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Defoe, Swift, and Captain Tom

~ March, 1710, Danicl Defoe was horrified by the spectacle of the

L.ondon mob as it cheered and applauded Dr Henry Sacheverell

on the way to his trial for having preached an inflammatory and,

as was said by the Whigs, treasenable sermon on (auy Fawkes
Day the preceding November, Detoe’s Review asserted that Sachev-
erell had preached ‘against the Queen, and the establish’d Government,
the Revolution-Principle and the Protestant Succession’; consequently
‘these poor innocent Criminals, the Rabble . . . know not what they
arc about’ in giving him their support. The mob’s conduct puzzled
Dcfoe. Recalling his own experience in 1703, when the London crowd
had transformed his public degradation in the pillory inte a triumph,
he affirmed that ‘gencrally speaking, her [England’s] Mobbs have been
always in the Right."® Characteristically, Defoe at once set about to
educate the people rioting for Sachevercll and to explain to them the
truc naturc of the issues. To this purposc he devoted many numbers of
the Rewview; and, it scems likely, he also penned some brief journalistic
picces bearing in their titles the name ‘Captain Tom,’ a cant term for the
}cader of 2 mob. This note will examine Dcfoc’s claim to the follow-
ing works, which arc listed as ncarly as possible in the order of their
publication: ®

A Letter from Captain Tom to the Mobb, Now Rais’d for 1r, Sacheverel . . .
London, Printed for J. Baker at the Black Boy in Pater-Noster-Row. 1710,

Captain Tom's Ballad . . . A Pleasant New Song, to the Tune of, Packington’s
Pound . . . Printed in the Year, 1710.

The Capt. of the Mobs Declaration: Or, Their New Answer to Dr. Sacheverell,
by Capt. Tom . . . London, Printed for W. Jones, in the Strand, 1710.

A Rod for a Fools Back, in a Letter from Captain Tom, to the Minister of
Covent Garden . . . London: Printed [f]or J. Smith near Aldersgate-Strect,
1710

' A Review of the State of the British Nazion, VI (4 March 1710}, 567.

* Review, VI (18 March r710), s8p.

*The bibliography appended w Atbic T, Scudi’s T'he Sacheverell Affair (New
York, t939), p. 147, is in erroc in listing St. Pawd and Her Majesty Vindicated
(London, 1710) as by Captain Tom,
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Dialogue between Captain Tomn and Sir H——y D— C——t . . . Printed
for the Consolation of Thosc Whe Can Bear a Craoss, in the Year 1710.

Captain Tom’s Remembrance te His Old Fricads the NMobb of London, West-
minster, Southwark, and Wapping . . . [1711]

Although the Letter, the Ballad, the Rod, and the Dislogire have been
attributed to Defoc, they bave never been examined for the cvidence
of his anthorship.* The Declaraiion and the Remembrance have not
hitherto been noticed; they are apparently unique broadsheets, the
former in the possession of Mr F. F. Madan of London and the lareer
m the Harvard College Library. It must be admitted at the outset that
cxternal evidence regarding the authorship of the Caprain Tom papers
is lacking. Nowhere in his extant letters or acknowledged publications
does Defoc refer to them, and none of his conteniporarics accuse him |
specifically of writing them. Yer the internal evidence, which is often
the only evidence for the bibliographer of Defoc, suggests the possi-
bility that Defoe did write all except the Dialogue, which, I think, I
can be proved the work of Jonathan Swift,

One particular circumstance in favor of Dcfoe’s authorship is his
fondness for the name ‘Caprain Tom,” which appears frequently in the
Review and always in a favorable context. Therc was, apparently, no
cponymous Captain Tom; he belongs to the same category of beings as
John Bull but differs from that worthy in being of popular rather than
of literary origin. References to him outside Defoe and the works
being considered here are rare.” He is a principal character in the Tory
Ned Ward's Vaulgus Britannicus (1710), a burlesque that sncers ar the
notion of the mob as the guardian of English liberties. Later in the cen-
tury Francis Grose identificd him as ‘the Icader of a mob; also the mob

