberty to die by starvation”. The interesting element of the work is the insight into the past. In this part Carlyle introduced the twelfth-century monk Samson, whose monastery fell into decay and lost its ideals, just like the contemporary social situation in Britain. On the story about the heroic monk Carlyle showed here that the reform and transformation of the British society was possible, because Samson succeeded in this task. 

Carlyle represents through Samson his own feelings of belatedness, his anxiety that he can achieve nothing. Samson can at least build churches; Carlyle can only write books. [...] Furthermore, he is uncertain about his power to shape the future. On the one hand, he imagines that, by becoming “an actual instead of a virtual Priesthood,” men of letters can play a role in the recovery of belief; on the other hand, the future he imagines is one in which one must give up writing and begin to act. 

Indeed, Past and Present was the most effectual work of social criticism because it depicted the society from various perspectives. (Vanden Bossche, “Past and Present: Epic as Action”, Victorian Web) We may sum up that Thomas Carlyle was many-sided genius who “touched and ennobled the national life at all points”. (“Thomas Carlyle: Biography”, Victorian Web) 


Another novelist and propagator of the social criticism was Charles Kingsley, a novelist and poet, Church of England parson and Christian Socialist. (“Charles Kingsley: A Biography”, Victorian Web) In Charles Kingsley’s historical novels, philosophical novels, theological novels and poetry he expressed his indignation on conditions of the British working class. “I remember it only as it struck me long ago — as a generous protest against the brutal indifference, literary and political, which left the London artisan so long to toil and suffer and sicken, to run into debt, to drink and fight and pine and die, in the darkness.” (McCarthy, “The Reverend Charles Kingsley”, Victorian Web) He started his “career” as a guardian of the working men by publishing his response to the workers agitation “Workmen of England” in 1848. In this article and also in latter ones he used a pseudonym “Parson Lot”. Therefore the most social criticism is to be found in Kingsley’s novels Hypatia and The Water-Babies. The narrative in Hypatia was set in the fifth-century Alexandria in order to assault the society of the nineteenth century from distance. In this novel Kingsley raised up the topics of health and sanitation on the example of a cholera epidemic. And additionally he developed these topics and added some more in the novel The Water-Babies where apart from sanitation and health problems he also attacked the working conditions of the British working class, problems of education and water pollution. (“Charles Kingsley: A Biography”, Victorian Web) Doubtless, Charles Kingsley was the parson of the poor workers and fought for their better conditions and attacked the injustice and indifference of the government and manufactures. Notwithstanding, Benjamin Disraeli was the member of the British government we can add him to the guardians of the British working class, too.


Benjamin Disraeli was a creator of a new literary genre, the political novel (Bloomfield 20), and a twofold prime minister (Bloy, “Benjamin Disraeli (1804-1881)”, Victorian Web) of the Jewish origin. (Bloomfield 30) Overall, Disraeli discussed current social and political problems in his novel and published his most controversial opinions on the government under the pseudonym “Runnymead” in The Times. (Bloy, “Benjamin Disraeli (1804-1881)”, Victorian Web) In his literary works he introduced politicians and other well-known people who were sometimes disguised and sometimes under their real names. (Bloomfield 23) In hi novels he usually wrote about people from high circles of the society because it was “compatible with his romantic feeling for the English aristocracy” (Bloomfield 21) like for example in his novels The Young Duke and Vivian Grey. Although apart from aristocracy Disraeli gave us the earliest notions of children from broken homes and families. (Bloomfield 21) His resentment at social injustice was intensely felt in his works. One of the first novels of that kind “presented the Rich with an authentic and devastating picture of the life led by the Poor – starving weavers, iron-workers sunk in squalor, harassed peasants breaking up the new-fangled machinery which they blamed for their misfortunes.” (Bloomfield 26) Furthermore, in Coningsby Disraeli presented a factory owner however the background and the life of British working class were barely outlined. This lack of details from the industrial background was rectified in the next important work Sybil: Or the Two Nations where the “nations” represents the Rich and the Poor, the two groups reciprocally indifferent to the fate and life of the other. (Bloomfield 25, 26) The characteristic features of Disraeli’s writings were the autobiographical features and also his opinions and speeches he gave in the British parliament. Certainly, Disraeli was a significant figure of the nineteenth-century Britain and combined the politician and a humanist with high feeling for social injustice. And the social injustice was also the main topic for the woman writer, Elizabeth Gaskell.

The works of Elizabeth Gaskell combined the approach of a historian and a social critic therefore we can refer to her as a social historian. Her career as a social novelist started by publishing Mary Barton: A Tale of Manchester Life in which she depicted the British industrial background and the relationship worker-master with a sense of realism and with an “accuracy in social observation.” Indeed, Mary Barton was comparable to works of Frederick Engels. (“Elizabeth Gaskell: Biography”, Victorian Web) Although Gaskell was well aware that there was “little understanding, or desire to understand, the needs of the working class.” (Geroux, “Upper-Class Ignorance of Worker's Conditions — The Evidence of The Illustrated London News”, Victorian Web) Therefore the novel attempted to raise the social consciousness but it was not received positively by the public because of Gaskell’s open sympathy with the British working class. (“Elizabeth Gaskell: Biography”, Victorian Web) Gaskell was convinced that all people were equal and she fought against the class prejudice and rigid class system. She expressed these opinions in the novel North and South where one of the characters says that all men were created equal. She attempted to portray the workers as human beings not as hands how they were often referred to. (Wells, “The Governess and Class Prejudice”, Victorian Web) North and South described the relationship between master and worker. This relationship was characteristic of the reluctance to communicate on both sides. 

