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'2here is certainly' ،some trutl to the claim tlar Wlitnan's critiea]
٢iews are aiن aع o Tordswort'e. We rigltly kiht ofع the two poets a6
belonging to uhe eame literary tradition whicl etresses tne importance of
fmeedom and enotion. Bot poets think of man as having some kinship
witl ndه eimilarity to natre Tley both subscnibe to an enpressire, mathcr
lhan a nictic, view «f ark, a arlresب tlnsclves to nr nr less tle sun1e?
eritical qaestions. Tleir conceptions aF themsclves as literary & radicais »,
creating a new taEte and trying to develop u new idion for poeIry, 1er?
strikingly Eiilar. 'Tleir pnetry, 1hey hotl naintaine, as an «experimen»

f poctry more relerant to their age. Wrvingه med at erolring a new kindنه 
nd WFitnan tried to wnderscore theه ndmstria] Eociety, Wordswortlه ذ aمن 

sigificance of the poet and to defend liis r6lc.

Yer inspite of l له tese reseublanees, tle two poe ' uف visions of reality,
aو mمصنfeted in their pocury and prose, iffcr a yصi mم respeeاs. nك WVords­
wrorh'a poetry, for istance, man retDms to uature to find and define hin­
٤elf, not to lose it 'The n Lralه ehid, leading life ه of 4 glad animnal movc.
ments », ann the 4 thoughtleas youth », bounding « hie a re » among the
lill, must hotl gro w annl becone :١٦var، of c 1h snill sal nusi¢ of
lumauity ». 0 te oler hand, man, accordling to WFhر itan, identifies
hineelf comptetely wiu natnr, ndه terefor le is gorcmed and regulated,
not by Eocial lawe, but by the divine lawa of natre. Wordswortl's social
man i aware of limit, hut Je also liberaues lmself from the oppressiwe
domiion of natnre, Wlitmnan's natural wan i conpletelyك free, but he is
alsu tle slave of nalnure. For li nature is all in al.

It iو woruh noting, beaidleA that there is a pervassive eenEe oftte'ikeldil !r
ance of hiEoty and of tradlition in Wardsorh'e poetry and criticisi. a Eense
whicb iE qite aleent in W"hiunan's, Botl arc < rmnantie » rehels against
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tradition, it is tnue, lut whereas the forner is selectisc and creatire in lis
alsoذ indliserinninate and simplc-ninledl. TlIere iو pproacl. tle lattcr iة 

strain of anti-intellectualistn in VlIitman's writings tluat is concomitantن 
witl hnie reiection of tradition. Fn W'ordsrsortls'6 eriticin and poctry, Lhere
is a 0leep-8eatcd reepcct for the hman nind and for all it has achicved.
W٠٠ also notice in WardswortlI's pnetry and criticism a higl regurdl for forn,
٤tructur. and outline rarely faul in Iluitmwan's. Moreover, WVordsvortl,
unlik¢ Wlitman, hunned ع hoth ahstraetions and nnere cataloging of details,
preferring instead to wse concrete an speeific images that result from an
inginatirc percrptio of reality. WFTitman's poetry consists mostly of
،-itlcr longish tleclanutory passages or fomless catalogues.

Tinally. Tordlswortl, despite nll Jis Britislness, is hasieally ­huma ه
nistic poct, wخ it a very hroad an universal outlool. WRlitman, whose
prnse anl poctry hound in references to the worl at large an to Ell tlc
poples of t١e wold, tens quite often to he narrowly Anerican and some­
what provincial. I lis nnind, plenonena were neatly divded into either
« Anerican » cr « un.Anerican ».

Tlre roote of the Jifferenccs leTween tle two poets' outlook originate
i their respective haekgroundls. ITardsvvortl, unlike Whiuan, inheritcd
and operated 1vithin ٨ long «stalliled hitorica] tradition. His fomal and
٢tneral edneation. his religiows training. an lis politieal hackgrund Ehaped
lis inagination and] helpedl hiu derelop a complex vicw of mnn and of
hiSTory. WTiuman, on tle other hand, no leir to any w ell-efinedم hietorica]
tradition, eveloped little awareneEs of 1he hnman uses of History. Ee
٢rew٧ wp in an inerensiugly teclaologicnl society and accepted many of its
noral aEsumptions, its nnti-intellccnalisn, and disrespect for « art ». More­
over, his vnstrrcturcd education and his 0uaker religious backgroud 1ein­
forced his anti-historical and anti.soeial hias and his disrespect for concrcte
fomn.

In tlis stady I lave tred to concentrate on those aEpcet of the two
poets non-literary baclgrounds tlat hclped slapc their imagination. I lare
also tricd to outline tle way tley reacten to teir respective backgrounds,
lmcaus« tleir reactious, hesile heing inherenIly inercstin, niglt elarify
nany of their Literary viewvs andl led ع sono liglt on thcir crcative wvork.
The way a poet viewv polities ( the strueture of socicty or the organization
of seial life ) is not likey t٥ dliffer considerahly fro tle way he views
poctry ( the Ftructure nf human experiences ). 'The study is divided into
four sections, eacl ealing witl one aspcet of the two poets' background.
Thil Section A deals with tle geographical and cultural aspects, Sections
l nd C leal witl the dneutional andl rcligious aspcets rspectively. Tle last
Section d1cnl٩ with tle sncio-eonomic lackgrounl and tld twvo poe!s' reportet
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reactions to them. Needless to Eny uhat ] bave not dealt wwith tbو Literary
Lackground not becanse I wnderrate its importance, but hecauEe of uho way
I defined the weope and aims of tlis study (l). TBe literary background
of hoth poets far فذ too complex sahject to bE dealt with in scl a lor ه
study.

A. GEOGRAPBICAL AND CULTURفL BACKGROUND
The eociety in whieh Wordsworth grew un did not only go baek for

thousands of yeane hut also went throngh different historieal phasee and
experienced different eulrral modes. As a pupil in the Grmmar School
a٤ Hawekehead, founded in tle aixteenu eentry, Wordsworh leamed, for
instancc, thuet « the Refommation bad paved the way for ( Seience ). and
( Pllaenphy ) » (1) signaling thereby the cnd of an cr in English history.
W٤٥L hون fried John Fleming, he read eueh poet ,u nمMl م وه Rope, and
Tloueon, alF of wlom manifest tle eultural iversity of their counTry (2).

Tlese hierorieal plases and eultral modes were not alien and ahstrect
categories, bmt a par of historie traditionو WoRdswwortb coald relate to as

individaal. He wmote, for emmple, at the age of fifteen, an imtaDionه 
of Pope celebrating the hicentenary of tle Hawksheadl sclool (3). In the
pnemn, he traccs tle evoluLion of is eelool « from EupersUition to rational
( Seienee )» (4). In the Eanne periodl of hnis life. he wrte a peen entitled
The Wale o} Esrhuaite i hicl he addressمe te Drids and imagines him.
sء lf walking < through the glnm alone liعk a Baron » wandering « in hiو 
hall in tines of yon » (5).

As an Engliلs u poet living in a relatively smal island, Wordaworth was
eRposed to ٥ variety of long-livedl sub-cultnreو like the Scottiel and Irish.
A short distance away, on tle contnent, were the French, ,emnAث and
Dutch who manAged to irritaمt the Briuon at ties and to captur hiA
imaginatio a4 othens, iH preeeneeو in Bhance during the Frencl Reroln­
tion was an erperience of major eiificance in the ehaping of hفi imagia­
tion.

A ensoق of history and of cultura] direreity mثلiما tمe ageinat provineia­
lity. I٤ forces one to le rclativistie, because tle cultaral and bistorical
liversity that surrounds onc FervTs to «lallenge tle sclf and any- self-contai­
ned notions it mny for about iteelf or the reality oatside. The ense ع of
hieRory aلso fores man to se¢ himeelf and the cultre or history he belongs
to as a part of a whol, naT as ar autonomous unit.

