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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Purposne of the study. Any woerk of »art, by definie

tian; is so dasipgnated because 1t speaks te all generae
ti@nﬁ; irrespective of time or place, and repardless of
artistic, political, eponomie, or ideologicsl fads. To
aceept o work as art with anybbing less then these univer-
salities is blind acceptance and pure idolatry. Tach
generation must detormine the validity of the label art
by detormining the relevance of the work to its own
goneration, Unless a work of art can sugeessfully meet
such a test, the label is no more than a gentlemantsy
agrezement among self-degignated arbiters of taste. Two
 recent crities, writing on the philesophy of literary
aritiniﬁm; have defined what is perhaps the best btest
which 2 work of srt must mest. Hobh agree that a work
of art must go beyond the conbemporary concern of the
author. In bis "Foreword” to the socond edition of hig

work, The Phileseorhy of Liserary Forsm, Kennsth Burke

nobes thabs

The poet is not peetiszing in the niddle of novhare;
thouzh his poem may be viewsd purely within {tgelf
("in terms of" its internal consistency), it is also



the act of an agent in a non-literary scene; but by
the nature of notatien, it survives the particulars
of the secene in which 1t was oripinally enacteds

Like Mr. Burke's, the philosophy of Joseph T. Shipley
definesy, even in grester detall, the qualities which
distinguish art from all other forms of creative endeavors:

The sand-blasting of the fronts of ecity bulldings is
a gommereisl, not an assthetiec, actions OL4 schools,
olden catheadrala, often acqguire a mellow beauty,
ivy-grown., The patina of the years may enhanoe any
work of art. It softeng as its controversies lapse
into memories. Yo be sure, each age views svery work
of art ag contemporary, at least sees 1t through the
glass of its own desires, praises in it the qualities
that eche ite own ideals, Homer has been considered,
suecessively, s teacher of (bad) morals, a model of
dacorum, a prize of primitive aimplicity, the token
of lengthy agee. Speclialists today also study how
opinions in thelr field have shifted from agse to aze.
Hot merely atbtitudes, but interpretations. The early
Christiang found in Vergll a prophecy of Jesus! coming.
The luter English chaonged Shakespeare's Shylock from
& heaten buffoon and minoy figure to the central
character, a deeply wronged and sorely suffering
g@ni;ism?ghag ithn@w ﬁgag& ?1&&%@ &ﬁemﬁgfumusdta
nelwie The derchant of Venlce among the comedies.
What matters wmore Ghan such variatlions; however,

is the fundamental shifting of emphasis from the
contiemporary features of a product of its time to 5h%
eassential, the permanent, values of a work of art,.”

Swift's “controversies,” partieularly his famous indict-

ment of man, have never lapsed into memories, for the

lﬁaﬂneth‘ﬁurke,—fha Philogsophy of Literary Form
(sacond edition; Baton Houge: Loulsiand Univerzity Press,
1957}, e ixe

2Joseph T, Shipley, Trends in Literature (New York:
Philosophical Librayy, 19497, oD, ZiwZlhe




aasertions Jonathan Swift makes about man in Gulliver's
fourth voyage are incontrovertible. 4And were it not w0,
his indletment of man is a valld one. Hopefully, howevar--
and ﬁwi?t held out such hope--the course of humsn history
may be alterad,

Gulliverts Travels has met the test which a work

of art mist meeb and, as a result, it has:tramﬁcanﬁmﬁ
temporal and spatial boundaries. Whatever his intentions
at the time, Jonathsn Swilt apeaks to the world today;
and, besause he does, his masterplece merlts the henor

it has vreceived, Swift can prick the conselence @f'

humanity, for those whe will listan, Unfortunately,

1

400 ofton he has reached only those who would enhance

thalr own prejudices, elther by lgnoring the m@at important
truths or by misinterpreting Gulliver's last voyape.

The twe centuriss following the publicstion of ﬁgggivéx'g
Travels loved the story about pgiants and midgets hut
debested Swift's censure of man. The more serious and
sophlsticated resder today is allegsdly less concerned
with the fantasies than with the breader maaﬁinﬁ of the
work, HNevertheless, the prefudices still swist., Many
eritics, believing they have discovered Swift's meaning,
have goncluded that the Travels is written primarily

from the polint of view of g Shri@tién moralist. What

they imnly 15 not the obvious faet vhat Bwilt was a



Chrigtian moralist, but that Qulliver's Travels is a

kind of Christian allegory. Such a limited interpretge.
tion, however, would deny the universality of the work
and limit ivs value vo a parcehial concern, siuce the
majority of the world's pspulation, including the "Chrige
tian"‘warld; is not Chrigtian. That is net to say that

the work denies Christisn idealism. Love and br@t&ﬁrhaeé

are not exclusively Christian idesla, All wmajer religious

teachings today exalt these ideals, as did some even

hefore OChristianity. Swift, in his work of art, went

beyond thﬁ diseussion of religion, He was concerned
with man's relatlonshbip to man in this world, What

he saw, although he did not coueh it in religious terns,
was anybhing but Christian behavier, Therefore, it seems
wnlikely that he was speaking from such a limited poing
of wview, If, bowever,~~and it is unlikely--one could
prove that that was his intent, the work itsell dees
not lend itself to such a narrow interpretation today;
in any cage, each generation has 4 right to interpret
tﬁa.?ravala as 1t i related to that g@naraﬁi§n4 if

we do not aceapt the fact that a2 work of art transcends
the time snd immediate prejudices éf aven the author,
we cannot accept the work as having any meaning exgept
for its ewn time and place, By legiecal extension, then,

ireek travody and Shakesprarean tragedy would be considerad



curiosity pleces, in which the suthors were toncerned

only with the nobdlity, The‘Mm:ﬁh&mﬁ'gﬁlﬁaniea“cauld

be used to prove thut Shakespeare was anti-Semitic,
and Coriolanus would be no more than a diatribe agalnst
the common peonle. The game kind of mind which would

aecept Gulliver's Travels as a kind of Chriatian allepery

would adapt the work to suit modern @fﬁjudicaa. Few
readers consider the implications of Swift's writings
whiqh revealed Gthe sorrow, pain, greed, brutality, and
ganeral sponies which man is:gapa%lﬁ of inflieting on

his own kind. OSwlft was a éhriatian, and so was Shake=-
spearas But that fact does not Jussify thé 1nterprﬁﬁatimn
tint each was spreading Christian gospel. There are,
after 311, univeraal spiritual ideals whieh are vot the

‘sole property of a partiaulﬂr group or age, ﬁullivwr'

Travels eannot be a true work of art ﬁﬂl&&ﬁ it is
universal in its application. ‘Th@refarﬁi the purpose of
this paper is to show that the fourth voyage of Gulliver's
Travels arfirms truthé‘abaut wan which are not limiﬁad tu
any particular area or tima} and that it is universal
because it affirms the truth that man has too uiﬁan, ag
Bwif't says, perverted ﬁiﬁ reason, ﬁﬁim@ the small am@ﬁﬂt_
of resson he has to sgpravate his a@@ruptiaﬁs'amé acouire
new ones., That Swift's conelusions are accurats is too

abvious to require proof, %The inequities which still



exiast in the world, the fact that people actually starve

to death while others are bored in thelr Iuxury, the
prevalent belief that war will selve political and econonmic
differences, and the ominous threat of total annihilatvion
by the actions of political glants are proof bhat Swift's
indictment of man is fair. 7This gap@f, therefore, does
not presume to &im at proving precisely what Swift
intended, axcept as his intention concerned the natiure

of man and his b@&ﬁviﬁr-and as his ebservations are

“valid today. It iz a statement about the resction of

this writer to a work of art ﬁné-&ﬂ svaluation of the

- pelevance of the work to modern man and goelety, Whate

aver slse Swift might have meant or inbended, as he was.

writing Gulliverts Travels, and whatever his politieal,

soelal, and religious prefevences, in the last analysis,
these personal concerns are less important %o posterity

than the broader meaning of the work.

Linitations of the study. %his study is limited.

in 1ts discussion of literary criticlsm to those criticisms
which are pertinent to the discussion of man's ﬁavaﬂiny,

or lack of it, to reason. /%ullivar'ﬁ Travels, aspeeially

the fourth voyage, offers a wealth of material for the
asoholar who is interested in discussing the satirical

Joplications of the Yahoo concept on the "ooble savage”



1densl, the genre of voyage literature, and more recently

the paychoanalytical interpretation of Swift--the latter

in torss of his seatolosical references, Many of the
Ly

studics in these aress have been valuable, bub thair
limitations have been serious, |
Jinee no discussion of these eoneiderations ia
included pnywhere elge in this study, a brief summary
and evalustion of tGhem st this point is in order, In
a broad sense the Yahoos represent man's Instinets unalded
by reason. That the Tahoos represent the "noble savage"
and therefore the main oblect of Swift's satire, almed
at the rationaliaté, limite the universality of the
Yahoos as symbols to a particular period in history.
Whether or not such a purpose was intended by Swifv is
not really important, and since the word Yahoo today is
uged as a term of opprobrium to define pne whose ﬁéaar
instinets prevall over hls reason, what Swift wight
have intended--if that is what he intended--is less
impart&nt-taﬁéy for appraciating ﬁhé broader meaning
of the work, As Hobert B, ﬂailman'garnaptiveiy notes:
« » « Oulliver's Travels poes far hayané its initial
role, &8 Lopical satire, a role in sowe dstails so
conspicuous that scholars have been able to identify
the contemporary individuals, events, and situations
in whieh Swift found many af the matﬁriala for his

narratives Fortunately Swift turned the timely into
the timeless. 1If all he had done was jJest, howvever




'skilifnlly, at current events, we should hardly
recall him now except in our antiquarian wribtings. . . .

For thése imtarésteﬁ in Qulliver's Travels as
representative of the genre of imapginary voyage literature,
William A, Bddy's study, according to Milton Voigt, offers

what i3 considered definitive on the $eurc@s.4_ However,

P
B

LTS

k

value of My, Eddy's study

A ¥
o WIAS &

hat is ' th
His interpretation of the grester meaning of the work
is appallingly weak. Mr. Bddy, incensed with the vir-
tuous gualities Swift gave the Houyhnhnms, concludes

of Swift that "the fires of misanthropy obpcured his

Judgments, and vitiated his'argum@ﬁt.“5 But nothing
proves more effectively %r.lﬂ&dy’ﬁ own contribution Lo
ohgeurity than hig impa&aiahad averaion to the Houyhnhnms
as he seriously asks, "Does not a horse lose some of his
dignity when riding in a carriage?“é The most eniigh%ening

part of Fr. BEddy's study is thﬁrfbllewing ehgervation

 3Rovert B, Heilman, "Intreduction® to Gulliver's
Travels by Jonathan Swift, Robert B, Hellman, editor
{The Vodern Library; New Yerk: Random House, Inc., 1950},
pp. vii-viii, ,

4ilton Voipgt, Swift and the Twenbtileth Century

{Netroit: Wayne State University Press, L06hLJ, Ds O7s

SWilliam A, Bddy, Gulliver's Travels: A COritical
Stud% (Princeton: Princeton university rress, 19231,
Pe | :

DY

é1hid.



which proves that the book was not only misintervreted
but alse almest completely ignared:

Few, 1f sny, bave lifted their voloes in defense of

the pleture whieh 3wift paints., It would be futile

to add, here, another opinion of the Justice of the
satire, UOne thing, however, is pretty clear, Whether
or not the indictment of the humsn race be falr, the
shot has misaed its mark. Relatively fow of the
readers of Oulliver have read the fourth part: it

hag been exelised from the more popular edibtiona; r
failing in this way for want of an auvdience. I supnose
we may safely say that eirculation is essential to

tha greatness of any book, and no doocboeral thesses

can slevate in our esteem a work which is fundamentally
unreadable., Horeover, the best judgment of those who
have read 1t 1s that the pleture is vvercharged

with nausesting detalle, that the colers are not
safficiently subdued.

Theore iz no ereater evidenoce of the Vicgtorian
imflm@ﬁaé which axﬁéné@d_iatﬂ the twantieth céﬁﬁury than
this admission of consorship. If the fourth book is a
failure for want of an audience, it is enly because the
arbiters of taste thought it too indelicate f@r the
public¢, That it was eenamr@ﬁ only reflects the narroww
minded view of the selfw-appointed censors and, mﬁé&
importantly, their iaability to see the truly ugly in
human behavior, They felt a great deal more disgust
with ﬁwift'gssaatmleﬁiaaliaﬁﬁﬂﬁéiwn than with man's
abﬁaégimn for cruelty. Those who were rosponsible for

omitting the feurth v&yaggfwaﬂé like Gulliver, ﬁefu&ing

Tibid,, p. 190.
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to helieve the truth about themselves, they hid the
truth in self-deceptlon, and, even worse, k@ﬁﬂ it from
averyone g¢lse, ostensibly to protect people from them
selves,
The payéhologiaal eritics of Swift and hié works

have been anything buts Victorisn in their analyses.
Thelr fﬁilura has not been a rafusal to examine the scatos
logy: on the éontrary, they have gone to extremes in
their interpretations. Host notably, Br. Phyllis
Ureenacre has vrovided an extensive Fraudian aﬁéiﬁﬁis of
Swift. Ohe has mamag@a,.hawav@r, to see more than scems
Justified by the e@idance. In one chapter she hag wansged
to sasociate with Swift many of the terms aszociated with
rapraﬁaad-aaxualiﬁyg‘ineludiﬁg Uedipus complex, castration
complex, homosexualivy, masturbatory fantasies, bisexuallty,
éran$vestitiam, and fetishisms, 8he analyzes the "anal
qualinf" of %wift*g character as stemming from the fact
that Swift as an infant was kidnapped by his ﬁursa who
was excessively é@nﬁai%nﬁiﬂuﬁ and harsh in tollet-training

him, This excesa, she concludes, "left this stamp of the

mirsery morals of the chamber pot forever on his characteri”g

A1l of Dr. Greenacre's conclusions ah@ﬁt Bwift are deduced

%m}‘ €5 " : 5 ey
yllis Oreensere, Swift and Carroll: A Psycho-

e

enalytic Jtudy of Twe Lives (Wew York: Internationsl
Universities Press, 1958), . 107,




il
unfeirly from a psychoanalysis of the patient in absentia,
Mugh of the analysis is based on the metapvhorical sugeoes-
tiveress of Swift's works rathey than on blographical
evidence about Swift. 4 good examnle of her methods of
interpretation and of the lack of walidity in her approuch
.iﬁ the following explanation of the possible origin nf
the "anal stamp? of Swift's character:

By contrast the proper names in Oulliver's Travels
are heavy with reposztsd consonants and duplicated
ayllsbles overburdened by consonanbs, €uf.,
Glubbdubdridb, lLupenage, ?raiﬁzagduhh G&am&alalitah,
Clumegnig, %hefa words suggest an ﬂﬁﬁmatﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂ
derivation from the sound of driwwxngw and droppings
rogssibly originating in the pverly intense preogcu-
pation with toilet functions, which neemed for the
child dJonathan to enpgulf and uhan to color his impor-
tant infantile philascﬁhi&3¢? .

