
 

 

 

 

EXPLORING ALBERT: 

THE PRINCE CONSORT’S PUBLIC INFLUENCE AND UNPOPULARITY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Claire Eubanks 

HIS 2800-101: Writing in History 

December 2, 2015  



1 

 

“This day is one of the greatest and most glorious days of our lives, with which to my 

pride and joy, the name of my dearly beloved Albert is for ever associated!” the queen wrote 

gleefully in her personal journal, “It is a day which makes my heart swell with thankfulness.”1 

The date was 1 May 1851. Queen Victoria was describing what would be remembered as her 

husband’s greatest achievement, The Great Exhibition. In addition to the Exhibition, Prince 

Albert, Consort to Queen Victoria, made many other social contributions. These contributions 

included educational reforms, labor reforms, recognition of the arts, and Albert’s push for the 

abolishment of the slave trade.  

While these contributions to society may be seen as an extension of the Prince’s “good”2 

nature, as well as an effort made by Albert to prove himself worthy of his status as husband to 

the Queen of the British Empire – notably the most powerful monarch figure in the world during 

that time – and her subjects. Unfortunately, Albert’s efforts to improve society were disregarded 

by the British people. He was largely unpopular with his wife’s subjects, likely due to his 

German heritage, and was often mocked by the media. It was only after his death that Albert was 

truly recognized for his contributions and reforms. The revival of his image was due in part by 

Queen Victoria’s constant state of mourning for her late husband and her goal of memorializing 

his life and works. In addition to this, Albert’s achievements also came to light in the research 

and works of various historians.3 

                                                
1 C. H. Gibbs Smith, ed. “Queen Victoria’s Journal, 1851,” The Great Exhibition of 1851 (London: 1950), 16-18. 

 
2 Hector Bolitho, Albert: Prince Consort (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc, 1964), viii. 

 
3 The root of historiography on the subject begins with Sir Theodore Martin’s five volume biography:  The Life of 

the Prince Consort: Prince Albert and His Times. Queen Victoria herself requested that Martin write a biography of 

her late husband, and in nearly two decades after Albert’s death, Martin completed his near 3,000 page biography. 

Hector Bolitho is also a prominent name in the study of Prince Albert, having worked closely with members of the 

Royal family, and having had access to letters and papers regarding Albert. He has written a great number of 
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 Albert had very little female influence during his younger years4, and much of what 

occurred during those years shaped the Prince Consort’s character of his later life. Albert was 

born in the “small German court”5 of Saxe-Coburg-Saafeld6 on 26 August 1819. His father, 

Duke Ernest, divorced his young mother, Duchess Louise, when Albert only was five years of 

age, claiming she had been unfaithful to him. “Parting from my children,” Louise wrote in a 

letter to her close friend, Augusta von Studnitz, “was the worst thing of all.”7 Louise cared 

deeply for her sons, and despite the absence of his mother in his life, Albert “never doubted” her 

affection for him. Later in his life, he named one of his daughters after her.8 Albert rejected other 

women who came into the household, and had shown “a great dislike to be in the charge of 

                                                
monographs pertaining to Albert, including: Albert the Good, a Life of the Prince Consort (1932), The Prince 

Consort and his Brother (1934), Victoria and Albert (1938), and Albert, Prince Consort (1964). He had access to 

letters between the Prince and his brother, that had not been seen by Theodore Martin when he wrote his official 

biography. Frank Eyck’s The Prince Consort: A Political Biography focuses more on the Prince’s political 

achievements rather than his personality. Albert’s story cannot be told without including his wife, Queen Victoria, 

though some historians emphasize her role more than others. Stanley Weintraub does so in his 1997 monograph: 

Uncrowned King: The Life of Prince Albert. It is clear from the title that Weintraub believes Albert to be worthy of 

the title “king.” He blends his argument by including aspects of previous historians’ thoughts, such as Bolitho and 

Martin, which he includes in his bibliography, though it becomes an original argument when Weintraub includes 

details pertaining to Albert’s wife, Victoria. An opposite approach to the above method is also relevant in 

historiography pertaining to Prince Albert. Jules Stewart makes the argument in Albert: A Life (2012) that Albert’s 

achievements were overshadowed by his wife, and that it was in fact, Albert who was the heart of the Victorian era. 

Although earlier biographers had the advantage of personally knowing the Prince or those close to him, later 

historians have the ability to review the existing works on the Prince to create an image that includes the many 

different aspects of his life and character. While Martin’s account of the Prince is dense, since it’s publishing new 

details pertaining to Albert have been discovered. The view of Albert and his role will continue to evolve, though it 

seems that Albert continues to gain more and more recognition. He is no longer simply seen as the Queen’s good-

natured husband, rather, he is thought to have been a very important aspect to Victorian politics and society.   

              
4 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 29. 

 
5 Edgar Feuchtwanger, Albert and Victoria: The Rise and Fall of the House of Saxe-Coburg-Gotha (London: 

Hambledon Continuum, 2006), 52. 