WlIitnan grew up and dicd ia Anerica. Giwen the Dnited States's
vasmess, Amerieans tend to be theف l isolation and given itم e0graphicع 

people lcast expoEed to other culturcs. WTliuan opent his life singig
wniversal brotherhood nnd cosnic conxciousness, and as a cosic bard he
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rcpeatedly ised foreign wvords. Yet, srprisingly enowl, le never leamed
a foreig largtago, mor did he ever leave Amnerica throughont his lie. Late
in life, in l884, Whiman regrettcd tat le « never learned to rcad Gemman
and Breneh », Yet wvit tls evcr bubbling springs of optiuisn witlin lim.
he added :

No doubt it'و all ust ز as well it م is ; it all came ahouL according to
what they nEed to describc as & the ordinances af God » : there's no
chancc in it : may be D lave hecn modified if I had erer hroken loose
from my accnstomed wvays-lecome a traveller, hecome a linguist : that
ight hare mcant ham to 1le Leaves (6).

WHitman also often sang of tle sblimity and henuty of tle midwestem
states, yet he nerer risited tHen mntil late iH life. It was partly «lue to the
geograpluical isolation and vهstess of tle T'. S. A٠ that Tlitman wvas nerer
omposed to oter eulrural modes or ethical valnes sucl as those of England
or ue American Midwest or tlre outl. Fis lort م trip to Louisiana, the
ouree of many interesting secnlations on urc part of hnis hiogrphcrs, gircs؟ 

ns an idea ahout what mirht lnave haptene to Wlitnan lad h madle
a trip 1o Gemany or India. It might have cured him of his mysticisnn or
perhaps deepencd it.

American history dncs not act as a correctirc to tle United States's
ge0graplie isolatiou. Tlis history s1nrtedl witl tle great Tnritan escape
from te Fropcan conTinent andl itA oppressios. 4s suel it i in ر a sense
an anti-history. One common theme in WFlitnan's poetry und prose is the
rejection of all ast م history, winh all its rirtucs and viccs.

Fntlemmore, Americnn histor mny hare its own dcRree oF divereity,
bat it is definitely not as direrse as fnglisl history. THere are no Eharp
contrasts letreen a Fonan and a motlern period. Arericnn history strt9
as the lietory of a Protestant pcople helieving in Protestant etlicم ] values,
and has remained' fnndamentally unehanged, 'Tle history of the Amneriean
Jndian l لثi stف tle Epeciality of te American anthropologist, not tle
American hieTorian.

A forو the Afro.Americans, Thiuan elevated tlem, at tines, to tle
6upra-human and alietoricul lere] of « piclurcsuc giants » (7). Howverer,
he eane into direet eontact witl the Afro-Aerican raee during the
campnig1ج agninst slavery in wieH he, a3 an elitor of tl Eagle and as
a politieal aetiriet, participated. H; espousal و of tle «.atse of the Afro­
Ameriean did not sten fronn ltanitaria consideratians : it was largely
cconomnie iu origin. ITHitman's ohjections were not directcd against slavery
in general but rather against its ertension in the ner territorics acquired
hy ١le/ Ilepuhlie (8}.
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The inmigrants to Anerica did not initate a Gemmnan or nه I baee لد م
af Amnericau history. Unlike inradere, imigrants tend to idedtify wit
andl accept, too zealously at Uimes, the history nnd enltural rwlues of their
new comnunity. Moreover, people wlo migrate are nsaally te disEenting
elenents, e ل clencnts wanting to brcak away from their hiAuory and their
enltwre, nnd as such they are not qite representatiwe of the cultres they
Are rejecting. Deeides, they nsnally coe ,idividuals هه not ,commnnites هه
and when tl١0v set np tleir cnNnunities in tleir ewv homeland. tley are
mnite often the hest and nost meticalous iitators of e « new » cuhtre.
Therefare they present oly a very weak cultral clallegc.

All these gencral facts, Historcal, cultral. or geo-altral, contributed
towarl tle polariznLiou oF Whiman'e vذsion. DecanEe his Amcrican Eelf
1٤mai,rdl l:0ly uehallenredl h٤ otlrer cultral valnes and wnawvare of
other connplex historical processe9, it saw history nnd cultnre as either
Anerican or w-Amcrican, as either a part of the eelf or toالمly wnrelated
to it. MIoreorer, bceause he was ncer empased to otler cultaral modes, his
e1hical asة Tmptions, derised largely from an indnetrial capitaliet socieTy,
also remained urclallengcd.

Of counrsc dissimilarites hetween Wordsworh's ndه Wluiaan's geog­
raplical andl culuural snrrounding canot wlolly account for the specific
differcces hetwccu {lcir innnginntions. Therc are more definite elemente
tLat hehned shape their rieion, snch aو their edrcntional and religions train٠
in a tleir -neio-0rmtonic hackrround.

B. EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND

T٦,0٠ fornal cducatonal proccss is a social and basieally coneervative
act in whicl tle individmal wilnessos und pariicipates in tLe communal act
of trunsnitting knowlcdgs from onc generaton to anotler. As sueh, it is
a iscipline erceedingly lelpful, perlaps necessary, for a pوet wit a rnan.
tie lcnt of nind.

'The rejeetian of sociدl ad literary courentioue is nlwaye more meaning­
ful anl radieal if rhe conrcntions are grapcnl in their entirety hy the rehel.
Daudclair'; dliaholism is sigoifieant and colernt hecnuse it is stractored
ly a Catholie French tradition, whereas the diabolie postares of the heroes
of Bvron" ٣nrly works are eInply of mcaning. Tle fill meaniug of their
relcllion is not rntirely connprlended hecause le ا cosmie order tlcy are
rehelliu; aainst is nerer fully defiued. Prometleus cannot exist witlont
1,«،n1.. althou l ب he na4 wat hc alle to coxist pe،ncfall; witl١ lin.

Wordsworul's Canlridge edttcatio enahletl hin to he a eophistieatedl
Pranrctlews., Fts eompreheneirenesو hclpedl Him nroid ٥n «rtrme narOw-
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ncss.. Morcover, « unitarians, dlisciples of tle ,lulosophcs م sntimcntم l
radicals, ad liheral Whigs made tleir strongcst thnsts 4oward liLerty nd ه
equality durig the three years ending wvith Wordsvsorth's D. A, degree in
January 179] »(l). Sucl mnoremcnts «lid no1 fail to leave tleir ipact ot
the impressionnhle mind of the poet.

Let us now loak at WVordsworths acadenic education end general rcad­
ing. As a Cambridge undergradwate, Wordsworuo had t readl selcctions
fron the writings of all th mre imTortant anthw«rs of classiea ,utiuilv أ
whetlcr pocts ueh ة as Hontcr, Wirgil, and IIorace; historians Euch as Xcno­
plon ad Tacitus; or philosophers sucl as Aristol (2), WordsworD 1vas
so faniliar with clasical authors that « in his lettere are scattered references
1o Polybius, Ciemr0, Iiivy, Nepos, ann T'aeits » (3). He tall 2 alter Savagc
Landor Lut hن s « aenuaintance wiTh Virgil, Horace, LncreLis, and Catnlus »
wa٤ intimate (4). 0ne of Wordsorth's earliest attempls nt poetic creation
١٢a9 nn 4 nhortive imitation of Juvcnal » (5). Later in lif٤ Iordssrorth
wrote pocms, sucL ns « Laodannia », a pocn wlicl is dietinctly classical andl
peeiieally Virgiliau in inspiration. Wordswort. Donglas Duh renindsء 

w, was the c fountain-hea of nietecntlentury poctry on nnyThologica]
tlremcs .( م(6

The curriculun at Carhrdge also included nnodcm European classica
like the wotks of Aiiosto, Ceranttcs, and Petrnrel. Traordswortl leamed
Rreneh and Gemman oa lis ow and alsn leamed Italian ج language and
litenuturc as crtra-urriewlar suhjccts tnder nn ercellcnt tutor, witl far nnore
entlusiasn tan ho gare 1o rcquired suhjcete »(7).

THe Cambnidge curiculum included not only such lnoks on mnrel
philosoply as Locke's Essay Concerning Duman Unerstanding, but also
Newton's Prndnia and Optics. In tle pring م of 1784, Wordsvoruh reAd
1ncchمnic and the twcnty-first book of Livy's Iistory o} Rome (8).