            Because each side is ignorant of the motives and opinions of the other, their hatred and bitterness grow to a pitch. [...] This lack of communication resulted into heightened anger until a workmen's strike could release it. The futility of the strike only embitters the master and especially the workmen more. (Chang, “North and South and Contemporary Attitudes toward Masters and Workers”, Victorian Web)
Therefore Gaskell provided us with the character of a manufacturer Thorton who was the

workmen’s friend, listened to their ideas and opinions and “sacrificed his own prosperity for the good of his workmen.” (Geroux, “Upper-Class Ignorance of Worker's Conditions — The Evidence of The Illustrated London News”, Victorian Web) A year after the publishing North and South appeared two articles in Illustrated London News that affirmed Gaskell’s accuracy in the description of the relationship worker-master and supported the idea that communication would solve and heal the worker-master relationship. (Chang, “North and South and Contemporary Attitudes toward Masters and Workers”, Victorian Web) Assuredly, Elizabeth Gaskell was a leading figure in social criticism; during years 1858 and 1859 she even wrote several letters to Charles Dickens who is concerned to be the greatest novelist of the Victorian England. However we will deal with Charles Dickens later in a separate chapter.


The social criticism in fiction formed a great deal of contemporary responses to the conditions of the British working class from projecting current problems in history such as in Carlyle and Kingsley, through Disraeli’s political and social novels, up to Gaskell’s raw observational ability and open sympathy with workers. All these described the living conditions and indifference of the government as it was more or less disguised in the story. Apart from responses in fiction appeared non-fictional responses from for example Robert Owen and Frederick Engels.

PART II

Robert Owen: A New View of Society and Utopian Thoughts

Robert Owen was born in 1771 in Newtown, a small town in the centre of Wales. This place was hardly touched by the Industrial Revolution; the only new feature was Methodism that became moral and intellectual influence on Wales. At the age of seven Owen was anxious to learn and therefore he self studied. “All he learnt he learnt for himself and became a part of his own thought. This was to be a source both of strength and weakness in later life.” (Morton 20) When he was ten he left home for London and Stamford where he changed several occupations and read a lot meantime. (Morton 20-21) Finally in 1785 he settled in Manchester, the centre of the Industrial Revolution where people talked about cotton trade and profits from them. Therefore Owen borrowed an amount of only £100 and started a business with three workers. (Morton 21) However he finished this business and became the manager at Mr. Drinkwater’s factory, a large spinning mill where they employed 500 people. After few years and rising disagreement he left Drinkwater and become a partner in a new company. In 1797 he went on a business travel to Glasgow and there he met Anne Caroline Dale. Anne’s father was David Dale, an owner of a spinning mill at New Lanark that Owen bought after a proposal of marriage. Consequently Owen moved to New Lanark to Scotland in 1800; this step started his new life and made him famous for the ideas that he introduced and put in practice at New Lanark. (Morton 22)


Owen went to New Lanark with formed and well thought of ideas about the influence of the environment and its impact on a man. Besides he was so disappointed by the working conditions of some thousand employees at New Lanark mills that he even found it necessary to change this state of things. (Morton 23) Although he discussed his ideas and principles in various writings, New Lanark was just the place where he could put them into practice. His idea of change was based upon two statements “Man’s character is made for and not by him,” and “Any character from the worst to the best, from the most ignorant to the most enlighten, may be given to any community, even to the world at large, by applying certain means, and under the control, or easily made so, of those who posses the government of nations.” (Morton 23-24) These statements stood in a contrary to the thinking of the time and the society. The public thought that the working class was “idle, vicious, intemperate and ignorant” and so “their poverty was therefore a just consequence of their sins and a part of the divine order of the world.” However Owen was convinced that the workers were “idle, vicious, intemperate and ignorant” just because they were poor and did not get any chance of better living and education that would certainly transform their mind and make good people of them. He believes that 

            the present arrangement of society is the most anti-social, impolitic, and irrational that can be devised; that under its influence all the superior and valuable qualities of human nature are repressed from infancy, and that the most unnatural means are used to bring out the most injurious propensities. (Thompson 804) 

And the experience at New Lanark proved that Owen was right in his presumptions. (Morton 24)


Owen’s formed plan of changes was successful from the beginning and within ten years he created and guided his utopian experiment in New Lanark. He created what he refers to as “a new view of society,” and also “a new moral world” which was ruled by the principles of “community and cooperation.” (Marcus 18) He changed the working and the living conditions of the workers and therefore gained their trust. He shortened the working hours and improved working conditions, enlarged houses, improved sanitation, provided good quality goods and food and mainly improved educational and cultural facilities. However money were kept at the average of the wages anywhere else, regardless of what was often thought. Yet still Owen and New Lanark became well known all over the country and people were coming to see a model community every year. (Morton 25) However the greatest benefit was enjoyed by the most exploited of the working class, children. (Morton 26)


Owen was a very keen defender of the rights and better conditions of working children. He “thought a good deal about children, liked to see them happy, and really was outraged at their callous exploitation.” (Thompson 781) Therefore Owen found both pauper apprentices and other working children in the surroundings of New Lanark and started to better their conditions as soon as possible (Morton 27-28) because their happiness was his first concern. Firstly he moved all children under ten years old out of factory and shortened the working hours for the rest. He also set educational facilities to educate them because he believed that “the characters of children could be much more easily formed than those of adults.” And moreover he thought that “without a happy childhood they would not grow up to be rational, properly balanced man and women.” (Morton 29) The part of education was also physical exercise, playing, dancing and singing and no abusing or cramming with facts under the fear from beating. (Morton 30) His keenness for the children happiness resulted in his public campaign for reducing and regulating of working hours for children and youth in factories in 1815. (Morton 31) However this campaign spread over several years and the results were so unsatisfactory that Owen had to turn his awareness somewhere else. (Morton 32)


