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Abstrakt

Tato bakal&ska prace se zabyva rozdily mezi venkoveméstem viktorianské Anglie.
Uvadi a charakterizuje hodnoty, moralnich zasaggsioje, které byly typické pro toto
obdobi a odrazely se ve vSech sférach tehdejSilmtaziPrace je podloZzena analyzou
knihy Johna FowlesErancouzova milenka zkouma do jaké miry se odliSovaigbup
vesntani a obyvatel nist k jednotlivym hodnotdm. Prviést analyzujeitdni systém
v 19. stoleti a vzajemné vztahy jednotlivyéfdt zarové poskytuje historicka fakta o
jejich Zivotnich podminkach, na jejichz zalkdadkouma jak tyto rozdilné Zivotni
okolnosti ovlivnily chovani lidi a dodrzovani vikianskych morélnich zasad a
zvyklosti. Prace se dale zabyva vztahem imaiZen a jejich ulohami v ramci rodiny,
etiketou ped uzavenim manZzelstvi a s ni souvisejicim vztahem k dggutehdejsi
puritanské spotmosti. V za¥ru prace je také uvedeno, kam chodili lidé za zabaa

jak se oblékali, nebo v tomto se Zivot ve &5t a na venko¥ do zna&né miry lisil.



Abstract

This bachelor paper analyzes the distinctions batwihe urban and rural Victorian
England. It demarcates and characterizes valuesal panciples and attitudes that
were typical for that period and reflected in apacts of Victorians’ lives. The paper is
based on the novdlhe French Lieutenant’'s Womdny John Fowles and examines to
what extent the approach to particular values ditfein the countryside and in the
cities. The first part of the paper explores theeteenth-century class system and the
mutual relationships in it and presents historfeats about the living conditions in the
rural and urban areas. These facts are utilizeshéyze how one’s economical situation
influenced the observance of the recommended nporatiples and conventions. The
paper also focuses on the relationship betweenandrwomen, their roles in a family,
the courtship etiquette and the approach of theteemth-century puritan society to
sexuality. Further, it provides information on teatertainment and fashion of the

Victorians, as these things also varied in diffeggarts of the country.
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1. Introduction

This bachelor paper characterizes Victorian valogfe countryside and the cities
of the nineteenth-century England. The main purgese show how the social position
and place of residence influenced Victorians’ timgkand behaviour. By demarcating
of several values unique for that period, a framgwior study of the distinctions
between urban and rural sensibilities will be dsthbd.

The first chapter deals with the caste system ef Wictorian society, its basic
division and the living conditions of the peoplerfr different social spheres. This
characterization is significant to understand tbati@ast in lifestyle and perception of
the values between one class and another as wedtaeen one part of the country and
another part.

This analysis is based on John Fowles’s ndwa French Lieutenant’'s Woman
in which the author depicts the Victorian world thie 1860s and makes the reader
acquainted with interesting facts about the livamgpditions, fashion and entertainment,
as well as the typical roles of men and women herdouble standards in relation to
sex. The novel was written in 1969 and the red@hind the fiction is based on study
of nineteenth-century sources, which gives a hstbrcredibility to his piece. In the
novel the author comments on particular attitudeshaabits of the time and presents his
own, more modern point of view. In order to show #bsurdity of some of the moral
standards and patterns of behaviour, he creatdthi@acter of a woman who does not
follow them and whose thinking is different fromattof typical Victorian women.

Majority of the Victorian values originated in ndi; of the middle class, who
experienced an unprecedented prosperity and asil became the new ruling class in
the nineteenth-century England, but who still thkt their social status is lower than
that of the aristocracy. Therefore they startennitate the noble lifestyle and promoted
conventions and moral attitudes that they belieweste aristocratic ones, which
influenced all aspects of the Victorians’ lives lsuas the way they dressed or the
activities they performed, but it had impact esglgion their privacy and sexual life.
But as Fowles points out, “the prudish puritanitg iend to the Victorians, and rather
lazily apply to all classes of Victorian society,in fact a middle-class ethos” (Fowles
261). This implies that the other classes weresnatcrupulous about the morality.



The major part of the novel takes place in a srnwilin Lyme Regis but the
author follows his characters also to larger cite®ter and London and reveals the
distinction between the life in the countryside ambdan areas. He shows the bigotry
and hypocrisy of rural society in comparison to thaonymous metropolitan
environment, describes the real life of the peasamid servants and adverts to the
double lives of many Victorian gentlemen, particiylan relation to sex.

The following chapters deal with the morality arattprns of behaviour that were
indoctrinated to the Victorians and concentrateniyabn the position of men and
women, the Victorian cult of home as well as theaxual life. It focuses on the
divergence in precept and practice of the ruleghécountryside and the metropolitan
areas and comments them. The last chapter inquiteshe entertainment, activities
and fashion of the Victorians, because even these wot the subject of personal

choice, but of a recommended conventional behaviour



2. Social Classes

The Victorians lived in a society where the bouretabetween particular social
classes were clearly defined. It was divided i@e basic layers: the upper class, the
middle class and the lower class. The settingshefrtovelThe French Lieutenant’s
Womanin a small village Lyme Regis and partly in Londorade possible for the
author to depict all the social classes, both exabuntryside and in the cities. The novel
covers such topics as living conditions of peoplet concentrates mainly on the
differences between their morality, status andtifie. Because the living conditions of
both urban and rural people depended primarilyh@namount of money they earned,
this chapter deals with the social classes in gemveith little respect to their place of
residence. Aside from the living conditions, it iees on the mutual relationship of
people of different social positions.

First of all, the living conditions of the pooraihe working classes shall be
outlined. At the beginning of his novel Fowles s#lyat the prosperity in the ‘sixties
brought plenitude even to the labourers makingptesibility of revolution improbable
(18). But referring to the situation in 1865 in kissayPortrait of an AgeG. M. Young
mentions that, “in spite of a buoyant revenue anecard expansion of the export trade,
there was already a chill in the air” (121). Theital inhabitants of London in 1867,
whom Charles meets during his trip to London, welerks, shop-people, beggars,
street-sweepers, hucksters, urchins or prostittitesall of them, he knew, a hundred
pounds a year would have been a fortune” (Fowlds.28

Not only the economic situation, but also thenlgviand working conditions of
the poor were desperate. Workers in agriculturekearhard often in a bad weather,
most of the time being on a monotonous diet cangisiainly of bread and milk,
earning no more than what was necessary for thie Inegds; and factory workers,
including children, lived in poverty enduring th@mployers’ exploitation as well as
long working hours. According t¥ictorian London in the early 1840's there were
usually twelve-hours shifts, from 6 a.m. includisgaturdays. By 1867 they have
gradually shortened and workers could enjoy not dhkir weekends off, but also

holiday leave; however, it was unpaid (Picard 111).



The income was then the main criterion of socialtus and according to
statistics, the amount of approximately £90 a yems the boundary between the middle
and working class, however the wages of the latkemtioned were usually much lower.
According toRural Life in Victorian Englandan ordinary labourer in Dorset earned
approximately 11s a week (there were 20 sovereigtige £) (Mingay 88). And in early
1860’s London, a labourer, with a wife and childesarning an average wage, £1 10s
could after paying all the necessary expenses savaeore than 2s a week. “Not much
was left for contingencies and clothes” (Picard)100

In spite of the fact that the income in cities wagher, the rent was more
expensive and the wages there were considereddovel W. J. M. Prins in his study
Urban Growth and Housing Delivery Past and Presebtserves that most of the
labourers, dependent on the city centre for empémtmcould not even afford to
commute by carriage and had to live within walkdigtance from it. The poor started
to cluster in the centre seeking cheap accommadatiomumerous lodging houses, in
which sometimes three or four families lived iniagte room (59). Thus in particular
central areas slums were created. Prins claimsithdte nineteenth-century London
“the densely populated slums were considered hmggulaces of epidemic diseases and
crime” (60). The river Thames was highly pollutadttzat time and even the drinking
water often came from contaminated sources.

By contrast, rural areas, which were closer taumegtevoked the notion of

healthy and better life, reflecting in paintingsneény Victorian painters.

Those visions of the contended country labourer &igl brood made so
fashionable by George Morland and his kind (Bidkester was the arch criminal
by 1867) were as stupid and pernicious a sentifieatian, therefore a
suppression of reality, as that in our own Hollywddms of ‘real’ life. (Fowles
155)

Fowles criticizes this idealization that did nofleet the reality at all and provides the
true picture of that age. Millie, a maid servantMifs. Poulteney came from a farming
family, born as the fourth child of eleven childréwho lived with their parents in a
poverty too bitter to describe, her home a damameed, two-room cottage” (Fowles
155). The description of their life is very realistAs Mingay maintains, everything had

to be done practically in one room: “The preparatnd serving of meals, the airing of



clothes and the ironing of them, the washing ofdhédren, the mending and making”
(Mingay 219). The water had to be brought indoors i times of drought it had often
to be carried long distances, commented Mingayhenliving conditions of the poor
farm workers. As a consequence, the hygiene in satthges was insufficient. Mingay
further states that a slight improvement of sapistandard came with the influx of
middle-class residents into villages. They neededis) charwomen and washerwomen
and its effect was in encouraging the country wortodpe tidier (Mingay 218 — 219).

