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Introduction
Satirical novel “A Connecticut Yankee in King Arthur’s Court” by Mark Twain was published in 1889. It is the tale of a commonsensical Yankee who is carried back in time of Britain in the Dark Ages and it celebrates homespun in gentility and democratic value in a contrast to the superstitious interpitude of feudal monarchy. Twain wrote it after reading Sir Thomas Mallory’s “Morte d’Arthur”.

Hank Morgan, a mechanic at a gun factory, is knocked unconscious and wakens in England in the year 528. He is captured and taken to Camelot, where he is put on exhibit before the knights of King Arthur’s Round Table. He is condemned to death, but remembering having read of an eclipse on the day of his execution he amazes the court by predicting the eclipse. It is decided that he is a sorcerer like Merlin, and he is made minister to the ineffectual King. In an effect to bring democratic principles and mechanical knowledge to the Kingdom, he strings the telephone wire, starts schools, trains mechanics and teachers journalism. He also falls in love and marries.

But when Hank tries to better a lot of the peasants he meets opposition from many quarters. He and Arthur in disguise, travel among the miserable common folk, are taken captive and sold as slaves, and only at the last second are rescued by 500 knights on bicycles. Hank and his family briefly retire to the seaside. When they return they find the Kingdom engulfed in civil war, Arthur killed, and Hank’s innovations abandoned. Hank is wounded, and Merlin, pretending to nurse him, casts as spell that puts him to sleep until the nineteenth century.

Analyzing this novel I would like to answer the following questions: “What was it in “A Connecticut Yankee” that made London publishers hesitate to publish the book by one of the best selling authors of all times? What are the main enemies of mankind? In what way are they shown in Twain’s novel? Why is it a novel that is “at once so angry and yet so witty”? What did Mark Twain hate most of all?” In my work I will try to answer all these questions and I’ll try to compare Mark Twain’s and Walter Scott’s points of view on one and the same thing: chivalry. So these are the main aims of my work. 
The main part
In the preface to this novel Mark Twain writes that the “ungentle laws and customs touched upon in this tale are historical”. It is not pretended that these laws and customs existed in England in the sixth century; no, it is only pretended that inasmuch as they existed in the English and other civilizations of far later… and he thinks “that if one of these laws or customs was lacking at that demote time, its place was competently filled by a worse on”.
Ever angry at injustice, Mark Twain was never more than when he wrote A Connecticut Yankee in King Arthur’s Court. “No nobility, no royalty or other fraud can face ridicule in a fair field and live”, he had written in his notebook. He filled his novel with ridicule, but also with his hatred of the institutions which, after plaguing humanity in the Middle Ages, continued to operate in his contemporary world. (Twain’s unpublished notebooks reveal his awareness of and concern over the increasing demands in the late eighties by wealthy Americans for the institution of monarchy in the United States as a means of holding in check the “radical forces” represented by the organized workers and farmers). He coupled this with a clarion call for democratic reform. The book satirized exploitation of labor, rule of one over many, social and political inequality and other injustices in the mythical kingdom of King Arthur’s court, but its main fires are directed against three enemies of mankind:

1. The monarchy which crowned and symbolized the decadent feudal order. Sanctioned by the church and subsidized by the aristocracy, and further propped up by the doctrine of divine right, it perpetuated itself by means of a vicious and degrading penal code.

2. The parasitical aristocracy which throve on the system the church sanctioned; paid lip-service to Christian ideals as it plundered the peasants and other producing classes; perpetuated a rigid caste in order to maintain dominance over the commoners and preserve its own privileges.
3. The established church which inculcated feudal doctrines in the mass of the people; kept them in a state of poverty, ignorance and superstitution in order to maintain its worldly power; suppressed freedom of thought and encouraged resignation to a sordid life by insisting that only life in the hereafter truly mattered.

Now let’s see how these enemies are shown by Mark Twain in his novel.

