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Annual General Meeting, Manchester, 2008. The 14™ Martineau Society Conference will be held
17-20 July 2008 at the Luther King House, Rusholme, Manchester M14 5JP.

LuﬂuKingHome(UG{)isbwedinaquiamﬁnedsuhnb,whhheasymchof
Mmmewmmmammmmwmcwa-zm;
Motorway Network - 3 Miles; Manchester Airport - 6 Miles; Piccadilly and Victoria Stations - 3
Miles; University Campus - 0.25 Miles; Christies, St Mary’s, Manchester Royal Infirmary, and
AlmndnHospitalsmallmby.LKHalsofentummleﬁ‘eew-pnrkhgonsiwmdmo
Cychm;aMhnuniqmimacomtyndwhhmfutmqsmhrgandwvuvdm
Mueyouanrdumdmwh\datanytinwohbednyorwmm&I.Kﬂhsnnexeellcmdbhg
room which offers morning coffee, lunch, afternoon tea and evening meal, together with snacks and
beverages during the day.

Conference Costs:

Conference fee: £50 (or £15 per day)

Residential delegates: £49 50 per delegate per night (including meals)

Residential costs for whole conference: £167 per person whether in single room or double room.
Total cost of conference per person: £217

Cost of day attendance: £28.50 (£15.00 registration fee plus £13.50 for meals & refreshments).

Conference Registration

To register (deadline 31 March 2007) please send booking form with cheque for accommodation
plus a registration fee of £50 to: Rob Watts (email ruth watts2@binternet.com), 26 Rosliston Road,
Stapehill, Burton upon Trent, DE15 9RJ (Tel: 01283 568829).

For further information, see www.lkh.co.uk or contact: Ann Peart, (email ann.peart@lkh co.uk),
Luther King House, Brighton Grove, Rusholme, Manchester M14 5IP (tel: 0161 249 2531)

Papers and AGM Matters: Paper proposals (by 31 March 2008) and AGM matters should be
addressed to: gaby. weiner@btinternet.com or, by post, to: Gaby Weiner, 9 Ferry Orchard, Stirling

FK9 SND (Tel: 01786 462 915).

EXERRRERRESTRERS
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Greetings from the Editor: AGM Norwich, 2007

The Martineau Society 2007 AGM was held at the University of East Anglia, Norwich July
19-22. The Program, entitled “A Fertile Soil,” featured an eclectic and illuminating range of takks,
trails, conference papers, and entertainments. The programme was launched by Emma Jarvis,
HmphalksComMrdNorfolk&wahUnim&yHospﬁLwhooﬂ'avdmilmued
talk about Martineau family contributions to medical theory and practice. On Friday, July 20,
participants enjoyed talks presented by Elisabeth Arbuckle, John Warren, and Sophia Hankinson;
the afternoon trail in Norwich included such Martineau-related sites as Colegate and environs, the
Octagon Chapel, Martineau Memorial Hall in Gurney Court (Harriet Martineau's birthplace), and
the Martineau House (James Martineau's birthplace). Dinner was followed by “The First Martineau
Pub Quiz,” organised by Gaby Weiner, the text of which is herein offered for those interested in a
truly challenging collection of Martineau minutiae. Saturday papers and talks included those by
Will Frank (printed below), Valerie Doulton (whose grandmother, Vera Wheatley, was one of
Harriet's biographers), Shu-Fang Lai, Ruth Watts, and Deborah Logan. Our afternoon trail included
the Archive Centre at County Hall, Martineau Lane; The Forum, and The Library at Guildhall Hill,
originally a library founded by Philip Meadows Martineau and now a trendy restaurant. Saturday
evening’s buffet Conference Dinner was enhanced by Bruce and Carol Chilton's “A Martineau
Soiree,” featuring Martineau-related readings and music, performed in Victorian costumes. On
Sunday, Valerie Sanders's paper (printed below) was followed by the Annual General Meeting,
Sunday lunch, and departures. In terms of talks, trails, and entertainments, the 2007 Norwich
programme was especially lively and enlightening, and our special thanks are due to Iris and Rod
Voegli, along with Sophia Hankinson, for all their hard work organizing this highly creative AGM.