‘Walter Wilson, AMemairs of the Life and Times of Daniel De Foc {London,
1830}, M1, 1r1-112, suggested Defoe as the author of the Letter, a suggestion aceepted
by all subsequent bibliagraphers of Defoc. William T. Morgan, A Bibliography of
British History, 1706-1715 {Bloomington, Ind., 1937), 11, 120-130, assigns the Letter
to Defoe, as well as the Ballad, the Rod, and the Dislogue; his authority is eicher
Halkett and Laing, Diczionary of Anonymeus and Psendonymous Litciature, vd.
Janmies Kennedy and others (Edinburgh, 1926-34), V1, 304, which gives Captain T'om
as one of Befoe's pseudonyms, or T'he British Muscum Catalogue of Printed Books
188 1-1g00, which ascribes all four works to Defoe under the entry “Tom, Capiain.’
It should be noted, however, that the new British Muscun General Catalogue of
Printed Books, XLIX (1952}, lists anly the Letser under Defoe.

* Captain Tom is not mentioned, for instance, in Robert Ferguson's The History
of All the Mobs, Tuundts, and Insurrections (London, ca. 1715) or, 5o far as T can
discover, in any account of the Sacheverell riots.
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itse}f.” ® Tut to Defoc he was much more: he symbolized the mass of
English people in their struggle against popery and the pretender; he
was the defender of protestantism and parliament. Defoe’s offhand
manner when he first mentions him in the Review — ‘Caprain Tomw
has not often been in the Wrong’ 7 - shows that he expected his read-
ers readity to understand whom he meant by the name, but he is careful
to distinguish between the ‘usurping Captain 707’ ® at the head of the
Sacheverell mobs and ‘Old Captain Tom,” who is ‘of quite another
Family.”* The Sacheverell mobs, made up of ‘Papists, Non-jurors, and
Eueniies of Her Majesty’s Title and Goverment,” differ from all other
‘Rabbles of this Age,’ and Defoe challenges his readers to show him ‘a
Mob of that Composition before.”*® Perhaps he dwelt on the dis-
tinction at such length because his enemics frequently acensed him of
rabblc-rousing.* At any rate, he secms to be the only contemporary
writer who simultancously denounces the Sachevercll rioters and de-
fends the privilege of the English common people to form mobs for
redressing geniune gricvances. As we shall see, all the Caprain Tom
papers except the Dislogue take a stand identical with Defoe’s on the
question of mob action.

The style and subject of the cight-page Lezter, which had the same
publisher as the Review, certainly suggest Defoc’s authorship. Captain
‘Tom opcns the letter with an accusation Defoe repeatedly made: ‘Yon
fight under a Usurper, and in dcfence of so base a Cause, that your
Honourable Forefathers would sooner have dy’d than lift up a Club
or 2 Paring-Shovel for’t.” He gocs on to tell an ancedote very much
in Defoc’s manncr: ‘I went one day to Biflingsgate, and was rcading
[Sachevercll’s sermon] with Will. Jobber and Dick, Trueman, and
some others; and 1Will, sad, Pray God the Doctor han’t been too free
with my Wife. . . " He then mutters objurgations against ‘Passive
Obedience’ and ‘Non-Resistance,’ the high-flying doctrines denounced
on almost every page of Defoc’s writings during this period. Many

* A Classical Dictionary of the Vulgar Tongue, 3rd ed. (London, 1796), sig. Fiv.

" Revieaw, V] (8 March 1710), 589.

*The same, p. 5g0.

* Review, VI (23 March 1710), 557

" Review, VI (14 March 1710), 583.

" 8ce, for example, the tenth number of Charles Lceslie’s The Rebearsal of Ob-
servator, &¢. {30 September—; October 1704) and The High-Church Address to Dr.
Hen. Sacheverell (London, 1710), . 8. England’s Enewies Exposed (London, 1701),
p- 31, accuses Defoe of using ‘the very same Words with those of War T'yier.)
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others, of course, found these doctrines hateful, but no other writer
that I can find harped so incessantly on the unusual character of the
mobs acclaiming Sachcverell, the spekesman for the doctrines, When
Captain- Tom says (page 3), ‘You are the first, and I hope will be the
last Mabb, that ever stood up against Liberty and Property, and the
Frecdom of the Subject,” he echoes Defae’s remark that former ‘Mobbs
always aim’d at pulling down some real Grievance.” ** The reference
(page 6) to the destruction of Dr Burgess’ meetinghouse dates the
Letter after 28 February, when that act of vandalism taolk place,’® and
the absence of any reference to Sacheverell’s scntence indicates a prob-
able date of publication before 20 March, when the House of Lords
barred Sacheverell from the pulpit for three years.