 
6 Located in modern-day Bavaria, Germany. In the years following Albert’s birth, in a rearrangement of Thüringian 

mini-states, Duke Ernest acquired Gotha in exchange for Saafeld creating the “hyphenated title by which Albert was 

known thereafter.” Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 28. 

 
7 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 27. 

 
8 Ibid, 29. 
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women.”9 This lack of female presence in Albert’s life likely attributed to his unease of not being 

the head of his own household after marrying Victoria. He would have a position of less power 

in his marriage than his wife. Albert was in a completely foreign environment than what he was 

accustomed to. He had grown up in a world very unlike the one he entered once he had agreed to 

marry Victoria; he spent the rest of his life trying to accommodate for this.  

 Christoph Florschütz, as Albert’s tutor and mentor, was also a prominent figure in the 

Prince’s early life. The 25-year-old philosophy and theology graduate10 was given charge of 

Albert and his brother, Ernest, a year before their mother had left. In addition to being their 

teacher, he lived with them, shared meals with them, and watched over them at night. He had no 

other life that that of the princes,11 and “came to fill an emotional gap” in Albert’s desire for 

parental love.12 The tutor was of liberalistic nature and taught the boys philosophy,13 as well as 

various languages such as French, English, and Latin, in addition to German. The boys also 

studied mathematics and natural sciences, such as geology.14 It was from this extensive 

schooling and dedicated tutor that Albert gained his love of learning. Florschütz would remain 

their tutor for fifteen years, and Albert’s friend for life.15  

                                                
9 Sir Theodore Martin, The Life of HRH The Prince Consort, vol. I (London: Smith, Elder & Co., 1882), 5. 

 
10 Jules Stewart, Albert: A Life (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2012), 13. 

 
11 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 36. 

 
12 Jules Stewart, Albert: A Life (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2012), 14. 

 
13 Frank Eyck, The Prince Consort: A Political Biography (London: Chatto & Windus, 1959), 16. 

 
14 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 35. 

 
15 Hector Bolitho, Albert: Prince Consort (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc, 1964), 17. 
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 In addition to his other studies, Prince Albert also had a strong interest in music, studying 

it at the University of Bonn, as well as continuing his study of natural science and philosophy.16 

His “knowledge of musical science and his skill in musical execution” were well known by 

others he was close with.17 Albert wrote his own compositions, which were primarily written for 

piano and vocals. Nearly all of the lyrics were written in German.18 Albert was not only devoted 

to German music, but German art as well. He took great pride in his German background, and it 

was this trait which made the public wary when he wed their queen, Victoria. 

 It was King Leopold I of the Belgians, Albert’s Uncle, who had suggested the marital 

match between Albert and his cousin Victoria. Though Victoria was initially wary of marriage, 

she instantly felt a connection to Albert, writing in a letter to Leopold, “He possesses every 

quality, that could be desired to render me perfectly happy. He is so sensible, so kind, and so 

good, and so amiable too. He has besides, the most pleasing and delightful exterior and 

appearance, you can possibly see.”19 Albert, incidentally, felt the same. Victoria proposed to him 

on 15 October 1839, writing in her diary, “Oh! to feel I was, and am, loved by such an Angel as 

Albert was too great a delight to describe! he is perfection; perfection in every way – in beauty – 

in everything!”20 Albert would write similarly to his old tutor, in a more reserved manner, 

“Victoria is so good and kind to me that I am often at a loss to believe that such affection should 

be shown to me . . . I have attained the height of my desire . . . Alas, my days in my beloved 

                                                
16 Jules Stewart, Albert: A Life (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2012), 28. 

 
17 T. H. S. Escott, Social Contributions of the Victorian Age (London: Steely and Co. Limited, 1897), 283. 

 
18 W. G. Cusins, ed., The Collected Compostitions of His Royal Highness The Prince Consort (London: Metzler & 

Co., 1882). 

 
19 Christopher Hibbert, ed. Queen Victoria in Her Letters and Journals (London: John Murray, 1984), 107-110. 

 
20 Ibid. 
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home are numbered.”21 They were both twenty years old; Victoria was Albert’s senior by only 

three months.  

 While the attraction and affection shared between the couple was intimate and mutual, 

both Victoria and Albert had their contrasting traits. Victoria was sensual and stubborn, and 

loved to stay up late dancing and partying. Albert was strong-willed as well, though he was a 

more serious character and was described as “shrewd.”22 He loved sleep and was quite-natured – 

a reserved man. He held a certain disdain for Victoria’s taste for pleasure. “She reveled in the 

‘vortex of society,’ which Prince Albert shunned.”23 He recognized that he would be required to 

adapt his serious habits to Victoria’s way of life if the marriage had any hope of being 

successful. Wary of his new life with Victoria, Albert wrote to Florschütz, stating that he was “to 

go into society, learn the ways of the world and vitiate my culture with fashionable 

accomplishments . . . I shall suffer sometimes when I look at myself in private; but I hope it will 

be only a veneer which will not corrode the kernel.”24 The Prince hoped that his new position 

would not eradicate the very nature of his being.  