EEXEEFRXEERRNRS

Welcome to Norwich by Sophia Hankinson

T want to emphasise the Martineau connection with Norwich and why this meeting is
subtitled “Norwich: a Fertile Soil.” You will have noticed that our lectures are as usual somewhat
Harriet-centred (and this year, appropriately, several contain references to the slave trade and her
work for its Abolition). But we shall also throw more light on her uncle Philip Meadows Martineau,
for although HM is an inexhaustible source of academic study, she had left the city as a very young
woman, and he was far more important in the history of Norwich.
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Many of you knowofthel-luguenotorigimofthchhthwnandtht. like 50 many of their
kind, they came to Norwich at the end of the 17th-century as apothecaries and surgeons. Subsequent
generations of Martineaus diversified into the textile trades (closely allied with medicine through
bounyanddyeim).lndluchnohmhesoftheﬁnﬁahtmmudMunmicmd
engineering, whichhdnndelSth-caluryNorwichEnghnd’sswondc’ty. Harriet's father, of the
third native generation, was a textile merchant and also involved in the wine and brewing trades,
andmshallseetwoofthephcaswberehlivedandworked.asmlllsﬁndnpelﬂleﬁmﬂyhd
helped to found. lbopcthsetogethawﬂlgiveyousomiduoﬁthorwichumpmduoedthc
Martineaus. Forthosewhowishbﬁmloutmu,thcreisueoem publication Norwich since 1550,
ed Rawcliffe&Wikon(ZW)whicheominachpterontheBnligham Seealso Dr.
Anthony Batty Shaw's excellent summary of Norfolk’s medical history, and the article about PMM,
dnbomheh:ihandhiseomectimswith\\"dkinsmdkepwn

Harriet Martineau's Autobiography barely acknowledges PMM's existence — no doubt, being
l2yaarsoldatlunluﬁtha,hawusomcwlmrumappwingonlyinhudﬁldhoodymsu
t!nswgeonwhoanpumedhulinleﬁimd'shgand.hmt.towhombetbelovedeldstbmthu'l'om
was apprenticed. Bmhthehlﬂeetm:ybeforelhfﬁa‘sbhmmnphhdomhhnixmuma
founder of the first Norfolk & Norwich Hospital (1771), the Triennial Music Festival (to raise funds
forthehocpinl).andtbeﬁntsubsctipﬁonhhuy. We have already heard from Emma Jarvis about
ﬂ:elatestinclmnn’onofhisN&Nhospinl;mshnllseehismommmandthtofhiscoﬂeaguemd
kimmﬂmykmntheOaagon;weshnvisitComyHall which occupies the site of his fine
Georgian mansion in what is still called Martineau Lane, and at the Forum we shall see Humphry
Repwn’sRedBookfonhegmmdstbue.uweﬂuﬂanwhich includes a detailed
description of the operation PMM perfected for the removal of bladder-stones, an affliction still
known as “East Anglian disease™ because of its inexplicable prevalence in this part of Great Britain

FERTEEEINNNINRES

“Harriet Martineau and the Arnolds”™ by Valerie Sanders

“This evg I go to Fox How. Don'tyouenvyme?"!hniethhrﬁmunkedaﬁ'imdinluS.
whcnsbehddecidedtomvctotlnhkeDistricuolive.'FoxHowmthehomeoany
Arnold, widow of the famous Dr. Amold of Rugby, who had died in 1842; she lived there with her