What these nonsense words suggest to Dr. ﬁréenacra
may say more about hér than they say about Jwift, The
whole analyais seems propostersus if all Dr. Greenacre
ean offor is the phragse "possibly originating® as evidence,

Buch ava?d@na_Pﬁ?ﬂh@&n&l?ﬁiﬁ‘ﬁf Swift has been best
refuted and‘anééareé by Horman 0. Brown. Taking to task
ﬁr, Oreenaere and obher paychoanalysts, M. Brown concludes
ag follows: | |

Gnly Swift could de justiece to the ireny of paychow
analysts, whose sapacity for finding the anus in the

9Ibid., p. 102,
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most unlikely places 1 natorieus, eandemiéng Swilt
for obsessive prepccupation with anality.

Mr, Brown continues, using Swift's own words to answer
the eritics from his grave. wuoting Swift's "Discourse
Oonecerning the Mechanical Operation of the dpirit, Bto.,”
Hr. Brown obgerves: -
Swift has also prepared a2 room for the paychoanalysts
with their anal complex; for are they not vrophetically
announced as those "certain Fortune tellers in Northern
gmeriga, who have auway_ﬁﬁlfaadiﬂg a Man's Destiny,
¥ peeping in his Breech®?
Certainly, there is value in attempting to undersband
Swift?s méaning by understanding his personality; but
te speeulate about a man's character and personality from
his w?iﬁingﬁ with né substantial documentary evidence
cannot Ea Justified, however interesting and embellished
the theory may ha; For those who are so ahé@saaé with
Swift's obgeasion with scatology, Nigel Denniet analysis
may he ﬁh@ most pertinent, He:haliava& that “ﬂbaeenity.
islalwayg one of 3wiftts retorts to degeneracy,” and that
"It would he abﬁurﬁ to deny that Swift pelted prudes with

turds, but no four-letter word obsessed him more than

0%orman ©, Brown, "The Bxoremental Vision,™
Bwift: 4 Collection of Critiesl Essays, Hrnest Tuveson,
editor (Fnglowood GLITFE, W, d.1 Prentice-Hall, Inc.,

111hid., . 37,
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ﬁcgtgﬁiz One might add that for all the scatologleal

references in the last voyage of Gulliver's fravels,

thore is nothing more disgusting, including the execremental,
than the image of man ﬁwif£ axpoges as he s%ripﬁ man of

his outer garments and allows him to see himaselfl as he’
really is--s creature less reasonable than he has thought

himselfl to bo,

_ 12Nigﬁl Bennis, Jonathan Swife: A Short Character
{¥oew York: The ﬁaemilian Company, 1964}, P 57s



CHAPPER TX
A BRVIBY OF MODERN CRITICISH

There has been much valuable eriticism of Guliiver's
last vovage in the last four deecades. Hueh of it has
haip@d to clarify the meaning of the work by offering new
ingights which had not been tonsidered in the two centuries
following the publieation of Gulliver's Travels. In
addition to providing & new perspective these modern
eritics have dispeiled many of the longeaccepted prejudices
concerning Swift. Tor too long the lagt voyage was
Gmﬁﬁidefﬁd.tﬁ he the product of a devanged misanthrope.

But most modern readers, with two centuries behind them
and with 2 more objectlive view from which to evaluate

history, can see that Swift was right and that bis many
aritiéa; imbued with incurable optimism, were misgulded,

Thackeray's eriticism iz a typieal example of the
type of eriticism which prevailed until as late as the
firet guarter of the twentieth century. Writing about the
fourth voyagg; Thackeray called "the moral . . , herrible,
shemeful, unmanly, blasphemous,® and described the voyage

as & whole to be "past all sense of manliness and shawmey

filthy in word, £ilthy in thought, furious, raging, obscone,®

lyi11ian lMakaépeace Thatkeray,'ﬁﬁha Bnglish Humourists

1
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Such a diatribe is understsndable, coming from the ers
which historians consider prudish and excessively optis~
mistic; but 1t did little or nothing to illuminate Swift's
moaning or intent for Thackeray's day, althouph for the
twentieth century it pr&%ideﬁ-an illuminating dialectical
pagition, In faet, it reveals mors aboub Viesorian
England than it dosg about 3wlft or his writings. Criticlsm
of this type was based on two azsumptlions. The first
iz n debatable, philosephical one, influenced by aevgﬁ;
teenthe and elphtaesnth~century ratianaliats, that men is
an 1nherently good areature corrupted only by his insgtiw
tutions, The second is the erroneous asgunption that
culliver ia Bwift snd that Swift equated mankind with
Yahnos completely. Asg a result Swift remained unforgiven
for his libel against wan until the modern eritics began
to interpret Gulliver's Travels in a new light,

ﬂgntemporary eritiéiﬁm has onened up the discussion
of the fourth book as a2 comment on human nature, It had
been consldered primarily as a purely political or aaéimlmw
ﬂiéal aatifa, with topieal issues and figuraa as targets
to be exposed, Recent eriticism is centered primarily
around two interpretations. Thers are a number of critics

who, believing that Swilt hated deistic deectrine with

kS

of the Yiwhte@ﬂth ﬁﬂnﬂury,“ The Works of Thackeray {(Hew
York: Charles Seribaerts lons, 1@555, Vo1, 25, pps 178-179,
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its ratlonelistic averosch to religion, ses the Houyhnhnmg
az the nain objeet of the satire, These eritics accent.
the Houyhnhnms aa ereatures who smbody deistic principles.
Gonsidering the age in whiech Bwift lived, the arpuments areé
often persuasive. A regond grﬂup of critics, however,
helieve that Swift wmeant the Houyhnhnms to be creatures
who displayed the ideals to whieh man should aspirs.
Althoush ﬁhﬁy regngnise much of the foolishness fn Gulliver's
‘blind worship of every Houyhohnm frait, th@y,.nevartheleaa,
believe ﬁhat\ﬁulliver nmeant them to be iﬁﬁis to emulate,

Prank Prady, in his intreduetion %o a collection

of eritical essays, Twentioeth Fwnburv Interprotations of

Gulliver's Travels, establishes a date at which the new

approach to Swift and his fourth book hegan., ¥r. Brady
eredits the %egiﬂﬁing of the new aprroach to Theodore
0. Wedel's study.? In 1926 Mr. Wedel puhli$haé his

interpretation, ¥0n the Philosophical Background of

Gulliver's Travels.” Milton Volgt calls Wedel's work
the *First strong challenge to the prevailing view + . o

using the history of ideas as evidenge, 3 Mr, Wedel,

| ?Pramk Hrady, "introduction,” fwentieth Centur
Internretations ﬁf éul?ivar‘a Travél L Golleetion @%
griticsl fhgeays, Frank brady, €04GLor (amgiewmﬁa Giiets,
Mo Jdot r@ntlca~ﬂal1 Inc., i@ Jy Do he

Huilton Voigh, op. eit., pe 87,
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unlike his predecessors, discusses the work in terms of
religions and philosophical ideas prevalent in Swift's
time. One of the more significant considerations which
he discusses is the heated controversy between the Hobbesean
and lockean views ¢onceyning huﬁan naturas Although
Mr, Wadel places Jwift closer to Hobbes, he concludes

that "In Gulliver's Travels . . . Swift is clearly neither

Bobbes nor locke,” and that "Gulliver is neither Yahvo
nor Hmuyhnhnm.“&

e, @a@allimj@ated & preligious argument which,
until his analysis, had never been considersd. He believed
that Swift's view of man is ”aﬁﬁemtiaily'the view of the
classical and Christisn tradition,” and that such a

position “would absolve Gulliver's Travels from the charge

of being an isolated example of miﬁamthf@yy.“ﬁ More
significant in its influence on modern criticism is

Mr, Wedel's statement that the animal rationale-animal

rati@nis’cap@i argument was the *chief intellectual battle

of the age," and that as a Christian traditionalist,
Swift was necessarily satirizing the Deists of his oun

aga;é 0f Swift he smays, Miis enmmity to rationalistic

- bheodore 0. Wedel, "On the Philosophical Hackeround
of Gulliver's Travels," Twentieth Qentury Intervretations
of Gulliverts Travels: & Uoliection of Criticnl Lagavs,

0D, Glte, e 3be S ‘ . '

513315{31, Ve Zhoe | ézhidn, pe 3l
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dopmatiging was the one enduring intellectusl passion
of his life."? It seems danbtf&i that Swift was so com-
plétaly oppoged to ﬁhe rationalistic doetrines, considering
the Tact that he was enveloped by, and therefore not
ignorant of, the prevalling thought. Nore likely, his
@nﬁity was against the pride in reason znd not reason
itself,

Mr, Wedel's great contribution to the explanation
of Bwift's most ceontroversial work is that he stimulated
the need to re-examine the work in a new ligﬁti Thars
is no doubt that the Delsts' challenge to revealed religion
affected Swift, and the degree to which Swift was affected
has been the basis for the modern interpretations. Hr.
Wedelts cantriﬁutimﬁ iz aisp slgnificant since it débunked_
the theory that ﬁﬁifﬁ wa% a thorough misanthrope,

In addition to providing the modern reader with &
new p@rap@étiva from which to view Gulliverts Travels,
particularly Boek IV, ond with a less prejudicial elimate
eoncerning Swift himself, Hr. Wa&al.guiﬁ&ﬁ eriticism
away from what seemed to b no more ﬁh%n dafénaiv& aﬁtaeks
by i#aulted opponents who believed 3wift was éalliag them
Yahoos. Relieved of such a defensive athitude,.tﬁé ragder

is hetter prepared to understand and to appreciate both

71bid.,

]
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owift' genius and his most controversial work, . Mr,
Wedel's predecessors, readers and critics, were unable
t0 share in thg last important diseovery--that man is
not a completely rational animal--merely because they
feolt personally outraged. Ironieally, 1like Gulliver,
they refused to accopt some of the less flattering truths
about Uhemselves, and like Gulliver they remained decelved.

One of the great fronies borne out by the attitudes
of earlier Swiftian critigisn may be seen in Swift's |
gtatomont on the failure éf gatire, JIn his preface t@;
The Battle of the Books, Swift, discussing satire as a

mirror in which one might see himaelf, states that satire
of fended few because the "Beholder® generally saw everyone
but himaalfig Swift did not percelve, ironically, that

it would be ineffective becsuse 1t offended too many,

who seeing themselves, refused to believe what they saw.
That is not to say that Book IV is ineffactive as satire
put that it has had little discernible influence in
effecting positive chanpes in man's behavior, attitudes,

or institutions. One can only hope that in the age of

QJQnathan Swift, The Eattla of the Books (Vol., IX
of The Prose YWorks of JORGELWER 0 wift, ed, nerbert Davis,

14 Volsly revised edition; Oxfor E Tasil Blackwell, 19591},

pe 1404 Bee p. 77 for a fullar digeussion of thiq point,

[ Subsequent veferences to Swift's prose are to this edition.)
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atomic over<kill with its pride in sclentific sccomplishments,
Swift's lesson will be heeded, There are today too many '
like Gulliver who are naively and irresponsibly unmoved
by legitimate concern for human survival as the arsenal
of destruction has hecome moere "sophisticated” and total.
.'3uraly asuah c@ntinuﬁ& irrationality has vindicated Swift
f‘in hia evaluation that wman gdogesg tend to pervert his reason,
that man does agegravate hle "natursl® corruptions, and
thét he sven acguires some he did not inherit., No one
can guarrel with the obvious fact that man has used his
reason positively to relieve somé of his ﬁiﬁary. Hever-
theleas, of what value are all these accomplishments,
if his irrationality ends up destroying him?

© The mhajor contribution of eritics subsaguent to
Mr, Wedel is that”th@y have developed many of hia ideas,
aspecially on Delsm, Ffurther and have-providad valuable
studies; exploring the_reiatienship betwaeen Swift's writingse-

satire, tracts, and sermons--and Qulliver's Travels.

They are not bound by the assumptions of the sighteenth
and nineteenth tenturies. Unlike the romanties, who,
CE ﬁéerge Sherburn says, "exaggerated the blackness of
his [Bwife's] grumblings and iﬂt@ﬂsiﬁi%&, and forgot

his gifts for sheer fun,“@ these eritics are free of

gﬁﬁarg@ Qherhurﬁ, “The Restoration and Bighteenth
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the'alder arejudices, Howover, the wéaknags of their
pésitimn on Deism lies in the fact that they seem to
jgrnore the real pr@hlem. By eoncentrating their inter-
pretations on the Houyhnhnms az synmbols of Deists and, .
thepafore, objects of_ﬁwift*&”satire,'th@y'ﬁave, as
Milton Velgt points out, reduced the fourth voyage‘wtc
a.kind=$f High-Church @miemic,“lm Thelr argument, in
gosence, 18 thst Swift saw the Delsts as threats to
established religion ond that, therefore, he satirized
those who accepted the new "rational religion.® Although
it is plausible that Swift might have been satiriszing
Beista, it does not necessarlly folleow that that was his
main concern, His Hmuyhnhnmg have no religion; as a
wmatter of fact tharé is no mention at all of religion

in the last vqyagé. If the fourth book is satirizing
any ideas dealing with rabionalism, it is sabtirising
mants pride in his power to reoason, s point about which
Bwift is Implicit when he has the Houyhnhoms, as well ss
the king of Drobdingnaz, comment on man's cavacity for
cruelty and perversion of veanson. Thers is no réasan

0 haii@va that a satiric attack on Deists would have

i

Omitton Voigt, op. git., p. 118,

Albert O, Baugh (New York: Aprleton-Gentury-Croits,

Contury {1660-178¢}% in A Literary History of Enzland, ed,
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.sucaeaded, as Bwift intended, in vexing mankind, It
could only have vexed Delsts. _gs a topleal sgatire on
Deists it would hardly have survived beyond the eighteenth
cantury except as a kind of curiosity about a contemporary

eighteenth-century phenomenon, The emphasis of critics

who have accepted the D&is#in theory bas moved one writer

to observe, ironically, that whereas "The nineteenth S
century g@narallyrcaald not bear the Yahoos; the twenti@th
century cannot bear the ﬁnuyhnhnma¢"11

One of the first influential proponents of the.
Deistic theory is Miss Kathleen Williams. In support
‘of her position, she asserts éhat Bwift opposed "all
- doctrinas of the naturai gself~sufflclency of man, whethey
' they were exprossed in Deletie nérma or in the related.