Defoe’s claim vo Captain Townr's Ballad cannot be established con-
clusively, but the subject, as announced in the first stanza, is certainly
one that obsessed Mr Review:

Now all you good Britains from Dover and Fife,
lament, we beseech, our deplorable State,
Since Maob was a Mob, and Promoter of Strife,
she ne’r was impos'd upon at such a Rate:
When Popery she saw,
And Slavery near draw,
Up she got in Defence of Religton 2nd Law,
But never till now has she eyver been known,
Fo rise in Rebellion for pulling them down,
O Defend us! from every bot-beaded Tool
Of a Priest, that the Jesuit rides like a Mule.

Whether or not the style of the Ballad resembles that of Defoe’s ac-
knowledged poems is a matter of opinion; it seems to me quite unlike
that of such formal utterances in couplets as T'he Double Welcowne or
Jure Divino. Little is known about Pefoe as a versifier, but it is reason-
able to suppose that the author of A True-Born Finglishuuan possessed
enough skill in poetry to pen a sereet ballad and to adapt his manner to
his matter. The third stanza of the Balled makes the same contrast
between the quiet and the loud-mouthed clergyman as the Review of
11 March. Other parallels might be cited. The Hallad 15 of approxi-

¥ Review, VI (16 March 1710), 587

¥ Abel Boyer, The History of the Reign of Queen Anne (London, 1703-13),
VIII, 263,
* George M. Trevelyan, England under Queen Anne (London, 1930-34), 111, 57.
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mately the samc datc as the Letrer; the allusion in its final stanza to the
dispersal of the mob aud the arrest of some of its lcaders puts it after
2 March.*

The Capt. of the Mobs Declaration, 2 prose broadsheet printed on
one side only, appears to be a sequel to the Letzer. In it Caprain Tom
makes two maw points: that 1t Is paradoxical to riot for the principle
of non-resistance, and that the Church, Sacheverell notwithstanding,
is 1n no danger except from men like Sacheverell himself. Defoe be-
labored the former point in the Review of 4 March and the latter in
that of 18 March. Captain Tom admits that the mob has been ‘misled’
by papists and nen-jurors, ‘whose Ends we have been ignorantly serv-
ing’; Defoe made the same analysis of the mob’s ignorance in the
Revieav of 16 March. .

In A Rod for a Fools Back, a prose broadsheer printed on both sides,
Captain Tom makes an ad bownsinemnr attack on Sacheverell and warns
him against meddling “with us Gentry, who, though we are the Scum
of the Nation, are always uppermost when it is in a IFerment.” cfoe’s
disclaimer, in the Rewiew of 2 March and again a week later, of any
personal animus towards Sacheverell might seem to disqualify him as
the guthor of the Rod; yet the scandalous remarks in his letter to
General Stanhope, one of the managers of the trial, show that he readily
maligned Sacheverell in private.”® The Rod’s purpose scems to have
been the silencing of Sacheverell if he should attempt to preach again.
It mentions a ‘Mr. Lioyd,” who is perhaps the man Thomas Hearne
rcferred to in his diary on 30 March: ‘On Sunday Dr. Sacheverell read
Prayers, and Dr. Binckes preach’d for him. One M. Tloyd has pre-
sented the ). to a Living of two hundred Pounds per annum.’*
Whether or not by Defoe, the Rod resembles his writings in so far as
it reminds the mob of its traditional function, the defense of English
libertics.

Defoe certainly did not write the Didlogue between Captain Tom
and Sir H|enrly D|utto]n Clol}t, a broadsheet verse-lampoon on
Colr, a Whig candidate for Parliament in the election of 1710, Tts
political bias is quite contrary to Defoe’s. “We are true friends,” Cap-
tain Tom remarks, ‘Of the Church and Sachevereill.! The author of

* Boyer, VIII, 267.

* The Letters of Daniel Defoe, ed. George H. Healey (Oxford, 1955), pp. 265-266.