A forف his readin in ciglteent centnry literaLure, ''ordywartl's trai­
ing was not merely in « prc-homantie » literatre, but also in Restoretion
and Augustan literature proper. He Hnew Euglisl poetry thorouglly,
« espcciم lly eighteenth-century poctry ndه tlat of the great mastcrs » , euch
as Spenser and Shwkcspeare (9). His witings inelndle frcqaeut refcrence8
t٥ D. Johnson and Sir Joeluua Reynolds, and he hoaetcd that lo « conld
reeat. with a little rommaging of nny mmory several tousand Iinee of
Rope » (l0) • and that le conl epeak of sone parts of Sir Joslwa's Dis­
cowrsns witl confidence (ll).

After graduation ftonn Camlridge, TTordswortl rounded ofF his eduen­
tion hy going t th conliuent (I). Lnter ir hif l١e wudle srreral tours of
the contincnt amd Seotlamd. It was in such trarels tha٤ VTordlswoلtr wcnt
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rougl tle broadening and bumaniain cRperience of witnessing, at firstب 
hand, the Irenel Revoltion and of nceUing sucl conplex figureذ us
Beaupny.

All in all, tcn , Wordsworu's fornal and gccral education offered
lin howledge of Lc history of hia own people aو wcll Lat ه of other
pcoplcs. lt Aharpened his scnse nf tle complerity uf historical proceees.
Later when he relclled against tle stahlisHedه tradiLion, his relellion , based
on his close knuowvledge of history, was eeleetive an0 dliecriminnting.

W٢liuan was deprivedl of foral schoaling with all its mterits aw vice٤.
Fwr « hcnattic » poeL, tle mcrts of a farmal «ueation far ottweil
itو wiceE. At the age of cleveu, it &ecns thLat Whwitman put an cnd to his
fomal edteation hy learing Felool (l3). From tlat point on, his educntion
wa٤ liallv t2structred. IF {reavreted} 1leaters in Tow- ) «rls whrr h! ٤s7
nany playe ad operas (14). His almost daily contaet with tbe city was also
wndoubtedly an educationلa cxperience. He met thcre for instance Dr.
Abhott , te ower and curator of the Fgyptian mueeu , who initiated
WVhiumnat inta the worl of Egyptoloy hy hringing to ١e port'; uttention
importaut hooks on the snhjcct or hy lending ln eome. hesides Fgypto­
lgy. I٢HitnIan wus relatively well-rear i n3 varict sahject; us astrotony
and phrenology. Iut the proces of Relf-tiion nerer followed a definite
plun. Iewto Arvi; dlscriptio 0١f WflIrtan's ranlon readlig is inunur­
tive. Tle omnivorows poet read ll م « ١le stacks of' printc natter tlat came
in hو way as a jouralفi t and reviewer ; and lue rad a little of everybody  و
frm the hon. Mre. Norton andl P. h. Jumtes andl Martin F. Tupper to Goetbe
nnd Lanartine » (15).

Sucl an wustructured education mny have some henefieial effects only
on a poet wlo Lires in a stable, higlly stratified society ; for Whiuan it
had it inlereut dangcr lustead of seeing the history of tought as a com­
pler . highly divcreifie proeess , WThitnan was alway8 trying to find out
whether sucl and sael a book was relerant to hin and to America or Dot.
The awarcneوe of te complexity of tle listory of ideas that helps a writer
cvelop a degree of relativis and skepticien was replaced hy an eitHer/or
rcducrivo view٧.

Moreorcr, sucl nه wnstrctured edlucatiou may generate te habit of
eeing the hietoricAl proccss as an abstract morcnent of diselodied ideas
rater thuan as the erpreEsion of nen's manners at specific times in specifc
places. Wliuuns's reprted reaction 1a wlat le read indicateو an inability
to rspond to the fall complcrity of literature. In is riens all literature
was eitner tle crpreEsion of the dlemoeratie idea or tle produet of feudalثs.
Diterature for hi wwas ncrer sinply Frencl, Bnglish. or Creek or even good
or bad. Wtl euel a skeletهl knowledge of tle past, it slvould come a9 no
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eurpriع e to leam thaE WLiuan leliered that History لله we deAd ndه irrele­
vant to energctic Ameriea. Ie eonsidered tbat all historical processes were
simnply adumnhrations of tle greatest of ll م ideas : the United S1ates. Er«n
Slmakespeare was n tlemoerat in disguiee preparing the groand for that grea1
land.

WLitna, in short, mever henefited fromn the disraptng and rero]­
tionizing inDpaet of a fomal edueation. He accepted lis edeiety'e vicnv
of nan and judged oDler modes of eistence in tems of this view, not
ice aersa. B eubjetiveفث self reduced , categorized , and polanized moet of
what it read. It rmained « natral » and uchallenged esen while mnder­
going te arificial , annatnral proceas of education or of imnpleه reading.

W٦Iiua» ,a tmao grundson of the devi] , foand eren Fmereon . tLe
desil'e child , too arufeiلa ly leamed and Traditonع]. Be deserhed Emer­
Eon'e writings as perfommances « baEed on arifieial cholarelipsع and decoruهm 
a١ third or fourtl removes » (l6). Ff Bmereon Eiply erpcriented as
« an enlless secker with no paEt » at his back, he at least knew that past.
nl knewv the value of laming alout it. Wliman rmained innocent f
<١٤cl١ knowledge.

C RELIGOUS BACRCROUND

Tl٤ dfssimilarity hetween the two modes of CluritiaDitr Wordsrvoruh
.the diffeEenccs in teir visionو iuman were cmposed to partly esplainر WIه 

2\erens Tordsworh grew np as a mcmber of the higly ritalietie and
hierarchieal Clarel of England, Whiuan was primarily erpnsed to an
e31remely anti-ritualistie and anti-eleriea] Ouakeriamn.

Ln pite ه of Wordeworh'e ekepricis. and doahمt , he accepted mhe Bible
and the Charel « as a mater of courمe »(l). t asمA lAف May ,1792, he  اللاه
incndcd entering the Charch. It was the poet iu lim , howerer, rAther
thau any intellectual doubt (2) tluat prompted hi to clange l .nd من نه
A; a poet interestedl in tle pecific م and tle sensuons. he feared that lis life
as a elergyan would le a eontinual c etrggle between his coueience and
his impDlees » (3).

Nevertheless the chorcl ritual did not fei to ttract ه Wordsworl1's
attention and lape ع hi imarination. Ritna] hmmanizes ahstrect Eupra­
hnan ideas ly makig them aceessihle to our human imagination whicl
thinks in tems of concrcte speeifieE. Wordswortl's intereet in rital wnder­
lies his recommendation to a yong man that he contemplate the character
and persondl hisrory of ChrisL ٠Work it», he Eaid,« into your tlonghts ,
into our ع imagination. make it a real prescnce of tle mind » (4), Tord­
worth's tendeney to sEe mature as a humanized ritمl wva nndodbtedly rein­
forced by lis training intn the Angliean Chareh. The Englisl romantie's
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7iewv of imagiation rereals this preferenee for the concrete ritual. Lagin­
ation , for him , is « the faculty hy wliich the poet... produces that is,
inages ، individaal foms in whicl are embodied unicl ideas or abst­
ractions » (5).

Big ٩ie7 of man as a nemher of a huan commuity wكa aleo dcepened
hy his religious tmining. Pardieipation in church rita a ل عذ sdeial aet in
wvlicl the individual tries to achiere Balvation , not throngh sae miracns
lous . iuner light, but through a conmunal process.