‘pride of neo-Stoieism; and the Fourth Vovage of (ulliver's

Travels embodies that hoatility.™? Miss williams also
gtates that the Houyhnhnms ara:repell&nt-araaturea'rath@r
than ideals to be admlred and that they are intended.to
ghow "the inadeguacy of the life of rﬁasen.”lB‘ Writing

liaaek‘ﬂj (ilbers, Jonathan 3wift: Romantie and
hgxg%g Moralist {(Austin: ﬁn Iversity of Texaa Press, I@ﬁﬁ};
P 135, _

12Kathlean wi7liams, fGulliverts VYovyage to the
Houyhnhnms, * A Casebook on Gulliver among the ﬁau‘hmhnms,
¥ilton P. Faatvr eiitsr“TﬂeW‘Yark~ The
Gompany, 1961}, p. 193,

L1nid,, po. 194-195.
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a few years later {"Gulliver's Voyage to the Houyhnhnms"
was first published in 1951), she cencludes that Swift
satirized the Delsts, through the Houyhnhnms, because
he believed them to be & gfeater dangey talﬂhrisﬁianity
than the atheists were.Ld | ' - e

| Ernest ?&veéun, much in sgreement with Miss

williamﬁ;15 believes that Swift "detested ﬁhe delsts,
with their relianee on reason.™® Neither Mr, Tuveson nor
| Kigs Williams 1s able to é&ate Swift directly about bhis
“utter detestation for Eﬁisbs; Their theory iﬁ*bésad
almost exclusively on Swift's falth in traditional Ghristian
views and.an his statements on the limits of reason as
a guide for living. But where no direct avidence is
~avallable such assumptions can be no more than conjecture,
right or wrong, In 2ll of this Deistical criticism of

Syift there is not one statement abtributed to Lwift

directly which proves that Swift so hated Deists that he
intended to satirize them, It is true that Swift was

avare of the limitations of man's reason--he said as much.

Mikathleen Williams, Jonathan Swift and the Ame of
fompromise, {Lawrence, Kansas: University of Ransas Fress,
s PPs 100101,

_ Lurnest Tuveson, "The Dean as Satirist,” Swift:
A Collection of Gritical Fesavs, op. @i., ps 101,

161b3d,, p. 105,
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But to aquate reason with Deiem is to accept one part
as the whole itself, Mr, Tuveson, unconvineingly, argues
that the fourth vmyag@.ia a kind of Christian allegory.
He concludes in his ensay:
- To see the positive, the matrix of faith in which .
Gulliver ie set, we must. go to the Christian moralist,

¥ = doing we can 91353 wmen, Yahoos, and Houyhnhoms
*.{n proper perspective. .

war¢ is‘né denying that Swift was a "Christian moralist,"
but tberm is no ne@d to believe %h&t ﬁvary utte:anaa of |
bas waw a sermon on Ghristiaaity anid thereia?v, as illogi-
eslly, an attack on Deists, who in their zeel for a
‘“raﬁmwrai rﬁlimiﬁﬁ“ gu&gtiﬁnaé Wrevealed raligi@n.“

w*ft may or may not have hald the ﬂsista ag threatﬁ,

but ta say that that is th@ theme ﬂf tha faurth vayage

is oversinmplification, | .

Innerpr@ting &ullivar's fiaal voy ge 88 ?arﬁ &f :

& Christian allagory ean lead to @xtr@mﬁﬂ which do little
to illuminate the hﬂﬂk for the modern rvaﬁer* Galhoun
Winton intargwétg the work not only as a d&f@n#a of
Christianity but also as a &atife on Eéiam.‘ Yor ﬁf,
Winton, Bulliverts journey parallels that Qf "Eunymﬁ‘s
travéler;“hlﬁe saes Gulliver az "a sort of eighteanth-

century Snglish Bvervmsn® who converts to the Houyhnhun

171bid,, p. 110,
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fﬂith““ﬁ&iﬁﬂglg The importent difference in the parallels
is that Gulliver's jmurngy is that of one whoge gullibiliby‘
moves hinm teward the acceptance of a "perilous new reli-
gion; .+« 30 tempbing to rational and rationalistice
moderns but so deficient. . . .n19 Implied, of course,
is that the reader in Swift's time would have seen the
error in Gulliver's conversion by noting the ridiculous
bohavior of the Houyhnhnms in their adoption of purely
rational behavior and by observing the even more ludiecrous
- behavior of Gulliver in attempting %e Qmulata his idolsu,
| The limitations of ¥r, Winton's interpretation,
as of all those who see the fourth voyage primarily as
an argument sgainst, or a defense of, a particular rell-
glous doctrine, Deism, peculiar to a specific era in
'histary, is that such an interpretation makes the work

almost irrelevant to any other perlod. If Sulliver's

Travels has survived as & timeless and universal work of
#rt, it necessnrily musb'ﬁav& transeended such limlted
concerns, It ha$ to be more than topical sative 1o speak

to an audisnce two hundred years later. Ndward ¥. ﬁéﬁaﬁheim,

Jdr., perauasively argues that ths fourth voyage goes

18@&1h@un Winton, "Gonversion on the Hoad to |
Houyhnhnmland,® 4 Casebook on Gulliver among the Houyhnhnms,
op. gite, be 271, |

191bid,, ». 280.
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far bveyond the satiric. He gsserts that Swift is more

- concerned with "answers to the kind of universal quesﬁién
which are the province not of the satirie but of the
philasn@hie;mind.“ﬂa ¥y, fosenhelm adds that true satire
has an ldentifiable viotim and that this festure is

- obvisus in the first three voyages of &ulliver'slTravala.zl

However, he continues, thé last voyage is less a satire
than it is a profound disc@very;gg What &ulliva# diseﬁvérs
ie that some men are hestial, irrational, snd proud,
ﬁhat he did not learn is that not all men are Yahoos.
It is difficult not to agraa.with ¥r, Rosenhalim, for .
surely the fourth book has had tc‘be more than tapicai
satire to have survived as a work which needs constant
re-examination as the assumptiong about human nature
change, And that 1t finds an interested sudience today
ié due o the fact that what Jwift said about the congbancy
of human foibles, if not an absolute, is as true today
ag 1t waa in his time, In_éiatiﬁguishing tho fourth voyage
from other satires, Nr. R@ssnﬁ@im remarks:

There arag mmremv&r works which . . . survive

ehiefly, if not exc uaivgly, for reasong other than
~theilr satiric gualities . . « most satirie works

Qomﬁward e Hosenhelim, Jr., Bwlft and the Satirist's

ggglé?hiﬁaga* The University of thcapa Press, 19537,
Pe ¥

21pid,, po 154,  “2Ibid,, p. 160.
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are speedily forgotten and . . . others survive . 23
for reasons othor than thelr satiric excellence, . . .

Mr, Hosenheim is correct, and for that reason the argument
that the fourth voyage is a satire against Deism is not
convineing. It says much more sbout human nature and .

human behavier than it does about Delsm or Swift's allaged

i

hﬁ%?ad for it, whather or not Swift inbéﬁd@d'té satirize
ﬁéiam; | | | | |

Seversl other eritics of the Deistic theory have
wﬁakaﬁ@dsgh@ grgum@ﬁt'of iy, %wdal;andshis auppnrtafsy
Commenting on Trvin Bhrenprais's statement that Swift
wag'ﬁatiriéiﬂg ﬁaiﬁﬁg, ﬁr. Q&imﬁana ﬁeintﬁ Quﬁ ihat
Swift was, réhher; concarned wlth the theme of Mthe ﬁ@ral
_dualiém of man, a being not rationale, ouly gﬁﬁiﬁﬂi&_ |
gﬁgﬁﬁ;"g& The strangth of Mr, Qﬁintahafﬁ-awgnment lies
in the faet that Swifﬁ, commenting on ﬂi@ f@rthcéming

Gulliver's Travels, was explicit in his famous letter

to Pope on the subjent of man's capacity bo reason,?”
and thabt nowhers dees he mentlon Deists in relationship

to his book. Ga&rga Sherburntsg analysis supports Mr,

gg”lhid. ’ .Psu 104.

2hpicardo Tmintana, "Notes on Irvin Ehrenpreis's
"The Origins of Gulliver's Travels,'” A Gasebook on
Gulliver among the Houyhnbnms, op. eif., P. LY

' agﬁn axcerpt frem'SWift*s letber aud a fuller
diseussion of the contents appear on pe. 52,




28
Guintana's. He sees "no clear glimmer of religion in
Gulliverts fourth voyage that would indlcate any attitude
toward revealed Christianity, whether favorable or
unfavarabla.“gé The irony in Swift's not making the
Houyhnhnme religious is that the attitudes and behavior
of tha Houyhnhnms, albeit non-Christian, are more Christiane
like than Gulliver's or those of other Christians. It
would seem unlikely that, had Swift intended to satirize
Delsts through the Houyhohnms, he would have made them
so vivtuous, For the modern reader, at least, such an ;
interpretation would tend to encourage one to $ympathiaé
with the Telsts, and that.waula hardly have been Bwift's
intent. Those who aeéept the Deistiec theory attempt to
éhaw that hecause the Houyhnhnmg appear ridiculous threading
nae&lés; miliking cows, and éitting on their "hams," and
that because Gulliver is as ludicrous in-his emulation
of thelr gaih; gaaﬁuwas, angd gpoech, Swilt wag peointing
| out the inadeguacies of the 1ife of reason, However
preposterous such behavior seems, these absurdities ars
not enough to ¢onvince one that the 1life of reason ié not
desirable. If it 1z not a desirable poal for man to strive

to achieve, it is so only bacause man, being a creature

%george Sherburn, "Errors Concarning the Houyhnbnms,®
A GCasebook on Gulliver among the Houyhnhoms, op. cit.,
pa 200, L _ , ' B
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of paésiéns; is not a completsly rational animal. ‘
Parhaps the best argument in rabubtai of eritiecs
who support the Deistic theory is one graaanted by Louis
4¢ Loanda, The flaw in their pogition, he discerns, is
that they have fallen into a semantic trap by identifying
"the lansuage of rationalism with the substance afi | _
daism,“g? He explains that, although much of the language
used in reference to the Houyhnhnms does have rationalistic
_implicatioms; those characteriastics are not the "sole
pf@party cf,deistﬂ.“zg |
| | More recaﬁtly, Jack Gilbert has offered an inter-
gobing analysis of the Deilstic argument, showing that -
Swift's belief&,'in fact, were akin to those of the |
H&imﬁg and that he ogpgsed them for what appeared to
him their é@liherate'attamgt'be undermine traditional
Christianity, as well aa‘the-eétablighaé church. He
says that Swift was neither anti-rationalist nor anti-
dﬁi&tic out of principle or disguat.but aﬁly‘baeause of
the threat they posed. About religion in the faurtﬁ
voyage; he states that-angtrary to the pra»daiﬁt.aréﬁmant,

the Houyhnhnms are, if anything, non-believers or

27touis A. Landa, "from *Note on Irvin Ehrenpreis®s
The Personality of Jonathan Swift,'™ A Caschook on
Qulliver among the Houyhnhimg, op. ity ps 209.

281nid,




atheists.?? The Houyhnhnma, he argues, "can much more
be shown tc embody Swift's princeiples, than be made to
have superficlal resemblances to the Deists," and, he
continues, "An ineidental coincidenee hag ereated a
rash of critical distortion.”3°% The coincidence whieh
Mr. Gilbert ilmplies cccurs %étwaan the rationalism of
the Houyhnhnms and that of the Deists.

ﬁhmrlas Peake, in opposing the Deistic theory,
shrawdly polnts put that "Swift wes far too good and

sonsclentious a satirist ve bury a vital part of his

message so deep that over two hundred years should pass

bofore it was di&interrﬁd.“gl
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' The critics of the Delstic theory are not, however,

without thelr own weaknesses. Mpr, Rosenhelm, although

he does not advocate that man imitate fully the extravae

gances of Gullivar in his worship of resson, does guggest

- a degree of emulation:

« « « the power of Gulliver's discoveries to olter

our vision of ourselves should move us to admiration

rather than distaste for the Houyhnhnms. Our emotional

tendency, if any, should be toward participation in,

29Jack G. Cilbert, op. eite, pp. lhh-145.
301pid,, ». 145,
3eharies Paake, "Swift and the Passions," §

Cagebook on Gulliver among the Houvhnhoms, e, cit.,
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rather than rejection ogﬁﬁullivar'a oWN IespOnSe
ta what ha has laarnad

Mr, Sherburn has also becama an apmlovi%t far'the Bauyhnhnms,
hut laaw cnrviﬁciﬁgly, &g he d@f@nﬁs nh@m apainat Doistic
attacks., YWe must not teo readily assert a tatal 1ack

of emotien among the ﬁauyhnﬁmms,“ he stataﬁ,33 In order

o n discusses
their abhorrence of Yahoos, ineluding BEnglish Yahoos,

and thaif “fﬂﬁﬁnﬁsﬁ“ for their colta.>t Thease exanples
sean rat%ar a strained effort to make the Houyhohnms

more palatable, 1t would have been imposgible not to

have given the horgses gome human traits besides raaa&n.
without making them robots. The fact that these creatures
hated Yahoos and mankind would seem to have been ineludoed

~ for the purpose of comparison and contrast, by which

Bwift éemld reveal thé spiteful behavior of ¥ahoos and men .
In any avamt, the attitude would hsve been Swift’s,-nat |
the Hauyhmhnmﬁf. Swift uses many m&éka without neces-

sarily destroying the unity of hig work. He. spoaks

32pdward V. Rogsenbeim, Jr,., "The Fifth Vovage
of Gulliver: A Pootnote,® hﬂd@rﬂ ?ﬁilml@ﬁyg L {Hovember,
196?} s 1160 . .