It was an unwritten rule that every better off flgnemployed servants to do all
the work in the house. The most influential soager of the Victorian period was the
middle class, consisting of white-collar workerd dmsinessmen. Membership in the
middle class was given primarily by the amount @in@y and the education, by means
of which these people could live a comfortable. lifthe middle classes also included
individuals who were not born rich but worked theiay up and performed clerical
jobs. In The French Lieutenant's Womahe characters of Sam Farrow and Mary,
former servants, represented the new dynamic pempikat time, who were able to
change their subordinate position in the society emtered the middle class as well. In
The Victorians A. N. Wilson, commenting on the development afdt, observes that
the new economic climate “gave the chance for teamast artisan to rise, through
energy or enterprise, through the ranks. The cglrader and cotton-master becomes
within two generations the baronet and the bigwifilson 60).

The Victorian age and industrialization providedany opportunities for
strenuous individuals. Typical products of the isialization were people then
referred to as new money bourgeosie Fowles introduces one such character: Mr.
Freeman, Ernestina’s father, a successful busimessvithout aristocratic origin, but
with a great deal of money on his account. Flandt&tes that since the income was no
longer obtained primarily from the land, the middlass professionals and merchants
“were now substantially wealthier than they hadreéaeen, and they imitated the style
of their social superiors in order to live up t@ithnew status” (xxviii). The Freeman
family led life typical for urbarbourgeosie They used to go on holidays, upholstered
their house with the most expensive furniture, Btina wore the latest fashions and
received the best education that a young richcgiald obtain those days and they also

had a newly built mansion in suburb.



Prins explains that in the 1860s there was adagelopment of suburbs in the
cities, because the middle-class population inanghsleft the centrally located areas
and settled in the suburbs, where they would be tablead a respectable life, separated
from the poor. The suburbs were associated witliferent style of life, similar to that
of aristocracy or the squires (61).

Comfortable middle-class houses were far away ftbm smell, smoke and
noise of traffic and industry. Flanders states thay consisted of several rooms, each
having a different function. In contrast to the Wiog classes, the middle class family
members were separated from each other: boys afsl hgid separate rooms, the
younger children were preferably isolated from oldees and even men and women
preferred not to perform their separate functionshe same room. Flanders provides
several examples of the most common rooms in aaypaiddle class house. There was
the dining room, the drawing room, the morning rodradrooms for the family, the
visitors and for the servants, the study, the lkitchand the bathroom. Different
functions of rooms were also associated with difierstatus. Rooms for the visitors
were of higher status than bedrooms for the famlyle those for servants were of the
lowest (xxv). Separate rooms and eventually sepagatrances for the servants were
present in most of the middle class houses.

Trying to approximate to the lifestyle of aristacy as well as to express their
respectable status, the middle classes often eeglegrvants, even if the woman could
cope with the housework herself. “The new richlddhave imagined a world without
servants]; and this made them much more harshigtiexgof their relative status. Their
servants they tried to turn into machines” (Fowd&$. Ernestina never forgot to show
Mary who is the mistress and who is only the servand when Mary entered the
middle class herself, she treated her servantgisame manner.

The middle classes used to show off their fortamel social status. Such
emphasis on their position sprang from the fact #mcestors of many of them were
servants, drapers, shop-keepers etc. Also Ernefdinanferior to Charles because of
her origin. “Her father was a very rich man; but geandfather had been a draper, and
Charles’s had been a baronet” (Fowles 13). Suchiegowere, however unsubstantial,
because the properties of businessmen equalledoroetsnes exceeded those of

gentlemen.



Aristocrats and squires were associated with lame@oship, which provided
them with economic as well as political power ahd highest social status. Mingay
states that symbol of the power was the great rmansihether in the countryside or in
a big city. In the Victorian period it became aamof leisure and sport and a centre of
political discussions. He adds that only the ritlwees could afford to maintain such
mansion and the range of incomes of nobility ad a®lgreater and lesser gentry was
extremely wide, stretching from tens of thousarala few hundreds a year (32 — 35).
Some aristocrats, especially lesser gentry, hadaat financial difficulties. Many
squires, who wanted to provide their sons with gpeations and their daughters with
sufficient dowries so that they could find apprapegi spouses, were sometimes over-
generous and threatened the financial stabilityhefr estates. As a result, these were
inherited with debts and required much investmemhaintenance (Mingay 213).

But it was easier for a person with aristocraittie to earn money. Writing in
The VictoriansA. N. Wilson says that the wealth could be obtaimedrofessions
where they showed off their nobleness, e.g. in [&#ice under the crown or eventually
by lucky marriages (61). In the Victorian periodamages in which money was
exchanged for rank were common. In this aspectl€haras rather unusual because he
hated such idea — to be a bought husband. Wheouine but that his uncle was getting
married and he would not inherit his fortune, Casidtarted to worry:

As the future master of Winsyat he could regardseifnas his bride’s financial
equal; as a mergentier he must become her financial dependant. In disjiki
this, Charles was being a good deal more fastisdban most young men of his
class and age. (Fowles 211)

Charles’s embitterment sprang also from anoth&sae. Mr. Freeman proposed
him to control his enterprise. There was a good oesnobbery among aristocracy and
though Charles did not care about Ernestina’s josihe would not allow himself get
involved in commerce. “He saw now it was an insallcontempt for his class, that [Mr.
Freeman] prompted the suggestion. Freeman must Kmewcould never go into
business, play the shopkeeper” (Fowles 283). Hmndéss as well as snobbism
constrained him from starting to work. He was natught up for a real occupation but
for the traditional way of life of the English rog class, leisurely days spent in riding,

fox-hunting, shooting, playing cards and vine-digk They were the elite, whose best



qualities Fowles compares to those of knights ef Bhiddle Ages (285). He found
degrading for him to be associated with commeregy money and profits at all costs.
This view was presented also in many Victorian eorgorary magazines for middle-
class women, who hoped to find a husband amondeges. Picard mentions one of
the basic requirements for being stamped as a t&dhgtly of course your background
cannot contain any trace of trade” (123). How th&s to be managed is hard to see, if
her luxury was financed by her father’'s shop, Ihus iobvious that the upper classes
looked down on the middle classes. At the same boik classes looked down on the
lower onesA. N. Wilson concludes that critics of the classteyn “saw and see it as an
instrument of oppression to those at the bottomperaging those in its upper ranks to
despise those beneath them; and those beneattetthbae above” (59).

In Victorian England there was a caste societysistimg of the lower classes,
the middle classes and the aristocracy. The indligation provided opportunities for
dynamic people, who wanted to raise their livirgnstard and stepped into the world of
commerce and production either as clerical empky@eas the factory-owners and
merchants. In the nineteenth century they outnuetb#re aristocracy and became the
new ruling class, though not officially. Aristoa@tifestyle and nobleness were still
held in high regard and middle-class members fanitie idea of acquiring title owing
to marriage with a person of the class above tHengontrast to the prosperity of the
middle and upper classes, the lower classes limetiorrible and often unsanitary

conditions, crammed in uncomfortable houses anaeeatoo little to change it.



3. Victorian Conventions and Moral Standards

Victorian moral standards and conventions weredbas a religious doctrine. G.
M. Young in hisPortrait of an Agedescribes it as “guidance of those who did not wish
to think at all, and for repression of those wheshved to think for themselves” (12). The
most praised virtues were respectability, respadlitgib philanthropy, chastity,
regularity in affairs and discipline at home. Theakies were unique to that period, but
some of them were perceived differently in the ¢orgide and in cities. This chapter
deals with the patterns of behaviour recommenddtiémineteenth century, including
chastity before marriage, the Victorian cult of loor the ideal appearance of women
according to the taste of the time.

Most of the novelThe French Lieutenant's Womaakes place in Lyme Regis and
the author focuses on rural society and criticizesbigoted moral values. Fowles’s
character of Mrs. Poulteney is a typical narrow-aheith person. On the outside she is a
typical honourable woman living up to the convensioBecause of her hatred for dirt, a
quality highly appreciated namely by the middlessks, she would dismiss a gardener
if he entered the house with earth on his handsmaeaid having a mess under her bed.
Young states that “the Victorian insistence, whemékie poor are on topic, on neatness,
tidiness, the well-brushed frock and the well-swegmm, is significant” (24). Besides,
having round them a peaceful and especially masplfation, they considered one of
the most important aspects of life.

Mrs. Poulteney is a great example of a bigoted maman, who, as a proper
parishioner, contributed considerable sums to ¢huead the Bible (also here Fowles
adverts to bigotry of that age, because those péiter Bible which were at variance
with chastity such as the Song of Solomon, weretted)i and got involved in charity,
as she provided shelter for Sarah. The situatioth@fpoor was not very encouraging
those days, but fortunately Christian religion waswerful and held control over
thinking and behaviour of the Victorians. Many bemn, especially women from the
middle and upper classes, made every effort tal thiir Christian duties and helped
other people who needed it. But in Mrs. Poultenegése such philanthropy is
hypocritical. Her contributions to the church wéae less than the prescribed one-tenth

and the reason for admitting Sarah to the houseowlysher own interest: she believed



that her soul would get to heaven after her deathleesides, she wanted to look good
in the eye of Lyme’s society. From human point ¢¢w she was a wicked person
tyrannizing her servants, who did not give them entiran one free afternoon in a
month, and controlled even their personal liveseyTlvere forced to attend church
regularly and their failure to be seen there “batimatins and at evensong, on Sunday
was tantamount to proof of the worst moral laxififowles 26). What concerned Mrs.
Poulteney most was the morality of her servantspguple in her house. Every error in
this aspect made her draw a conclusion leadingiw resolution. Before Mary became
a servant of Ernestina’s aunt, she worked for N@ulteney, but she was seen by her
mistress flirting with a stable-boy, which made MPoulteney think of Mary as a
demoralized girl and led Mrs. Poulteney to withdraevy recommendation in attempt to
asperse her name.