Aو Tordsworl'e interest in Christianity was soeial and hunaصistie,
it 1s not surprising to lear that be had very kittle to say ahout « the ertreme
sinfulness and degradation of mnn and the Atonement throagh the deat of
CHrist » (6), and that he tamed instinetvly to the doctrine which sees in
the Ineamation , rather Than in the CruEifixion alone, the esscnce of he
Atoncment. Tl١e ocLrine of God hecoming man is the doetrne that
appealcd to him most. It is aleo tle doctrine that emphasies relationship
and love, not vindictivc destnuctirencss and Eeparateness. This interest ia
rital nذ, God incarante , and in the eetabliعhcd chorcb points toward
a « eatolic » ( ratler than a « protestant » ) «vality- of Bordswortl's mnind
nnd imagination. The Catholic mode of Clristianity is more comunitarian
than tre Protestaat. WTlereas aceording to tle later mode, salration is
achieed through an individaal act, accordig to the fomer, thcre is no
snlvation oatside te chrel. Aubrey De Vere., while dmitting م the anti
Roman Catholie biوa o٢ TordsworL's « prose mind », ohserved « that it
was otherwiso as regards his mind poete »(7), Tordsworh'e Catlolc
sensibility , aecordig to De Vere , manifested itelf in his Christian poهme ,
« espccially tbose whiel refer to the moaastic syetem. and he Sehoolnen ,
and his Eonnet on tle Blessed Yirgin , whom he addresses as ( our tainted
natre'e eolitary hoast ) 2(&). The CathoLic qnality of Tordsworth's mind
comes out in rnany oF tle images he mses in hiis poetry. Dn one of the most
« pagan > passages The ذ0 Prclude, he compareA man,« that luAry مك object
and subhime »,to an « aerial cros8 »,« euationed alone upoa a epiry rock
of the Clartreuse (II,274-272 د(7 (9). Another maصifestAtion of the
Catholic hent of his miod is hون faroralle wee of uue image of the nun in two
of his nost leautiful Eonnets : «lt is a beauteous crening calm and free»
ad « Duهn fret not at teir conrent's narrow room ». Ln the latter sonnet,
the Romantie poet, feeling the veight of too mnch freedom , eEcApeA to
the « Sonnet'e santy plot of gronnd » (I0). THere , hke patient nans in
their « convent's narrow room », he finds Eolace thronghا thc acceptance of
.L itsع

We eصa also add the faet that tle Tnacuمrians . mمny of whom either
hecame Roman C tholicsم or showed sypathy for the Cathole mode of
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Clr:ieianity , ¢ cainedl Iordsworll » as tleir own poet. 1f'orleworu , in
hiو turn , praised them fnr « inspiring ue ag0 witl dceper rerercncc for
antiquity and a cordial confomity wit rituul olEervamces » (ll).

I٢ordswortl's mind cvidcntly is Catlolie. Ye٤ his Aglican training
nade it diffieult for hin to accept tle idea of a wmiversal chureh tlat could
encomnpass l ه people ا in ull placcs. Throughout hقi life . Iordsworun
remained a member of tle Chuurl of England , a Epecific national institu­
tion that had iقt roots in a concrete lnistorical process , uven wwhile it cnlo.
died ethieal ideals andl religious visions. Fis ¢ Ecclesiastical Sonncts » are
not a listory of ChrisLianity in gccral or a celcbration of God . but
a celehration of c the ideal beanty of religion , as it could he taced in the
history of an institution » (l2). 'Tle chic of the sonnet fom for tlIcsv;
pocms aleo 6ggeFrs tlat the poet watcd] to delineatc specifie « persons ,
crents and places ». Yet tle course he traccd , as Professor Woodring
ohserves , rcnains « conmunal , institutional an idleal » (13).

Wlitan, in an ariele written f٠١r Thيم (mte iu l9t, <tatcl lrat tl١«0
autlor of Leaues of 0rass clid not « erlibit and nnake ado about te etock
passion » lecause he was partly uf Cnakcr stock (l4). 0uakerism is a node
٥f worslip that esclews « a foral creedl » . advocates 1lc eoncopt of & Inner
Liglt » as te Fole arhiter , and enphaEizes « dircct revelation » and per­
sama] Falvation (l5). It thus militates against strucTure , from . soeia] sen٠
sibilitr and و awareness of specifie hristoricul proccss.

In an artiele on Elias Eieks , tle Long lsland Cuaker prcacher , Tlit­
m1an found that tle central idea characterizing tlc lclief of tlne Society of
Friends was

Tle Platonic doctrine tlat thc ideals of elaracter, of justicc, of rcligious
action ...are to he confonn'd to uo outsile «laetrine or cr0cds, ... Bihles,
legiElative enactent, conventioalitiex, ur evcn ،lecorus, lut are to
follow tle inward Peity-planted law f tle emotional Eul (lG).,

WFitl uel ع an elreme suhjeetivisin. €eryonc heeones his own clurcl
and ultimnarely his own Savior and God. l Democratie 7istas . Tiunan
clained that the « ripeness » of rligion was doubtlcss to le « looked for in
this field of individuality andl is a reeult tat no organizaUion or chuurl ean
ercr achieve ». Tme rligion . for him , was n part of what he tems « tlc
idenntified son] , whiel , ر wvhen grcatest . kuows not bihleg i the old way ».
Tlis soul can 4 confronnt Religion when it etrieatcs itself entirely fronn the
clurehes , and not beforc » (17).

Thitman tried to crtricat rcligion fronn the Clurcl to sucl dcgre
tha in ا 1872. in his Prefaee to s a Strog Jir on Piions Free. lie pleadled
for a totally new Anerican religion outside any Catholie or Protestant
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Clnrch. «Tle tie has certainly cnme ,, le uIough1, to hcgin to dis.
carge tle idea of religio, in 1lr l nitc 5tate, fron nncre «cclesiastiism.
and from Sudays and Cluurches and clurchgoing : and assign it to that
general position inside of all lumau ahaructrr , and etlucation , ad
affair » (18).

Having dcnnolished the Clrch , Ihiumau turned to his poor ClIrist
and swallowed him. In Democratie Fistus , in a rather longisH , confusing
scntence , WHitman implied thaL erery hman individual ws cqual to
CHirst (L9).

Iawing shiften te ccnter of religion fron1 t chureH and Clrst to the
huuan Eelf , it wwas only logical that Iltinnan shoul law deified that same
sIf. WHimman indeetl saw nun as +tating 4 apart fron all lse, lirine ir
his orn riglt .( و(20 Hie poetry and prose alway٩ speak of ue separatenes
of the self and its divinity-

But once tle self engulfs Godl nd ١le Churel it ceascs to be fallen.
T٢litnan , the cosic optinist , rarely felt tle pains of the Fall. Paranisiac
inagcry and the motif of uafallen Fcxuality are rccurrent in his poetry.
TTlitnan once said that hc could not read Tolstoy's Confcssion , eince
he had never been worried by the question of whether le slauln hE ٤avrd
or lost »(2l).

Sncl a concep af nle hunan self and its rlationslip witl Cod hns
nnany grave consequences. Dietinctions tend to he llurred andl radations ع

WlIitman sings 4 theد tart to disappear. ln « Clauting tlc Sauare DeiTieن 
csseuce of for », wehiel is also « I tl most solid , د whirl is als Ol
Brah , Satumias , Time , Lord Cluفir t , lcrnes . Santa Spirita , and so
o (22). Ths bluring of distineLions mukes rcligion »nerge wvitl «٩ery
thing : democracy , the idea of tle Repahlie , the TIion , ar Roetry.
Re!iع iun, as TTHitan san it. was as nhiauitous as lis grass. « At tle core
of democracy », for instAncc , le found « the religious element »(223),
« Essentia] Poetry », whaterer that is,4 cnpresscs and gocs along ritl
esenuial Religion > (24). The List of things with wliel religior mnerged
could Le idcfinitely panded hut , in TTHiunan's imagination , it was
mostly wit te lonely self that religion wvas idcntifed.

THere is a dcop contraaliction in IHitan± attitude to rcligion, It is
a contrediction inherent in @uakcrisru or pcrhups in aNy ertrme subjec­
tivistic position. The s lfم as Wlitman savs it is botl divine and autonomous.
Being the only center and arhiter , it is a einple sepamate self nnrelated to
ny eocio-historical prcesses. But on tle otler hand we hare the friglه٠ 

tening rferenecs to the « true religion » , 4 eEsence of life . د and « essential
Reliعion ». All of tعe c elements , whicl correspond to the inner liglt o
the « over soul », wcrc , accoring to Wlitan , ...4 transcendent, [ and ]
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١١١٧/٠;١٠١٤i٠ 01 hey' ح•Ialaiou1(.25) ع oLLiteratc distinction and traصecend
all time annl plaee. 7'hongh located in the buman soal , they are heliered
٢٨ h¢ «apable of propelling it wit o wvithout its cousent. TTe antonomقo 
،livine elfم is nothing but a lelpless nediun. WWhereas tle Anglican Words
warnlia١١ nlt' willingly partieipatcs in te social rital and relates to a buman

elf٢ عak« o a hman for, 1l WFhimanes«ue Ouakerishtaب wwi.+i)}،ا. 
is latl conwplete]y free fron &cial louds yet completely subservient to an
h44ra¢1 mnhunan principlc.