" Remarks and Collections of Thomas Hearne (Oxford, 1885—1921), II (ed.
Charles IE, Drohle), 368,
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the lampoon makes no attempt to recall the mob to what Defoe con-
sidered its time-honored responsibilitics. Flis tone is also unlike Defoe’s.
Instcad of edifying and istructing, he engages in irresponsible pun-
ning, One has only to scan the pages of the Review during October
and November to see how seriously Defoc took the election, which
resulted in an overwhelming defeac of the Whigs. Colt and General,
later Earl, Stanhope stood for Westminster; they were defeated by
two of the lugh-Tor}r persuasion, 'Ihomas Mecdlicott and Thomas
Cross. Both parties allegedly had mobs roaming the strects of West-
minster and attempting to cocree the voters,™®

On 5 Octobcer, while passing through Westminster with a friend,
Swift cncountered the Whig mob. ‘In the way,” he noted in his
Journal to Stelln, “wec met the electors for Parliamentmen: and the
rabble came about our coach, crying a Colt, a Stanhope, &c. We were
afraid of a dead cat, or our glasses broken, and so were always of their
side.” ™ Actally Swift was not at all ‘of their side’; at this time he was
a close friend of the Tory Robert Harley, who had come into power
the preceding August. Perhaps with the intention of assmtmg the
Tories Swift wrote a poem that he described to Stella as ‘a ballad, full
of puns, on the Westminster election, that cost me half an hour: it
runs, though it be good for nothing. But this is likewise a secret to all
but MD. If you have them not, I will bring them over.” *

Although the ballad referred to here must have been pubhshed since
Swift cxpected that Stella would sce it, its identity is a better l<ept
secret than many other sccrees of Swift. Sir Charles Fireh’s sugﬁcstlon
that it might be ‘the second part of the Glorious Warrior,” * an attack
on Stanhope, is rejected as unlikely by Harold Williams.? Firth him-
sclf was not overconfident. “This ‘may be the ballad referred to by
Swift,” he remarked, ‘unless the contemporary broadsides rclating to
the Westminster election supply somcthing more evidently written
by him.” It seems to mec that the Dialague fits perfectly the description
Swift gave of his ballad.

*Boyer, IX, 249250,

? The Prase Works of }armtfmrz Swift (London, 189p7—-1908), 1l (ed, Frederick
Ryland), 22.

® Prose Works of Savift, 11, 35, ‘MD’ is Swift’s w a}' of referring to Stella (Esther
Johnson} and Mrs Dingley, her companion.

**The Canon of Swift,” Review of English Studies, 111 {192%), 74.

=T'he Poewms of Jonathan Swift (Osford, 1937), 111, 108
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After an invocation to the muse of Grub Street, the Dislogue re-
ports Sir Henry’s request for Captain Tom's support in the clection.®
Sir Henry puns outrageously on the word ‘brewer,” his opponent’s
occupation, and on ‘Cross,” his name. Captain Tom replies as follows:

You had berter have been
At your Spade and your Clubd,
Than take up our Time
With a Tale of a Tub.
You shall be discarded,
I say’t to your Face:
We'll play Al the Gawze,
And net bate you an Ace,
Then Jet me advise you
No longer to stay,
Rut pack up and Shuffe,
And ent 1t away., '
And tho’ you have Wit,
Youth, Beauty, and Parts,
While we keep up our Clibs,
You shall ne’er win oor ffearts.

The puns on card playing were suggested by the clubs and spades com-
monly carried as weapons by rioters; Bishop Burnet describes a man
with a spade cleaving the skull of another who would not shout with
the mob.* The stvlc of the forcgomg passage, with its clever rhymes
and burlesque tone, is reminiscent of Swift, though hardly of Swift at
his best. Captain Tom s usc of the proverb ‘a Tale of a Tub” wvitcs
specularton. Can it be regarded as a secret signatare? By so identifying
himself, Swift could indulge in characteristic clowning and at the
same time give nothing away, since he never admiticd having written