1813 and 1814 were years when Owen published his first important book A New View of Society sometimes also known as Essays on the Principles of the Formation of the Human Character, and the Application of the Principles to Practice. In these essays he elaborated further his theories on the influence of environment on the individual, the importance of education and human treatment of workers. The collection of four essays starts with dedications; Owen dedicates A New View of Society among others to Wilberforce, the Prince Regent (Morton 34) and to the British public. By the British public he means friends and countrymen to whom he writes the most appealing dedication and appeal for a better treatment of their employees. He even states that manufactures treated machinery better than their workers and ask them to “due care as to the state of your inanimate machines can produce such beneficial results, what may not be expected if you devote equal attention to your vital machines, which are far more wonderfully constructed.” (Owen 3) He also adds that “at least equal advantages would arise from the application of similar care and attention to the living instruments.” (Owen 4) Furthermore he reminds them of his success at New Lanark and appeal to try his principles in practice. He divides the book in four essays that deals with “a new society”.


The main topic of “First Essay” is to prove that “well-being” of the country and of society is of a “vital importance”. Yet the existing conditions are not happy and characters of people are “formed without proper guidance” and under circumstances that lead to extreme misery and poverty. (Owen 7) And above all Owen already came up with a principle that can avoid the social injustice. The principle was well-known at the time and Owen used it in his pamphlets and letters however when writing A New View of Society he is convinced to be right. The principle is, that “Any general character, from the best to the worst, from the most ignorant to the most enlightened, may be given to any community, even to the world at large, by the application of proper means, which means are to a great extent at the command and under the control of those who have influence in the affairs of men.” (Owen 8) He suggests that if people lived in happiness and the happiness was not withheld from them, this would avoid crimes and degradation. (Owen 9) Therefore he appeals the world to receive “principles which are alone calculated to build up a system of happiness, and to destroy those irritable feelings which have so long afflicted society solely because society has hitherto been ignorant of the true means by which the most useful and valuable character may be formed.” (Owen 10-11) Owen certainly intends to persuade his readers that his principles of environmental influence and provision of happiness is to the benefit of the whole society. Therefore he develops these principles in “Second Essay”.


However “Second Essay” does not provide only enlargement of principles from “First Essay” it also provides partial introduction into practice. Owen also suggests benefits that may be derived from introduction of those principles into practice and even describes the way how to adopt them. (Owen 12) The most important benefits are that “they will create the most cogent reasons to induce each man ‘to have charity for all men’.” (Owen 12-13) The easiest way how to reach this advantage is to teach and educate children because they learn similar conduct to their parents and instructors and moreover may be “formed collectively to have human character”. Secondly the adoption of those principles would create friendly and human feeling towards other people. (Owen 13) To reach these benefits introduces Owen possible way of adopting them into practice and actually describes his experience at New Lanark. He holds forth on how to abolish evil behaviour and habits and consequently heighten friendly and humane feelings of the workers. Then he concludes that that same system as at New Lanark should be adopted for the whole country due to undoubtedly excellent results.


In the next Essay Owen proposes to give plans for bettering the conditions at New Lanark and consequent introducing of those plans and improvements throughout the country. So the next step was to teach workers 

            the most valuable domestic and social habits: such as the most economical method of preparing food; how to arrange their dwellings with neatness, and to keep them always clean and in order; but, what was of infinitely more importance, they had not been instructed how to train their children to form them into valuable members of the community, or to know that principles existed, which, when properly applied to practice from infancy, would ensure from man to man, without chance of failure, a just, open, sincere, and benevolent conduct. (Owen 24)

Therefore Owen introduced various training to teach workers the goals mentioned above. He even introduced the Sabbath as the free day of general joy and happiness and suggested leisure activities for the remaining days of the week according to seasons. Saying that those principles are of no good in theory but in practice Owen proposes the introduction and adoption of them into practice all over the country to “the mass of mankind”. (Owen 29) He shows the importance of the Church, proper education for children and training for adults in order to disperse “the thick darkness in which the human mind has been and is still enveloped”. (Owen 40) Therefore he continues to give a manual of improving the conditions and adopting his principles into practice for the whole country and propose his manual to the government; and that is the main topic of the “Fourth Essay”.


Owen is well aware of the power the government has; and applies to the ability of that power to introduce his principles into practice. In the “Fourth Essay” Owen encourages the government to adopt his principles that will help to prevent crime. The argument is that is better to prevent crime than to punish it. (Owen 40) Therefore Owen encourages the government to abolish the evil, like ale houses; and support good, justice and welfare instead. Moreover he is attacking the government with their mission to serve the people of the country and to ensure welfare and happiness. And this is actually also his mission because he is the writer who feels like “a physician who feels the deepest interest in the welfare of his patient” (Owen 60) and this is the aim of his writing A New View of Society.


Owen’s A New View of Society proves that his principles lead to the welfare of the country. He bases his theory on the experiment at New Lanark which was to be a great success. Therefore he encourages the public and the government to adopt his principles and mainly to put them into practice. However the collection of essays “attracted considerable attention and increased Owen’s reputation, it had not alarmed the ruling class”. (Morton 34) This indifference from the ruling class embittered Owen so much that he decided to leave England for America. 


So in 1824 he travels to America (Morton 40) in order to bring his theories and put them into practice there. Consequently he set up a community New Harmony that unfortunately did not succeeded and ended. (Morton 41) This failure might be the result from Owen oversimplification of his principles on the influence of environment. (Morton 42) However it was discovered later that his ideas were too naively utopian in its spirit. (Thompson 803) But mainly it was his one-sidedness that caused the failure of his ideas because it was Owen who changed the environment and all conditions at New Lanark instead of workers themselves. Indeed the success would guarantee the common effort and struggle of the working class to change their environment. (Morton 24) That is why Owen’s efforts were doomed to failure and considered as utopian. Although there can be no doubt about his success at New Lanark and importance of his attempts to improve society and social problems of the time.