The Victorian middle classes often made prematorelasions. If somebody was
alleged to do something immoral, his or her repomatvas stained for a long time.
Fowles’s main character Sarah Woodruff is an exampkuch person. She pretends to
be a fallen woman, who had a premarital intercqurseover she deliberately exhibits
her shame by frequenting Ware Commons, a placeopeprfor a respectable girl to go
to.

The most serious accusations against Ware Commamhsohdo with far more

infamy: though it never bore that familiar ruralnma, the car-track to the Dairy
and beyond to the wooded common wasleafactoLover’'s Lane. It drew

courting couples every summer. ... it [was] suffitield@ say among the
respectable townsfolk one had only to speak of ydroa girl as ‘one of the
Ware Commons kind’ to tar them for life. The boysnthenceforth be a satyr;
and the girl, a hedge-prostitute. (Fowles 92 — 93)

Ware Commons were nothing but a large wood, butas a place associated with
uncanny events and demoralized people, and evermghh8arah went there only for
walks, her presence there was sufficient as a mbiohmorality.

Unlike in villages, the existence of places consdecentres of sin and crime
prevailed in cities. The best-known centre of ptosbn of that period was London’s
Haymarket, nevertheless brothels and prostitutes s@ widespread that their presence



was taken for granted in every larger town. Fowlescribes the Victorian centre of

Exeter:

There were brothels there, and dance-halls andpgiaces; but rather more
frequent were variously undone girls and women -mamied mothers,
mistresses, a whole population in retreat from diaistrophobic villages and
small towns of Devon. It was a notoriously a pléazéhide in short; crammed
with cheap lodging-houses and inns like that onscaleed by Sarah in
Weymouth, safe sanctuaries from the stern mora titht swept elsewhere
through the life of the country. (Fowles 265)

In general, urban society was very different frame trural one, because of the
anonymity the cities provided. Scarcely was a wotigpraised for walking alone with
a man, while in a village she had to take interasher fair name and follow the
conventions so that thespectable townsfolwould not find a flaw on her character.
Even Ernestina, a chaste middle-class girl, yehdiun London and therefore used to
less bigoted manners, “would not believe that thdelgroom and bride-to-be might
wish to sit alone, and walk out alone” (Fowles 32).

The middle-class courtship was bond by chains igluette. According to Ronald
Pearsall'sThe Worm in the Bud: The World of Victorian Sexyathis was caused by
their new position after the Industrial Revolutidie middle classes aspired to imitate
upper-class lifestyle and this reflected also m relationship of courting couples (167).
Their model was what they imagined as the highlidéaipper-class courtship. They,
however, did not realize that mainly “this was presentation by poets and novelists of
what theyimagined upper-class courtship to be, with all timsavoury bits discreetly
omitted” (Pearsall 167). In fact the upper claskeew that things usually arrange
themselves and therefore there was no need to laereacourtship pattern.

According to the middle-class ideal, after a genda was assured by the girl that
she was interested in him, he was supposed toadiather for permission to woo her.
“Secret meetings were out, naturally, since the lavlod the courtship etiquette was a
device of parents; to make secret meetings mor@obsi they were renamed
‘clandestine intercourse’™ (Pearsall 168), becatusas then considered highly immoral
and condemnable to do something secretly.

Fowles appositely describes Ernestina’s and CHarlesgagement as a typical

Victorian middle-class one. The bride’s father vaaked for her hand, marriage contract



was arranged and when it came to physical contaivtden the betrothed pair, they
kissed chastely as children. Natural behaviour imased deep inside while on the
outside young men and women played their starclgsr&kepression was prevalent in
the lives of the middle classes but Pearsall pantsthat by the end of the century the
unnecessary ceremony was taken over by the aspworging class, who made a
compromise between the natural and the correct gbdehaviour (168).

Also lives of working-class people were affectedifsy conventions. Although these
were not as strict as for the middle classes becdhs lower orders were far too busy
working, drinking and sleeping to bother much alibet precise manner in which sons
and daughters would get married off’(Pearsall 16, they were criticized if they did
not behave in the expected way.

Sarah knew that the conventions were in conflichwine natural in human beings
and “her exhibition of her shame had a kind of psgy (Fowles 68). She preferably
chose to live a life of an outcast, facing the shand condemnation by the society, but
at the same time free from the chains of conveatidfer modern thinking made her
reject everything that was obsolete in the thinkifighe society: the suppression of a
character, of women’s intelligence as well as tpesition inferior to men.

Fowles draws comparisons between Sarah and Erags$tuo women regarding
themselves as modern. Only the first one is trhly new womanwhile the latter
mentioned only considers herself to be thinking anmodern way, nevertheless
succumbs to the conventions in every aspect ofiteerShe follows daily stereotypes
and fulfils expectations of her social class. Apidgl for middle- and upper-class
women, the main purpose of her life was to get mam@nd have children.

Flanders explains that the majority of the ninetleecentury population shared
similar opinion of women’s biological destiny —lhe wives and mothers. This was their
God-given job and they were not expected to haweadimer (xxix). According to the
essayNew Men? The bourgeois Cult of HoMetorians have developed a strong cult
of the home that originated in the middle-classili@s as an answer mainly to the
needs of men caused by the gathering pace of wdttgon and industrialization. Before
the Victorian period, middle-class men’s place a§ibess was their home. Since the
Industrial Revolution, their work has started to ferformed elsewhere, e.g. in the

factory or the office. As a result, home in a reenstiburb became a venerated territory



of wife and children and a refugee of the breadeirn(Tosh 79). It was a place where
he could find rest and be far away from problemarof kind.

Despite the fact that the same tendency appearéueicountryside, for example
farmers begun to replace live-in labourers withsthevho boarded elsewhere and the
home became the place for the family only, the ofilhome was not so significant
there, because the total separation of home fromk was impossible (Tosh 80).
Another reason was that the most numerous inhdbit#rthe villages were labourers.
Women patrticipated in the earning of the familyome and had less time for looking
after their houses which moreover required a lovofk. As a result, especially women
were attracted to life in towns, where it was frthrair point of view much easier. There
were "no more pigs to be fed and tended, no makéntthe garden or on the allotment,
hardly any baking to be done” (Mingay 216 — 217gagant women were often
criticized for their disability to secure the nesdn of their house and the well-deserved
tranquillity for their husbands. Flanders implidgtt it was presumed that men who
were not properly looked after by their wives oftgarted to go to pub and with that
decline of the whole family came about (xxxiv). dddition, “domestic disobedience
and disorder exposed a man to community ridiciddheang a slur on his masculinity”
(Tosh 81).

The Victorians adopted a patriarchal model of fgniife and the hierarchy of
authority was explicit: the most important persaaswhe man, he ruled the woman, and
the woman ruled children and servants, throughdilegated authority she received
from man. As Tosh observes the husband set thelagbat it was up to women to take
care of children as well as the management of tusé¢hold. Home was men’s place of
relaxation and “it was taken for granted that wafed daughters be at the husband’s
beck and call, to attend to his little wants andstes his self-esteem in what was
effectively a protected zone for the exercise ofsendéine authority” (81). The wife
should make it as beautiful and comfortable asiptes$or him when he came back
from his exhausting work and never trouble him widtmestic worries or anxiety about
children, because it was an evidence of the irtglidi properly fulfil her duties.

Although the preparation for the role of a wifegbe in the childhood, as older
sisters often acted as surrogate mothers, thereavwaisof domestic advice literature.



Flanders reveals that it was addressed exclusteelyomen and the advice on how to
be a better wife was generally based on theseegrtu

to be a cheerful, loving wife, and forbearing, fordse, thoughtful mother,
striving ever against self-indulgence and irritéyil... as a mistress, to be kind,
gentle, thoughtful both for the bodies and soulthefservants. (xxx)

Women were seen as entirely sensitive characteey, were there for encouragement
and help when other members of their family wengregsed. Flanders points out that
their sensitivity had to reflect also in furnishing the house, cooking and organizing
various activities. They could not exercise fre# lut do it in order to satisfy the tastes
of all and of the husband in particular (xxx).