The Monarchy
In the book “A Connecticut Yankee in King Arthur’s Court” (1889) Twain expresses his full contempt for monarchy. Yet his original conception of the novel was remote from what finally emerged. In the 5 years between conception and publication the novel evolved from a dolt and gently satirical portrayal of ridiculous knight errancy and chivalrous romances into a burning indictment of royalty and nobility and of the whole social order of the British Age of chivalry together with a passionate affirmation of principles of democracy. With some of originally purely burlesque material Twain kept the basic idea of dumping the nineteenth century down into the sixth century and observing its consequences. But what had at first appealed to him as mainly comical gradually turned hateful as he familiarized himself with the brutal realties of medieval life its ignorance and superstition and inhumanity. These gradually submerged the Arthurian glamour and pageantry which had appealed to Twain. 
So, Yankee is in Camelot, King Arthur’s Court. What’s his first impression? He thinks that it is an asylum and during the novel the author proves it.

In Arthur’s Court women were clothed in “stunning colours”, men were dressed in such various and splendid colours that it hurt one’s eyes to look at them. They enjoyed drinking, fighting and errantry. Their life was dull, their interests were primitive: for example the dog fight had been always the most popular entertainment. In order to awake everybody one of the knights tied some metal mugs to a dog’s tail and people laughed, some felt out of their chairs and wallowed on the floor in ecstasy. The author mentions “that they didn’t seem to have brains… to bait a fish hook with… and brains were not needed in a society like that”. They started their fights and duels without any reason between people who had never been introduced to each other. When they gathered together “all of them told lies and they were ready to listen to anybody else’s lie and believe it” writes Mark Twain. “Everybody swallowed these people’s lies whole and never asked questions of any sort or about anything”.

Grand tournaments at Camelot are called by Mark Twain ridiculous human bull-fights and knights – armor-blatted asses, who needed a derrick to put them on horseback. “People who came there were a most gaudy and gorgeous crowd, as to constunery and the country and the time, in the way of high animals spirits, innocent indecencies of  language happy hearted indifference to morals”. The author (not once) shows the nonsense of knight errantry. He writes: “knight – errantry is worse than pork; … what have you got for asserts? Just publish – pile of battered corpses and a barrel or two of busted hardware. They had the noblest time: all day and every day they had fights or looked on them and then they sang, gambled, danced caroused half the night every night. There was no soup, no watches, and no looking glass, there were no books, pens, paper or ink and no glasses in the opening they believed to be windows. There wasn’t any sugar, coffee, tea or tobacco. Nobody in the country could read or write but a few dozen priests”.

It is not surprising that during carousals “the flies buzzed and hit the rats swarmed softly out from a hundred holes and made themselves at home everywhere; one of the rats sat up on the King’s head… and ribbed cheese”. Such was (according to Mark Twain) life under King Arthur’s ruling, and the author expresses his full contempt for monarchy indictment of royalty. The author writes: “even the best governed and most free and most enlightened monarchy is still behind the best condition attainable by its people”.

In A Connecticut Yankee Twain ripped up the basic premise of monarchy, the divine right of Kings.

Captured by slave-traders, Arthur is chained with other slaves in a convoy. The Yankee, musing on the King’s inability to identify himself, concludes: “It only shows that there is nothing diviner about a tramp, after all. He is just a cheap and hollow artificiality when you don’t know he is a King. But reveal his quality, and, dear me, it takes your very breath away to look at him”.

For all the logic in the theory of divine rights, cats would make perfect kings. It was not absolutely necessary that there be a man on the throne before whom the abject subjects might crawl and worship. Cats might even be an improvement.