Frederick Engels: The Condition of the Working Class in England and a Foreign Visitor to England

Frederick Engels was born in 1820 in the Rhineland of Barmen in Germany. He was born as the eldest son of a successful textile manufacturer, who “was himself the son and grandson of mill-owners.” (Marcus 67) Engels intended to go to the university to study law but his father did not support him in this decision. Therefore young Engels abandoned his intention of going to the university and “inclined to adopt as his external career a business life” to satisfy his father. However he dedicated his “internal and real career” to literature and poetry with a disapproval of his father. (Marcus 70) Indeed, his relationship with his father was a difficult one because Engels was not a typical son of manufacturer. Even though he was the eldest son of the textile manufacturer and had his future life and career thus determined. Engels’s father expected him to join in the family business and used his paternal authority to force Engels to study commerce. (Marcus 69) However contrary the father and the son were (Marcus 70) the father behaved to his eldest son with generosity and punition; “his concern over the hygiene of his son’s spiritual state had authorized him, as he himself confessed, to expose the young boy to ‘severe punishment’; it also gave him an alibi for snooping among his son’s belongings.” (Marcus 71) And because it was not usual for manufacturer’s sons to go to university, the Engels senior used his authority to compel Engels to do commerce instead of law. Therefore Engels stayed in father’s company for the next year and in August 1838 he was sent to Bremen to improve his business training (Marcus 74) at a father’s business friend, Consul Heinrich Leupold. (Marcus 75) This was, of course, the initiative of his father. (Marcus 74) His practice in Bremen prepared him for his Manchester experience. (Marcus 76) Clearly, not only was not Engels a typical son of a manufacturer he even did not behave and did not want to be one. 


He was extraordinary even though he was under the influence of the industrial culture from his infancy. As it was Barmen that had been undergoing its own Industrial Revolution since the sixteenth century and became the textile centre: the German Manchester. (Marcus 67-68) However Frederick was charitable already in his early age and even gave his little earnings and savings to the poor. And this little charitable and kind child grew up in the adult “working without complain to support another man, his family and his work” in the concern of the oppressed. (Marcus 68) When he was nineteen years old he was influenced by Karl Gutzkow, an editor and a writer and also the figure of the literary-democratic movement, Young Germany; and by journalist Ludwig Börne who wrote political and literary critiques. Gutzkow and Börne published their critical writings in the Telegraph für Deutschland in which later appeared first essays by Engels. (Marcus 76) He published either anonymously or under a pseudonym Friedrich Oswald. However his first essays “Letters from the Wuppertal” were released anonymously in March and April 1839. There he described the Wuppertal, an industrial town, with all its ugliness and gave us the report on lives of the local working people in factories and in the street alehouses. (Marcus 77) And The Condition of the Working Class in England in 1844 will follow the same structure as “Letters from the Wuppertal”. (Marcus 80)


In spring 1841 Engels left Barmen and returned home to his family. His father intended to send him to Milan where young Engels would improve his business training however Frederick intended something totally different. He decided to join a military service for a year. Thus he got to Berlin where he could finally visit a longed-for university without knowledge of his father. (Marcus 80) So he listened to lectures of Hegel’s opponent Schelling, Hess and many other old and young philosophers of the period. (Marcus 81) The year of his military service was reaching its end and it was time to return home again. 


Yet he returned to Barmen only to pack his luggage and set for another journey, journey for Manchester. His father hoped that Frederick would finish his business training in the world centre of business and besides he had also his commercial aims there with a manufacturer and companion Peter Ermen. Another report stays that Engels senior sent his son to Manchester to get him from the influence of the philosophy, nevertheless Frederick travelled for Manchester that autumn. (Marcus 88) And indeed, young Frederick looked forward to being at the heart of the Industrial Revolution and moreover, Manchester was just the town to be in to observe the realities of industrialization. (Marcus 88-89) Nevertheless, he sent several articles for the German newspaper from London in between. (Marcus 89) During his two-year stay in Manchester he took part in Chartist and Owenite movements, also got “acquitanted with the agitations against the New Poor Law, the factory reform movement, the Anti-Corn Law League, the Trades Union question, and the issues involved in sanitary conditions.” In other words, he involved in various activities concerning the political life of then England and mainly in affairs concerning the British working class and their conditions. And it is The Condition of the Working Class in England in 1844 which summarizes his experience in Manchester. (Marcus 97)