; ﬁcCoﬂecMLeﬁcnofHarmMmﬂm,Svols.c:l.chanhAnuLogn(LmdomMcingnﬂClum
2007), Vol 3, p. J.Anodncmfumwﬂlbegjveninlhem
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unmarried daughter Frances (Fan: b, 1833), but it was often visited by the other eight Arnold
dﬁl&ea.ofwhomdnbeukmwnwutbmmdmyinhﬁnhcw(b. 1822), Already presuming
minﬁlmcy.:hwldomofhaminneonepondethmSwW.shlived
"oppositctoFowa.mt!mmeAmolds&lmmhgnphuchoﬂu"(l.om&u&);hw
(1866)shechimeddntsbundanwue“tlwayxaphhupokmuanbc.”’mdayarhwtht
“The Amolds are my most intimate friends here” (Logan 5:157). The aim of this paper is therefore
Mywmumm«wmmmmwu.wummmm
speciﬁnﬂy.mddmtoauminethaimmofthhrehmmponthaiwt
ﬂnAmoldsmthmadmbegﬁmimﬁfuuwwmeminuuﬁmbumﬁimdly
with them. FolbwingthesnddendenhofDr.AmldinlmtheyhdbnMpowﬁxlhuhnd
mdﬁdm—ﬁswe.withﬂnyoumehﬂd.ww,onlysm while the eldest son, Matthew, was at
Oxford. ManhnumhedlguutdminﬁonmdmpeabrMuyAmolduawifemdmhu.
w:mumummhmwmmmmdhﬁmmmﬁu
Mwmmumﬂuﬂalmdu-ﬁmmmﬁmnhdbkdinhamm.
mdpahpthissaofdnehunigsmandnmb‘aiomdﬂdnn. religiously ill-assorted, reminded her
of ber own seven brothers and sisters. wmummwmmw
emdmn,andmcpuwmldiﬂiwlieuhnqhwhicbilhdbnndwdopad She thought that ever
since Dr. Armnold’s battles in the 1830s with the Tractarians, whose return to high church principles
heﬁmnglymdpubliclyoppmdthewhola&mﬂyhdhckcdmonlcombn Armold had been
awmgBmemdmmwhombomnbaﬂmdimohm(hewmﬁNdvﬂﬁgm
tohwu.formmyle):hineconmeomwwuu!h&andfonhdlh‘slifcbetwunAngIhnhm
Mhmmﬁdmmm"ubhnimudmysdhﬂmm’wuaﬂ
belief in the Gospels, while still attending church with his wife. In 1849 Martineau observed with
some excitement how, M}Mhm&m“w&goﬁhhmmbh
WM@S:I“),&MM,MM&MMW“WW
Mumewimlywhg.'whihﬂmrmmhnhingoﬁ‘hlﬂkhdsofmicdmm
Mmmﬁvumjmuhhmwdwm'mmﬂn
second daughter, Mary, took her third husband in 1868, Martineau’s blunt response was: “How can
she? - but she never was like the rest” (Arbuckle 292), Mrﬁmuhdmrapeafwlmwho
nﬁumsboniwmemuuwoneofhuﬁther’smchysd\oolhomm George Cotton,

: Hth&MmeWM.dHM%M(W:W
University Press, 1983), p. 265. Other references in the text.
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married W.E Forster (of the 1870 Education Act). What particularly interested Martineau about the
Arnolds was their educational connections: both through Forster, and Matthew, who was a schools
nspector, as well as the legacy of Dr. Amold, as Rugby headmaster, which in one way or another
affected most of his children. Martineau dismissed Edward (the third son) and Susanna (the third
daughter) as the least well endowed intellectually of the family, while the unmarried Fan was the
one with whom she exchanged comments on new books und help with illnesses and visitors.
Uniquely, perhaps, the Arnolds could be both looked up to and shghtly condescended to. Martineau
enjoyed the occasional lofty overview of their moral situation, while finding them perhaps her
closest social and intellectual equals in the immediate Jocality.

So far as Matthew was concerned, Elisabeth Arbuckle has described the nature of his
relationship with Martineau as “an armed truce” (xxiii), while the most recent editor of Arold’s
letters, Cecil Lang comments that they “never really liked or approved of each other.™ Amold, for
his part, told his sister Jane in 1854 that “Miss Martineau and her brother James and their hatreds,
remind one of the family of Pelops™ (Lang 1:295), alluding to the descendants of Agamemnon,
which make up Aeschylus’s tragic trilogy. Unlike her own family, the Amold siblings remained
discussion focuses on three key moments in the relationship between Martineau and Arnold: the
publication of his 1853 Poems; the “Haworth Churchyard”™ poem which featured both Martineau
and Charlotte Bronté, and their dialogue on education in the 1860s. It should be said at the outset
that while Martineau sometimes spoke condescendingly of “Matt,” and he dismissively of “Miss
Martineau,” a dialogue of sorts remained open between them: not least perhaps because as a Daily
News and Edinburgh reviewer Martineau had a certain influence and potential usefulness to him as
a promoter of his ideas, both on poetry and education.