I١١٨٤ « [:scncc » and tle Inner liglt are trawscendent , and if their
loeatinn is the self , loL١ ritual and clergy becone subsericnt to thc wor­

akem , was velemently)د hiper or even 1nccessary. Whitman , like mostء 
ani-clerical and arti-ritualistie.

h an article Tron Noemnbcr Dougls entiDed « George Rox ( and
SakrFpcar«) ». Wlitan nnade a comparison betseen 4 poor plثa »
Gcnrgge Tox and Willam Slakeseare (26). The oae radiated « [ له of art'6,
all literature's splendor » , the otber stood for e ا Donght latent in the
hunan sul « of God . nerged i teص thonghفt of moral right ndه he
innrtahity of idenity ». This toaght , aceordig to Whiman , 2e
« grentcr that all else » , an esscnce of al fomms , « the dcepest deptls and
hih«-t l١٠iglt F ar, 0f liIeratnIre. and of tlRe purpoes of life ». was اعد
iu-t « insignificant concrete elenent among many otIer clements. 0ly
١h٤ tracenrlent ahstract ¢ tlought » was of centrl A gnificanceث and impor­
tee t, Wfhitman :

W l tle gorgeous agcIt ر of Art, rcflugent in tlc smsline, colo٤'d
witl rwses and oll ع - wit all tle riclcet mcre poetry, old or new,
، ٢٧٣٨ Shakesprares ) -.- with all tat statuc, play، painting, mnsic,
archi1retre, nratary. ean effecr, cease to sauisfy and please ... and wlen
all ١٠lnl earnal or aesthctie ... values, lnviug done tleir offiee to the
hunra «haraetcr ... ,hen ا if not before, comes f6rwvard thفi oenareh
ing thauglIt, andl lrigs its «ligibilities, geminaton (27).

Wnitan rejeeted corcercte images in farour of ahstract thought. The
conseqncnccs of such an anti-rimalistic position are too damaging for any
paet heeauzc poets eamnot operatc in the reahm of the abstact or the
aHsolure : thy havc to deal with tle spccifie audl tle concrete. Tlis is,  iم
a snse . the onlv raison dF&tre oF poetry.

Ta reeapitlate . whereas Wordeworh's rLigions truiing hclped huim
to erisiou nan as : part oF a human community and sharpened his scnse
0f tر٠, innp«rtaee 0f" ٢he concrete tle speeifi. I]iitman's religious
trainning nadle lin deify tle subjectire eelF , accept tranEcendental ,  عثhه
torical ahstractious . and fail to eee tHe inportance of the concrete rita
and Hierarcly.



- لا7

1). SOCI0 -fCOOMIC TACKGROUND

The political anl social hrackgrounl oF Wordlsworth and Wlitmtan
playerl a eigificant rOle in tle slapig of tleir imnginationls. Wordswortl's
England and Ihitans Anerica ucconplisledl tlcir industrialization
througl n more or less fzec enterprise sysle. Dotl poetA were muite
aware of tle clrawges in tlwir respective societies . lt wlreaو Iordswort
did not accept all tl moral and politicrl assunpions of tle new industrial
ociety and even rigoronsly questioned l١em . WTliIman accepted tlemn
witlowt nwel discrmination.

Bccatse Iordsworuh lad knowledge of rclatiousluns of production
otler than tlase of capitalist industrial socicا y , lc could conceie of te
possibility of crcating econoie rclationsliips between nan nd his borthcr
man based on love and co-opcrution atd 1ot neccssarily regulated Dy tle
iron laws of « getting and spcudig ». He saw and pcrsonally erpcricnced
1he traneition from an agrarian semi-fcudal socicty to a liglly industrialized
capitalist one; he also witnessed and at tines felt dissatisfied wvitl tle
clangcs wlicl hefell lunan relationslIips as a rcsult of tle transition, It
٦٧as purtly tlis connplexity of ccoomnic lackgronnd tlat enahledl Worقd ­
worD to sce industrial society fronn listorical and lnan pcrspectircs otcr
tlan those providcl by it.

Tle rillages of the Lak counties, toward the cnd of ue eiglteentl
c٤ury٠ consistel tostly af srlf contained fams that still had access to
« a very entensire connons waste on the mountnins wlere all tle ehcep
and eattle of willages grazed togetlrer » (I). The factory system ruined
their primitive manual industries , and the new industrial tows attracted
tle Eons of te ycomen (2). Joln Iisler , wlo belonged to tle class of
yconnen or statesen , wsed to lelp tle Wordlsworth witl their gardening.
In 1800 Le told Dorotly Wordswvoru thet in a slort time tlere would le
only two ranks of pcoplo , tlE vcry rich and tc very poor , € for tlrose who
lrave snIal] eetates ...٠٠. ar forcel to scl, anl all De lund gocs into one
hand » (3).

-Miclael : A Iastoral Paenn » is a rlescription of tle process of tiELinء 
t4'grtiau uf te agrurian comnnily ١f yTonncn. l a lettcr t 'Tlonnas
Poole , ITordswortl pointed out tle agTarian bias of the poemn. He said
that he lad attenpted « to give a pieture of a man ... agitated [ motirated ]
Iy pnrental affcetion, andl tlre loe af property . د D¢ tlen «pwalified tHe
word « property » hy adling the wvord « landed » and ly wndercoring
it (4). In te letter to Clurles Jams Ior , wlicl le sent alon? witl a copyب٠ .

oF te Lyrieal Dallads , Iordsworth paintcd a rery vivid picture of tlne same
Proccss of « ranid decay of the donnestie affeetions amlong tle lower orders
of soceity 3. Fe then addcd , 4 [arents are separated fronn their clildren ,

0)
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،ni chilureu fror their [»urent ; 1le wife no loner Prcpares, wit her
own hvands , a meal for her lneband , the produce of his laboar 2(5).

'Thi ane و preference for an agrarian life is evident in his Frefacc to
the Lyrical Daliads. Ie lais ء tat he closo to dea] wit « rste life » i
his poetry « hecause in tat eitation the cssentم] passions of the hert
tind a better soil in whicl tley can attain thoir maturity », and « bccause
i2 that sitation our clcncntary fcelings exist in a state of greater simplicity»,
and fnaly « hecausc tle manners of nral iife gemrminate fron those elennen-
1،١y feclins. und, fromn tle necessary claracter of rral occupations are
more easily comprelended, aud more durable » (6). Sucl being his
preference, it was only logical tlat Wordswvortl1 elould cloose to write many
of his finest poens in tle hallad fonn ٨ genre largcly associated wviul
2rc-copitalist tlenes and life. Many of tle heroes af Wordsworth's poens,
such as the leeccl1-gauerer, Simon Lee, the notler of the a idiot boy », and
NfaTtha RAy are products of an agrariau, comnnunitArian society.

Wordsworth , in some of hiف poems , expLcitly eelebratعs agraran life
and contrasts it with the life of the industriم lly adranced city. Mn € The
Rcwerie of Poor Susan », the protagonist , in the midst of a city alien to ber
and in rhich she is unable to strike roots , is carried away by ber rereries
to ٥ world of nountains , river8 , and « grecn pastures ». There her love
eould he nchoredه to specifie things such as her « sصi gle aal cottege ,

١٠١¢st like «loves.' 'THe one only dwelling on eartl she loves » (7). In
« Song for tle Spimning Tleel » , ١٢ordswortl celebrateA a sodiety not
٢earel to a market econony (8). T],e wlcc] is seen as part of a liglly
inegrated world pcrneated by love and pastora] inoocencc. To uhis world
of virtne and love , Wordswortl , in other pocms , contrasts tho world of
« getting and Spending » (9) and of « sclfish nen », wvho hare tumed
Fngland into « a fen / Of stagnant watcrs », and lost sight of all leroie
ideals (l0).