Ernestina’s and Charles’s relationship had the dspositions to become an ideal
Victorian marriage. He treated her kindly and tated her moods when they occurred
while Ernestina, especially after a smaller dispudaused by her, was deferential and
absolutely respectful. As soon as she realizedvwiaten were not supposed to oppose

men, she noted in her diary:

[I must] honour andbbeymy dearestCharles even when my feelings would
drive me to contradict him. Let me earnestly anadnbly bend my horrid,
spiteful wilfulness to his much greater wisdom,red cherish his judgement and
chain myself to his heart. (Fowles 246)
This citation shows that she was aware of her jposihferior to men, but the typically
Victorian upbringing made her accept it without aalgjections. Intelligence and
wisdom were virtues appreciated exclusively aboehmvhile women were there only
to respect men’s attitudes and thinking.

Sarah’s refusal of this idea made her differentrfrother Victorian women. She
never wanted to marry and become what a husbanttieapect her to be, but regarded
herself as men’s equal. Fowles intentionally s@esshis equality by Sarah’s
appearance.

All in [Sarah’s face] had been sacrificed, he nealized, to the eyes. They
could not conceal an intelligence, an independeayicgpirit; there was also a
silent contradiction of any sympathy; a determmatio be what she was.
Delicate, fragile, arched eyebrows were then thahiém, but Sarah’s were



strong, or at least unusually dark, almost the wolaf her hair, which made
them seem strong, and gave her a faintly tombogislon occasion. (Fowles
118)

She wore unfeminine clothes that made her look éikgirl coachmanor afemale
soldier, also her motions were unladylike — she walkeceklsuand when mounting up
the hill with Charles she went ahead of him, bufFas/les comments “a lady would
have mounted behind ... him” (162), because he ceekl her ankles, which was
considered inappropriate.

Sarah’s intelligence, independency as well as ajgpee shocked and confused
Charles, who was used to different women, rathke l[Ernestina, who reflected
womanliness in every aspect. Ernestina had a sthadhed oval face with grey eyes,
pale skin and fair hair so that the overall comgexwas delicate and doll-like.
Womanliness was then represented by sensitivitgkmess, fragility and tendency to
faint after the slightest emotional excitement.

Ernestina’s parents were obsessed with her hdadttguse women were generally
deemed to be suffering from various diseases. Cartintgeon this issue, Flanders lists
several reasons for women'’s tendency to be ill naften then men. In the working
classes, nutritious food was often held in resdorethe breadwinner and girls were
undernourished. Regarding the middle classes, gei®e fed protein-poor diets, as it
was believed that it would improve the illnessesoamted with puberty. Moreover,
unlike boys, they spent most of their time indoansl lacked physical exercise. It was
believed that exercise could not improve their teblt contrariwise cause dizziness,
nausea or even could unbalance women permanenil9).(3 Women’s diseases
“included puberty in general, menstruation in matar, pregnancy, childbirth,
lactation, infertility and menopause” (Flanders 819

Regarding women’s character, they were habitualbpnsidered like children,
innocent and sensitive in need of protection by dtegner sex. This sprung from the
different upbringing of boys and girls. As Flandersplains, girls were trained for
“duty, trials and perseverance” while the virtuédoys were “ambition, achievement
and success” (52). Moreover, boys left home edttygording to Tosh’s explanation the
reason was that sons who spent much time at horte mother and other female

residents, might have grown up effeminate (83).r&fuee they were sent to school,



where they could play with other boys and becanwaBped early, while girls were
educated mostly at home. Flanders claims thatrftbee prosperous the family, the less
likely girls were to leave its shelter. ... Girls wha not need to go out to work had no
break to mark their passing from childhood to aslcdéeice” (52). They were encouraged
to remain children as long as possible, which thiggn did until they married.

Victorians’ lives were affected by countless sbonventions which were
anticipated to be adhered to. Especially middlssciaeople strived after respectability
and accordingly performed deeds expected to be.dbmey regularly attended the
church and participated in charities for the pddrere was another big issue those days:
every respectable woman had to care for her famenarhis was more significant in
villages and small towns, while larger towns antiesiwere ideal places to hide from
the judging eyes of rural society that appreciaiely the respectable way of life. If a
pair of young people wanted to court, they hadotoW certain rules based on chastity
until they got married. Typical Victorian marriageaccumbed to conventions as well
and was based on the idea that a woman had to lodreyusband. Fowles’s main
character Sarah refused all these conventions amldered herself to be men’s equal.
To stress this, the author even portraits his herais different from other Victorian
women, who were delicate, fragile and always preghaio faint as to prove their
delicacy.



4. Sex Attitudes

The Victorians were known for their puritan apptoée sex and insistence on moral
behaviour. Sex within a marriage was considereditg, dvhile outside of it, it was
unacceptable. Such were the moral standards, butetllity was rather different. The
following analysis of Victorians’ sexual life dissses how people from various social
classes and parts of the country perceived andadxséhese standards.

In the second half of the nineteenth century séyuahs still taboo and respectable
lady or gentleman could never dare to talk aboopénly. According taf'he Worm in
the Bud the expressions used to refer to particular pEres body, e.glegsor breasts
were considered inappropriate and more modest wsuds asimbs andbosomshad to
be used instead, but ideally they were not mentioaeall (Pearsall 17). Not only
talking about sexuality, but also thinking aboutwids something improper. Fowles
demonstrates that such attitudes reflected in betewf many Victorians, but the
middle- and upper-class ones in particular. Higattar of Ernestina is a great example
of a middle-class girl, whose life and thinking vedfected by the Victorian upbringing.

She had evolved a kind of private commandment sehpaudible words were
simply ‘I must not' — whenever the physical femateplications of her body,
sexual, menstrual, parturitional, tried to force emtry into her consciousness.
(Fowles 34)

Although her thoughts extended beyond the rangeratic fantasies, they were not
acceptable to the conscious mind and had to bessed as soon as possible. As this it
is difficult to accomplish, the Victorians were &ogreat extent confused and anxious.
Pearsall specifies that “there was anxiety overtanhaation, anxiety over too much sex,
anxiety over no sex at all’ (508). He adds thathstexlings were supported by the
doctors, who advised their patients to observe reaicesexual norm and threatened
them with theories that e.g. too much sex may caaseer or even early death or that
self-abuse leads to various diseases like growtkstnent or distort of the pelvis in
women (510).
Because women had fewer activities than men, they dnxiety caused by

repression more often. Women suffered from comnemaaus disorders and as Pearsall



reveals,some of them were driven to the edge of insanityh®yrepression combined
with anxiety and guilt. In such cases the commaakiout was through neurasthenia or
hysteria (518 — 519). Also Fowles deals with thetter in his book in order to show the
absurdity of moral concepts of the nineteenth agrdnd to demonstrate that repression
could have even perverse consequences. In the, maivébrogan encouraged Charles to
read about several cases of middle-class girls, sufi@red from hysteria, to warn him
of Sarah’s potential manipulation. In the first €aa sixteen-year-old Marie de Morell,
daughter of commanding officer, accused the LieaterEmile de La Ronciér of
attempted rape. Although there were many discrapanin Marie’s statement, La
Roncier was sentenced to ten-year imprisonmenttandirl was not even taken to the
Court for further examination of the case in orbespare her shame and because of her

fragile nerves.

We can see why he was condemned, or rather, by éhatas condemned: by
social prestige, by the myth of the pure-mindedgiwy by psychological
ignorance, by a society in full reaction from thermpcious notions of freedom
disseminated by the French Revolution. (Fowles 226)

Other cases give evidence of incredible deeds sfehigal girls. One of them wrote
offensive letters to break up happy marriages; rotbet fire to her house and
subsequently made thirty attempts at arson ungilveais caught in the act several years
after the first incident. Fowles describes also saases of self-inflicted wounds. One
girl went so far that she pretended pains in heasts and let the doctors, who believed
that she suffered from cancer, amputate them (2230). As explained ifhe Worm in
the Budall such cases had a common motive — to attraehtadh and sympathy of
others. Besides, “pretending to have a hysterid¢tdcla was a way through the
inhibitions of the upper and middle classes. Foma, it was not necessary to conform
to a standard of behaviour” (Pearsall 520).

Although Charles saw many common features in Samndhthese hysterical girls (for
example, she also pretended to have a strained smkhanipulate him according to her
plans), he could not believe that women are capafidech deeds. “[Those pages] came
as a brutal shock to him, for he had no idea thah gerversions existed — and in the
pure and sacred sex” (Fowles 229). Owing to theovian conception of women as

naturally good and innocent beings without any sékeelings, love of home, children



and domestic duties being the only passions thetliey were expected to behave in a
moral way.

Most middle-class women were like Ernestina — bhbugp to be mothers and
wives, but not acquainted with the reality of sé)if@, because they spent most of their
time at home with mothers, who were unlikely tktad their daughters about tabooed
matters. This helps to explain why the wedding highs something frightening for
many brides-to-be.

It was not only [Ernestina’s] profound ignorancetloé reality of copulation that
frightened her; it was the aura of pain and brtytalhat the act seemed to
require, and which seemed to deny all the gentkeakgesture and discreetness
of permitted caress that so attracted her in Cha®e once or twice seen
animals couple; the violence haunted her mind. .e Stmetimes wondered
why God had permitted such a bestial version ofyDaitspoil such an innocent
longing. Most women of her period felt the sameawfes 34 — 35)

While women believed that sexual intercourse waly @nduty they were not
expected to enjoy, men’s attitude towards sex wiferent. Also boys were brought up
in the puritan atmosphere, but they had better @dmto see life from a different angle,
because they were not secluded from the real wGddtrariwise, it was desirable that
the boys spend less time at home and were semtatalibg schools and universities in
order to become more independent. Moreover, aaogrth Victorian Londonmost
middle-class women married between twenty and tyvewe, while men’s average
marrying age was thirty (Picard 320). Because afhsa long interval between
adolescence and the age of matrimony, it was ingirelthat men were getting married
without any experience. In the field of sexual midyu Charles Smithson was miles
ahead of Ernestina. During his studies at Cambrigdgescognized a merry student life

and his first sexual adventure took place rigtihat time.