1853 Poems and Merope. On the whole, Martineau thought Amold was a good poet who
was not sufficiently appreciated either by his mother, or by the wider reading public. The family’s
disapproval she traced back to the forbidding presence of Dr. Arnold, who had actually “expressed
‘contempt’ for the ‘character of mind' of his eldest son, who has turned out so gloriously” (Logan
4:31). Perhaps because of this Martineau was determined to stand by him, but her behaviour
towards him as a professional critic was at the very least inconsistent. By letter she enthused about
his 1853 Poems, and said she wanted to send copies to all the “subjective” novelists who were t00

- ﬂthﬂﬂdMﬂAmﬂdCﬂﬂT.Lﬂ&Vﬂl(WkdlmmUMH-d
Virginia, 1996) pp, 95-6,
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inwdlyfowsedontheirownfeelings(3:267).buuhemnotmhispoansemhly fulfilled the
expeunbuofh's“?rd‘wa"Whmsheumewmiewthemforthdemubwmphhed
bluntly: “Theory and practice, in this respect, more utterly at variance, could not, it seems to us, be
fomdmwhua“m:w&rwomhwbmatddmudbeﬁdhblmfnchdeed.
when it came to it, she disliked both his classical models and his diction, complaining of “trite
phrases and illustrations” (Dawson 134). Given her eager response to the volume in her direct
dealings with Amold, her about-turn in a public review must have shocked him, especially her
concluding dismissal that “with all his cleverness and his scholarship. .. although he has written no
commonvenes...hemno!bomapoet.mddudorennlmbeone”mnwson136-7).111'3
seems extraordinary in light of a comment she made in an 1859 letter to Henry Bright: “T like Matt:
Arnold exceedingly, & he is a very kind friend of mine. He is a poet” (Logan 4:194),

W:sheorwam'tlw?SheseumwhvelikedhisSophoelennvase-dmnn.Maopc(lssS)-
or at least nof liked the way the Westminster Review was disrespectful of it, for which she took the
periodical’s editor, John Chapman, to task: “I don’t want the reviewer to like Merope' if he can't:
bmldoptoteaagailmhisﬂippnmu'emlmtofoneofthegsttl’nuuymofowﬁme“@ﬂ&
slwwmphmed.mlmmum(eddmsbehdmwhhdefmemhwihﬁnmly%n
editor. Perhaps ultimately it was the principle of fairness which concerned her more than whether or
not the poetry was particularly good. This meant that the reviewer must be objective, but not
sneering or underhand in any way.

“Haworth Churchyard.” Amold, in tumn, was inconsistent in his treatment of Martineau in
the poem “Haworth Churchyard” (1855) which paid tribute jointly to her with Charlotte Bronté.
When the famous novelist stayed with Martineau at the Knoll in December 1850, visits were
exchanged with the Arnolds, and Matthew was dragged into seeing her miniature farm; when
Bronté died in 1855, Arnold wrote a poem recording “the meeting of two/Gifted women” — the
younger, “Brilliant with recent renown,” the elder, “maturer in fame,” having begun with fiction
mdmm“Widen'dhusweep.uﬂmeyedlﬂhtoq.poliies,mind."hgiﬂofthepoemisthnin
l850theybothhdhopeﬁ;lpf°sp°a8‘-now.hlSSS,onewudeld,andtheothu"Liacmcting
from death,/ In mortal weakness a last/Summons!™ The section specifically on Martineau salutes her
courage and independence of mind ~ qualities for which Arnold consistently admired her: “Hail to
the spirit which dared / Trust its own thoughts, before yet / Echoed her back by the crowd.”

S Matthew Armold: The Poetry: The Critical Heritage, od. Carl Dawson (London: Routledge and Kegan Paul
1973), p. 136.
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In 1877, after her death, however, he claimed to have forgotten the poem. He had already (1875)
taken out three stanzas about her, and how her death would spare her from seeing any more of her
country's decline; he now told a correspondent that he did not want to “overpraise a personage 5o
antipathetic to me as HM. My first impression of her is, in spite of her undeniable talent, energy,
and merit — what an unpleasant life and unpleasant nature!™ (4:360).

Education. Nevertheless, he continued to seek her views, and in 1860 exchanged detailed
letters with her on his report, The Popular Education of France (1861). Her side of the
correspondence has been lost, but his letters were collected in 1972 for an article by E. E. Rea in the
Yearbook of English Studies where they were reprinted, but not discussed in any detail.* What they
show essentially is that Arnold went to some lengths to explain why he thought the French
education system produced better results for the middle classes than the equivalent system in
England Arnold disliked the narrow-mindedness of the so-called “Revised Code™ introduced by
Robert Lowe, which proposed the controversial idea of “payment by results” of school tests,
whereas Martineau welcomed it. Another cause for disagreement was the contribution of
nonconformists and dissenters to the education system, of which Arnold was consistently critical.
What we can infer from his half of the correspondence is that Amold sent Martineau his draft report
on the French education system in the summer of 1860, and Martineau responded with what he
politely called “perfect frankness”: “though it pains me, of course, that one whom I so much admire
and respect should judge me so unfavourably. ™ He patiently explains in his first letter (24 July
1860) that if he was harsh on the nonconformists, it was because, unlike the French, they obstructed
the development of what he calls “intelligence” in children (something like scientific passion,
according to Rea).