Industrial capitalist society Jid not inspire WVordsworuh with enthweiasm
because he was aware , hike the speaker of The Eaeursion , of c ue darker
sid / O£ this great clange » ( viii. 15l -152) (lL) and the new man it was
producing. Jn he Rame poen , Words1vorth uscs a military metapbor
intertwined with a »netaphor of stunling dleath to dcscrihe industria] capi­
talist society ( viii. 170-180 ). I also sees the aetirity af this socicty as
٩ mindless and mechanized worship of Gain ٤ the master-idه] of the
realm » ( viii. 1&4 ). The priests of this religion never let a momnent of te
٢ea pass , « Wlen in tleir land the Almighty's service ceased » (wiii. 195).,

The stream , which in mnم ny of Fordsworh's poems stands for the
growth and continuity of the human mind , instead of emoothly and freely
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flowing, 4 tuهm the multitude of izay whecls » in industriAl socicty and
« Glares, like a troubled spirit in ius hed / Among the rocks bclow » ( viii.
178, l79-180 ). Induetrial eociety, TTordswvortl states in the Preface,
tends 4 to blunt tle diserininating powers nF tle mind », and to ufit it
« for all roluntary exertion , [ and ] to reduce it to a state of lmost ه 8arage
1orpor » (l2). Tle same idea is reiterated by Wordewvort in a note he
dictated to Mieو Fenwiek e thouglnt tlat trade ndه industعy caased hو 
cotrymen to he « lcAs eensible to noremcnوt of imagiation and
fancy » (l3).

Tle 1ewv nan of industrial capitalist society, mnotivated by self-imterest
and the desire to accuulate more monGy ,id not in the leaet impress
TVordsvorth. Tle romentie poet ohsered that norv وشطة man ,the larve ه of
ih deAiresو to ow more , wa also a Eefieh individaal. I hون Rreface to

The Dorderere », Wordsworu give a description of a ma who « las
deeply imbiBed a spirit oF enterprisc » , whose « mnster paesioهn ae pride
and the love of distincUion », and who has no « Eolid principles of genuine
henevolence » (14). Ttilitarianisn waو the new man's only moral, Bot
Ttlitarian ethics , Wordsvvortl فه asserted in 1844 , were merely « a mask
for cupidity and gambliug speculations »(l5) cpedience raiscd to the
lerel of ctluies. Tle taissez-faire capitalists af W}'ardsworth's uie, l once
remnarked , did not lceitate to keep « clikdren of 10 years of age cmployed
]1 or l2 hours at work, anud sone heing at wonk all ,iglt د lers ا all9ا 

dم y » (l6).

If whe new man lad no ethics , he a Eoل had no cultre. n the Preface
to the Lyricl Dollads, Wordsworth «xpreEses lis dlisgist at tle « ttantie
novels , sicلk y d ه stpid Geman 'Tragedies , and delages of idl nd ج ه
e3trvagant ٤tories in verE » (]7) wlicl catered to the taste of te new
ea0ling publie Tle Wrdlsworths eanle to kow memhers of te nrew class
at firet land hccause tle Lake cuuntry wus on of tlue targets of rieh Man­
clester merlnants aud Lirerpool attoeys wlo € were putting up big

er مو of l806 the WVordص te area(l8). In te Eumذ »ummer homesم 
wortls had « living very ncar then a houselold wlo eonصt ally reEsed
i etrangc Eفa tern costunes : they wore grcc leatlercaps, turkey halF-
hootA , and long dressing gowns » (l9). • "

Aware of te humau inadeqwacy of the new economic man , Words­
wort! tended to reject nay of the theoretieal a ssuptionsن of hourgcois
politieal econony. Wordsworu tle lnanist refused to view luman
cings as nnrre «hjeets or ٤s ner wits in D alstract econonic process

wncontrolled hy nan. Tl@ c tleori of political cononY nilt د have
heen « riglt or wrong in tle ahstraet » , hut wlat conccred hمi most waو 
th٥٤ & recklcss » tuloic laws 4 have prured scunrgc ن to tns of thnw١ = لط٠٠ ء
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sands , by th abrupuess wvitl whicl they lave lee canied into prac­
tice » (20). ،Wordsworth , wvhenever he citcs any of tle argumenLs of somc
of tle extreme laissez-faire cconomists of his time, tries to see the conEe­
quences of this argument wot on production Lut on nnan and eocicty. 'The
« Economists will tell you uat the Suate » uriveA by the destruction of
agrarian life. The speakcr of The Excrsion , howevcr , prefers to aAk ,
« Can the uother thrive / By the destruction of her inuoccnt sons » ? (riii.
283 , 285 -286 ). The abstract and theoretical are rejected in farour of tho
coucretc and real.

Wordswortl , likewiec , did not accept tle demnoeratie ideal as advoca­
ted by 1nany of his contennporarics. Ee was carefil to olscrwe tle Miltonie
istincton hetween license and liberty (2l) , a distinction , Uat is , betweenه 

an ahsolute , eelfieL freedom whiel diminiehes man's Eense oF social rcspou­
sibز ty , on the one land , and , on the other , a freedom whicl is possihle
only through the self-diEcipline uat reslts from willing ه acceptance of
social and luman law. That is wly Wordsnorth wishcd to see the emnanci­
paton of te people takiug meanigful and philosoplically directcd
foms (22). Altluongh he was for he franchise , he cautiously endorecd it
and , at times , eren witlnheld his endorsenent altogether. That made
him overly cautions is lis awareness that « all schcnes oF re[orn wlich were
[roposed gave i effect a prcdoninating influcnce to te nanfacturing
interest » (23). Tniversal franclise, Iordswortl recognized, ،id not
necessarily mean wnivcrsal freedon.

But in spite of hnis conscrvative scepticisn, l «rdlswortl, ever distrustftl
oT politicAl sinplifications and abstractions, preferrel to eall hiimnself an
« inprover », lccausc he remnenheret tlat « tn prservc our institutions
we must be cver improring tlem » (24).

Lmdeed nothig could be furtler from reality tan ealling Wordsworth
a conservative. Eie outlook was generally progreEsiv in a humanistic sense.
'The speaker of The EAcurion makce it clear that he objecus only to
a « philosophy whose sway depends / 0n mere naterial instrumnets »  و
( wii. 224-225 ) and to « tose ars and higl inrentions » when « ­u propص
ped / By virte »( vii- 226-227). Wordsweortl knew the limits of hnman
entiments and also knew tlat technological progress « will not admit ofع 
bcin couDteracted hy tem 8. Tlerefore he had no objeetion to the
railroads when tey served as mcans of promoting « trade and agriculluro »,
or when they counected « largc tows ». But wlen « te etaple of tho
coantry ...its heanty and its claracter of retiremncnt » were heing threatened
by a new railroad that could be constructed in anoucr area , ue lumanist
stood hiو ground (25), Wordswor atood for progrcEs , not as a mecha­
nical , mindlesو morement , but As a mnorcment toward a more complete
fulfillment of nan (26).
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٢١١ <lart. Wordswvorth's ٢icw af inlnstrial capitalist society and it
poliical and noral assunptions wa8 c0plx. Thougl le was cogizant
of tlis soeieLy's slortcomings , le had the good eense to recogize the
maTerial aud lman possibilities hich mnight be realized througl a proper
usc of teclnology. 'The complerity of his economie beckgTound , resulting
from his familiarity witl pre.capitalis1 nodes of produetion, enabled him
t٥ «levelop a correeponding comnplcxity of soeial outlook, Diو agrarian
hackground nade him prefer the conerete , the epecifie , and the well.
l٠finrcd, an also helprd lin evclop ٤ view of mnan s ن soeial ه heing wlo
inleracts ith soeial proccses outsile of wvhicl man has no eRistence. For
٢ardswortl , the hman eelt . no mnatter how wild or free , exists within
Linius. Tlne agrarian hackgrunt also made it possible for lim t rejectم
ahstract economic processes of capitalist econouy , which paraded as seien­
tifie aud final truts nnd whicl conrerted man into a mere economie unit,
That is perhaps why he rcfused to consider man a mere thing among thing8,
as if te min ¢ Rereelf were nothuin , a nere pensioncr ,/ 0n oatword
forms » ( vi, 736-738 ). The spoaker af Tle Prlue standls in e Nature's
prlsence » « a Fcnstive hreing. crcariv س soul »( :ii, 206 -207 ). Iinally,
1٢'Mrsnrortl'e backgraud bred in lin a r0speet for tranlitions anl au aware­
n١«ss of their validity in jurging the prcsent.

W٨I٤ WVlitman's Anerica wa5 an cretsespanding conntry which dazzled
tle inagination of ٨ Trench aristocrat namen Toeaaele. Describig
١le America he sanv . le Tacaeville aid م that an Acrican « hrings a field
into tillage . and leaves othcr nen to gnther tle crps ; ... he settمe in
place , wlich le soon afterards leares , to earry his changcable longings
elsewhere »($7).