“They would be as useful as any royal family, they would know as much, they would have the same virtues and the same treacheries, the same disposition to getup shindies with other royal cats, they would be laughably vain and absurd and never know it, they would be wholly inexpensive: finally, they would have as sound  a divine right as any other royal house, and “Tom VII, or Tom XI, or Tom XIV, by the grace of God, King”, would sound as well as it would when applied to the ordinary royal tom-cat with tights on. And as a rule… the character of these cats would be considerably above the character of the average king, and this would be an immense moral advantage to the nation… The worship of royalty being founded in unreason, these graceful and harmless cats would easily become as sacred as any other royalties, and indeed more so, because it would presently be noticed that they hanged nobody, beheaded nobody, imprisoned nobody, inflicted no cruelties or injustices of any sort, and so must be worthy of deeper love and reverence than the customary human king, and would certainly get it”. 
The aristocracy

When he discussed the aristocracy, Twain grew hot with indignation. He could concede that some kind of religion is necessary to the average person, and that the church might have beneficial possibilities, but he could find absolutely nothing to justify an aristocratic order. The privileged existed only to enjoy their privileges. They exploited the producing classes in order to maintain themselves in luxury; they indulged the church as a propaganda agency, and supported a monarchy as the most efficient means of preserving the status quo. Added to all this was the aristocracy’s hypocrisy. The Yankee observes: “I will say this much for the nobility: that, tyrannical, murderous, rapacious, and morally rotten as they were, they were deeply and enthusiastically religious. Nothing could divert them from the regular and faithful performance of the piety enjoined by the Church. More than once I had seen a noble, who had gotten his enemy at a disadvantage. Stop to pray before cutting his throat.”

Mark Twain underlines that: “The highest and first ladies and gentlemen in England had remained little or no cleaner in their talk and in morals and conduct which such talk implies, clear up to a hundred years ago. King Arthur’s people were not aware that they were indecent.

The author characterizes aristocracy as “human daws in peacock shams of inherited dignities and unearned titles”.

“Many of the terms used in the matter of fact way by this great assemblage of the first ladies and gentlemen in the land would have made a Comanche blush”.

“The humblest hello-girl along ten thousand miles of wire could teach gentleness, patience, modesty, manners to the highest duchess in Arthur’s land”, writes Mark Twain.

When ladies wore at tournaments and saw the blood spouting they clapped their hands instead of fainting.

Centuries of inherited rule had exalted the nobility as a species above and apart from the general run of mankind and had instilled in all classes were the mere property of the upper. This was the ideology of slavery in all places and at all times: “a privileged class, an aristocracy is but a band of slaveholders under another name. One needs but to hear an aristocrat speak of the classes that are bellow him to recognize – and in but indifferently modified measure – the very air and tone of the actual slave-holder, and behind these are the slave-holder’s blunted feeling”.

Not only was the caste system of a “gilded minority” degrading to the lower classes, but it was in contradiction to the real interests of the nation. For the commoners were the real nation and the only part of it worthy of respect: “To subtract them would have been to subtract the Nation and leave behind some dregs, some refuse, in the shape of a king, nobility and gentry, idle, unproductive, acquainted mainly with the arts of wasting and destroying, and of no sort of use or value in any rationally controlled world”.

The church

In his animadversions on the church, which he regarded as the cornerstone of institutionalized evil, Twain was unsparing.

“In two or three little centuries the church had converted a nation of men to a nation of warms. Before the day of the Church’s supremacy in the world, men were men and held their heads up, and had a man’s pride and spirit and independence. But then the church came to the front, with an ax to grind; and she was nice, subtle, and whew more the one way to skin a cat – or a nation; she invented “divine right of kings”, and propped it all around brick by brick with the beatitudes – wrenching them from their good purpose to make them fortify an evil one; preached patience, meanness of spirit non-resistance under oppression, and she introduced heritable thinks and taught to bow down to them and worship them. Any Established Church is an established crime and established slave-pen”.

Mark Twain writes that the Church was a trifle stronger than the king and the Boss. The Yankee admits that religion is necessary but he proposes to limit its threat to the suede by encouraging wide varieties of sects. The Church makes a mighty power, the mightiest conceivable… and if it gets into selfish hands, as it is always bound to do, it means death to human liberty and paralysis to human thought.