A week later Amold replied to another letter from Martineau, promising to “strike out
anything which may be considered offensive” (30 July 1860) but again politely reminding her that
times were changing, and the state needed to educate a broader social mix for the responsibilities of
democracy. Judging by his preface to the report, separately printed as an essay called “Democracy,”
he must have changed very little, as he still criticizes the “social action of Protestant Dissent” for its
largely negative effect on the middle classes: teaching them to be “able to think as you like,” but not

? E.E. Rea, “Matthew Amold on Education: Unpublished Letters to Harriet Martinean,” Yearbook of English
Studies 2 (1972), pp. 181-191.

y The Letters of Matthew Amold, ed. Cecil T. Lang, Vol 2 (Charlottesville and London: The University Press of
Virginia, 1997), p. 12,
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to develop “a high reason and a fine culture.”” Martineau would doubtless have said freedom of
thought was hardly something to be undervalued.

But this wasn’t the end of it: their dialogue on educational matters re-opened in July 1864,
when Arnold put to her a model of arriving at the truth by means of debate and adjustment with
other people: he was himself no longer keen to stand out in sharp opposition to those with
intelligent ideas. This lengthy letter (7 July 1864) discusses a possible system for organizing schools
in England, especially what would be best for the middle classes. It’s possible to infer from
Arnold’s comments that Martineau was defending the middle-class contribution to the country,
whereas Arnold was again criticizing its lack of ingrained culture. His letter is sprinkled with
repetitions of the phrase “as you say” (four on one page), as if he was anxious not to antagonize her,
while insisting on his own position: “Do you see what I mean here, as to culture?” (Lang 2:324).
Still doubtful of whether she has understood his concerns about the more commercial end of the
middle classes, he suggests that the French have “an electric current of mind and soul” lacking in
their British counterparts. He ends by urging her “Do what you can to enlarge and liberalise our
middle class spirit.”

This exchange seems to have been highly useful to them both. It helped Amold explain
ideas that would resurface in Culture and Anarchy (1869) as well as his articles on education, and it
prompted Martineau to write on “Middle Class Education” for the Combill Magazine in 1864. Her
comments in this article (according to her) provided a butt for his satire in “My Countrymen™
(1866), which she called “Matt’s bit of sauciness” (Arbuckle: 265). In effect, their mutual
argumentativeness was useful to both. Whatever he said on other occasions, Arnold thought
Martineau was worth trying to win over to his own position. He adopts a distinctly painstaking and
careful way of writing to her, as if genuinely anxious to persuade her, and in the process softens his
own antagonistic edge. In 1868 he passed a message to his sister Fan, about what would be Culture
and Anarchy: “Let her say to HM. from me that I hope she will like the conclusion I have given to
my series of papers. They will be reprinted as a book, and I will send it to her.”* She responded by
thinking Culture and Anarchy “must rank with the national events of the time” (Logan 5:223), and
that he “must be destined to influence largely the mind of his time” (224).

. “Democracy” (1879), in Matthew Arnold (Oxford Authors series), ed. Miriam Allott and Robert H. Super
(Oxford University Press, 1986), p. 312.

The Letters of Marthew Amold, ed. Cecil T. Lang, Vol 3 (Charlottesville and London: The Umiversity Press of
Virginia, 1998), p. 274
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After her death, Arold’s opinion of her evidently hardened, but while she lived, her good
opinion mattered to him, and it was mostly a good opmion. Though she treated him very much as a
rising star of the next generation, and he treated her as something of a neighbourhood “character,”
nevertheless they avoided falling out, and each stimulated the other to further efforts. For both of
them, this meant the effort of further refining the expression of their opinions for a representative
intelligent middle-class readership, Beneath all the condescension and banter was a cautious
underlying respect.

EEEREEARNNNNNNN

1" Martinean Society Pub Quiz

This took place on Friday 20th July 2007 as part of the Martineau Society annual meeting in
Norwich and aroused much interest and hilarity. It was agreed that the quiz would be published in
the newsletter and also that the winning team (led by Valerie Sanders) would have responsibility for
organising the 2™ Pub Quiz in Manchester in 2008!