33Gaarya sherburn, “Srrerq Conearning the Houyhnhnms,®
& Cagebook on Gulliver amany tha Hauyhnhnms, ofs cit¢,
}}l b‘v-}-s.

MIvid,
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gometimes through Houyhohnms, sometismes through the king
of Brobdingnag, anﬁ,‘at other times, through Gulliver,
Théra is ne reason why an artist must confine his beliefls
to the ubtterances of one character.
| ' Swifﬁ, who realized the potency of the p&éﬂiﬁﬁﬁ,
could not have expected sankind to achieve ﬁhe yﬁyi%y of
the virtuous Houyhnhnms. He was explicit in his remarks
about the 3toics, who wauld-lﬁy-eff s foot because they
lacked shoese3? The Houyhnhums are not models to emulate
But” embodimenta of Ya ;mintlafavi@w,“ ag Mr. Peake Stéﬁaﬁ,
"Prom whieh human behavier and hupan - sogiebty can be
prbfitahlw“axamiﬂ@d."aé Fcr'hhét reason Mr. HBosenhein
and ¥r. Sherburn azre wrmﬁg'um suggest that such an id@al~;
istie’ state is even rﬁmotely‘paﬁﬁihlé, barring the ludicrous
behavior of the Houyhnhnms. It is not enl& unattainable:
but undssirable as well., That iz not. to say man should
not gtrive to iﬁyﬁo?@ his state; he certainly needé T0.
Swift would havé man examine himﬂeif thoroughly so that
he might $aﬁ-th@‘bruth¢‘ He did not need to raveal pvuth
by endowing one creature with all the virtues and séttiﬁgi
1%.up'as an example to follow, a@y more Ghan he might

have endowed that same ecresture with certain vices one

35$ae‘pp, 6162 for a detailed analyﬁié of this pgiﬂﬁw

38haries Peake, lac. cite .
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ought to avoid. |

Milton Voigt, rerceiving the errors of the proponents
of the Deisgtic theory, has effectively challenged the
eritics who; in attempting to reverse the trend, have
overstated thelr case., He sums up well the weakneas of
guch eritics: |

The ususl tendency among critics who resist the
ridieulonanens of the Houvhphnm is %o bathe the
Houylmhnm in lachrimae rerum, which convinces us of
the critics! Wistiul vearning for a bstter soclety,

~ar &b least a wore tractable human %ging, ggﬁhar than
of the Houyhnhnm's freedom from absurdity. _

Thg maJor weakness in both the ﬁaﬁaﬁin theory and 1
in @he %h@nry of those who refute it is thst hoth siéaa
place mors @mphasia on the. attiﬁnﬁe aad bﬂha?i@? of the
%auyhﬂhmms than they do on Culliverts reaction to both
ﬁauyhﬁhﬁm and Yahoo and, by %nalégy, to man. it seems
hardly necessary to eémpliéat@ the meaning of the work
by making tﬁé Houyhnhnms the center of Swift's concern
and proceeding from that thaar?'té deternine what Swift's
attitude was toward rati@naliam and/or ratimnal rﬁligzwn.
E@th views, tharefore, ‘relegate Gulliver ﬁe a minor
role in the satire, since his disceveries and the influence
of those discoveries upon him hecome 1#&3 important than

the symbolice meaning of the Houybnhnma, In both interpre-

Imilton Voist, op. cita, p. 115.
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tations even the Tahoos become unimportant. They would

seem no more than contrasts which amplify the virtues

of the Houyhnhmms. But Swift, who proposed to vex mankind,

wag, in the fourth voyage, more concerned with revealing
the truth about man and his behavior than he was about
gbating his position on a particular religious or philoso-
éhieal theory of the tiwme. Gullivar, net tha Houyhnhnns,
is the most important character in the book, and Swift's
meaning must be determined from what Gulliver discovers
about man and from what Gulliver does after his discovary,
The Houyhnhnms and %ha Yahoos simply repregent the life
of reason and the 1life of passions respectively. The
reader needs to understand that, unlike Gulliver, he
cannot deny either but must find his place between the two.
Of course, no ecritic or reader presumes to find
the ultimate meaning intended by an authar, especlally
one who cannot be guestioned or whe might not respond
if he were questioned, As in Swift's case, letters,
Sermons, tracts; and fiction, which are available for
thorough examination, are not always as explieit'about;
a2 man's thoughts as one might hope them to bs. In fact,
’@a harpens with writers today, the author himself cannot

or will not always furnish the preciseness one might desire.

Gritics of Sﬁift-hava not prosumed to diascover the ultimate

meaning Swift intended in the voyage to the Houyhnhnms,
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but they have, in the last four decades, provided the
modern reader with a wealth of studies through which
he may better understand and appraciate the work. The
last four decades, for the most part, have séem intere
pretations. that have talken the fourth vovage ocut of the
two hundred years of prejudices which obscured rather
than vevealed. However readers may interpret the Wouyhnhnms,
as Delsts or as idoalistic embodimonts of virtue, they
no longer consider the work as Thackeray, his contemporaries,
and his predecessora viewed it, as Therrible, sham@fui,
unmanly, and hlasphemaus.”Bg There iz a compatibility
among the modern eritics in that most of them accept
the interpretation that Gnlliver; not 8wlft, 1s the
misanthrope and that man has f&ﬁlisﬁly pridad himgselfl
on his capacity to rERB0N, deanlite tha.avideﬂag which
proves that he ig¢ not a completely rational animal,
Man's only hope of salvation is to find a rati@ﬁal position

gomawhere in bebwean the two exbtremes in man's nature,

.3$$$ﬂ=§, 1&*



- CHAPTER IIX

A VIEW OF GULLIVER AND SWISFT IN HOUYMUHMNLAND

YT Aymlsibeby  TWMARNGSN e

Preface to the study, The laat voyage of Lemuel
Gulliver iag the eulminating one in which.he wlsunderstands
and ultimately ignores the most important discovery of
his travels: bub more importantly the finnl vovage is an
impliclt warning to the veader that he must aveld the
fate of Oulliver, whose madness derives from his failure
to aceept himself for what he is--s creature with a |
dual nature, guided by both passlon and reason. s Confronted
by Yahoogs, ersabures guided purely by instinet and |
completely devoid of reason, and by Houyhshnms, ereatures
devold of passions and guided purely by rwaﬁan, Gulliver
is in a position to see hoth sides of man's nature;
but he fails to meke the imp@rﬁant’discmvery that man,
unlike these ereatures, has a dual nature. Since there
1g much in the behavior of the Yshoos which is rewiniscent
of his own species, Gulliver concludes that ke and his |
race. are in fact Yahoos, His disguﬁﬁ for man Knows no
bounds, and he, thersfors, vows to devoite the remainder
of his life to the cultivation of reason. OGulliver's
ultimate failur@ is his fefuﬁél to aecept the animality
in hi$ nature, and through hig disavowal he denies the

reality of nis own existence. However much man may aspire
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to behave with complete rationality, he can never deny |
the instinetive part of his nature. (@ha.baﬁt he gan
aver hope to attain is an equilibrium in which his reason.
assuapges his baser instinets, particularly his provensity
for greed and brutality which threaten to amnibilate his
spacies, | _
?Jﬁnathan Swift was keenly awsre that man is nob
a completnly rational animal, but an animal only a&péble
of reason, This Judgment i ig wwift' ﬁha?maa“biva; statew
ment gbout the true nature of man, and noit, &5 nany :éaders
and critics would have 1%, either a misanthropic condenna-
tion of man, the Yghoo, or sn exhortation for ﬁankimd to
rid itself of its pagsslons and emulate the Bouyhnhnm.

Man 12 neither ¥Yaheo nor Houyhnhnm, but g GOﬁﬁﬂJltﬁ of
St Uape ™ .
hothe A
Swiftts oronouncement phould hardly have been
] sﬁrprising ONE. The,r@eérd'ﬁf'maniﬁ inhumanity to
man throughout history is evidence enough Lo prove that
more, often than not man's Yshooe-nature has prevalled
over his reason, and, deservedly, ﬁwift has moved to
censure man when he ig at hils worst. However, Swift
does gualify his indictment of mankind, for he admitted
%o loving the inﬁividual;. #hat Gulliver r@fu’PS to accvyﬁ
15 that thoere are men who merit othera' aﬁmirﬁtien.

His reseuer, Don Padro, should have been proof enough
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of the fact that not all men are ¥Yshoos. This fact
is the distinetion (ulliver never makes, but which the
reader should come 4o realize,

What Swift 4g telling ths reader is that he nmust
gee himzell for what he 1s and that he must come to terms
with hig 4ual nature. Too often man has remained complucent
brcause he has falsely prided himself on his ability teo
reason, Such pride has often blinded him to the truthe-
that man is only carable of reasoning and that too often
heoperverts that gift., Swift leads Sulliver and the |

reader to this discovery in the final voyage of Gulliver's

Travels: but, wherens Gulliver is led to madness, the
reader is given the choice of avoiding Culliverts fates
Culliver is typiecal of the man whé, when faced with truth |
ahout himéeif and his specien, blames everyens else but
himself for whatever depravities or outrages the $Péeias
is guilty of . This denial of his own animality and
gomplicity is arrogant and irresponsible rationalization
at best and madness at worst, The wordd iz full of |
fullivers who, desiring to be blameless of the more
irnominious record of men's existence rather than admit
to being knaves, try to abgolve themselves of guilt,
like fools, behind a wask of ﬁalf;deaeﬁtimn¢

One need only réview the history of wan in the

last FifLy years to r@aliaa that mich of Swift's indictment
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of mankind is ag deserved today as it was in Swiftts

time, The enormities perpetrated by man upon his own

kiﬁd are hardly examples of reassonable behaviﬁr,‘yéﬁ:

man remains deselved in priding himself on his ability

to reason. In fact, the inereased brutalization of man
testifies to the faet that as mén'a koowledge cumuiates,
the perversion of his reason increages proportionally,

For this reagon Gulliver's Travels and wmuch of Swilt's

sthor writings are as relevant to the twenbieth century
ag they were to the elghteenth coentury.

Zﬁith@ugh the four worlds Gulliver visits are
imaninary, they are, as Harold D. Kelling points out,
"pimeless lands which throw inte different perspectives
not merely the eighteenth century scene but the relatively
?erﬁan@nt moral nature of civilized maﬁ,“l-ana; as Gilbert
Highet more récently noted, "a journey . ., . through
various aspeécts of human life--in four bad ap@lls.#z
However, the most Important and relevant of the four
voyages 1s the last one, in which the travels culminate

and the nne in which Gulliver and the reader must reflect

larold D, Kelling, "Gulliver's Travels: A Comedy
of Humours,” University of {oronto Quarberiy, il
{July, 1953}, Ty 305, ' h

2011bert highet The Anahem of Satire {Prineeton:
Princeton University ?ra&a, I@Eﬁ}, Do .
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on man's true nature., The lagt Jjourney is truly "an
exploration into the world of the self."3 It is a Journey
which leads to a discovery all mankind must make or be
condemned to relive the psast, as he seems to be doing.

Up to the first quarter of the twentieth century
the general raaetion of ra%dara and eritics to the fourth

book of Gulliver's Iravels was to call Swift a vile

miganthrope, wvhose contempt for mankind was endless,
This kind of critiaism'tﬁnds only to prove that, when
faced wiﬁh the truth, men would rather avoid the ugly
realities and defend with arrogant pride their power
to reason, HMoat serious resders and critics today,
however, no longer believe that Swift was a miaamthr@gé;
and they do sc rightfully, considering that modern events
still 1llustrste that man*s.eapacity to reason has not
minimized hié capacity for eruaity; Perhaps the most
convinelng rebuttal which should, once and for ali,
discourage those whvisnill might conglder Swiflt a misanthrope
is the fﬁllawing cogent statement by Rieardo Quintana:
. » « What uged to be ealleﬁ.ﬂwift*a passinlam strikes
moat of us today as merely common sense, and if
Gulliver's Travels is placed beside some of our

own gatiric writings--to say nothing of modern
existentialist plays and novels--it may, indeed,

3utiton B, Toster, “Intraﬁﬁetion," A Gasebook on
Gulliver among the Houvhnbnms, op. git., p. zi.
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gseem a comparatively cheerful book. However that
may be, one can at least say that its popgitive dactrinss
no 1cng9r repel instantly and vialantly.h :
Too often the sppreciation and understanding of
the fourth vovage have been obscured by irrelevant concerns
with Swift's sanity, misanthropy, or scatology. CGulliver's
Travels 48 a work of art, and whether it succeeds as
such depends on its own merits and on nothing elses
That 1t has succeeded on ibs own merits is obvious, and
ag a classic it remains timeless and univaragl. One of
the important gquestionsg g@'cenﬁidar atout a work of
literature is: "Does it revesl truth?' The twentieth-
century reader is perhaps in a better poaition to appre-
ciate the validivy of Dwift's conclusions asbout bumsn
nature. Oritice of the eighteenth and nd neteanth centuries
failed Lo appreciste Swift’s irony because they aceepted
Swift as s misanthrops. The sighteenth-century rationslist,
the nineteenth-century romantic, and the Victorian optimist
all found Swift’ﬁ view of human nature too pessimiztic
to have appreclated him fully. It ls also true, as
Bamuel Klige%‘shataa, fghat sach century makes its own
assunptions about human nature' and that, therefore, the

meaning of Gulliver's Travels is never "flxed."? Nevar-

@Ricardc Quiﬁtaua, Swift: An Introduction (London :
Oxford University Press, 1955), p. 1h3s :

S3amuel Kliger, "The Unity of Qulliver's Travelg,"




theless, the two Intervening centuries have proved Swift
to be right. Because Swift's assumptions about human
naturs are more acceptable to the modern reader, his
mazaterplece ig more relevant today than 1t has been in

the last two centuries,

e mir e b
aiisx MOoaT

important revelation Swift provides in Gulliver's last
voyage is a discovery Gulliver never does make but which
the reader should, It %o not that man is a conplete
Yahoo bﬁt'that man complacently persists in the folly
of believing that he is a completely rational being.
Setting Gulliver on the vantage point from which he can
obrerve tha extremes in humén natur@, the bestial Yahoo
and the rationsl Hauﬁhﬂhnm, Bwift nlaces the reader

at an objective ya@itian from which he may view himself
aé he really is. What Gulliver and the reader discover
is that, thmﬁgh man 18 capable af'r@aéén, he iﬁIMQyﬁ

often irratisnal than ratianal.' What Guiliv@r does

L2

whieh the reader should avold 1s to extond that discm#@ry

inte nepative and nihilistic vhilosephy. Any discovery,
by definition, implies the seguiasltion of knowledpge,

Gulliver disceovers nuch bubt learns little. The reader

A Cpsebook on Qulliver among the Houvhnhnug, op. ¢it.,
pe 1B |

v
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is right to identify with Gulliver to the extent that
both areamaking discoveries about man ﬁimultaneduﬁly.