But in his second year there he had drifted intoad set and ended up, one
foggy night in London, in carnal possession of kedlagirl. He rushed from her
plump Cockney arms into those of the Church. (Fe\21@)

The last sentence indicates that he felt guiltabee men were expected to repress their

sexual feelings as well, but they were never comshby the society for the failure to



adhere to moral standards. The nineteenth cent@y mot only an age of moral
restrictions, but also an age of hypocrisy

where woman was sacred; and where you could bhiytadn-year-old girl for a
few pounds. .. Where the sanctity of marriage (and chastity befoseriage)
was proclaimed from every pulpit, in every newspapditorial and public
utterance; and where never — or hardly ever — Baveany great public figures,
from the future king down, led scandalous privated. (Fowles 258)

Many middle- and upper-class men pretended, evahamselves, that they were
more moral than they really were and the senseudf eflected in the way they
conducted themselves in public as well as in they dife. As Pearsall claims, on the
outside they acted as dutiful fathers of familiegt at the same time made use of the
services of prostitutes, who were answering thenargt needs of ordinary men when
their wives refused some pursuits that became caomlater in the twentieth century.
Pearsall adds that Victorian woman’s duty was tonstito her husband’s tastes and
desires, but were it not for the desire of matgraitd their natural sense of duty, many
of them would rather prefer to be relieved from.s&g a result, men were bored with
their domestic sexual life and turned their attemdi to women who displayed, or at
least pretended some delight in sex (357). “It waderstood that a marriage contract
deliberately wrote out fun; a wife was there toseaia family, a prostitute for
enjoyment” (Pearsall 17).

When speaking about prostitution, it was enormowumstiespread in the nineteenth
century. It was a concern that both fascinatedaritie same time gave offence to the
Victorian middle class. Ladies were not suppose#fniow about it, gentlemen might
have known the theory, not the practice. But thecking number of brothels in the
nineteenth century gives evidence that this wagmet According torhe Worm in the
Bud the total number of prostitutes may have been T#0i@ London alone (Pearsall
16) and Fowles maintains that “one in sixty housed.ondon was a brothel (the
modern ratio would be nearer one in six thousari@d$s). Picard observes that the
prostitutes could be divided into three basic aatieg depending on the place where
they lived and worked. There were poor women ingluens in the East End, the more
prosperous ones round the Haymarket, and somechaghk-prostitutes of the West End
(310 — 311).



[Central London] was an area of casinos (meetiaggs rather than gaming-
rooms), assembly cafés, cigar ‘divans’ in its mpuoblic parts (the Haymarket
and Regent Street) and very nearly unrelieved blathall the adjoining back
streets. (Fowles 292)

It was easy for rich young men to find an amusememt Pearsall says that if the
visitors to London did not know where to go, thevere handbooks for them. He
explains that the purpose of these handbooks was disectory of prostitutes, with
addresses and eventually prices, but they featmaadly higher-priced West End girls
waiting for the customers to knock on their dooor fnen who longed for a cheaper
fun, there was the vast army of so called stredwvaloffering themselves in the cafés
or directly on the streets (321 — 324).

Due to their style of living, young Victorians alygahad to take a risk of catching a
venereal disease and it was not only the case eofiawer classes. IThe French
Lieutenant's Womair. Grogan cured also “well-bred young men [whaeato him
shortly before their marriage. Sometimes it wasogdioea, less often syphilis” (Fowles
214). Also Charles ran the risk of being infecteuew he picked up a prostitute during

his trip to London.

A horrid mathematics gnawed at Charles’s mind: .was six hundred to one
that she did not have some disease. He glanceer again in an advantageous
moment of outside light. Her complexion seemed emidhed. But he was a
fool; as regards syphilis he knew he would havenlier times safer at a luxury
establishment like the one he had left. To pickaupere Cockney streetwalker
... (Fowles 298)

He was well aware of the fact that regarding syplat any other sexually transmitted

disease the streetwalkers were the most dangerous.

Picard comments that if a woman took some venetesase, she was seldom
admitted to a hospital, where, on the top of ttiag, treatment was based on poisonous
mercury making the teeth loosen and the hair fatl dlthough the cure, which only
palliated the symptoms but did not prevent the atisefrom recurrence, was rarely
successful, those who survived had no other mefasisstenance and therefore returned
to their profession as soon as possible and irdeat®ther number of men (311).

Subsequently many respectable women caught soreasdigrom their bridegrooms or



adulterous husbands. As Pearsall notes it is aelus think that women who had
venereal disease were immoral or worked as prossittAccording to the research in
1869, thirty percent of the infected women in Londaeere not prostitutes (346).

While the cities were considered demoralized andrupted, the Victorian
countryside was often portrayed as pure and mestlaf traditional virtues, the source
of morality and honesty which belongs to a life rsatlated from nature. According to
Portrait of an Agethe traditional culture of England was basedhengatriarchal model
of village family, in which the man earned the litileod, the wife looked after the
house and children and all of them regularly atehdhurch on Sundays (Young 21).
Such conception inevitably evoked sentiment in p@etd artist as well as the ordinary
people from cities and larger towns. This genemvwof the countryside reflected also
in Sam’s perception of Mary. “Sam first fell forhieecause she was a summer’'s day
after the drab dollymops and gays who had consttiiis past sexual experience. ...
What had really knocked him a-cock was Mary's iremme” (Fowles 130). The
idealization of the rural England made him thin&ttMary as well as most country girls

were naive and pure, however, as Fowles pointsloaitruth was different, because

what she was not was an innocent country virgintHe very simple reason that
the two adjectives were incompatible in her century The hard — | would

rather call it soft, but no matter — fact of Viator rural England was what a
simpler age called ‘tasting before you buy’ (prema&rnntercourse, in current
jargon)was the rule, not the exceptid262)

Fowles further explains that in comparison to pméskay life the farm labourers lived
differently in the nineteenth century. For example,Dorset it was common that
unmarried peasant girls were pregnant and did natrymuntil the pregnancy was
obvious. Because of the low wages of the workémsiet was the need for extra work
force and the children, when they became old enosighplemented together with the
wife the family’s earnings (262).

According to Rural Life in Victorian Englandthe women and children were
sometimes employed in gangs performing agricultw@ak. Not only was it hard work,
but there were also moral dangers of gang labouthé field, young girls worked all

day with people of doubtful character and in additithe gangs had to walk long



distances to and from the place of work (Mingay-992). To describe the situation
during such trips, Fowles quotes fr@hildren’s Employment Commission Report

At the infirmary many girls of 14 years of age, amcen girls of 13, up to 17
years of age, have been brought in pregnant tambgned here. The girls have
acknowledged that their ruin has taken place ...oingor returning from their
(agricultural) work. Girls and boys of this age fie, six, or seven miles to
work, walking in droves along the roads and by-fariehave myself withessed
gross indecencies between boys and girls of 146tpears of age. | saw once a
young girl insulted by some five or six boys on thadside. Other older persons
were about 20 or 30 yards off, but they took naceotThe girl was calling out,
which caused me to stop. | have also seen boysnigaiih the brooks, and girls
between 13 and 19 looking on from the bank. (aqtdzawles 258)
It is obvious that the puritanity cannot be gergrabplied to the whole Victorian
society, as the working classes by far did not eslibe the moral standards. Although
their immodesty was often criticized by the middiesses, the labourers worked hard to
earn the livelihood, which concerned them more ttheir reputation. Fowles claims
that modesty and decency were even impossible arttaosg, who lived in cramped
houses, where each member of the family, dressed usressed or performed
operations of the toilette within the sight andrivegpof the others; and where the beds
of the family members were so close that casesoafst were common (262).

While discussing the immorality of the countrysi@earsall describem interesting
form of courtship, known as bundling (or courtimgbed) that took place in rural areas
of Victorian England. It was based on a simple @gle, which ensured that the girl
retained her fair name. She was not allowed vigityoung men in the daytime, but at
night, when none of the neighbours could see thiewas all right and the parents gave
the couple a full approval to intimacies only witle exception of sexual intercourse.
To ensure this, a barrier, which could be a bolsetea specially prepared board was
inserted between the courting couple (341 — 342)hé words of Pearsall, this practice
was so frequent that “bundling, in effect, was saned premarital sex — sanctioned not
only by parents, but by rural society; ... and thé&fiaeial barrier ... was easily
surmountable” (342). Inevitably, many girls becamegnant through bundling.