In the chapters devoted to the pilgrims the author laughs at the woman “who was black from crown to heel with 4-7 years of holy abstinence from water. The chief emulation among them was… to be the uncleanness and most prosperous with vermin…”

The object of the worship was the man who prayed for 20 years, he made twelve hundred and 44 resolutions in 24 minuets and forty-six seconds and Yankee applied a system of elastic cords to him and ran a sewing machine with it. Very often the pilgrims are cruel, when the woman slave was being beaten by her master they looked on and commented-on the expert way in which the whip was handled.

Characterizing the Catholic Church the author calls it a political machine which is invented for concentration of power, “It is nursed, cradled, preserved for that, it is an enemy to human liberty and does no good which it could not better do in a split-up and scattered condition”. A highly unified religion would mean only a repetition of life under the established church Hence, although the Yankee hoped to overthrow the Catholic Church and set up the protestation faith on its ruins; this faith was specifically to be organized not as an Established Church, but as go-as-you-please one.

Though the effort to destroy Sixth-Century feudalism and knight errantry by Nineteenth Century Yankee ingenuity failed, the basic idea of the book remained: vigorous hatred of oppression, bigotry, tyranny and autocracy, sham pomp and pretension; assertion of the worth of the individual, and advocacy of the rights of man. Democracy’s superiority to kingship and to despotism in general is the theme of A Connecticut Yankee. Written at white heat, it is a masterpiece of social criticism. And it presents Mark Twain’s humor at its best. Indeed, it is quite rare to find a novel that is at once so angry and yet so witty. Howells put it well in the “Editor’s Study” column of Harper’s: “Here he is to the full the humorists, as we know him; but he is very much more, and his strong, indignant, often infuriate hate of injustice, and his love of equality, burn hot though the manifold adventures and experiences of the tale. … The delicious satire, the marvelous wit, the wild, free, fantastic humor are the colours of the tapestry, while the texture is a humanity that lives in every fibre. At every moment the scene amuses, but it all the time is an object-lesson in democracy… We feel that in this book out arch-humorist imparts more of his personal quality than in anything else he has done”.

None of the other American reviewers saw the book in the same light. Most of them contented themselves with cataloguing humorous incidents. Where they did mention Twain’s social criticism, they dismissed it as unimportant, and predicted that “by the great majority of people… the book will be read for its humor, and of this there is abundance”. The Literary World, alone among American critics, condemned the Yankee from beginning to end. It called the book “the poorest of all his productions thus far”, and found even its humor offensive. Twain deserved only the severest condemnation because “he prostitutes his humorous gift” and those who praised the book for its humor were to be pitied: “It is not calculated to make a reflecting person proud of a shallow and self-complacent generation which can enjoy such so-called humor”.

The leading English journals, with one exception, ignored the book. The exception was the newly-founded Review of Reviews which selected the Yankee for condensation as “Novel of the Month”. W. T. Stead, its editor, conceded serious defects in the book, which he considered more a “political pamphlet” than a novel, but termed it “one of the most significant of “what the mass of men who speak English are thinking”. He complimented Twain for getting “directly at the heart of the masses than any of the blue-china set of nim-miny-pimminy criticasters”.

Lesser British journals condemned the book as coarse and vulgar travesty. Twain, in the opinion of The Speaker, was dull as well as offensive, and was especially dull when he wrote with a social purpose. The spectator commented angrily: “Mark Twain has surpassed himself as a low comedian in literature by the manner in which he has vaulted at abound into the charmed circle of Arthurian romance”.