Although in the preface to his The Condition of the Working Class in England in 1844 Engels admits that he intended to write only one chapter dealing with the workers in a social history survey of the Great Britain; after all he decided to write the whole work on the conditions of the English working class in order to present social misery and departure from humanism that could not be possibly expressed in a single chapter. He considers knowledge of proletarian conditions [...] absolutely necessary to be able to provide solid ground for socialist theories, on the one hand, and for judgments about their right to exist, on the other; and to put an end to all sentimental dreams and fancies pro and con.” And certainly the Great Britain is the right place for gathering this “knowledge” because there the Industrial Revolution progresses in its “classical form”. (Engels 12) He suggests that this work would help other countries that were waiting for their “classical form” of the industrialization; and therefore to avoid the social distress observed in England. (Engels 13) However he dedicated his work neither to the governments of these countries nor to the middle class; he dedicated it “to the working-classes of Great-Britain” to save them from selfishness of their ruling middle class. Indeed he feels proud that he can do the justice to the oppressed with which he could “spend many happy hours”. Besides from studying “various official and non-official documents” he wanted to come into a close contact with the workers not just “a mere abstract knowledge”. Therefore he says “I wanted to see you in your own homes, to observe you in your everyday life, to chat with you on your condition and grievances, to witness your struggles against the social and political power of your oppressors. I have done so: I forsook the company and the dinner-parties, the port-wine and champagne of the middle-classes, and devoted my leisure-hours almost exclusively to the intercourse with plain Working-Men”. (Engels 11) Assuredly Engels has certain observational ability and got to know the workers and Manchester so intimately as though he was an original inhabitant of the community and the town. Yet he managed to reach this state with the help of Mary Burns. Mary Burns was a factory girl with whom Engels he kept relationship as a husband and a wife until Mary’s death in 1863. (Marcus 43) However she was not just his first young love with whose death he felt that he buried his youth (Marcus 101); she was the one who accompanied him on his ways through Manchester and acquitanted him with workers. (Marcus 98-99) And thus Engels got the greatest opportunity to develop his observational skills and depict the conditions of the British working class the best he could.


In the Introduction of The Condition of the Working Class in England in 1844 Engels starts with a brief description of the Industrial Revolution and presents the important invention of the steam engine and consequently the introduction of machinery and factory system. Nevertheless he sees this period as a period of great changes mainly in the lives of the people, the working people. Engels idealised the old way of life and described the workmen “leading a righteous and peaceful life in all piety and prohibity”. (Engels 14) He actually presents the outbreak of the industrialization as the destruction of family life, values and leisure activities. Apart from the past he gave us the overview of the most important changes and inventions in various industries, progress of towns, building of river canals and railways and also brought up the topic of economic impact. He concludes an overview by the following paragraph and also states that it was the introduction of machinery which caused the born of the proletariat.
           Such, in brief, is the history of English industrial development in the past sixty years, a history which has no counterpart in the annals of humanity. Sixty, eighty years ago, England was a country like every other, with small towns, few and simple industries, and a thin but proportionally large agricultural population. Today it is a country like no other, with a capital of two and a half million inhabitants; with vast manufacturing cities; with an industry that supplies the world, and produces almost everything by means of the most complex machinery; with an industrious, intelligent, dense population, of which two-thirds are employed in trade and commerce, and composed of classes wholly different; forming, in fact, with other customs and other needs, a different nation from the England of those days. The industrial revolution is of the same importance for England as the political revolution for France, and the philosophical revolution for Germany; and the difference between England in 1760 and in 1844 is at least as great as that between France under the ancien régime and during the revolution of July. But the mightiest result of this industrial transformation is the English proletariat. (Engels 21) 

Moreover he does not hesitate to put English middle class through the harsh critique for their indifference toward the poverty of the proletariat and exhort them to take “a moral responsibility for this distress”. (Engels 23)


The next chapter bears the title “The Industrial Proletariat”. Here Engels gives us an overview of the proletariat as a whole before he will divide it into several groups according to occupation. He gives us the story of the raising proletariat from its born: from a worker at home to the labour force in the factory. He describes how manufacturers used machinery to centralize the labour under one roof and thus make a profit. These tendencies create towns which somewhere expand to the size of city from villages. Although the centralizing tendencies does not stop here. “Population becomes centralised just as capital does; and, very naturally, since the human being, the worker, is regarded in manufacture simply as a piece of capital for the use of which the manufacturer pays interest under the name of wages. A manufacturing establishment requires many workers employed together in a single building, living near each other and forming a village of themselves in the case of a good-sized factory.“ (Engels 24) This is background that is common for the proletariat: expansion of towns and factories which result in grow of the British working class.


The third chapter “The Great Towns” leads us into the core of towns and therefore to the closeness of workers and their living conditions. Marcus considers this chapter “the best and the most important section of The Condition of the Working Class”. (Marcus 145) Engels starts with a description of London and expresses his utter impression from finding two and a half millions of people on a spot. However he does not hide his indignation from the mutual indifference of the people and isolation of the individual in his private interest. (Engels 26) Unfortunately this ignorance is not only true for London but also for Manchester and other cities where people go to find work and maybe better living but what they get is misery, poverty and even death from starvation or injuries caused by machinery. Therefore Engels decides to examine the lives of the proletariat and speaks on dwelling, clothing and food. (Engels 27) Firstly he takes us to the dwellings or more likely to slums which are to be found in every great town. The dwelling for the proletariat was usually situated in the worst parts of the town from the sight of the rich. However we examined these conditions in the previous part of this thesis; let Engels to lead us to one particular slum of St. Giles in London to see terrible conditions firsthand. 

            It [St. Giles] is a disorderly collection of tall, three- or four-storied houses, with narrow, crooked, filthy streets, in which there is quite as much life as in the great thoroughfares of the town, except that, here, people of the working-class only are to be seen. [...] The houses are occupied from cellar to garret, filthy within and without, and their appearance is such that no human being could possibly wish to live in them. But all this is nothing in comparison with the dwellings in the narrow courts and alleys between the streets, entered by covered passages between the houses, in which the filth and tottering ruin surpass all description. [...] Here live the poorest of the poor, the worst paid workers with thieves and the victims of prostitution indiscriminately huddled together, the majority Irish, or of Irish extraction, and those who have not yet sunk in the whirlpool of moral ruin which surrounds them, sinking daily deeper, losing daily more and more of their power to resist the demoralising influence of want, filth, and evil surroundings. (Engels 27-28)

Engels does not only describe slums in London, he goes through great towns like Irish Dublin, Edinburgh, Leeds, Liverpool, Birmingham, Manchester, of course, and other towns. And all of them share the worst of the slums and omnipresent poverty and death that hang over them. After the dwellings, clothing and food follow. Both things became the aim for exploitation. Clothing did not last long and worker had to buy more fortnightly; this was used by shopkeepers. Therefore workers tried to mend the clothes or ended up wearing rags and going barefoot. (Engels 49) And the topic of food was discussed at length in the previous part of this thesis. Generally the chapter on “The Great Towns” leads us through the towns of the Britain where we can find workers living in terrible conditions. Engels depicts the life in slums so accurately that we can follow his ways through the slums ourselves. He provides us with details on the dwelling, the clothing and food not only from his own observations but also from reports and articles in press in order to highlight a social injustice and immorality of the middle class that pretends to be the only one and ignores the needs of the proletariat.