When speaking about pregnancy, also the subjecbimii-control should be
mentioned. In relation to the birth-control methoEswles refers to Thomas Malthus, a

British economist and clergyman, who in his mainrkv&ssay on the Principle of



Populationof 1798 introduced the theory that the populatiends to increase faster
than the means of livelihood and “the least fistwvive breed the most” (Fowles 219).
Pearsall explains that Malthus saw that workingEkpersistent breeding was the core
of their economical problems and it was their resuaility to limit the population. But
from his point of view the only acceptable formbafth control among the poor was the
self-restraint, i.e. man was supposed to copulakg when it was necessary to produce
the bare minimum of children. Other means of ca®pdon were condemned by
Malthus (273).

Pearsall observes that the issue of birth-contras wo impropriate to talk about
openly, that the respectable literature writing wtbit had to be distributed in an
underhand manner and consequently various doulgarmphlets and booklets
promoting even dangerous birth-control methods aguk For example they advised
the use of the douche immediately after coitus. [Blien could be a mixture of water
and some additive like alum, sulphate of zinc aragive sublimate. The last one can
even cause death. Safer methods were e.g. theuction of a piece of sponge attached
to a ribbon into the vagina or the use of condomkich were made of sheep’s
intestines and were considered very reliable (2236). But as Picard points out, they
were seldom used in the country and were sold onlg few shops of a low moral
character (323). In 1854 Dr. George Drysdale intoedl the concept of preventive
intercourse and Fowles considers Blements of Social Science: or Physical, Sexual
and Natural Religionas the first modersex manualin which Drysdale mentions
interrupted coitus as well as some of the previplisted birth-control methods and
discusses their pros and cons (Fowles 259). Mostheotechniques were criticized by

Drysdale, especially interrupted coitus and the#isebecause from his point of view

the first of these modes is physically injuriousdas apt to produce nervous
disorder and sexual enfeeblement and congestionhe. second, namely the
sheath dulls the enjoyment, and frequently prodicg®tence in the man and
disgust in both parties, so that it also is injugo(qtd. in Fowles 260).

On the contrary, he recommended the utilizatiothefsponge, because it did not have
any harmful effect on the health of either partg amoreover it could be done by the
woman, which was very important to Drysdale, whairakd that “any preventive

means, to be satisfactory, must be used bywbman as it spoils the passion and



impulsiveness of the venereal act, if the man bdhkibk of them” (gtd. in Fowles 260).
This statement obviously supports the Victorianaidieat women were only passive
victims of men’s sexual desire and were not capabénjoying sexual pleasures.

As regards sexuality, the Victorian age was fulpafadoxes. On one hand tabooed
matters were improper even to think about, so thahy Victorians, especially the
young middle-class women, who were brought up imaditional way, felt anxiety,
which sometimes resulted in nervous disorder ondwuesteria. Because many women
regarded sex only as unpleasant duty, their husbaftdn took trips to towns, where
they made use of prostitute’s services. Prostitutioeant a threat not only to the
marriage, but there was also risk of taking someekeal disease. On that account, the
cities were often condemned as immoral places,enthé countryside was deemed to be
the source of virtues. Rural girls were considgpace and innocent, but the true was
different and many of them became pregnant befagiage. Because of this, birth-

control was also one of the important issues oMigéorian period.



5. Lifestyle and Fashion

The Victorian age was a period of England’s raditahsformation. Before the
Victorians, the major industry was localized ineavftowns in Britain while later the
whole country was covered with railways and faewriThe lifestyle of both rural and
urban people was influenced by the Industrial Retwah, yet for almost all of them the
era felt like a time of peace. This chapter focupastcularly on their activities,
amusement, or fashion with respect to the distinstibbetween urban and rural areas.

As mentioned above, the nineteenth-century Briégperienced tranquil lifetime,
but especially the upper-class members like Chal@sthson lived in a permanent
leisure. Having a lot of free time, with only onencern — how to fill it with adequate
activities — was a typical feature of the then tadsatic lifestyle, which was often
imitated by the wealthy bourgeois families. It whe absolute reverse of the present-
day hectic life when it is difficult to fit all titaone wants to do in a very limited space of

time.

But for Charles, and for most of his contemporaaed social peers, the time-
signature over existence was firndgagia ... One of the commonest symptoms
of wealth today is destructive neurosis; in histagnit was tranquil boredom.
(Fowles 18)

He inherited his fortune and did not have to warkenlarge it in any way. Thus, his
studies at Cambridge University were rather a cotiwe of a wealthy aristocrat than a
preparation for a serious occupation in his futam it was taken for granted that he
would graduate successfully without endeavour. idlsness continued also in his
adulthood, when he chose a field of interest thétndt require much intellectual nor
physical effort: palaeontology.

Palaeontology attracted Charles also because Darwiolutional theories were
popular at that time so that his hobby was in atmoce with modern scientific
knowledge, but “his uncle viewed the sight of Chaannarching out of Winsyatt armed
with wedge hammers and his collecting-sack withadisur” (Fowles 21). Charles’s
uncle was a typical rich rural squire, who lived angreat country mansion and

maintained that “the only proper object for a gemn to carry in the country was a



riding-crop or a gun” (Fowles 21) He approved oafythose activities which were in
compliance with his aristocratic origin such asting) shoots or cricket.

As Mingay mentions many wealthy landowners devetepeat part of their lives to
these interests. Both hunting and cricket were tspahich brought the squire into
contact with other members of the community. Big thas supposedly the only benefit
of hunting, because the huntsmen in general wereless of damage. They often
overthrew fences, left gates open, trampled ongtbeing crop or smashed their way
through market gardens (Mingay 40 — 43). Apart friti@se incidents, they were also
allowed to shoot at rare species of animals andt whanore, the hunters who had

managed to capture an unusual prey were admired.

One autumn day, many years before, [Charles] hatlatha very strange bird that
ran from the border of one of his uncle’s wheadfseMWhen he discovered what he
had shot, and its rarity, he was vaguely angry Wwithself, for this was one of the
last Great Bustards shot on Salisbury Plain. Bstumicle was delighted. ... His
uncle bored the visiting gentry interminably witietstory of how the deed had
been done; and whenever he felt inclined to disinhe he would recover his
avuncular kindness of heart by standing and stair@harles’s immortal bustard.
(Fowles 19)

Mingay points out that while in the country theytight of nothing but horses,
hunting and guns, during their frequent excursidastown, the wealthy young
noblemen spent expensive evenings drinking andingagards at their clubs, and
eventually enjoying adventures with women of doulbtEputation. The gentlemen’s
clubs were places where the gentleman could fdebmte because they provided all the
amenities such as good and cheap dinners and axtablé accommodation (43).

Mingay implies that while the young aristocratsaal as middle-class professional
men attended these clubs, the labourers and farmneused themselves mainly in the
village inns or town public houses. Until the negeth century, the village inns were
not only for entertainment, but were also importeemtres of commerce, because the
villages were more or less self-sustaining and ltdwal tradesmen, craftsmen and
farmers transacted their business there. But tlsvtgr of manufacturing and the
expansion of inland and foreign trade made rurapfEemore attracted to urban areas.
Due to the spread of railways, the towns became mocessible and thus the prosperity
of village inns reduced, because the villagersgoretl to go to towns on Saturdays to



visit the local pubs that were better, cheaperande up-to-date in comparison to the
rustic, old-fashioned and boring country ones. Mdale, their wives went shopping to
the town markets and shops, where they bought alewasything (201 — 203). The
Saturday shopping excursion made a welcome chamglei monotonous lives of
ordinary people.

In the countryside there were not many opportusifite amusement for either of the
social classes. Fowles mentions that the only plecere the Lyme townsfolk could
congregate to drink, play cards or enjoy concents lzalls were the Assembly Rooms.
However, as he adds, they “were not much, comparéibse at Bath and Cheltenham”
(Fowles 125). To Ernestina, her annual stay withauat represented an embodiment of

boredom.

She always descended in the carriage to Lyme wéhgloom of a prisoner
arriving in Siberia. The society of the place wastordate as Aunt Tranter's
lumbering mahogany furniture; and as for entert@ninto a young lady familiar
with the best that London can offer it was worsanthil. (Fowles 33)

Picard remarks that in London, beside the innunierajin palaces, cafés,
gentlemen’s clubs and casinos, there were thirgethheatres and many music halls,
where the audience could drink and smoke while twveye listening to songs with
sometimes indecent lyrics. The theatrical perforoean mostly comedies and
melodramas, were also popular, especially wheretivas a murder in the play. Some
theatres were famous for the impropriety of cossimiethe female performers, which
helps to explain why the respectable people corsidactresses and dancers as wicked
women. Not all the theatres presented a viciousrteje, but the upper classes would
hardly go there; they went to the opera (Picard-2227).

Picard also mentions that Londoners sought relaxati the numerous parks. They
were open to everybody and especially the Westdfies were beautiful and offered a
variety of attractions, e.g. pageants during thgtiodee or fireworks at night. The
wealthy people owning carriages went to Hyde Pahere, in the London Season, the
famous Rotten Row took place. The celebrities apdlthy people of London, dressed
in fashionable clothes riding on the horsebackyiplex a delightful view to the crowds
of spectators. On hot spring and summer days tinoigsaf people visited Hyde Park to
swim in the lake Serpentine and whole families ommon people could be seen



picnicking on the grass. Parks, botanic gardenss,ziheatres, operas and many others
of the countless urban pleasures were identifigtienguidebooks with maps, where the
most important locations were highlighted (Picab@ 2 257).