“My interest in a book ceases with the printing of it”, Twain had written to Twichell in 1874. This time, however, he was deeply concerned by the critical reception in England. He had expected to be maltreated, but to be snubbed by the major critics and called “dull” and “offensive” by the lesser ones, stung him. He asked the English critic, Andrew Lang, an old friend to speak out in the book’s defense. In his letter to Lang, Twain set forth what he considered his major function as an author. He protested that he was misunderstood by the English critics, who represented a literary standard to which he had made no pretensions; consequently he was the victim of cultural snobbishness.
Lang responded with a curious defense of the aerator of Huckleberry Finn. In an article in the London Illustrated News, he announced that he had “abstained” from reading the Yankee, “because here Mark Twain is not, and cannot be, at the proper point of view. He has not the knowledge which would enable him to be a sound critic of the Middle Ages”.

As late as 1907, Lang plumed himself on that abstention: “I have never read, and never will read A Yankee at King Arthur’s Court”. In that same year, another Englishman wrote to Twain: “I am persuaded that the future historian of America will find your work as indispensable to him as a French historian finds the political tracts of Voltaire”, This man was George Bernard Shaw.

The critics who rejected the Yankee on the ground of bad taste were, of course, offended by Twain’s use of the comic possibilities of feudal chivalry, through such incidents as having the medieval knights, dressed as sandwich men, carry advertisements for “Persimmons Soap-All the Prima Donne Use It”, the eleventh-hour rescue of the King and the Yankee by Round Table knights on bicycles; and “Every year expeditions went out holy grilling, and the next year relief expeditions went out to hunt for them.” But 250 years before Twain, Cervantes had also been criticized for his “tastelessness and want of tact” in satirizing medieval chivalry. In the case of both Don Quixote and A Connecticut Yankee, the critics evaded the real issues.

In dealing with the Yankee, the critics simply could not accept a serious treatment of vital social issues by a man whom they dismissed as a humorist, and a blood and fire indictment of traditions and institutions they regarded as holy. The book concentrates its fire on those who cynically proclaimed that the mass of the people were incapable of mastering their own fate but were destined by God, nature and their own innate incapacities to occupy an inferior status in society. Had Twain attacked the poverty-stricken instead of poverty; unjust monarchs rather than the institution of monarch, and certain clerical practices instead of the idea of an established church, he would have fared far better at symptoms – he attacked the specific root cause of the disease. The so-called “low comedian in literature” had baffled his critics by writing a “message novel” whose theme had universal application, and, despite the hostile attitude of the reviewers, was to be read by millions. Some of these readers might disagree or recoil from the burlesque-like comic quality, but none could help but feel greater respect for mankind and for democracy on reading A Connecticut Yankee in King Arthur’s Court.   
Mark Twain’s and Walter Scott’s approaches to chivalry

In his novel Mark Twain argues the image of a beautiful lady created by Walter Scott. He writes: “Suppose Sir Walter, instead of pelting the conversations into the mouths of his characteristics, had allowed the characters to speak for themselves. We should have had talk from Rebecca and Ivanhoe and the soft lady Rowena which would embarrass a tramp in our day”. When Yankee was stripped, he was the only embarrassed person there. So, Walter Scott idealized his main characters and monarchy itself and what about Mark Twain. Let’s analyze the difference in description of knights and knighthood.

	Walter Scott
	Mark Twain

	“Ivanhoe” is a historical romance.
	“A Connecticut Yankee in king Arthur’s Court” is a satirical tale.


Knights and knighthood

	A knight in shining armor is a brave man who saves someone; especially a woman from a dangerous situation and this title was given to a man as an honor for doing good things.

Ivanhoe, a chivalrous knight, disinherited by his father for falling in love with Rowena, travels in disguise, wins knightly tournament and accepts the pries from Rowena.
	a) Knight is an armor plated ass.

b) These iron dudes of the Round Table.

c) They had fights and duels between people who had never even been introduced to each other and between who existed no cause of offence whatever.

d) King Arthur’s people were not aware, that they were indecent… many of the terms used in the most matter-of fact way by this great assemblage of the first ladies and gentlemen on the land would have made a Comanche blush. Indelicacy is too mild a term to convey the idea.   