Anerican society , during WlDiunnan's tmne , wهA undergoing a tranعidon
from corporate mercauLilism to a laisset.faire faetory Eyetem. Ameriean
busincss began « to feel the advantages offered by lمissezaire » (28) ndه
therefore grew impatient witl uch ع regulatory federal instimtion the و فه
Bه nk of the United States. Jncksonian Democrats , espeeially be « Loco­
focos », wcre i the vangwardl plcading for complete freedom for business
and for rigorous restrictions on tle federal govemment Jaekeonian demo­
cracy got itE strengtl from many classee of society , but mainly fro « emall
businessnrcn , proprictors , intellectuals , and prfeEوionمl men who were
striving to find a etahle place for tlennsclves in the basines world » (29) ,
and who were « Iraught with the siriL of enterprise and fird witl a senRe
of ٢hat soon wowld le callenl nnanifest destinr » (30),

W٨I٤ Wluimman , anpart fran very intenittent and Ely momentA of
issent ، acccpted indireriminately nost of the moml And politieal aesump-
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ions of hi, <ocity. [nlik« WarlswurtH , I٢]itnnan vas faniliar only witl
tle relations of prodnction nF indlus1rial capitalist society , and wvas either
١١٢١٤tw٧٤re , اب or sip»ly rI iteId-ted i1, o1her noles «f prolnction, «7en
those whicl «xistcl in lis 0wn ['nited States.

Whitnnan'; failure to coneeiv of modles of production oter tluan those
predominan in lis snciety ran hr 1racrd haek t0 several sources. First ,
thougl١ there was sonre kind 0f a prE-cnpitalist agrarian tradlition in America,
it was short-lired andl Jid mn1 prolnce a sLrong enltural tradiLion as was the
case in Engla. Tle agrarian notlc of polnction in Bmgland lad long ه
cmltural listory and a w ell-etrnchclم traditinn that supported nه 4 agra­
rian » feudalistie iew of reality long after the material hase of uiو view
ccascd to make any ceonomic sense. lt iو a tradlition wlich ertends back
١« tle midldle ag،م ('lrarer and his (lerk saw 1le heginning af its diein­
terratio ; ]en Jonsun and Ferrick i poens sucl٤١s « Pensluret » anrl & Tle
Hockcnrt » celebrauedl tlis tradition and sluowed its mnoral snperiority. It
l٤٠٢١ profaund inpact on tle «iglntcntl١ rcntttry inaginntion. ٨s a matter
«f faet . it still exerciscs sone nflnence on modern poets lie T, S. Eliot ,
whoe coneept of trarlition atl whosc critinne of indlustrial society huave
thcir root in sonne aب rarian netaplor of tl١ Hwnn conmnwity as nn
integratcn hierarclica! whele.

Moreover, Amrriean a4?ricultwr٠ i١ Wfhitna'; tine was not coplctely
independent of cnpitalist relatiorslips of prodction. The pcrceptve de
Tocrueville , in a clapter drvoe] to Amorican agriculturc , points out maDy
of thc asie differences letween the rclations of prodlucLion in aa American
comuity anl tluose wlicl predomiate in Europeu one. Ele first remarks
tHat there are no « famnig tenants » in tle Tited States hecauEe « ereryone
own٣ tle ground le tihls » (31, L.٠٣ wlen tlcre ar landlrs i tle United
S1٨te, their relationship wit teir tenants isب ،ifferent from tlose wlich
obtain in aristocratic societies. I aristocracies , de 'Toequeville ohserves ,

the hire of a far is paid to the landlord . not only in rent , hut in
rcEpecl , regard and duty ; in democracies thne whole is aid م in cash .•.
TIey mcet for a nonent to Fettle uhe conditions oF the agrecmet and
then lose siglnt of eacl otler : they are 1wo strangcrs lrmght together
hy a commou interest , nho keenly talk orer a matter of husineAs , the
sole object of wvliicl is to make money (32).

Latcr in the chapter e Toc@ueville demonstrnres that the two relatioaships
of producon resultcd in two totaly nifterent outlooke (33). Wlen lIit­
ma went to tle Anericat conntr sitle, le dlil not sce a nod of pruduction
and of perception radieally different fron the one tlat prerailed in

erican society in general,
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If there was no trong pre-eapitalist agrarian LradiLion in America to
clallengc te assumptions oF a Lelierer in laissez-.faire capitalism , there

}vas definitciy a stroug Iradition of I'r!estantt tlinkiLg, whicl placed swte؟ 
wirnes as hard labor , prudeuce , noncy-making he ز hghest csteem.

Tle Absence of nny strang ararin cultura] Lradition and the strengtl
of the DrotesLant tredition in America werc mongه the more inportant
reasons which led Whiuan to emhrace zealously the convicuions and ideals
of hie ociety ع nه thrse of iis risin cla:s. hninan, ؟ heloned to tlc clas
of «little » peoplc , carpentcrs , sall merclants , meclanies , and printers,
wlo « felt that t worldl was all hlfore thent ad tlat. witl tle party of .
Jackson to lead them , they wvould inevitably prosper and grow fat » (34).
Whiuan , a Eonetime Locofoco Demnocrat linself , ehمmpioned the eause
and slared tle spirations of tis class. Fren in tle cirtties he told
Carpenter that « the ereation of a large , indepcndent , demoeratie class of
emall owers is the wnain thing » , and e ا looked forvard to a world « of
enall owners » (35). Fis ¢ lcroic ileal » las its roots i a snall-lusiness
mentelity. ln a cmriously obtuse pasage from Democratie 7istaو , i whielص
he attempts to define the attriutes of tlis ieal , Ihitnan Eay٥ :

Democracy looke wvith suspicious , il-satiefied eye upon the very poor
the igorant , on صه those out of husicss. She esks for men and
women with occupations, well nft, owncrs af hrusos und acres, antl
with caeh in the bank (36).

Sael being his ideal, it is no wonder rhat Iliuman prcaclcd 1lae
etluics of succees and lar lahnr. Early in life, i an aricle in the
Brooklyn Eagle euuited « Young men of Brookly , Lمook at Thi , و د he

tluat & the great elemcnt of snccess in life , for young people to startم seertه 
with , is dependece on one's sdlf aLone , combied wit reasonable pereere­

l842 , Whitan wwrote anم n editor of te Auror , iم ه Ance » (37). Aء 
article in whicb he registered hفi delight nذ the land of plenty and iوu 
igorows litte pcople. At the beginning of the article he gets eompletely؟ 
lost i wheم aiglnt of the < riكl , red sirloمi , laeعioقw steaks , F whe ] delieate
and tender joiمu , mattons , livere, and lه the long list of varioوu fleel
stuffs » (38). (lf tlere is a sTreak of irony in tlis passage, tlere ie none i
the aricle h8 wrote one mont later , in whiكl h assared the American
peoplc that tley never had it oع good and that they were revelling « te صذ
lap of plenty » ) (39).