Margot Finn points out that a new women’s actiiigd become popular by the
1870s. Middle-class women, even those living in gwburban areas with well-
established local stores, started to frequent tawgslarly, especially the West End, an
area newly colonized by shops, where they wentgihgpwindow-shopping, or visited
matinées and museums. The development of deparstwes gave women for the first
time “a feeling of being at home in the public sghevhich only men had previously
experienced” (Finn 26). Until then, as describedl'ire Victorian Housethey spent
most of their time at home, looking after the crald and the house. But because almost
all the housework was done by the maidservant, ieididss women had a great deal of
time on their hands. One way of using it was tot ¥reends. “For women, calling on
people, and being called on, was the main sour@®ahl intercourse outside familiar
relations” (Flanders 277). Especially in the coysitte, the Victorians maintained the
habit of visiting each othebut they distinguished between real friendships anly
polite acquaintances. Courtesy calls, typical amdémg middle classes, were not
intended to bring them pleasure, but to uphold seraenvention.

Visitors to Lyme in the nineteenth century ... weestainly expected to allow

themselves to be examined and spoken to. Erndstidaalready warned Charles
of this. ... There was nothing fortuitous or spontarsabout these visits. There
could not be, since the identities of visitors argited spread round the little town
with incredible rapidity; and that both made andintaaned a rigorous sense of
protocol. (Fowles 101 — 102)

In addition to visits, women could fill their frégne with some handwork. Flanders
claims that many women produced endless thingscthatl be sold at charity bazaars.
The most popular handworks were various types efll@svork such as embroidery.
Women embroidered cushions, slippers, spectackatwh cases and other objects, with
lovely ornamental motifs (158 — 161).

Flanders further notes that it was considered wdynensew and girls began to
learn so at home at the age of four and continusehvihey went to school (265). Even

Sarah, a type of aew womarnwith contempt for the Victorian conventions, deat



herself to embroidery. She studied at young ladseshinary in Exeter and probably
received her skills there. In the nineteenth centas Picard explains, girls of all classes
were taught needlework as a compulsory subject)(298d like all the governesses,
Sarah had to be skilled not only in reading, wgtiRrench, drawing and music, but also

in domestic duties and needlework.

On Mrs Poulteney’s birthday Sarah presented hdr ant antimacassar — not that
any chair Mrs Poulteney sat in needed such protechut by that time all chairs
without such an adjunct seemed somehow naked -is#edyiembroidered with a
border of ferns and lilies-of-the-valley. (Fowle®)6

Even though Sarah did not escape this habit otithe, in every other aspect she
differed from other Victorian women. Instead of amotonous and dutiful life in
marriage, she preferred to meaningfully utilize aedelop her natural intelligence in
the house of a famous poet and painter of the Rph&elite Brotherhood, Dante
Gabriel Rossetti, where she was treated as menial.gder different attitude was

emphasized by the way she dressed.

Something about the coat’s high collar and cuteeisily from the back, was
masculine — it gave her a touch of the air of Agpachman, a female soldier — a
touch only, and which the hair effortlessly contcéeld. (Fowles 163)

Sarah did not colour her eyebrows, lips or hairoatiog to the fashion, but
preferred the natural lodkgether with simpler and more comfortable clottigferent
from the Victorian constrictive women’s dresses,johhalso symbolized the physical
and mental constrictions imposed by the society.

Picard mentions that women’s clothes were geneidlyigned to emphasize the
wearer’'s femininity. Every lady attempted at a fbtbsom and a waist as slim as
possible. To reach this, they wore elaborately Hoared sewn bodices or stays, which
should have lift the bust and slenderize the w8istause of this unnatural constriction,
Victorian ladies often fainted, and preferred lyiog the sofa to taking exercise. But
fainting was not the only consequence of wearingourfortable clothes (209 — 213).
The crinoline, the most famous under-garment wogn \lictorian women was

considered dangerous as well. Picard explaingtthptirpose was to expand the skirt to



a fashionable width, but when the wearer misjudgeddistance from a fire, it might
have flared up (212). More ordinary accidents happedue to its length as women
were often stumbling. “The stairs were certainlgegt; and in those days, when they
could rarely see their own feet, women were alwfailsg: it was a commonplace of
domestic life” (Fowles 332). As Fowles points otlite attempts to replace the heavy
elaborate and uncomfortable clothes with trousppeared already in the 1850s, when

Mrs. Amelia Jenks Bloomer from New York tried taroduce trousers to London.

But that early attempt at the trouser suit had lweenprehensively defeated by the
crinoline — a small fact of considerable significanin our understanding of the
Victorians. They were offered sense; and chose&-éost folly unparalleled in the
most folly-ridden of minor arts. (Fowles 255)

According toVictorian Housethe way the Victorians dressed was not the questio
of personal taste, but they had to follow the auityerecognized fashion with respect to
one’s social status. The details of dress immelgiateealed the wearer’s social as well
as marital status. The general rule was that asadyld have never dressed above her
status, which was important especially in the laigges where it was easy to present
oneself as something one was not. In the countyside knew everyone’s background
and position; therefore provincial ladies did ne¢lfso strongly the obligations to keep
up with fashion, but rather aimed to fit certairttpan. (Flanders 256) By contrast to

theserural women, Ernestina always wore the latest Lomdodels

The young lady was dressed in the height of fashfon another wind was
blowing in 1867: the beginning of a revolt agaitts¢ crinoline and the large
bonnet. The eye in the telescope might have glichpsmagenta skirt of an almost
daring narrowness — and shortness, since two awcklesl be seen beneath the
rich green coat and above the black boots thatately trod the revetment; and
perched over the netted chignon, one of the impuantilittle flat ‘pork-pie’ hats
with a delicate tuft of egret plumes at the side millinery style that the resident
ladies of Lyme would not dare to wear for at leastther year. (Fowles 11)

As regards the colour of her dress, the combinaiforiolet skirt and green coat seems
from the present point of view too strident, buivas fashionable because of the recent
discovery of the aniline dyes, which were accordimyictorian Londonpatented by
William Perkins in 1856 and exhibited at the Intgranal Exhibition in South



Kensington in 1862 (Picard 210). Fowles furtherlaxys that “what the feminine, by
way of compensation for so much else in her expo#thaviour, demanded of a colour
was brilliance, not discretion” (11).

On the contrary, the colours of men’s clothes waredued, ranging from brown,
grey and dark blue to black. Picard lists someheftiypical men’s clothes worn in the
nineteenth century. The middle-class urban maleeveotall hat, a coat, waistcoat and
trousers, with an overcoat in cold weather. Thentguworking men had a practical
form of dress called ‘smock frock’, made of heawneh, which was very durable and
almost water-proof. An important men’s accessoryg Wee headgear. Although mere
labourers could be bare-headed, it was alwaysritetterear at least the remains of a
hat, than to wear none. Workmen wore billycock hatsl caps and thus could be
immediately distinguished from the gentlemen, wharevtop hats (198 — 205). They
were uncomfortable and unpractical, but “every persf any respectability takes care
to appear in public in a good hat” (Picard 202).

It was important for Victorians not only what thewre, but also for what occasion,
place or time of day a particular dress was desightanders claims that wearing an
outfit appropriate for one place in a different omas a proof of bad taste (265). Also
Charles, though walking alone, was properly dressetlequipped for his role, when he
went to the beach to seek for fossils. His clothiese uncomfortable, “but perhaps there
is something admirable in this dissociation betwedat is most comfortable and what
is most recommended” (Fowles 52). He did not spgeubn the usefulness of such
dress and equipment, but without any objectionsviad the conventions.

Also women were expected to wear different dressdgferent times of day, which
might have been even seven outfits in one day.oBiyt the richest ones could afford
such luxury, while the less affluent and especitily working-class women like Mary

had to put up with only a few items in their warokeo

[Ernestina] came also with trunkfuls of the lateehdon and Paris fashions, not
the best recommendation to a servant with onlyetltheesses to her name — and
not one she really liked, even though the besheitshe could really dislike only
because it had been handed down by the young parioam the capital. (Fowles
79)



As Picard adds female servants did not have to we#orms, nor were given work
clothes and had to buy them themselves (210). iShabbably why Mary wore cheaper
sad Victorian clothesof subdued colours. Although she was disconterih viier
wardrobe, most peasant women dressed similarlyMeny did not have the necessity
to invest much money in clothing. By contrast, Samrow is portrayed as a typical
metropolitan servant, a new type of dandy. As Fevdemments, dandies appeared at
first among the higher classes in the mid-nineteeentury, but later young craftsmen
and servants began to imitate them to such an tetktieneven the former dandies began

to call them “snobs” (46).