Categories:
Martineau Society
1 How many members of the society currently according to sceretary’s recards? a) 64, b) 69, ¢) 71,
d)74
2. How many countries arc represented in the Martineau Socicty, taking the UK as single entity? a)
Four, b) Six, ¢) Eight, d) Ten
3. Which of the following countries is pot represented: a) Canada, b) Puerto Rico, ¢) Germany, d)

Norway

4, Under which prime minister was the membership fee last raised? a) Thatcher, b) Major, ¢) Blair,
d) Brown

5. How many official Martincau Society posts has Sophia Hankinson held? a) Three, b) Four, ¢)
Five, d) Six

6. Which of these shared the same year of birth as Harriet? a) Benjamin Disraeli, b) Sarah
Coleridge, c) Lord Brougham, d) Florence Nightingale

7. Who of the following was Harriet engaged to? a) Henry Atkinson, b) John Hugh Worthington, ¢}
Frederick Chamington, d) Peter Guinness

8. Whom did Harriet harass about improving the postal service to Ambleside? a) Beany Hill, b)
Jimmy Hill, ¢) Roland Hill, d) Michae! Hill

10



10

12,

13,

14,

James

15.

16.

17.

18,

19,
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Which of these was pot a character in Harriet's novels? a) Maria Young, b) Toussaint
d'"Ouverture, ¢) Erica Erlingsen, d) Derek Ibbotson

Who was not a correspondent of Harmiet's? a) Fanny Burncy, b) Fanny Wedgewood, ¢) Fan
Arnold, d) Fanny Higginson

What was the name of Harriet's travel companion in the US? a) Louisa Jeffrey, b) Sarah Flowers,
¢) Maria Weston Chapman, d) Maria Carey

Whom did Harrict refer to as “glorious™ in 18377 a) The new Queen at her coronation, b) Jane
Carlyle's dress, ¢) Brother James, d) Fanny Wedgewood's baby

What cured Harriet at Tynemouth? a) Rice pudding, b) Fresh air, ¢) Henry Atkinson, d)
Mesmerism

Where is Harriet buried? a) London, b) Norwich, ¢) Lake District, d) Birmingham

What was James' first choice of carcer? a) Commerce, b) Engineering, ¢) Family business, d)
Journalism

In relation to James, which is the odd one out? a) Paradise Street Chapel, b) Octagon Chapel, c)
Manchester New College, d) Eustace Street, Dublin

What was the title of James' chair at Manchester New College? a) Prof. of Mental and Moral
M,b)MdedHﬁmc)MdLogicmﬂLmh&d)Mofngm
and Rationality

Which one of the following was not a book written by James? a) The Rationale of Religious
Enquiry, b) A Study of Religion, ¢) Types of Ethical Theory, d) The Future of Unitarianism as a
Faith.

Which one of the following did James not take up seriously? a) Fatherhood, b) Philosophising, ¢)

Fishing, d) Holding religious services

20.

21

Which of these shared the same year of birth as James? a) Ellen Tree, b) Percy Bysshe Shelley,
¢) Mary Shelley, d) Erasmas Darwin
Where is James bunied? a) London, b) Liverpool, ¢) Manchester, d) Birmingham

Martineau family
22, Among Hamict and James' relations, one was a well-known expert on renal failure. Was it: a)
Robson Green? b) Hugh Paddick? ¢) Frank Field? d) Philip Meadows?
23.  Who of the following member of the family was not a surgeon? a) Gaston Martincau, b) David
Martineau, ¢) Alfred Higginson, d) Thomas Martineau
24, There were eight children in James and Harriet’s immediate family. Were there, a) five boys and

three girls, b) three boys and five girls, ) two boys and six girls, ) four bays and four girls

11
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How many years spanned the birth of the oldest (Elizabeth) and youngest (Ellen) child? a) 20, b)
15,¢)17,d) 22

Who of the following tutored Harriet and James? a) Lance Armstrong, b) Leany Heary, ) Lant
Carpenter, d) Leonard Bernstein

Place and Space

27.

28.