Too often, Gulliver has been given undeserved credit for
learning from his discoveries. Although he is provided
with the opportunity %o leayn much about human nature,

he makes wrong asaumptiéns; dobart B, Heilman states:
"hers iz nﬁ.dau%ﬁ that under their [?ouyhnhnms{] tutelaga
Gulliver becomes a much more perceptive man.“é This
interpretation ls unconvineing, since Gulliver is unltimately
maddened, rather than enlightened, by his discoveries,
Bdward ¥. Rosenheim algo gives Gulliver undeserved 3rﬁdiﬁ;'
however, he 18 correct in stating that the reader "is asked
‘to share . . . in the substance of Gniliv@r’ﬁ-diseﬂvariaa,“7
The reader must dissociate himself from Gulliver when
Gulliver fails to profit from his discoveries and, instead,
becomes irratlonal andé finelly, mad. The ex&et point

at which the disseciation ahauid ogcur 1is not praeisely&‘
clear; noy is it really impertant, sinece Gulliverts
convergion to the worship of reason is gradual, However,

it begins with Gulliver's expulsion from Houyhnhnmland,

As he takes leave of his Houyhnhnm master, his admiration.

bRobert . Hellman, op. clt., p. xxi.

. 7Edward ¥e Rosenheim, Jr., "The Fifth Voyasge of
Gulliver: A Footnote," Modern Philoloey, op. cit,, ®. 116,
(Jee p, 68 of this thesle for a fuiler Lreatment of Mr.
Rosenheim's ideas.) ' |
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clesrly turns to worship:
‘But as I was golng to prostrate mysell to kiss his
Hoof, he did me the Homour to raise 1t gently to
my Loutb. 1 am not ignorant how much I have been
censured for mentioning this last Pertiecular. Detractors
are pleaned to think it mmprmbabla, that so illustrious
a Persen should descend to give so great a Hark of
Distinetion to a Gresture seo inferior as 1. :
Gulliver's condition worsens as he begins to imltave
their behavier, and it turns to madness when he is unable
to distinguish Yahoe from man, even from an obviously

good man such as Don Pedro, his rescuer. The madness is

gomplete when he dasidas to live with horves upon his

return to TBngland,

The most compelling evidence showing that Swift
was not a miganthrope ls the hope whieh he held out for
Gulliver's recovery. The final chapter of the last
yoyage shows Gulliver as not only mad but also a comnlete
misanthrope. He is also "amitten with Pride,” a vice
he atbributes to others but which he does nobt recognize
in himself,? PFor all his gelf-deception he is slowly
recovaring, However, he has begun, as he states at the
and of tha'béak, ", .« bo permit sy Wife to sit at

Dinner with me, at the farthest Snd of a long Table, . . .°

?3w3ft, Gullivar' Travals, Vol. 11, gp. eit.,

p‘g' 2&’;20
MNbid,, v 296.
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even though he must stuff his nose "with Rue, lavender,
or Tobaceo-Leaves” to keep out the offensive asmell of
Yshoos ¥ This apparently prideful tolerance in itself
t# not significant, What is signifiecant, however, is the
first sentence which beging the narrative of the fourth
voyapge:
1 continued at home with my Wife and Children
about five Months in a very happy Condition, if I
c@gld:havfllﬁarﬁ@d the Lesson of knowing when I
was well,
Bince @alliver is writing in retrospsct, he has had
time to éénaidﬁr what he has done as he is commenting on
his experdences, Nore imvortantly, thls admission reveals
Swift's attitude toward Gulliver's conversion. It shows
that aven éwift held hoape fér fulliver's recovery. And,
Finally, it proves mﬁﬁ only that Bwiflt was not a misans
thrope but also that he did not approve af the mizanthropy
he bestowed upon his wain character, o
H@rb@ft Davis 1s only parti&liy correct in his
eonclusion that Swift 7did not wish o prﬁﬁwriha for the,
alckness of humanity, having no hope of its recovery, |
but he could not refrain from probing, &matmmizing, and

diagnosing it@rmalady. e . M2 g accept this analysis

101pid., v, 295.  Mlbid., p. 221,

12 orbert Davis, iﬁg Satire of Jonathan Swify (Hew
York: The Macmillan Company, LO47), De 105 .
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completely is to aeecept the misanthropy of Swift. The
gatirist may diagnose and prescribe at the sanme time,
and Swift's zatire is sueh a prescription., It is invalid
%o presume that Swift teld no hope for mankind merely
berause he exposed man's vieces, Tt is not the function
of the satirist to praise virtue, but to axpa@@ vice and
folly. Bwift himself admits that the purpose of his
mastorpiece was "to vex the world rather than divert it,*13
though he m@ﬁaged te do both, Jwift, like mogt satirists,
vexes through his probes and diaghoses and at the samé\
time provides the proverbial bitter pill as preseription
enough, It is ﬁﬂtrﬁwifﬁ's fanlt that the reader refuses
the diagnosis aﬁd the preasr&pﬁien, as did ﬁullivﬂrg
It is preecisely on thls point that many innerﬁr@t@za of
his most caustic satire have misunderstood 3wift's intent..
Charles Peake wisely raﬁarka that *hegause the satirist
@ay say nothing good of some aspect of humun nature or
behavior, the reader is apt tﬁ assuce he has nothing
igaaé to say of iﬁ.“lh It i3 the genius of Jwift that

he was able to ﬁiagnéﬁe and by dmplication to preseribe,

lJLetn@r from Jonathan Swift to ﬁlaxanéar Pope,
September 20, 1725, in Harold Williams {ed.), The
Correspondence of dJonathan Swift 17241731 (éx ord
NIVersity Prass, 19031y 441y D. 102, {Gubseguent refer-
gnces to 1atterﬁ of Swi 't anﬁ Pope are to this edition.)

lﬁeharlas'ﬁaake, one git., p. 282,
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and -one mist not lose sight of the fact that as a Christian
moralist he did not have to be 4in the pulpit to preach, |

That is not to say, of course, that Qulliver's Travels is

& BErmon.,

“The ervcial point of Bulliver's stay with the
Houyhnhnms occurs when Gulliver begins to realize the
éegr@e.ﬁa which his own vrace has perverted reanson.

It ia the first of many revelations which lead ﬁim to hig
final state. Halvely shaking his head "and smiling a
litele” at the *Ignorsnce® of his hopst, who has never
heard of war; fulliver deseribes fﬁr him the fiendish
weanonry which men have contrived to slaughter one another.lﬁ
Gulliver's companion is horrified, and, baving at first
eredited Oulllver and his race with having some degree

of reangon, he is completely dismayed and disgusted by
guch a créatur@ who Yoretending to Reason, could he
capable of such Enormities. . . ;"16- Gulliver does not
herin to vrealisze his own indictment until his host,
having heard enough, compares Gulliver's race unfavorably

to the Yahoos, - Although the Houyhrnhnms hate the Yahoos,

much of whose behavior reflects man's own, he no more

blames theia for their *odious Gualities, than . . . @

15gyife, Qulliver's Travels, cp. €it., p. 247
161pid.,; p. 248, B
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Gnnavh (a Bird of Prey) for its Cruelty, or a sharp
Stone for cutting his Heaf."l7 Clearly man, unlike the
Yahoo who is a creature pguilded exclusively by instinet,
cannot Justify his behavior and still believe himself
to he a rational animal, If he hopes Yo rationalize
such bebavior as admittedly brubal bub necessary for
self~defense, he cannot dismiss the further indictument
which cannot 80 caslly be Justified or rationaliged.
In a catalog of viﬂés, 211 teo familiar to man, Gulliver
reveals further the inhuman treatment man visits on |
his own kind:
But, -in order to feed the Luxury and Intemperance.
of the Males, snd the Vanity of the FPewales, we
gent away the greatest Part of our necessary Things
to other Countriss, from whence in Heturn we brought
the Materials of Dlseasss, Folly, and Vice, to spend
among ourselves. Hence it follows of Wecessity,
that vast Bumbers of our People are ctompellsd to
seek tholr Livelihood by Begging, HRobbing, Stealing,
Cheating, Plmping, Forswearing, Flattering, Suborning,
Forging, Gaming, Lying, Fawning, Heetoring, Voting,
Seribbling, Stergazing, Poysonlng, Whoring, Ganting, 1
Iibelling, Free-thinking, and the like Occupationa: . . .
After conbrasbing the vices of his raee with the
natural virtues of the Houyhnhnme, Gulliver thinks he -
understands the comnlete truth and resolves, th@rafare,:
"ngver to return to human Eind, . . .7 His friend,

whom Gulliver aclnowledges as his master, concludes

171p14. ¥1nid., p. 252
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from Gulliver's diselosure that the human race has only
a "amall Pittance of Heason™ of whieh he makes "no other
Use than by its Assistance to aggravate [his] patupral
Gorrupbtions, and to azequire new ﬁﬁ@s which Nature had
not piven., . . @"19.

- Thig proncuncemsnt i the indictment Swift makes
on mankind, and it certainly is as vexing as he promised
to make it, But 1t is one nelther Gulliv%r nor the
regder aan'dény. It should be clear at thie polint in
the final voyage that Swift is gpeasking through both the -
Houyhrhnm and Gulliver, sincé Gulliver is reporting
the Houyhnhnm reaction. It is alse the point at which
- fulliver's discovery and, consequently, his education
end, Those who have denounced Swift as a misanthrope
jdentified him with Gulliver throughout the hook and
therefore concluded that, $wift, like Gulliver, renounced
man, ah@asing,=rakhér,-ta live apart from the regh of
man, as Gulliver does finally, =nd that Swilt set up the
Houyhnhnms as models to imitate, which Guiliver does do.
It matters little, aﬁcapﬁ as 8 satirical Jab at those whm-
would ratiémalizﬁ their own failings, that ﬁullivar -
ghooges to live apart from mankind, What matteors is

that the reader should not fﬁllaw-ﬁulliver but remain

lggﬁéﬁ;p PP PERL.PEG,
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te see the entire truth aboub man and through self-knowledge
be better prepared to come to terms with himself and his
world. Oulliverts self-deception proves conclusively .
that he does not show even a pitbtance of reasen; instead,
he shows the capacity of man to rationalize and then to
call his rationalization resson., His final and eomplete
econversion as he begins to emulate the Houyhnhnms! neighing
apeach and thelr galt can only be madness.

After his initial and shoecking discovery that
man perverts reason, Oulliver is unable to make sound .
Judgmentg, and his tragedy lies in his fellure to distine
zuish not only hetwaensiahao and man but also between
man and Hauyhnhnm; Whereas‘the Yahoo behaves only by
instinet, as Gulliver's master points out, the Houyhnhnm
livas‘iﬂtuitivaly by reason. The Houyhnhams are, in
fact, zuided by an absolube reason, which amounts, para-
doxically, to a kind of instinetive reason., By nature,
therefore, if not in hehavier, the Yahoo and the Houyhnhnm
are more alike than either is like man, for both are
gxtrame positions. This distvinetion is important since
neither Yahoo nor Houyhnbnm has mueh cholce in the way
he behaves. Oulliver refuses, or is unable, to recognise
that he, as well as the rest of his kinﬁ, iz guided by
wobh inatinet and reasen, Guliivér misunderstands his

discovery by misinterpreting snd by accepting the Houyhnhnm
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gtatement that "Reason alone is sufficient to govern a
Rational Creature.”?? He fails to see that the ereatureg
he so admires are develd of passion and that, because
he does have pasalons, he iz pot a completely rational
animal, Furthsrmors, although reason is sufficient for
governing a nurely rational creature, 1t is foolish to
balieve that man can deny his passions and live completely
by his reason., Because of his dusl nature he can no
more deny one aspegt of it than the other, In faet, he
must asccept that duslity or slse live forever decgelved,
as ulliver chooses to live in order to satisfy hinself
that he is not a Yahoo, or is, at least, a superior one,
Gulliver does persist in being deluded rather than coming
to termg with-réality, thereby r@mainiﬁg in a kind of
blissful state of ipnorance similar to the state of
happiness Swift éﬁfineﬁ in bhia "Digression Concerning

Madness" as "a Porpetual Possession of being well ﬁaaei?@dﬁzl

and consegquently in "The 3erens PFeacaful State of belng
s Pool among Knaves,"?? Truly, we are all knaves, a
condition less deceiving, however, than being utter fools.

Muech has been written and debated about Gulliverts

207vid., p. 259,
 2jonathan Bwift, A Tale of a Tub, Vol. I, p. 108,
220id., p. 110, | |
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last voyage and about what Bwift meant or did net mean in
his biving satire; however, there 1s no reason for not
taking Swift at his word. 3wift elearly gutlined,1wﬁile
st111 working on his masterplece, not only his purpose
and intentions but his philosophy on bumen nature as
well, The moat reasonable aspproach for one to follow

in the hope of understanding Oulliver's Travels would

be, therefore, to rely more on Swift's own statements

than on soneone else's interpretations. In his letter

te Alexander Pops, in which he vowed to vex the warlﬁ;;

he algn vpresented his famous indictment of mankind:

"o v s princip&lly'l hate and detest that animal called.