Sam was a fair example of a snob in this localizedse of the word. He had a
very sharp sense of clothes style — quite as i@ ‘mod’ of the 1960s; and he
spent most of his wages on keeping in fashion. Aagdhowed another mark of
this new class in his struggle to command the laggu(Fowles 47)

Sam’s Cockney accent was distinguished by the fikeabwrong places as well as the
“inability to pronounce v except as w, the centsiidd mark of the common Londoner”
(Fowles 47). Because he tried to imitate his masterery aspect, he also made efforts
to adopt Charles’s noble accent and literary laggudo understand the significance of
a good accent, it is important to remind that tidustrialization gave the opportunity to
a mere artisan within two generations to become ember of the upper class.
According to A.N. Wilson, his position in a new s$a structure marked in the
nineteenth century by such characteristic as acédnthe beginning of the century,
nobody was despised for speaking with a regionakmt¢ but later it became very
important aspect that distinguished a prosperdisaarfrom an aristocrat (60).

To summarize, the Victorian age was a period odacpful lifestyle. Aristocrats had
a lot of free time, and those who lived in the doyside filled it with hunting, cricket or
visits to towns, while the ordinary villagers amdstemselves at the nearest town
markets or pubs. Cities certainly provided betigpartunities for entertainment. Music
lovers were well catered for in London music halleeatres or operas, and also the
delightful parks, botanic gardens and zoos offetaabus attractions. By the 1870s the
public spaces became more accessible to women,ewhas hobbies until then were

visits or handworks. The nineteenth century alsmght some changes in fashion due



to the development of textile industry. The esséntiomen’s garment was still the
bodice and the crinoline, but and the cut of thet $las become narrower, shorter and
the colours were bright. As regards men’s wardrabgas more uniform and what
distinguished a gentleman from a workman was hilgear and in the late nineteenth
century also his accent.



5. Conclusion

In the Victorian age, a period in which the mosaktas highly valued by many
people, rural areas were seen as the source aésidand chastity in comparison to the
cities. This concept was supported also by Victopaets and artists, but their poems
and paintings did not reflect the reality. For epdarthe economical situation of a farm
labourer was none the better than of the factorskeran a big city. Both of them lived
in a cramped cottage or a lodging house and wepkigxd by the employer. It is no
wonder that each social class perceived the Venovialues differently. The working
classes concerned rather about their livelihood #Hizout the appearance in the society,
while the middle classes struggled to consolidatrtsocial position. In order to
imitate the refined behaviour of the aristocratyeyt created a set of values typical for
that period. They proclaimed the marriage and hasméhe meaning of human life;
women were brought up for their roles as carefulthms and wives since their
childhood and their education consisted mainlyahdstic service, needlework as well
as social behaviour. They were supposed to betsendragile and obedient and those
who did not fit or at least approximate this patteere seen as odd women.

No less important than the matrimony was the ctyabgfore marriage. This was
expected from everyone, but the society was mucate tmderant of men, who were still
allowed to have sexual experience outside of theiagge, while a woman whose sin
had come to light had to face shame, especiallyairsmall town or village.
Paradoxically, the sexual life of peasants wasanway restrained; in fact it was a
common matter that rural girls were getting marag@ady pregnant. This implies that
the people in the countryside did not behave marealty, but rather were able to keep
their immodest conducts from the bigoted rural estyci Fallen women commonly
sought anonymity in big cities, but there they nfeded up as prostitutes providing
services to customers from all the social claseekiding alsorespectablefathers of
families or young aristocrats, who frequented sit@ seek amusement.

Let us conclude this issue concerning the distmsti between urban and rural
perception of the Victorian values. Although theammended moral standards were
expected to be followed by all the people, thegratbehaviour was observed primarily
by the middle class, especially in the countrysidieere the society was more insistent



on pattern behaviour, proper clothing and chashtywever, rural people were at the
same time more hypocritical, because also hereynmalecencies took place, but they
were carefully concealed and on the outside theestnacted as respectable people. In
urban areas such pretending was not necessaryh wéscilted in demoralization and

widespread prostitution, particularly in London.



Resumé

Tato bakal#ska prace se zabyva kulturnimi a sociélnimi rozeligzi viktorianskym
venkovem a réstem, a to fedevsim v 60. letech 19. stoleti. Z#oje se na Zivotni
podminky jednotlivych socialnichritl, a zkouma jak tento faktor ovlivnil chovani
jednotlivai Zijicich v té dob. Zakladem pro vypracovani prace je roman Johnddsaw
Francouzova milenkay némz autor vystizé vykresluje viktorianskou dobu a zachycuje
mysSleni lidi jak na venkay tak ve velkomistt a ukazuje jak se moralni zasady lidi
liSily v zavislosti na prosedi. Tato prace jelenéna doctyi zakladnich kapitol, z nichz
kazda se zabyva d&itym tematickym okruhem. Prvnéast je ¥novana rozéleni
spol&nosti do sociélnichiid, druhd zkouma moralnitgrdpisy a rozdilné ulohy Zen a
muZAl ve spolénosti, feti pojednéva o viktorianské sexuakbt na zasr se prace zabyva
Zivotnim stylem a viktorianskou modou.

Navzdory tomu, Ze ke konci 19. stoleti doslo kep&émi situace ahické fidy,
viktorianskd Anglie se i nadéle potykala s problekoas Zebrdk a vykaistovani
délnika v tovarnach, coz ispélo k rozvoji kriminality a gedevSim prostituce ve
meéstech. Pro mnohé lidi z velkasst se proto symbolem poklidného a mravistého
Zivota stal venkov. Toto byl ideal, ktery podporibtaké malfi a spisovatelé, ovSsem
skut&nost byla do znmé miry jina a Fowles poukazuje na to, Ze i zdehdpelo
k utlatovani chudych lidi.

Zatimco alnici se zabyvali hlawh problémem, jak si vydat na Zivobyti, starosti
stredni tidy bylo upevgni svého spolenského postaveni. Mnozi obchodnici se snazili
zbavit pocitu mé&cennosti, kterym trgi kvili svému giivodu, jenz nebyl Slechticky, a
tak napodobovali aristokraticky Zivotni styl. Minsotytvorili soubor hodnot typickych
pro toto obdobi v don@mi, Ze stejné hodnoty uznavaji i lidé z vysSictiexrs

Jednou z vyznamnych priorit tehdejSi doby i@devsSim dedni tidy byla
rodina, gi¢emZ role mué a Zen v manzelstvi byly jaswnymezeny uz od Utléhaststvi.
Divky vzdilavaly matky nebo guvernantky a jejich vyuka &pala ve spoléenském
chovani nebainnostech praktickych pro manzelstvi jako fiklad vysSivani, zatimco
v chlapcich byla podporovana intelektualita, knedti mySleni a samostatnost.
V manzelstvi pak obstaraval zZivobyti muz a Zenagrala jen pokud to vyZadovala
ekonomicka situace rodiny. V op@ém [Fipad zistala doma a starala se étida

domacnost. Jeji poidena pozice vyzadovala absolutni poslusnost mazito i



v milostném Zivot. Pro mnoho Zen se sex stal pouhou manzelskou mustin coz
mohlo vést ktomu, Ze muZz zniny pfistupem své Zeny hledal pééni v narti
prostitutky. Takoveé fipady nebyly ojeditié a Festoze se i od mazacekavalo mravné
chovani, spoknost je za moralni poklesky neodsuzovala. Steggmu bylo i v gipad
piedmanzelského pohlavniho styku. Muzi se malokdylizeezkuSeni, zatimco Zena
s takovou minulosti museltgelit hank, a to hlave na malém rést€ nebo na venkay
Ve velkontstech byla moralka mnohem uvéidjSi a mnoho Zen zavrhnutych
spole&nosti zde hledalo Zivot v anonymitTém, kterym se nepodi¢o provdat a které
ani nengly vzdélani, diky muz by mohly ziskat dd@b placené za#stnani, nezbyla
¢asto jina moznost, nez stipydélavat na Zivobyti prostituci. O zakazniky v tehdejs
dok® nently nouzi, protoZze za zabavou jezdili do velksh muzi ze vSech
spole&enskych vrstev.

PredevSim aristokraté vedli frivolni Zivot. Na svyebnkovskych sidlech travili
vétSinu ¢asu jizdou na koni a lovemghiem vyleti do nesta pak navévovali verejné
domy nebo popijeli a hrali karty v klubech dZenthinekteré poskytovaly veSkeré
pohodli a vymozenosti domova. Po dlouhou dobu bgjny sektor pistupny vyhrada
muzim, ale v 70. letech 19. stoleti byla diky rozvejtilniho pamyslu postavena ve
meéstechifada obchodnich daimkam zg&aly Zeny jezdit na nakupy &ifé prilezitosti
navstvovat kavarny atzné kulturni pamatky¢imz se jim podélo alespa caste&né
odpoutat od své role Zzeny a matky pohybujici se@audomacim prosdi.

Jak jiz bylo zmiano, navzdory tomu, Ze se ve viktorianské Anglii kytsvala
fada prvik spol&nych pro vSechny obyvatele, jako midgad Zivotni podminky
jednotlivych socialnich vrste¥j kladeni rodiny a mravnosti na prvni misto, doshéd
jednotlivych zasad se na venkoa ve méstt znané liSilo. Nelze obec#fici, Ze lidé na
venkow méli pevrejSi moralni zasady, ale faktem je spiSe to, Zeas&lnnejen skryvat
své moralni poklesky ale mnohdy dokonce vést deividt. Casto prag ti sami lidé
odsuzovali zkaZenost velkast, kde kriminalita a prostituce byla na denninépiéu.
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