The next chapter is called “Competition” which also stood at the beginning of the Industrial Revolution when manufacturers were competing with each other for profit. However Engels raised the topic of competition among workers. (Engels 54) Engels sees competition as “the completest expression of the battle of all against all which rules in modern civil society. This battle, a battle for life, for existence, for everything, in case of need a battle of life and death, is fought not between the different classes of society only, but also between the individual members of these classes.” (Engels 55) As the proletariat could not live by its own; it was fully dependant on the middle class that “gained the monopoly of all means of existence”. (Engels 55) The proletariat had to either subordinate or die. Undoubtedly it was better to subordinate even if it meant the competition against another worker trapped in the poverty. Indeed, Engels considers the competition even worse and more demoralizing than poverty. (Marcus 203) The idea of competition is developed in the following chapter on “Irish Immigration”. As the Irish became the tough competitor to the English proletariat.


Thus we advance to the rest of Engels’s survey. In the chapter “Results” on the effect of the Industrial Revolution upon the British working class Engels examines the impact on “their physical, mental and moral status”. (Engels 65) He mentions health problems caused by bad dwelling, sanitation and food which resulted in general enfeeblement of the proletariat. (Engels 70) In addition, the proletariat was illiterate and without a hope of satisfactory education. Finally, add drunkenness and sexual indulgence and you have the moral decadence and break-up of family values and loose morals. All these were the terrible results of the Industrial Revolution but mainly of the behaviour or more likely indifference of the middle class towards the proletariat. The rest of the book describes single branches of industry with its specialities but this knowledge is not fundamental for the aim of this thesis therefore I will not come to analyze chapters on single branches of industry and proceed towards summarizing this masterpiece and Engels’s approach.


The Condition of the Working Class in England in 1844 is certainly one of the great works of social history. Although Engels was only 24 years old at the time of his visit to Manchester and encountering the British working class, he used all his personal experience and all the available sources in order to make his book accurate. Its importance is not only in the topic but without a doubt influenced society of the Great Britain and also of the societies of other countries. Engels did not hesitate to criticize the English middle class openly and attacked its ignorance towards the fate of workers who were actually making money for the mean middle class. He wanted to avoid this social injustice in other countries and therefore save the proletariat. And certainly his shocking observations and sharp tongue helped him to achieve his intentions. 
Charles Dickens: Hard Times and Social Criticism in Fiction

Charles Dickens was born on 7 February 1812 in Portsmouth, a busy seaport in the middle of southern England. (Wilson 7) When he was eight years old he and his family moved to London. In 1824 Dickens’s father was imprisoned for debt and consequently his mother and other siblings joined him in a prison but with the exception of young Charles who was set to work in the Warren’s blacking factory. (Cody, “Dickens: A Brief Biography”, Victorian Web) This was the most intense experience from his childhood; “he found himself an abandoned small boy, ill-logged, underfed, often aimlessly wandering the streets – ‘no advice, no counsel, no encouragement, no consolation, no support, from anyone that I can call to mind, so help me God’.” (Wilson 51) When finally the family finances were partly in order and his father was released from prison another shock was following: Dickens’s mother insisted that young Charles would stay in the factory. (Cody, “Dickens: A Brief Biography”, Victorian Web) This left Dickens with a feeling of being degraded even though he longed for education and felt to be entitled for it. (Johnson, “Dickens’ Professional Career”, Victorian Web) Although his father took him from the factory and let him to attend a day pupil school in London; this early experience influenced his further life and literary work so much that he rewrites it in novels such as Great Expectations and David Copperfield. (Cody, “Dickens: A Brief Biography”, Victorian Web) 


Another remnant from that period was his deep knowledge of London where he often wandered and sharpened his skill for observation. “An acquaintance said: ‘I thought I knew something of the town; but after a little talk with Dickens I found I knew nothing. He knew it all from Bow to Brentford.... He could imitate in a manner I never saw equalled the low population of the streets of London in all their varieties.’” (Johnson, “Dickens’ Professional Career”, Victorian Web) This skill for observation grew into deepening of his social consciousness that he expressed in various articles and letters for newspaper and magazines. The first magazine he wrote for was Master Humphrey’s Clock that appeared in 1840. He started examining of the conditions of the poverty and influenced by Carlyle and Gaskell wrote several critical manifests like “The Chimneys” and continued to examine the social injustice in his novels. (Johnson, “Dickens’ Professional Career”, Victorian Web)