Monarchy
	King Richard himself… held a tournament at… as challengers against comers. The fisting honor as in arms, in renown as in place… was the brave Richard, King of England.
	a) The king, nobility and gentry are unproductive acquainted mainly with the arts of wasting and destroying and of no sort or use or value in any rationally constructed world.
b) Aristocracy – the sort of troth that has always preoccupied its thrones without a shadow of fight or reason.

c) For the nobility: that tyrannical, murderous, rapacious and morally rotten as they were, they were deeply and enthusiastically religious.

d) It was most and gorgeous crowd, as to costumer, and very characteristic of the country and the time, in the way of high animal spirits, innocent indecencies of language and happy-hearted indiffence to morals. 


About the place of the combat

	The scene was sign romantic “extensive meadow of the finest and most beautiful green turf, surrounded on one side by the forest”.
	There aren’t any romantic descriptions.


About the tournaments and knighthood

	a) The laws of the tourney should be rehearsed. These were calculated some degree to abate the dangers of the day. The champions were therefore prohibited to thrust with the words: “The dagger was a prohibited weapon”. A knight unhorsed might renew the flight on foot with any other in the same predicament.

b)  The combat was to cease as soon as Prince John shelled throw down his leading stuff or truncheon.
c) The voice of heralds exclaiming: “Man dies, but glory lives. Death is better than defeat”.

d) The knights had to do their duty and to merit favor from the Queen of Beauty and of love.
	a) Grand tournaments there at Camelot were very stirring and picturesque and ridiculous human bull fights.
b) We had one tournament which was continued from day to day during more than a week and as many as five hundred knights took part in it, from first to last.

c) The quiches detaching legs and arms from the day’s cripples.
d) Nonsense of knight errantry. Knight-errantry is a most chuckle-headed trade.


About women
	a) Rowena’s complexion “was exquisitely fair”,  the noble cast of her head and features; “…mildness of features her profuse hair”; fanciful and graceful manner in numerous ringlets.

b) Rebecca could speak French, she was clever.

c) Rowena’s father dress was of pale sea-green silk… This robe was crimson and manufactured out of the finest wool.

d) She drew with dignity the veil around her face.

e) The ladies encouraged the combatants not only by clapping their hands and waving their veils exclaiming “Brave lance”. 
	a) Sandy was untidy as for bath, probably neither she nor any other noble in the land had ever had one and so she was not missing it.
b) Sandy could grind, and pump, and churn, and buzz by the week, and never stop to ail up or blowout. She never had any ideas, any more than a frog has. She was a perfect blatherskite… Sandy was loaded for a three day stretch.

c) Women clothed in stunning colours that it hurt one’s eyes to look at them; mainly they were drinking from entire ox born.
d) The humblest hello-girl along ten thousand miles of wire could teach gentleness, patience, modesty, manners, to the highest duchess in Arthur’s land.

e) Those banks of beautiful ladies shinning in their barbaric splendors… would see the blood spout and instead of fighting they would clap their hands and crowd each other for a better view. 


Conclusion
Ever angry at injustice, Twain was never more irate than when he wrote A Connecticut Yankee in King Arthur’s Court. He filled his novel with ridicule, but also with his hatred of the institutions. Written at white heat, this book is a masterpiece of social criticism. And it presents Mark Twain’s humor as its best. The delicious satire, the marvelous wit, the wild, free, fantastic humor are the colors of the tapestry, while the texture is a humanity that lives in every fibre. We feel that in this book our arch-humorist imparts more of his personal quality than in anything else he has done. In dealing with Yankee, the critics simply could not accept a serious treatment of vital social issues by a man whom they dismissed as a humorist, and a blood and fire indictment of traditions and institutions they regarded as holy. The book concentrates its fire on those who cynically proclaimed that the mass of the people were incapable of mastering their own fate but were destined by God, nature and their own innate incapacities to occupy an inferior status in society.   
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