- man, alth@ugh I hartily leve John, Peter, Thomas and

no forth, . . ."%3 Although thesze misgivings about man
appear to he pure Invective, Swilt doszs temper his indict-
ment with significant gualifications, Unlike Hwift,
Gulliver gives a blanket condemmation in his diatribe
against mankind and holds absolutely no hope for the
human race. Swlit is hardly Gulliver,\and the gualifie
cation he does retain 45 the difference between Gulliver's
eomplete pessimism and Swift's hope, which must 1lie in
man as an individual, OGulliver iz brought close to

reality, but he shows that he completely misunderstands

Weiapre P

23Lettor from Swift to Pope, op. eit., r. 103,



53
or ignores what is further revealed to him:

As these noble Houvhnhnms are endowed by Nature
with a general Disposition to all Virtues and have
‘no Conceptions or JIdeas of what is evil in a rational
Oreature; so thelr grand ¥axim is to cultlvate Reason,
and to ha wholly governed by it., HNeither 1s Reason
among them a Pgint problematical as with ug, where
Ven can argue with Plausibility on both Sides of a

‘mestion; but strikes you with immediate Convictionj
as it mua@ needs do where it ig not mlngieﬁ,-ﬁbseured,

or ﬁigg{;"!mnwaﬁ 'h»er Pocsinn gnd Eﬁ*&%“l"‘“‘”"

Poor Gullivew abrugeled with all his limitatlions to under-
@?and buﬁ ﬁﬂ&@fﬁh@laaﬁ, Gwift in his double ifamy haa
ﬁuilivﬁr &ﬂmi* ghat it was difficult f@r him to make hi
masher comgrnh@nﬁ the m@anin@ af th@ wurd aﬁigigﬁ since
TRRSON ﬁllawsm men "o affirm or meny_@nly where ue

are certain; and beyond our Knﬁwledya wé‘camnwt do
eithgr."25 éithnugh awzft, in ﬁheﬁ% la@t TWo exc@rpts,

ta aatl?izlny ﬁha acphlaury which is iznherent in arguing
on both sides of a question, partiaﬁlarly 1L tﬁa alm is.
primérily t@raear@ points, he does ré#eél ﬁhéﬁ.man hag.
the cap&eity and freedom to make decisiaﬂa, This eapécity
for raaaoﬂing, although not always usaed wisely, is a
preciousg gmft ﬁh@ Iﬁuyhmhﬂms do not possess and is fhat
ﬁi“fvrentiath man from that ideal creature. That gift

ig one which Swift recognizes in his sermon, "Thoughts

..... h&wxfﬁ, tulliver's Travela. e mit,, Pe 257*
251n1d.
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on Relipgion.” _
Liverty of congeclence, properly speaking, is no

" more than the liberty of possessing our own thﬁuﬁhtﬁ

and opintons, which 95gvy man enjoys without fear of

the marishrah&. . s ‘

It is ?mpﬁrbant to note at this pgiﬁt that the
Hmuyhnhnma are notb ﬁignifleanﬁ as character studies,

mwrr mndsd ad om L
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&g in the
t&nﬁemcy of mary critics te diﬁcagw Houyhnhnms as though
t&ﬂy were ﬁ@Mﬁhmw humans, oy even idsal humana, Too much
has been made of these greatursg. It matters not at all
that th&yraypéar ridieculous imlthﬁir'haman gastureawst
sitting, building, cﬁmking,'atc. Nﬁr iévaﬁy warthwhile
nurpagﬁ'ﬁ@rvaﬁ in theorizing about th@ié-iimitatio&q,
such as Mr, kﬁdy*s emneerm with their lack of digultf..
It is not even rwmavant to discuss the ebvious lack of
agmpagﬁimﬁ in thely déaisiﬁn Lo expel ﬁuilivef from theip
homeland because he resembled Yahoos, ?ﬁes@ eongernsg
morely detract from the real issue. Thers is no need

o aralyzﬁ the motives or th@ ﬂhﬁf&ﬁtﬁr of the Hmuyﬁnhﬁma
as thnugh th@y were huwana. The fburth hook 1s about
man and his 1iw3tatiﬁnW, not about the Houyhnhnms and

thelr failings., They are raason pargﬁnifiaﬁ. It is

?6Jﬁnathaa Swife, "Thoughts on Religieon,® Irish
Tracts 1720-1723 and Sermona, Harbert Navis and Touls A.
Lands, editors, Uol. ik, P. 263, . {The tracte are edited
by Mr. Davia, the sermons by Mr, Landa,) -
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Gulliver who must be analysed; and, more importantly,
it is the reader who must analyze himself and his speclies,
for he hag the canacity to do so. -The "Liberty of
Conseience” whiech Owilt defines ard which he says every
man enjoys is excluslively man's gift., Therefore, it seems
gretuitous to discuss the falling of a purely mythibal
ereature who happens to be a character in a book as though
that c¢reature were human, let alone the author's major
conesrn, |

- 8ince men can never be eeéﬂain of anything, the.
baat he can do in his struggle to do righﬁ iz to be
guided by his conselence. The #nﬁarﬁainty with which
mant is forever confronted is not, as Gulliver nates,‘
foroblematical” with the ﬁéuyhﬂhnmaﬁ They may be fﬁrfunata
in this vespect, but, although they need not struggle
with thelr consciences, neither do they have their own
thoughts and opinions, which all men enjoy. OGulliver,
therefore, foollshly begins to worship reason, not realizing
‘that.man'ﬁ dusl nature, though at times a curse, is a
blessing as well. The 1a5£ boek, for that reason, may
he understood, as Mr, duintana states; as a "symbolization
of wan's perennial moral dilﬁmma;“27

fulliver's shorte-sightedness is best deseribed

27R10ardo uuintana '"ﬁﬁte on Irvin Lhranﬁrﬁi%'
'Thﬁ ﬁrigxﬁs of &nlliv@r'ﬁ Tra?ml U ane i, pe 257.
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by Martin Price's analysis of Gulliver's failure (ag
well as mantal:
‘v« . Oulliver embodies the incorrigible tendency
of the mind to overslmplify experience, a trait
that tskes, with aqual sase, the forw of camplac&nay
or misanthropy. Given his tandency Lo sec man as
either a rational animal or an irrational beast,
given his expectation that man will be as&nn@ially
pamd or egssentislly evil, Gulliver cﬁn never cﬂmpreﬁﬁ
.hﬁp"ﬁ the }“mﬁhw’m“ﬁt&u s.ecl‘&;u.g & Uf WAN as he !‘E’“’ﬁi.l...ky 18 ™"
Gullivar’a attitnde and hehaviar subsequent to
Hiﬁ danuneidt1on of menkind are the res ult of ﬁimgliatie
nhinkimg, hmg overgimpllfied Pormula by which he messures
man alienates him even further., Fe is like evary man,
as Henry Sams wniﬁtm @ut,'whm gan reﬁﬁily see the depravity
in others but is ignmrxat of bis awn.?g Mr. dams calls
this tendency the naative of the saaond person.? e -
11lustrates 1t in the way Guiliver invelghs guainst
prlﬁe, yet "displays in hi% own person the extornal
aymptﬁms by which ﬁrida may be recognized. The effect is
satiric b@trayal."3@
ﬁthmupk ﬂullivar wag abtusa ahaut man's mﬁral

dilemma, mwxfh was not. He critxaim@a man sharply for

“Hartin Prica ﬁqwiit Grdef and Ubwiﬁﬁhlﬁn,"
Twentieth Centur Intergratahi@ns of Gulliver's Travels:
A Collection of Lritical hasays, 0D+ Sitas Pe B

Menry Sams, "owift's Satire of the x@CQ%& ?ﬁi&on,“
Twentieth Century Interpretatlons ef Gulliver's Trave
FCoTlection of Critiea 3s@ag y oD, aih., Ps 33«

307p4d., pe 39
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his failings, but he was nﬁvarshalassrmwara of man'sg
limitations, In his letter to Pops h¢ e1&a?1y putlines
kis position:

I have got Materials Towards a Treatls proving the
falaity of that Definition andmal ratlonale; and
to show it should be enly rationis capax. Upon
this preat foundation of Misanthropy (though not
Timons manner) Thglwhela building of my Travells

iz sroctbed. .

o ™
£l -

" Phis statoment seems hardly so violent as o have
tnenrred the anger of rénders over ﬁha'laét twe centuries.
It is a trﬁth he has oroved simpl? enaﬁgh'hy rav@aling‘
manis %@héviar énﬁ allowing man to look at himself elééﬁl?¢
Thé only thing misanthroplie about it ia‘ﬁwift*m admiasion
of aisanﬁbrapy, which he qu&lifia&,' But, then, the suc-
cessful satirist is often reviled for baring the t#uth;-
and thasa most critical of and least affected by the
reality are the most eﬂm@laégnt, who have a higher crinion
af themzelves, |

Swift does not say that:maﬁ 1s inesrable nf.raéﬁﬁn,
Eut that man 15 net a campl@tmly rational animal. Congide
ering the Eum&nxamnditi@n not only in Swift's time but
also in the t@%nﬁiéﬁh aantury; one would hﬁva to be
eompletely decolved %o ﬂeny'bhﬁ fact. What has been

called Swift's misanthropy is nﬂthiag &traﬁggr than

3Latter from Swift to ?&p@, OB, gite, p. 103,

t
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veﬁati@n‘ {me might wonder why Pope has never bheen
severely accused of misanthropy, since he concurrved
with Swift:

For I really enter fully ss you can desire, inte !
your Prineiple, of love of Individualg: 4And I think
the way to have a Publick Spirit, is first to have a
Private one: For who the devil c¢an believe any man.
ean care for s hundred thoussnd people, who never
cared for Cune? No 11l humoured §§n gan sver b a
Fatriot, any more than a Friend.-’~
Whera there ia any doubt of Swift's meaning, Swift
clarifies his position, Two months after the letter to
Pope in which he putiined his intentions and purpose

congerning Gulliver's Travels, Swift corrects any misunder-

standing that might have ensued:

1 tell you after all that I do pot hate Mankind
it is vous autres who hate tham becauss you weuiﬁ ,
have them r@a§§mah1@.hnimalﬁ and are dngry for being

~ disappoinbad, - _

The implication in Popets answer to Swift's first
letter is, of course, that one cannot know others until
he knows himself and that he cannot extend his love to
others until he sees something in himself to love.
Gulliver's problem is that he does not know or love

“himgelf and ig, therefors, incapable of knowing or loving

vod 32rettor from Pope to Swifﬁ,.@et;‘lﬁ, 1725, gﬁ, gite,
E’ﬁ- * ’ l : .

16 33Letber from Swift to Pope, Nov. 26, 1725, op. clt.,
E’; W il } . ’ ) '
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anyone else. In the final analysis it is this incapability
of Gulliver to know himself that is the cause of his
miganthrony and sslfedeception, Culliver?ts salfw-deception
ia perfectly outlined, by extension, in a sermon by
Swift, who deseribes the fate of one who, in Lrylng to
avoid gin and f&llya runs directly into it "like a Horse
into the Battles; as if he had nothing left to do, but
like a silly Child to wink bard, and to thiluk to escape
a sertain and infinite ¥ischief, only by endeavouring
not to see it."3% In the same aermon, Swift suceinctly
&malyﬁ@a the reason that man seldom attempts to examine
himself, Man fears 1@ﬂkihg into bhis heart because he
"may discover soms Vice or some Infirmity lurking within
him, which he is very unwilling to belisve himself guilty

of. 3% Swift continues:

BQSwift, "The Difficulty of Knowing Cne's Self:

A Sermon,® Irish Trachs 1720~%1§1 and Sermens, cp. ¢it.,
p. 354, Louls Landa ztates thset this sermon has been
considered of doubtful authenticity from the beginning.
The suthenticity of thig sermon is defended by Thomas
Zheridan in hig edition of the Works in 1784, Sheridan
sess evidence in Stella's handwriting of that sermon
a3 bhelng exactly the same sz her transeription of othsr
works by Swift, Thonee who guestion the aubhenticity
Pind fault with certain of Swift'se conventional devices,
such as grammatical strueture (pp, 103-106). Landa concludes,
"These various considerations ecautiously welghed do not
permit confident rejection or acceptance of The Difficulty..
%t hggé?hﬁraforﬂ‘h@aﬁ printed in the AvpendiX s doubbiul®
}'? * S * : .

BSIbid«, e 357.
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Theze are very unwelcome Discoveries that a Men may
make of himself; so that it 1is no wonder that every
one, who is alr@ady flushed with a2 good Opinion of
hxmﬂalf, should rather study how to run ggay from it,
~than how to converse with his own Heart.
There are perhaps no better explanations g propos Gulliver's
predicament, and of ecourse man's, than those propounded
by Popz and DSwift. And Pope asaid 4t all best in his
immortal couplet:

Know then thyself, presume not God gg-aeam;
The proper study of Mankind is Man,

Gulliverts disillusionment with himself and his
spaaieé mﬁltiéli&a rapidly, for the more hié aﬁmir&ti&ﬁ
for £h9 Houvhnhnms grows, the more his diggust for the
Yahoo aéd hatred of mankind swells. In his ridia&lau&
attoempt to imltate every gesture of the Houyhnhnms and
to éahieve comnlete raﬁignaiiny, Gulliverts contempt
f@ﬁ the passions grows, His wership of raaﬁmn'ia.tanta-
maunt to & denial of his instinctive naturn, and the
more dssgush ha feels for mankiﬂd the more hs spbhors
the animal part of his nature., Gulldiver is as absuré ;
as anyone who denies the exlsbence of ths passions or

instinets, To deﬁy them by resisting them i8 one thing,

361bid,

3751exander Yopo, Hssay on ﬁ?n, Pope: Poetical

Mﬂxk% ed. Herbert Davis liﬁngmn. ﬁxf@r ivara.ﬁy Press
Y p. 250 ’
2 P &
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but to deny their existence is another. That they are
negessary for man's existence seens almoast too obvious
to need Justifying., Much has been made by some critics
of Swift's saermon "Thoughts »n Heliglon.” It has been
used uneconvineingly to prove that Gulliver's fourth
voyage is primarily a astire on eighteenthw-century Delsm.
Others have argued that it is an attack on the new stoleism
of the period. Taken simply 2% itz word, it asems enough
to view it as Swift's acknowledgment that passlons exist
and, therefore, cannot be denied. They, with man's
capacity for reason, provide wman with his dusl nature,
The conclusion of his sermon is relevant to Culliver,
who has used his reason to deny the love of life:

Although reason were intended by providence tn
govern our passions, yat it seems that, In two points
of the grestest moment to the beling and continuance
of the world, God hath intended our passiens to
prevall over reason. The first is, the propagation
of cur species, sinte no wise man ever married from
“the dictates of reasons The other is, the love of
1ife, which, from the dictates of reason, every man
would deasplse, a%g wish it an end, or that it never
had a beginning, >

Swift reiterates this same sentiment in an attack on the -
Stoics: ®The Stoical Schome ef‘éupplying our Wants, Ly

lopping off @ur ﬂésiragg is like cutting off our Feet

_ BgSwift; "Thoughts on Religion,” Irish Tracts
1720-1723 and JSermons, op. git., p. 203.
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when we want Shoeg,®3?
Pope, alao; recognized the importance of the
pagsions, which he called "self-love";

Two Principles in human nature reign;
Self-love, to urge, and Reagon, to restraing