Dickens was especially “sensitive to the changing spirit of the time, to which everything he wrote conformed”. (Fielding 111) He chose familiar scenes and people and placed them in the fiction and thus he highlighted the social problems of the nineteenth century England. (Fielding 116) Moreover the scenes and people were corresponding to his own life. He is certainly using his own experience in writing novels. Thus we can find autobiographical passages, family members and friends disguised in his stories and characters. (Fielding 122) Particularly he embodied some father’s features in characters of William Dorrit in novel Little Dorrit and Micawber in David Copperfield while features of his mother disguised in characters of Mrs. Nickleby in Nicholas Nickleby and Mrs. Micawber in David Copperfield. Nevertheless more revealing “is the theme of parental neglect prominent in virtually all of the novels. Most of their protagonists are orphans or half-orphans, harboured in the homes of surrogate parents.” Furthermore the felling of his first love, Mary Beadnell, survives in Dora Spenlow in David Copperfield. Dickens’s girl characters, like for example Little Nell in Little Dorrit and Rose Maylie in Oliver Twist, were inspired by his saintly younger sister Mary who died in Dickens’s arms. (Johnson, “Dickens’ Professional Career”, Victorian Web) Indeed Dickens used his personal experience and observations to make his novel vivid and familiar. One of these novels was certainly Hard Times where Dickens relieved his indignation from social injustice. (Hibbert 143)


Hard Times does not conceal or disguise any of the themes. Dickens quite openly criticizes things that strike and disgust him in the nineteenth century England. The novel invokes many contemporary problems. Dickens expresses his discontent with the atmosphere of the industrial town that made him feel “dreary when composing Hard Times”. (Hibbert 142) Next he raises the topic of the relationship between factory owners and his employees and additionally describes joy and troubles of both groups. And also gets to the topic of schooling and education that worried him. So firstly we will discuss the topic of setting Dickens chose for his novel.


Once Dickens went to Preston to get a notion of a northern industrial town; depressed by the melancholy of the place he decided to place on of his industrial novels to that setting. (Hibbert 19) Coketown, Dickens’s his fictional industrial town, is setting for Hard Times. Coketown, a typical red-brick industrial city of the north, penetrates the whole novel. It supports the gloomy mood and the monotonousness of life and work and Dickens describes it with all its ugliness. Indeed “the atmosphere of Hard Times is more or less pervasive of the Gothic fairy tale”. (Hibbert 19) As the town remains the same, the sameness and monotonousness hits the fates of its inhabitants.

It was a town of machinery and tall chimneys, out of which interminable serpents of smoke trailed themselves for ever and ever, and never got uncoiled. It had a black canal in it, and a river that ran purple with ill-smelling dye, and vast piles of building full of windows where there was a rattling and a trembling all day long, and where the piston of the steam-engine worked monotonously up and down, like the head of an elephant in a state of melancholy madness. It contained several large streets all very like one another, and many small streets still more like one another, inhabited by people equally like one another, who all went in and out at the same hours, with the same sound upon the same pavements, to do the same work, and to whom every day was the same as yesterday and tomorrow, and every year the counterpart of the last and the next. (Dickens 19)

In this melancholic atmosphere of Coketown we find its inhabitant. There are two totally alien groups: rich manufacturers and poor and miserable workers whose fate consequently meets. Dickens leads us firstly to the circles of the rich inhabitant of Coketown.


He introduces a family of retired manufacturer Thomas Grandgrind who bases education and upbringing of his children only on facts and rationality. This method of education destroys the life of his daughter Louisa who grows up without a skill to express her emotions and actually makes her unhappy and desperately seeking the way how to live. The character of Louisa certainly served Dickens to show his disagreement with a new educational method used in England. Since he disagreed to flood children with facts. (Hibbert 88) To oppose facts and rationality he introduces the character of Cissie Jupe, the young circus girl, who represents fancy and love in the novel and whose “naturally clear moral vision and loving imagination intervenes at the right moment to save Louisa”. (Wilson 238) Another character representing nobility is Josiah Bounderby.


Throughout the novel Josiah Bounderby addresses himself “I am Josiah Bounderby of Coketown”. Bounderby keeps describing himself as a “self-made man” and keeps repeating the story of a man who was born as poor child, refused by his mother and brought up by his grandmother who beat him and drunk all the time. After escaping from her he lived in the streets and starved but became rich and influential step by step. Besides he calls himself the “Bully of humility” (12) because he overcame all the poverty and despair of his youth and triumphed over his fate. This character is to demonstrate the possibility of changing one’s fate and become rich and also shows that it is possible to move from one level of the society to another. However reaching the end of the novel we find out that Bounderby is a liar. He was not refused by his mother neither brought up by cruel drunkard; his parents gave the last money to provide him sufficient education instead. This discovery actually destroys the possibility of social mobility. The only thing that remains is that one can work himself up by hard work but not without help of money. However the real villain of the novel is not selfish Bounderby but Grandgrind’s son Tom who uses a worker, Stephen Blackpool, as a scapegoat and blames him for the bank robbery. (Allingham, “Charles Dickens’s Hard Times for These Times as an Industrial Novel”, Victorian Web)

Stephen Blackpool is one of the Coketown Hands and monotonous living is nothing unusual for him. “Hands” is the expression for “workers” frequently used in the novel and degrades workers to the mechanical force. Moreover Hands are described as an inferior race or “creatures of the seashore, only hands and stomach”. (56) Josiah Bounderby considers them inferior too because he thinks that they are not capable to make themselves up like he managed. The impression of Hands as an inferior race is a common one and the public considers them critically. Hands are seen as low in spirit, body and thoughts. The view of drunkards, drug addicts and criminal elements that do not care for raising their spirituality by churchgoing is a widespread one.