“There exists no account of Sir Ilenry Durton Celt, who scems to have had a
turbulent political career. In the election of 16ps his faction knockt several men
down, storuck others with whips and sticks, others of them rid on Flanders horses
with swords and pistols, others of them threw up cards and dice, sand and dire,
insomuch as that onc surgeon had three under cure, and another surgeon seven that
were wounded’ (AMewmoirs of the Life of Mr. Ambrose Barnes, cd, William ., )2,
Longstaffe, Publicatians of the Surtees Society, I, Durham, 1867, p. 226). In 1698
he was put out of the commission of peace at Westminster (Narcissus Lurirell, A
Brief Historical Relation of State Affairs, Oxford, 1857, IV, 465), and, although he
was elected to Parliament in 1705, he was defecated after a bitterly fought contest in
1708 (Luurell, VT, 324). That the author of the Didlague shionld show him request-
ing the assistance of Captain Tom and the mob scems appropriate.

* History of His Own Times (London, 1840), 11, 849.
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his own Tale of @ Tub. Whether or not such a jen d’esprit as the Dia-
logue is 1n accord with Swift’s political beliefs is perhaps an irrclevant
question, but it does seem to reflect his attitude of amused contempt
for the antics of the masses, an attitnde very different from that of ‘the
fellow that was pilloried.” John F. Ross has demonstrated that the
carcers of the two greatest Augustan publicists touch at many points; 2°
the Captain Tom papers may be another point of contaet.

So far as I can discover, Caprain Tom was silent from the time of
the elections'in October, 1710, to March of the following year, when
an attempt on the life of Robert Harley caused him to address his
broadsheet Remesnbrance to the mob. While being questioned at
Whitchall, Antoine de Guiscard, a French nobleman and adventurer
engaged in espionage in England, inflicted a scrious wound on Harley
with a penknife. The Rewremnbrance somewhat sensationally interprets
Harley’s narrow escape from dcath as rnglaud s escape from enslave-
ment to the pope and the king of France. Itis 2 very convincing piece
of writing and would be a credit to any .propagandist. Again the
cvidence for Defoe’s authorship is purely intecnal, but whocver wrote
the Lezter and the Declaration probably also wrote the Remembrance,
since 1t appears to be a sequel to those carlier papers. Captain Tom
again charges that the ‘free-born Mob of Great-Britain’ have ‘forsworn
their Principles, turn’d Tail, and become arrant Enemys to the Revolu-
tion, and to the Memory of the Glorious Prince who was the Instru-
ment of it” — that is, Defoe’s favorite monarch, King William. Unless
the peaple wake up, Tom warns, they will become ‘Swabbers under
French Boatswains’ or have their ‘Brains knock’d out in the French
King’s Quarrel.” Instead of ‘substantial Beef and Pudding’ they will
eat ‘brown husky Bread, and Herbs, and Rot-gut Soop,” Taxes will
increase, churches will be filled with ‘Popish Gimeracks,” and trade
will decline. This catalogue of calamities includes most of Defae’s
favorite bugbears. Defoe did not discuss the Gusicard incident in the
Review; he was in Edinburgh at the time and wwas devoting his paper
almost entircly to the subject of trade. But his pamphlet entitled
Eleven Opinions abont Mr. H[arle]ly (1711) makes as much political
capital out of the incident as the Rewembrairce docs, and like the Re-
membrance it depicts Harley as England’s principal defense against
popery and Jacobitism. And in 1713 Defoe wrote a pamphlet asking

* Swift and Defoe (Berkeley, Calif,, 1941).
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the fearsome question And What If the Pretender Should Come? Tts
list of dire conscquences resembles that in the Rewmzeszbrance: loss of
liberty, wooden shocs for the people, exhaustion of British bloed and
treasure to support French aggression in Europe, popery, repudiation

of the public debt, and so on. |
The best argument, however, that can be made for Defoe’s author-

ship of the Remembrance is the presence of the theme that runs
through all the Captain Tom papers cxcept the Dialogue: the notion
that the mob, while often ignorant and misled, is traditionally the safe-

guard of English freedom. The public humiliation of Defoc in 1703
has been called ‘the most significant event in his life.” * There in the

pillory Defoc gained a respect for the common people that influenced
all his later writings and may have motivated the Captain Tom papers.

C. E. Main

* John R. Moore, Defoe it the Pillory (Bloomington, Ind., 1939), p. 2.
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