3L

32
33,

35,

In what year did both Harrict and James attend Carpenter’s school in Bristol? a) 1818, b) 1819,
c) 1820, d) 1821

The James’ family holiday home was near to cne of the following towns: a) St Andews, b)
Tillicoutry, ¢) Pitlochry, d) Aviemore

After who was Martineau Lane in Norwich named? a) Thomas Martincan, b) William Martineau,
c) Philip Meadows Martineau, d) Gaston Martinean

Which of the following places did Hamiet not live in at some time in her life? a) Tynemouth, b)
Ambleside, c) Norwich, d) Liverpool

Which of the following places did James not live in at some time in his life? a) London, b)
Dublin, ) Liverpool, d) Birmingham

When did Harriet's book on the English Lakes come out? a) 1854, b) 1858, ¢) 1862, d) 1864
How many miles did James and Harriet cover in their Scottish walking toar of 18247 a) 300, b)
400, c) 500, d) 600

Was the 1665 act forbidding nonconformist or unlicensed preachers to come within a certain
distance of the parish where they had been incumbent or of any city or town entitled a) 600 Yard
Act, b) Two Mile Act, ¢) Five Mile Act, d) Seven Mile Act

Where was Whitney’s statue of Harriet installed, before it was destroyed by firc in 19147 a)
Wellesley College, b) Priestley College, ¢) Manchester New College, ¢) Girton College

Religion& Philosophy

36.

37.

38.

39.

Approximately how many Unitarians nationally were there in 18517 ) 25,000, b) 50,000, ¢)
75,000, d) 100,000

Which of the following involves rejection of the belicf in the divinity of Jesus? a)
Necessarianism, b) Theism, ¢) Socinianism, d) Altruism

Which of the following were members of a Protestant sect? a) Centurions, b) Morayians, ¢)
Arthurians, d) Malvenians

Which acts excluded dissenters from taking up public and municipal office? a) Examination and

Exclusion Acts, b) Union and Corporate Acts, c) Test and Corporations Acts, d) Sensible and
Rational Acts

12



Martineau Society Newsletter No. 23 (December 2007), pdgé 23

40.  Which of the following was an English high church movement? a) Diocesarian, b) Necessarian,

¢) Independent Illiberal, d) Tractarian

41.  What philosophy was Jeremy Bentham associated with? a) Unitarianism, b) Utilitarianism, c)
Unnecessarianism, d) Unmentionable-ism

42. thhofthefoﬂowmgmafanﬂ:ngﬁthudUmmmm’a)JBankyb)John
Prescott, ¢) Joseph Pricstlcy, d) Elvis Priestley

43.  What was the followers of Auguste Comte called? a) Agnostics, b) Positivists, ¢)
Poststructuralists, d) Unmentionables

General questions

44.  Who described Harriet as a *brown faced woman’? a) Sara Bernhardt, b) William Charles
Macready, ¢) Babs Todd, d) Barbara Windsor

45,  How much younger in years was Harriet than Wordsworth? a) 12 years, b) 22 years, c) 32 years,
d) 42 years

46.  Which of the following described Harriet Martineau as England’s first woman journalist? a)
George Sand, b) George Eliot, ¢) George Bernard Shaw, d) George Michael

Conundrums

47. Harrict is to Sociology as James is to: a) Botany, b) Anthropology, c) Theology, d) Ethics

48.  James is to Unitarianism as Harriet is to a) Feminism, b) Embroidery, ¢) Socialising, d) Farming

49.  Gertrude is to painting as Harriet is to: a) Farming, b) Building, ¢) Cooking, d) Dancing

50.  What have Elizabeth (begetter of James and Harriet) and lan (begetter of the detective Rebus)
have in common? a) Birthplace, b) Religion, c) Partiality to rice pudding, d) Surname

SRR ESEERESS

“Harriet Martineau in Virginia, 1835: The Theory and the Practice” by Willard C. Frank, Jr.

This essay explores the intersection of Harriet Martineau, Unitarianism, and Slavery, with a
special focus on her experiences in Virginia during her American travels, in February and March
1835. Harriet Martineau was a staunch anti-slavery crusader, whose goal was to reconcile the
practice of inequality and bondage with the theory of a free republican society. Slavery was a moral
evil as well as economically impractical and corrupting, a position she had developed at length in
Demerara (1832).

With these imperatives in mind, she voyaged to America, 1834-36, where she identified
herself as Unitarian, associated with Unitarians, and in her travels was passed from one Unitarian
host to another. After spending some time in the Middle Atlantic states, she began her travels
through the South starting with Virginia in February 1835. Virginia had given America
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