Nar this a good, nor that a bad we call,

Eaeh works its end, to move or govern ailt

”a « » - » [ L Y * n - - * 'Y r » - » Fy * ] . n

Self-love, the spring of wotion, acta the soul

Heason's comparing balance ruleg the whole,

i W

. - * - . * * L ] [ 3 * ¥ & * * L3 > L3
wﬂlf*lﬂ?ﬁ anﬂ Raasan to one end aspire; 40
Pain thelr aversion, Pleagure their daaira‘

Tha fanal lines of fgsay on Man are perhaps the
.b95t analyasis of what Pope, as well as awift, helieved
to be the answer to the dilemma in man‘g dual nature:
For wit's false wlrror held of Nature‘ light;
Shew'd erring Pride, WHATEVER I5, I HI&ﬁT~
That REASOH, V&ﬁblﬂm- answer ong gr&at aim'
“That true JCLFLOVE and BOGIAL are the sama;
That VIRTUR only makes our Bliss below; L1
- And all our Knowledge is OQURBELVES T0 Kﬁ;?.
Gulliver never understands the dilemma, Instead, he
mvar&imviifiaﬁ by ehmaaing the obvious good over the
nOre manirg ably bad in man's nature. He has lost his
perspective and is unahle to make a valid Judgment.
Gulliver was completely disillusioned, but Swift

had no illusions about men, He denied neither reason

3%uirt, A Tale of a Tub, op. cite, p. 2hb.
XOpope, op. cit., p. 252.
Mipid., ». 279.
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noy @aﬁaiana as the Qﬂmpnﬁeﬂﬂ$ of humanness, For him,
however, a third camnmnmnt wasd necegsary to bring the
two into cmmp&tibi]ihy~wfaith. Porhaps thé,naﬁd for
faith was uppermost in Swift's mind when he considered:
Guliivar*s condition; however, 3wift never injects reliw
glon inte the book as an argument. As a Christian moralist
he undoubtedly held that faith was a necesgary condition
for sanity in a materdalistic world filled with greed
and brutality. UHis religlous faith is evident in his
sermon "Un the Trinity*:

Therefores, let no Man think thet he can lead as

good a moral Life without Faith, as with ity for

this Reason, Becauss he who hath no Faith, cannmt,

by the Strength of his own Reason or Endeavours,

go easily resist Temptations, ss the other who depends

.§§§§1§§§; Aseiskanae in the overcoming hiﬁ

PR
Why Swift was not explicit in the fourth vovage

about the need for faith ié not e¢lsar, It seems likely
that he avoided the guestion of falith because he was
dealling with two significant aspects of man which are
inherent in his nature regardless of whether or net a
person has a religious conviction, The Barl of Shaftesbury
discusses the question of whether or not man is capable

of knowing moral right from wrong before receiving religlious

instruction, JIn his Charscteristics, published in 1711,

Wbmfr *0n the ?rinity,“ Leish ‘l'mets 17201723
and Sermons, QEU gifie, pe 10k,
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fifteen years before the publication of Gulliver's Travels,

Shaftesbury writes:

Defore the time, therefore, that a ereature can
have any vilain or positive notion one way or other
concerning the subject of God, he may be supposed
to have an arprehengion or sonsge of right and wrong,
and be possessed of virtue and vice in different.
degrees, as we know by experience of those whe, having
‘Lived in such places and in such & manner as never Lo

Yrmivres ontawsrd dwka ony aanisatiia dhe
S3ave eneraen anen EErY WL AR uuuu?}%tﬁ% %f }C'%’"lii-“lﬂﬂ,

are nevertheless very different among themselves,
as to their characbers of honesty and worth: some .
belag naturally modest, kiand, friendly, and consequently
lovers of kind and fri&ndly aﬁtmona' others proud,

- harah, eruel, and consequently inclined to ﬁgmmr@
rathar the aﬂta of violence and mere power,¥-

Te the extsnt that Swift avaida& th@ Qu@sﬁion af rwlzgﬁon,
ha ean be. aaid not to have heen sprmanizing« Calhoun
Winton, who, it seems, is straining to seck a Christian

mmral in ﬁullivar‘ Travala, uncﬂnvincinply AYEURS. Zhab

it is a Ghriatiaﬁ allagary on the ovder of Bunyan'e Tha ‘
.?ilgrim’a ?r@graag. He agrees with Holand Frye, who

views thﬁ_Yahaﬂs as symbols mfzman's inher@nt'ﬁ@pravity,
or original sin. Faraphrasing ﬁr‘ f'rye, %r. Winton
bolieves that had "Gulliver attended chureh . . . he
might hav@'baen better prepared for thé animality of the

 Yahood. . . L% Such an interpretation, howaver, does

@3?arl of uhaftesbury, Characteristics of Hen,
Mannarﬁ, Opinions, Times John ¥, Robartson, editor
TIndianaps Eﬁa' The Fo sumerril Gompany, Inc., 1964),
Yol. X, }.‘). 26 .

Mﬂ?ali’muﬁ te:ﬁ.nmn, on. :m.,. D 276.




not coms to terms with reality nor with the book itself,. \

Culliver's problem is that he is not prepared for the
animality in himself, When he learns of the rational
manner in which éll aspects of Houyhnhnm life are conducted,
Gulliver is drivmn further from the truth ah@ut his instine-
tive nature, The more he learns about Hmuyﬁnhnm séciaty,_
the less he knows about himself, He disecovers that the
Hauﬁhnhnms’ behavior toward one another is unlike ﬁhat
of wan and other animale, who have at least certain behave
iéfél p@ﬁpérna in common, When he sees some of the affin-
itiea.animals,and man share, he wrongly identifies hims&lf.
Purther with Tahoos.

In the Houvhnhnm soeiety, reason is doubtlessly
sufficlent to govern, but that soclety is irrelevant
for Gulliver because OGulliver is not s Houyhnhna, These
rational areatmréa are deveid of passions. There is
neither love, symnathy, nor compassion in thelr nature.
They look uvpon Meriage as Yone of the.neaaéﬁary Aotions
in a raasonahle.Baing.“&s Gulliver is-impréaaeﬂ by
this eold relationship, and in his tbtal.deeaptinn prefers
not to remember that in such matﬁers, to paraphrase Swift,
God intended the passions te override reason.

Oulliver further denies his pasnions when he

b5gwift, fulliver's Travels, op. cits, pe 269,
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admires the Houyhnhnms for their stoical acceptance of
parenthood, These rational creatures "have no Fondness
for thelr Colts or Folesi® for which the Houybhnhnm shows
”ﬁhe same Affection to his Helghbour's Issue that he had
for his awn.“&é His acceptance of this relationship ig
surprising since Gulliver has children and, therefore,
mast have experlienced love. Wevertheless, he préalaims
the superiority of the Houyhnhnm relationshin, In this
regpect, 1t is true, man is more like other animals than
he is like the Houyhnhnm, for mc#t animala alaa love
thelr offapring. Man is not a Yahoo, however, aince the
Yahoos in matters of filisl love are more closely related
to the Houyhnhnms than teo man. And if this is any indica-
tion of man's.animality, so be it. But it is certainly
prafarable to the passionless existence of the supremely
rational being, whieh, of course, exists only in utopiaa.
Tt has been seen in bis other writings that Swift does
not advocate sueh a stoleal exiétencat

The diseovary that man has only the capacity for
reagon iz fully @baeuréd for Gulliver as he contemplates
the superiority and desirability of the Houyhnhnm utopia.
In order to have seen the truth he should have contemplated

the state of man's human condition--that man has only

bbyuad,, p. 268,
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a plttance of remgon and that his limited capacity for

rreasoﬂ iz no justification for the brutality that man

has perpetrated on his own kind. These realities cannot
be explained away; as Gulliver explains them, by believing
that man has no reason and that he is governed exclusively
by brute instinet, For such an interpretstion does not
explain Swift's love for “dJohn, Peter, Thomag and so
forth,"

© Gulliver seems merely to be rationalizing his

position, perhaps subconseiously, in erder to absolve

himself of shame by denying his complicity as a member

of the huméa‘rac@ which he has erronecusly eguated with
the Yahoo tribe. A& more reasonable and human reaction
would have been for him %o accept his limitations and
those of man and to strive te better the human condition,
Instead, im'di&gﬁaﬁ, he runs away from human kind and

from himgelf Ey deciding upon his return to his homeland
to live in a stable with horases away from the sight and
gmell of man, his wife and ahiiﬁr&n ineluded, This final
action proves not only that h@.éeniea his passions bub
alsc'that‘ha.ia in a blissful state of ignorance, if not .
madnaga. Swift aptly describes sueh a condition in the
same context in whiech he defines happiness as "a perpetual
pousession af:bﬁing well Decelved: |

. But when a Man's Fanay'gets aSt?ida on his Heasom,
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when Imagination ig at Quffs with the Senges, and
common Understanding, ss well as common Sense, 18
Kiekt out of Baorﬁ* the first Froselyte he makes,
is ﬁimﬁe}.fi PO 7

Each of Oulliver's veoyages should have been an
education derived from a discovery. But Gulliver learns
nothing, in the sense that he does not apply his knowledge

toward his own edifieation. It is the reader, not Gulliver,

Fya

who mees tha pettiness of the Lilliputians, the largeness
of agirit in the Brobdingnags, and the ludicrous extreme
“to which abgtract speculation could extend, OGulliver
raports; he does not eammeﬁt o these people. Ldward
Rosenheim is only partially correct when he suggests |
that "what Gulliver learns, we learn as wgll,"hg and
that fulliver discovers truthe about mem in the first
three voyages which lead him to the correct analyais

he makes about man in the final vayage;hg it is not
Gulliver who admires the humanitarian concern of the
Brobdingnagian king, As a favor to the king, Gulliver
suggeats bthat tha lattar-waulﬁ be iﬁ ﬁ dominant paﬁiti@n

over his enemisz if he would anﬁapt from him the secret

b75wift, 4 Tale of & Tub, op. git.,; p. 108,

485duard W. Rosenheim, L P Swift and the Satiristle
Art, op. eit., p. 210. | .

Mvid., pe 201,
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of punpowder. The king is horrified at the suggestion .
and at Gulliver's description of the inhuman uses to
which gunpowder is put, OGulliver's host protests "that
althourh faw Things delighted him so much as new Discoveries
in Art or in Nature; vet he would rather lose Half his
Kingdom than be privy to such a Secret. . . g"SQ Gulliverts

reaction ls that the king displays "narrew Principles,”
n3l

duch =a

Yahort Views,” and "nice unnacessary Serunle,

~ reaetion proves that Gulliver learns nothing., However,

the reader, unless he agrees with.@ulliver; learns much.
Contrary to what Hr., Bosenhelm states, 1t 1is not until
the last voyage that Gulliver beping to synthesize what.
he ohserves into some meral statement, but he does so
without benefit of what he night have gained in his
other vevages. Had he learned anything he would have
roglized that the Breobdingnags were good and that if
their physical features disgust him {since they are
glants he views bhe@ in magrification), he is only re?ealing
his own pettinesas. Bubt he does not discover this about
himpell any more than he discovers hig own stupidity in
the gunpowder incident,

Until the last voyage Gulliver is‘reaily an impartial

50gwift, Culliver's ?ravelé, op. eit., p. 135,
511bid. -



70

‘obgerver, It is the reader, guided by Swift, who must

constantly make m@?al.ar'ﬁthical Judgments, Swift, as
Martin Price points out, demands "of his readers what

he never grants ﬁe Gulliver, the power to make necessary
distinctions." % Toward the end of the last voyage
Gulliver is no longer the impartial observer previded-
with the opportunity te see the world as it isg. HNeither
ﬁhﬁuid the reader be content merely to observe. &ulliver
hecomos an active partinipant, drawing some correct
eonclusions ?egarﬁing his specles but failing to note
the most important distinetions among man, Yahoo, and
Houyhnhnm., It is at this point that Swift permits the
reader %o be his own guid@'and to procesd to make his
own important discovery.

Much of what Gulliver coneludes about man in the
last voyage is valld, and OGulliver 1s Swift only when he
iz revealing the truth., Swift shows what hapyenﬁ_ta'maﬁ,
who, believing he i a reasonable, wise, and moral creature,
is faced with the truth aboubt himsslf. Gulliver ignored
the discoveries of his first threoe voyages as he was
gxperiencing them., And in & rather hasty synthesis in
the lasgt vayagé,-ha ignores the most imﬁertaﬁt disgoveryes

that slthough he is not a completely rational animal,

52Martin Pries, op. cit., p. 92.
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neither is he a complete Yahoo, -ﬂahhar than use his
discovery to come 10 know himself aﬁd to work for a
greater idealism, some but not all of which the Houyhnhnms
displayed, he foolishly denies himself, -In his ignorance
he sssumes a superiority over his fellow-man, And as
he declsims on the foolish pride of man, he becomes
gullty of that pride in himself. Even thdugh he congiders
himself, as well as mankiﬂﬁ;-aﬁ-iahoﬂ, he is mistaken,
It is that amall pittance of r@asaﬁ, which the Houyhnhnm
magter attributes to man, that distinguishes man from
other snimals. That ability to reason, however small,
iz his only salvation from ever becoming a complete
Yahoo,

Theodore Q. Wedel, one of the first to approach

Gulliver's Travels in terms of its ideas as related to

the religiovs and philosophical beliefs of the eighteenth
century, propogsed that in the last voyagé e have,
designedly or not, Hobhes contrasted with Locke,™ aﬁd
that Swift "stands nearer to Hobbes,"3 Whether or not
Mry Wedel ig correct in placing Swifl't nearer to Hobbes,

1t 4= peﬁhaps true that man stands midway h@tw@an Lockets
optinism and Hobbea' pessimism concerning the inherent

nature of man.