WHiuman , who strongly identified with lكiu elass , alمو tende to accept
the hroad political and morl assumpUions of .ih societyو He was , in fect ,
٤o thorougly immersed in the cioconomieع assumptioوn of hفi Time that
he wوa inelined to believe tuAt money-makig and Lrade are etemal trts
of central significance to the luna» commanity. he asserted, in 1887



 و
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thnt-the & fact of woney' beig made ( as it cver nnusL e , aud perhops
should be) [iو ] the paranount matter in worldly affairs » (40). Money
and trade , t٥ WIitman , were the very backbon of the Union. He sDgGes­
ted tat in case any state secedles. her eredlit shonldl he e t f:rst thing that
goes. A reign of terror is iaugurated. All trde. all business 8Lops ... Tbe
best and many of te wealthiest eitizens escape by fLiglnt » (4l). He joy­
fully reached the conclasion that American tlemocraey was « carried on by
il le' horal forccs, and by Trade, fiance and maclincry, » (42) and he
eguaued denocracy witl « the hunt for the gold lcnds and tbe nugget » (43).
H6 bild ة' even wax religious while talking ahout trade and husiness. He
asserted in l840 tlat € re respeet trade and admire trade and comerce.
They dre noble agents ..., for elevauing man, breaking down local preja­
i&es, tighteing the comnon bonds of brotlcrlood, and clearing t
trcngth of tlowght » (44). He eren saw moder history as bcing propelledة 

hؤ 'bsiness. "Ii'tc past, wars vere Iecessary for 1le progress of nankindl,
« ndw Business 'does it al- opens up China, Japan, AFriea. colonizes. huilnls
roads, penetrates, communicntes ... [ sie]. Is there going to be but onc
heiFt o tie world ?( م]45 I٠ was so fascinaten witl thr anoral husiness

.enius and its Eheer encrgy that le hailed « wil ]or tlr oceanic. varicgatelع 
inteuse practical encrgy. the demand for fact, eren the husiue&s materialism
f the ctrrent age » (46). H١ I'aIl Street, le wa 51٤ept fT his feet hy th

« luعrying, feverieh, electrie crowds of men, tleir complicaten baeiness
gcnins, ( not leaat among ue geniuscs, ) and all tطis miglty, many threaded
wealtl and induEtry concentratcd » uere (47),

The business and trade tluat WlLiman, the Locofoeo Dcmacrat, had in
mnind wwere of tle laissez.faire rariety. He was a «free trader by insLتnct »

1847, he helieved tlat if tle L'ited Staues weres he elained (48). Iن١ 
« cut loose from te Artqnated tariff sy8tem », and if it wcre placed « on
tle broad sea of feedom in trde » , ten « it wll ehow ue world such
a apectacle of sold commerciAl grandeur » (49). He opposed the protec­
tionists because it was almost divinely ordained tlat tle U. S. A. slould
hم ve free ه 1rade (50). He joined wit other Jacksonian democrts in
attacking the Dank , whicl representcd federal power , andl in 'demanding
the replacenent of papcr money hy lard money , because then « capital
enterprise , and natural advantages ... [ wvill ] spring fortl in a proper and
wholesome way (5l).

WHitnan , as a helierer in a laisse=-faire eapitalisn , did not heBitate
١o dcclare hinself , in 1842 . « aong the foremot oF tlose wlo desire or
expcrinent of man's capacity for sclf governncnt . caricd to its crtreme
٢erge ». He Fuggested tlat tle legislature should « cease meddling wit
[ the natter of banking ] and let thc cowntry eettle ١le wlole subject
i1self » (52), H]0٠ 1as convinced] tlat in « this widle anl natwrallr rieh
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country , the bcst gorenuص went indeed is that wlieh gorems leust » (53).
According to WhiLan , govcnnent « cn do little positive good to heة
peaple », anl & an immrn,se leol o} l+«rn » .( ؟) He was eren willing
tu acvRpt the inlan coserulnees m snrcH a d0ctrine. he Lcliered
that « ocietyع nd ه individua] interests are more henefited by learing
[ wenlth ] ... inriolahle than by takig ony from eRccssive wealtl and giving
to the poor » {55). 'The ahstract cconomic pruccss and meme aceunulntion
of capital were far more inportant [or WWhiaan than heة welfare of
speeifie iudiriduals.

Concouitant winl Whitmnn's acceptance of the moral and politieal
aEsumptious of industrial capitalist €oeiety is ih cheerfulف and wqualified
ncceptance of tlc facts of cicnce and teehnology: «In th lahor of

nd the labor of fields I find tle derelopments , / Andه ngines and tradesه 
find the etemal meauings » (56). L veم of toole , machines , facts , and
objects iو emphasized in almost ercry poemn of the Leaes o} Grass. As for
scienee , Whitman considercd it tle ccntral fact of his age. Leaoes o} Grass
is, in onse Ecnse, an attenpt 1o give : poelie cpresقion to tle statemnents oF
scieuee (57) and & to jretify » i٤ (58). In his dcseription of history , litera­
tare and و art , WliLan almost invariably wses reductire Ecientifie analogies
and metaphIorE.

Despite ls total acccptanec af tle socio-ccouonic donnes of his sociey ,
٢٢lyitman , a tines , had lis doulte abont the teelnological achierement of
America an its dcmocrntic uxperinG. He rxpressed lis ulam1 at
« the total wvant of any such fusion and mutuahity of love , belief , and rap­
port of interest , betwecn the conparatirely few Buecessf] rich , and the
great masses of the unscceesful , he ؟ poor » (59). The reptbliean experi­
ncnt, s ncl thre center oF li± uneritical adoruliou. in mocuts of sعcep­
tieisn١ was considered an « unlealthy failure » « notwithstanding all itف 
Eurace succcEses ». In 1879 WHIitnnn obserred that the repuhlie was
growing its own « vnst crops of poor. deptrate , tliEsatisfied , nonadie ,
maieerably-waged populatons , sucl as ve &ee loomhg Mpo u ofو late
ears » (60). Tle locus classic oF Wliuan's dissent is in the oft-quoted؟ 

pasEAge from Democratie Yistas in whicl he wnhurdens his heart of all its
nagging doubte. He fnds tlEse StateA « eanker'd , crude . superstitious ,
and rotten ». Fe findls « moral concicnee » entirely lacling , and the
« deprrity of the busineEs classe3 of our country » infinitely greater than
had heen snpposed. Insteanl of heliering i « hunaaity iteelf », he finds
all arouund him tlat « pecuniary gaiu » is the Eole objecuire of nany
people (6l). In & 0ur Real C:nliuatier », l١٢' expresses lis dlesire « tn s«;
tle agricultural occupation of Aerica at first had pemnanently broaden'd.
Its a areفصن tbe only one on wlich God seems to sلند e ». To tiو agrarian
econony he opposes tle rest oF nnerieat economny. &Wl١ar othere what
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hsiness, profit, weall, wiLlont a taint ? IfHat fortue else-wvhat dolar
docs not stand for , ond come from , more or less impositon , lyig , un­
naturalncss » (62) ?

But neitler tle agrariAn meمt plor nor diaecnt egainst idusurial capiاa­
list soeiety are at all central to liman's poctry or prose. For at the heart
of ls works ue always finds a commmitnent to laissez-faire cconomics and
to the ideals of induatrial cnpiulist eocieLy. WVhitan'e rebellion Against
tlis eociety , a lntcr dcvelopment in lis life , rever matured , and hف diesent
was never nor than frapcutary and occnsional.

IlIitan'و listorical background made hنm acccpt wiuont any queli­
fications his Amcrica and all it stood for. Thie engendered i him naive ه

-imple.inded way of seeing tle wvorld as either American or wnع ndم 
Anerican , lere or uer , prescnt or past , demoeratic or fendnlistic. For
him te only valid image of man was tlat of mnan complctely free and
aloe, at Linnes making money anl conpeting witl others, and at otler times
just loafing , bat always ،lone ه Whumaa'e absolute and oneaided faith in
laise=-faire dcrocrney led him to mnderrate the value of such « undemoc­
ratic » traditions as tle EngliEh literary tradition and snch « undemoeratic »
writcrs as Milton and SHakespeare. Besides . his blimd acceptance of the
licrarely of ralues , and the annrality of an aggressive , beiess society
mnade him place facts and real things alore itellect ndه rtه , and place
nere energy ad fornlesA cxpansiveness alove fomm and cotrolled struetre8.
Finall4. Wliuan's sncin-econonic hackground made lin more dlisposed to
accept tle view that man is part of abstraet ( economic ) cycles aver which
h Has no control and which ropel lin ineessantly.

CONCLUSION

The dlifferenceA in baekground between WordswvorLh ndه Whiuan
1ccouts for tle Jissinilarity in their outloak. A dctailed study of theة 

[0٤try anl criticiemn oF hoth lpnrls would dennonstrate that the « sTructure »
of thcir ideas and the fom of' tleir poetry nre dccply influenced, if not nlso
]1ape, ly their reApertive backgrounts anl the way threy reacted o the1.

NOTES

L. For a detailed Leatment o٤ Wordsrvorth's and Wliuan's Literary
h.ekgrunls and criticnl vicws, sce my study € Tl eritical writings of
forswvortl and Wliumnan : A Stud of tle llistorical and Auti-Historieal
LmaginaLons » , UnpublielIed Pl. D. dissertaLion , Rutgem. 'Tle State
Tiver9ity, ( N. J., 1969 )
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