It was very strange to walk through the streets on a Sunday morning, and note how few of them the barbarous jangling of bells hat was driving the sick and nervous mad, called away from their quarter, from their own close rooms, from the corners of their own streets, where they lounged listlessly, gazing at all the church and chapel going, as at a thing with which they had no matter of concern. […] Then came the Teetotal Society, who complained that these same people would get drunk, and showed in tabular statements that they did get drunk […] then came the chemist and druggist, with other tabular statements, showing that when didn’t get drunk, they took opium. Then came the experienced chaplain of the jail, with more tabular statements, outdoing all the previous tabular statements, and showing that the same people would resort to low haunts, hidden from the public eye, where they heard low singing and saw low dancing, and mayhap joined in it. (Dickens 20 – 21)

Indeed workers are considered as a unity: one is same as the other. This perfectly fits in the atmosphere of monotony and sameness in Coketown. However Dickens tries to show the individuality of workers and represent them as human beings. (Spector 369) Louisa is the first one from the nobility who realizes this individuality.


For the first time in her life Louisa had come into one of the dwelling of the Coketown hands; for the first time in her life she was face to face with anything like individuality in connection with them. ... She knew them in crowds passing to and from their nests, like ants or beetles. But she knew from her reading infinitely more of the ways of toiling insects than of these toiling men and women. (Dickens 120)

Therefore Dickens comes with the story of Stephen Blackpool to support this individuality. Stephen Blackpool not only serves as a scapegoat to Tom Grandgrind but also experiences love with Rachel, a factory woman. He would like to marry her but is already married to alcoholic woman so he wants to divorce but here Dickens highlight the task of money and social injustice. Because when Blackpool comes to Grandrind and asks him about a divorce, Grandgrind’s response is: “There is such a law. […] But it’s not for you at all. It costs money. It costs a mint of money.” (66 – 67) And at this point Dickens again proves that there is nothing like social mobility up in the hierarchy without help of money.


Dickens does not even try to camouflage the reality in the nineteenth century England and writes the novel with sharp accuracy. And indeed he is not afraid to raise up any topic that distress him and therefore reveal his outrage from social injustice. Though the novel is set in fictional Coketown it shows the life of workers thoroughly with all its hardness, unhappiness and despair. Hard Times provides a double view of the workers. One opinion is from the nobility that describes the workers as wretched things or seashore creatures, ignorant to their surrounding, irresponsible, lazy and low and mainly without any individual action. However we can also find Louisa Grandgrind and later also her father who is aware of the problems and sympathize with the hard life of the workers. The other impression is given by narrator’s description of Stephen Blackpool, an old worker in Coketown, who is described as an honest and hard working person with a hard fate. Indeed as George Elliot wrote in the Westminster Review “We have one great novelist who is gifted with the utmost power of rendering the external traits of our town population; and if he could give us their psychological character – their conception of life, and their emotions – with the same truth as their idiom and manners, his books would be the greatest contributions.” (Spector 365)

Conclusion


The period of the Industrial Revolution brought along lots of advantageous progress however it had its dark side. The industrialization created both benefit and disadvantage. The greatest disadvantage included mainly the social life of the society and created poverty and injustice that concerned the British working class. Workers had to survive inhumane working and living conditions. Work in factories was long, hard and monotonous and that monotony and hardship dehumanized workers and made inhuman machines out of them. Engels criticizes this process of dehumanization and says

            [In most branches of industry,] the activity of the worker is limited to some insignificant and purely mechanical [repetitive] manipulation, repeated minute after minute, remaining year in and year out the same. How much human feeling or capacities can a man of thirty expect to retain if since childhood he has spent twelve hours or more everyday making pin heads or filing cogwheels, and has in addition lived amid [all the other] circumstances of the English proletariat. (Spector 377-378)
The process of dehumanization became the subject to criticism. Owen, Engels and Dickens believed in the change of conditions that workers had to come through and thus attacked the indifference of the middle class and called for improvement of both working and living conditions.


Robert Owen believed that he could reverse the process of dehumanization and thus believed in the transformation of the character. In order to reach that change he improved working conditions at New Lanark and succeeded. As his experiment was a success he proposed his plan and asked the government for introduction of his principles into practice. He believed in the change of the character and his principles and was ready to convince the rest of the nation. Even though his ideas might be considered naive and finally did not fully succeed. The reason for this failure was that it was not enough to change the environment. As we already found out the workers had to participate in changing their environment by their own struggle and effort and therefore change themselves. Undoubtedly Owen was an important figure of the period and had a certain share on improving the working conditions. Engels also examined the problem of the British working class thoroughly and gave us the real image of the middle class indifference.

Engels had a great skill for observation and accuracy of his descriptions. To depict conditions the most accurately he not only read various documents and observed the town but also spoke to workmen and lived with them. Therefore he provided accurate reading but also added notes and maps to his writing and thus turned the town into a “geometrical figure” and managed to “face the labyrinth of the new industrial landscape and turned it into knowable pattern.” (Spector 376) Not only his words but also his maps proved that middle class had its own world and that the workers were outside this private world. Engels’s maps demonstrated that the middle class did not get in touch with the poor workers and therefore Engels’s maps of towns embodied the real image of the indifference and ignorance. Certainly Engels was more systematic in his writing when using various official documents but Dickens used his experience and emotions and presented the worker’s individuality.


Although the workers became dehumanized by the monotonous and hard work in Hard Times Dickens reveals that workers possess the individual character and are not all alike. Firstly he compares Coketown and its inhabitants saying that they are “equally like one another”. (Dickens 17) After description of workers as inhumane machines he introduced the chapter describing the strike. As Dickens was on a visit to Preston that became a model town for Coketown he observed the calm strike. Consequently he put this experience in contrast to the monotony and sameness of the town and workers. As workers’ calm and controlled behaviour proved that the true character of the individual is revealed in their action. Indeed Dickens was aware that all the individuals are not the same and one can be better or worse than the other. Therefore Dickens highlighted the individuality and human side of workers’ character. Indeed Owen, Engels and Dickens shared a high moral attitude and could not ignore the social injustice and terrible working and living conditions of the British workers.
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