53Theodore 0. Wedel, op, cit., p. 30.
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¥owhere is Gulliver's mistaken conclusion bebter
1llustrated than at the end of his voyage wﬁen Gﬁlliver'
is confronted with evidence that not all men are Yshoos,
However, he ignores the last of the discoveries. He is
allowsd one final oppertunity to readjust hig thinking
from the more extreme inltial position that all men, |
‘without exception, are Yahoos, but his conversioen to
the worship of reason is final, He ecan no longer make
allowances deospite irrefutable evidence to the contrary,
Having been expelled from Houyhnhnmiand by tha'craaturaa
he admired, he ls rescued by a Portuguese vessel. The
captain, Don Pedro, is warm, sympathatic, and deeply
compasesionata, He 4is the epitome of the best of menew
the Johns, Feters, and Thomases Swift loved although he
could not abide mankind. Hot only the captain but also
the erew treat Gulliver with great understanding and
compagssion., At one point they prevent the naw'mad:
Gulliver from leaping to his sulclide as he feels disgust
at belng again among "Yahagé,“ Whatever atrocities men
have inflicted on one another, Gulliver's conclusion
thot all men are Yahoos is ridiculous. The world has
many Bon Pedros, vroving that man ig capable of reason,
and houwever small that number, his only salvation and
the only hnpefha has of minimiging.hiﬁ frrational hehavimr

wust lie in his recognition that puch men exigt. The
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best way for man to achleve such g state-wn more realistie
kind of utopisi--is not by denying one part of his nature
but by acespbting the fact that it exlists and aspiring
to hetter the human condition, The reader, unless he
is as guilible zs Gulliver; cannot fall to see that the
Houyhnhnm socisty is not a human one, whatever else it
may he and however admirable it may at first spoear,
A world of Don Pedros who are gapable of love and com-
passion and reaseon is the best which man can hope to
attein and the only reglistic ene for whieh to strive.
It is a world where rogszon and pasgion are cémmingled-
and the only »ossible world in which man can come 4o
torms with the duality of his nature.

Pope, as well as Bwift, outlined the dilemma
man faesd in btrying to exdst with opposing forces within
his nature forever pulling at hime

Know then thyself, presume not CGod to scan;
The proper atady af Mankind iz ¥an. .
Plae'd on this isthmus of a middle state,

A being darkly wise, and rudely grenb:

With too much knewledge of the geeptla siﬁa,
With too mueh weakness for the Stolcls pride,
He hanps betweeny; in doubt to act, or resh,
In doubt to deom himself g God, or Beaat;

in doubt his mind or Body Yo prefer,

Born but to die, and reaz¥anlng but to err;
Alike im ipnorance, hig resson such,

Whether he thinks too little, or taa much:

Chaos of Thought and Passion, sll aanfgg*d~
$%311 by himeelf abus'd, or disabus'd;

Shpopa, ap. eite, Bp. 250-R51,
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Swift, in the fourth voyage, like Pope in Hpistle II

~of An Fssay on Man, is concerned leps with man's religiocus

faith than with man's state in respect to himgelf. Whate

ever compromise man makes between his reason and his

- passions must be based on common sense, despite the

aspiritual fulfillment hiy relipglous faith may offer.
Poor ftulliver has lost his common sense in his
moral straining to achieve perfection. He fails to see
that man devoid of reason 13 a Yahoo and that deveid of
passlons he is a Houybnham, It is a fact man must live
with whether ke wishes to or not, Any denlial of this
fact 4is a gross rationalization for purely prideful

reasong--self-deception at best and madness at worst.

Tt is that dusglity in man's nature that creates man's

morsl dilemma--that "Chaos of Thought and Passion® which

puts him "in doubt his mind or Body to prefer.® Gulliver

- ande the mistake of decliding to prefer his mind, as though

he had to choose one over the other. Fope did net presume
to take sidesy he merely stated the dilemma, For man to
know himself it is encugh to understand the existence of
the dilemma and, therefore, to be bettor prepared to
live within 1t. |

'Gulliver'g utopia is no better than an ant colony
where procreation is a_maahamieal process and whera

children are 8o many robots necessary to preserve the



species,  The land of the Houyhnhnms, as Jack Gilbert
wisely points out, is g "eynic utopia™ in which the best
weliefs and ideals of a soclety are projected but, never-
theless, one that in 'its description of what ought to be
éeaeriéeﬁ gomething other than what is usually considered
utopien., It is therefore a negative utopia,§5 It ds
furthertiore a ubopla that is unabtainable sinply becouse
man 18 not a Houyhnhom, A man may at times admive and/or
envy the fortitude of the stoic or the devoted ldealism
of the sscebic, and he may imitate them himself, but it
is pure folly to advocats that all men emulate these
exbremes, |

: Maﬂ; hecauge of his dual nature, must confront,
sitvations not problematiesl to any other species, imagined

or real, OGulliver, although he utters this truth, never

contemnlates the méaﬂing of it. He fails to see that the

pragions differcnce between his society and that of
the Houyhnhnms 1s that man is,; or at least van be, an
individual. Men has, as Swift sayvs, the liberty of

gonselence and the froedom to think and to hold opinions.

- The pric@ man pays for those precious rights is the

gonsequence of the moral and ethical choleces he nmakes

as he confronts the many dilemmas he must,

55Jack 0. Gilbert, op. Site, p. 150,
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Gulliver was right only to the extent of realizing
that man can behave--in fact, has often behaved--~worse
than the lower animals, but he allows no exceptions.
fertainly that is not what 3wift helievad., dehn F. Ross
has rightly nointed out that "ehe aetivitiss of monarchs
and  statesmen are the actions of an exceediogly small
group of paagle*”56 For that reasson the feurth voyaze
.ia not only a catstie satire of mankind in general but
also a satire on the gullibility of some men who, seeing
the worst in some human bebavior, would abgsolve themselves
of any guilt by refusing to accept what they are and by |
deceiving themselves into believing they are betteor than
the whols of mankind, Gulliver, unaware of his own
rati@nalizati@n; reveals his failings!
I write for the noblest Bnd, to inform and instruct
Mankind, over whom I may, without Breach of Nodsaty,
nretend to some Superiority, from the Advantages I

recaived hy.gomversimg so long among the accomplished
Eauyhnhnms.ﬁ -

Swift is allnwiﬁg the reader to reflect cleszely and to

avold Gulliverts dodglng. The object of satire in the

fourth bock, as Mr., Ross points out, is the reader himaelf.53

56John ¥, Ross, "The Final Comedy of Lemuel Gulliver,”
Bwift: A Collection of Oritical Besays, op. git., ppe 80-81,

575wift, Gulliver's Travels, op. git., p. 293.

5$Jﬁhn_?. Ross, op. git., ps 80.
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Mr, Ross' analysis is especially true of any readsr who
hag identified with Gulliver to the very end and who
‘also has been gulled into believing in his own superiority.
Few men enjoy what they see when they are glven the means
by which to examine themselves clesely. Swift, therefors,
is doubly ironic in his zatiric attacks., He sabiriszes
man by showing him what he really is, and then he satirizes
him a second time for refusing to accept the truth, Swift
knew men's propensity for avoiding the truth when confronted
with it. He describes that trait in his preface to The
Battle of the Bogks: ”

Batyr is a sort of Glass; wherein Beholders do
gonerally diseover every body's Pace but their Ownj
which is the chief Beason for what kind of BEeception
it meets in tha %%gld, and that so very few are
offended with it, : -
Gulliver had an ouportunity, after all the truths
he had corifronted, to come to know himself, What the
fourth voyage offers through its revelations is the
truth, as Pope states it, that "The proper study of mankind.
is men,.” Bub one cannot know mankind unmtil he first
understands himselfs This truth is well defined by Swift |
in the final gection of his sermon “The Difficulty of
Knowing One's Belf": '

Thus, u?qn avéry Gocasion, alﬂan'intimgtelylaequainted |

598uire, The Battle of the Books, op. cite, p. 140,
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with himself, consulteth his own Heart, and maketh
every Mant's Case vo be his own {and so puts the most
favourable Interpretation upon it). Let every Man
therefore look into his own Heart, before he beginneth
to abuse the Reputatlon of another, and then he will
hardly be $a_abaurd,_aa to throw a ﬁg5t that will
certainly rebound and wound himself,

Swift had no illusion of what man was or of what
he had done. He bared the truth on both matters. He
tried to shake wman from his complacent belief that he
is a complebely rational animal, 3Bwift shows alsc that
man i guilty of self-defeating and ﬁelfméee@iving pride
in that bellef, Man's sapacity for reamon seems only to
advance his ecapacity for zreed and eruelty. He proves
that before the horrors of the past can be avoided, man
must take a good long loek at himself. The fourth voyage
is the mirror he presents man for that purpose. Becausge
ulliver did not like what he saw, he disbtorted the
feflectien himgelf, Although Swift purposely has Gulliver
make the_wr0ng assumptians, he gllows the reader to
reflect longer and to observe net only his own reflsction
but also Gulliver's distortion of the truth, in order
that the reader avoid Gulliver's pitfallas, WMr, Rosa's
analysis of Gulliver and other gullibles is an excellent

summary of Gulliver!s fallings and Swift's attitude

6G3wi£t, "The Jfficulty of Knowing One's Self:
A ﬁegman,“ Irish Tracts 1720-1723 and Sermons, op. ¢it.,
D 362. S T o .




79

toward his reader:
v » o Bwift paid his readers a higher compliment
than most readere will pay him, He assumed, as
any ironic satirist by the very nature of his work
assumes, that he and his readers were on terms of
equality in sharing an important secroet. . . « Jet
Swift offers us the ovportunity to ride ocut the
- gtorm with him, . . . If we choose to disregard
Swift himself and the last part of Voyage IV, and
to go down finally for the‘ﬁhé{d‘timel with Gulliver,

it 1 hardly Bwift's blunder,

No one can ask more of tha.writer thah tha_campli-
ment Jwift giﬁms his reader--that he ig intelligent eﬁaugh
to gee himself refusing to see himself, Hapéfﬁlly he
will avoid the pride of Gulliver and accept the diacavéry

“of himself as a man with a dual nature, And though he
must reslize he con never be a Houyhshnme-nor iz that .
ideal state a desirable one--his gmall pittance of reason

can keep him fyrom beconing a complete Yahoo.

5lgohn 7, Ross, op. cit., p. 7h,



CHAPTER V
CONCLUSTON

Our own nuclear age, more than any other sgince

the first publication of Qulliver's Travels in 1726,

can ill afferd to ignore the inescapable conclusions .
Swilt set forth in Gulliver's laét voyage, There is no
better example of Swiftt's conclusion that man perverts
his réason to acquire pnew vices than the modern ereation
of an arsenal of such horrendous pr@peftiaﬁs that in its
threat of total annibilation man eannot help but live in

a perpatual state of fear, Wo can alméab-f@ﬁgive the
pride in reason the sighteenth century anjayed as it

began te questlon long established doctrines, hecause
along with this pride was an optimistic hope of creating

a better world, despite the naiveté of some of the schemes
of that pericd, In the agtimism ef’rati@maliﬁta such

as locke was a falth in man's ability to use his powers

of reason to eliminate injustices., The modern era, unlike
the elightesnth century, has the scientific and %énhnmlegical
knowledre to eliminate the wretched conditiong under
which a majority of the world's population livesg, but

guch advances bepefit only a relative minority. The
eighteenth century pride was a pride in man's rational

abilities, The modern pride is often super-nationalistic
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arrogance, governed less by reason than by passions,
Man still does not know himself. 'Eather than use hie
reagson to temper his passions, he has allowed his passions
to overrule his reasen. Surely, the state of the world
in the last half century has proved that Swift's indlictment
of man ig Justified arnd that Iwift's invectlve, under the
glrcumastances, 1s comparatively ﬁilﬁ@r than it wmizght be
were he writing today. When ons compares the meager
argsenal of the Duropean thaﬁ Gulliver described to his
master, one can see the extent %o which mam ha$‘perverh@d
reasont | o

And boing no Strangsr to the Art of War, I gave

him a Deseription of Cannons, Culverins, Muskets,

Carabines, Pistols, Bullets, ?nwdﬁr, Swords, Bayonets,

« « o« Ships sunk with a Thgusand Hen; twanty Thousand

killed on each 5ide: . .
Such a liat today appears innoeent when one considers
the total destructive power contained in the wodern
arsenal with its atomic and hydrag@n bowbs, radicactive
fallout, nerve gasg, chemical and biological warfare,
“anti-pergonnel mines, napalm, and the promise of even
g?aater means of destruction which no longer stagger the
imagination.,

The risk of interpreting a work of literature as

this writer has done iz that 1t opens him to the criticiem

_lﬁwift, Gﬁlliv&r?s Travela, gﬁ.'gga., Pe 247
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that such an evaluation reduces the work of art to a
sociological tract. But that was not the intention.
Bwift was not a soclislogist, and his concern for such
evils as poverty, eto., was no more than a feeling of
the moral obligation of the more fortunate to look after
the more wretched members of the soeclety, This attitude
is e¢lear enough in the eighteenth century concept of
"benevolism,® But despite the paternalistic attitude
of these "benevelists," they were penuinely concerned.

Even Swift went beyond noblesse oblige and left all he.

had to found a mental institution, That is not to say
that no one today is sincerely concerned with the problems
that still exlst in medern society nor that all men in |
the twentieth century should be condemned as irratiocnal.
There are many Don Fedros who deserve the world's respect,
such as Jonas Salk., They are the Johns, Peters; and
Thomases whom Swift admitted loving, despite the Yahoo~
like behavier he saw in others, The existence of such

concernad individuals encourages optimism at a time when

pessimiem seems more g graﬁm-, Book IV of Gulliver's
Travels is not the misanthrapig.ﬁiatriba it was once
congidered to be, nor was Jonathan Swift the complete
pessimlist he has been acoused of belng,  Swift incurred
the wrath and hatred of many, %ut‘anly begause their

views were more apnimis%ié than his. _?grhapﬂ gwiftts
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pronouncement might have been more acceptable had he

not been go liberal with his scatologleal references. .
But the fact that he regerted to suech frank expression
should not deny the validity of his main argument., It
is irenie, indeed, that readers still are upset and
disguated by Swift's ﬁeataiogy, yaﬁ they sam@how:manage
to read tké truly ugly and disgusting in man without a
frown,

As Samuel Kliger observed, each cenbury makes -
its. own assumpbtions about human nature so that the meaning
of a plece of literature changes as the assumpbions

change.” Two centuries of readers refused to aceept

Swift's conelusion, but thelr world was not threatened

by total calamity. The modern reader cannot afford to
ignore Swift. Thet 48 not %o say Swilt sprinkled his

masterpiece with "messages,™ a word that has become

anathema to the “sa%hiatiéatad” reader, Bul the work

does affirm truths of a profound nature which Swift

intended to be realized and to be acted upon. Gulliver's

Trayels is not an exercise in cleverness created to
titillate the sophlsticated; Lt is a study of wman and

an impliclt warning that man's record on earth has not

23ee pe hla



always Justified the pride man has enjoyed in believing

himsell to be a ratianal animal,
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