To further his discomfort, Albert discovered that as consort to the Queen, he would not 

be the master of his own house, and therefore could not appoint his own household as he had 

assumed, “not unreasonably.”25 Albert was powerless. He was not allowed to surround himself 

with fellow countrymen as his closest advisors. Additionally, Albert was to have no legal power, 

                                                
21 Kurt Jagow, ed., The Letters of the Prince Consort, 1831–61 (London: John Murray, 1938).  

 
22 T. H. S. Escott, Social Contributions of the Victorian Age (London: Steely and Co. Limited, 1897), 20. 

 
23 Hector Bolitho, Albert: Prince Consort (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc, 1964), 33. 

 
24 Kurt Jagow, ed., The Letters of the Prince Consort, 1831–61 (London: John Murray, 1938).  

 
25 Michael De-la-noy, Queen Victoria at Home (New York: Carroll & Graf, 2003), 70. 
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with his only legal position being “that of a minor foreign princeling who happened to be the 

Queen’s husband.”26 All that Albert was good for in the eyes of Parliament, was to provide an 

heir for Victoria. This he was successful at; together Albert and Victoria had nine children.  

Albert didn’t even receive the official title of “Consort” until 1857, even though he was 

already informally known by that title. This was seventeen years after he married Victoria, but 

Parliament opposed granting him that title until they were finally convinced otherwise. 

 Albert’s only source of authority was the Regency Bill of 1840. Under this bill, Albert 

would be made regent in the case of Victoria’s death and if all of their children were under the 

age of eighteen at the time of her death.27 The Bill never went into effect because Victoria long 

outlived her husband. Despite his lack of power, Prince Albert made up for it with his influence 

over the Queen, serving as her advisor. In the later years of their marriage, this role grew even 

more prominent. Aside from this, it was through social reforms that Albert obtained a sense of 

authority.  

Having a great interest in what his new nation had to offer, Albert spent his life offering 

himself to Britain, such as improving conditions for the working class and promoting the 

significance of art. “The character and the progress of the Victorian era are due in no small 

degree to … the Prince Consort.”28 It was Albert who added definition to the Victorian Society. 

Prince Albert’s first major societal function began with his speech as president of the 

meeting of the Society for the Extinction of the Slave Trade and the Civilization of Africa. It was 

                                                
26 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 88. 

 
27 Michael De-la-noy, Queen Victoria at Home (New York: Carroll & Graf, 2003), 144. 
 
28 T. H. S. Escott, Social Contributions of the Victorian Age (London: Steely and Co. Limited, 1897), 20. 
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“the first speech delivered on an English platform by the Prince Consort.”29 This event occurred 

on 1 June 1840. Albert, nervous for his moment in the limelight, had rehearsed his speech to 

Victoria and “learnt it by heart.”30 The speech went over well. Figure 1, produced shortly after 

the event took place, showcases the significance of the event and the large crowd in attendance. 

The Tablet, a newspaper, reported five days later, that the Prince was, “received by the immense 

assembly in the most flattering and enthusiastic manner” and although he had “a very slight 

foreign accent” he “spoke with perfect distinctness.”31 Although the abolition of the slave trade 

had technically already taken place, Albert noted that the “persevering exertions of England to 

abolish the atrocious traffic in human beings” had not yet “led to any satisfactory conclusion.” 

With a call to action, Prince Albert declared, “I sincerely trust that this great country will not 

relax in its efforts till it has finally put an end to a state of things so repugnant to the spirit of 

Christianity and to the best feelings of our nature.”32 There had been much cheering during the 

event and the Prince was treated with respect.  

Albert, aside from being president of the Society for the Extinction of the Slave Trade, 

was also the president of a number of other societies, including the Society for Improving the 

Condition of the Laboring Classes. The society was established in 1844 with Albert as its first 

president.33 Even though the public disliked him, Albert desired to be of service to them and to 

improve the conditions in which they lived and worked. He “sought every opportunity to help the 

                                                
29 Ibid, 285. 
30 Edgar Feuchtwanger, Albert and Victoria: The Rise and Fall of the House of Saxe-Coburg-Gotha (London: 

Hambledon Continuum, 2006), 53. 

 
31“Great Meeting for the Abolition of the Slave Trade,” The Tablet, June 6, 1840, London edition, 55. 

 
32 “Abolition of Slavery,” The Principal Speeches and Addresses of His Royal Highness The Prince Consort 

(Leipzig: Bernhard Tauchnitz, 1866), 67. 

 
33 Jules Stewart, Albert: A Life (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2012), 94. 
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workers and the poor.”34 One of the tasks the Society for Improving the Condition of the 

Laboring Classes took up was to provide decent living accommodations such as new homes. He 

gave a speech as part of this society as well, declaring that, “to show how man can help man . . . 

ought to be the aim of every philanthropic person, but it is more particularly the duty of those 

who enjoy station, wealth, and education.”35 Albert felt that it was his duty to provide for the 

lower classes, especially since he had the wealth of his household, though little power. He argued 

that different classes often had similar interests, and it was only “ignorance” which prevented 

their “uniting for each other’s advantage.”36Albert took it upon himself to dispel that ignorance 

with his many causes. He would become powerful in the areas he saw fit.  

Additionally, Prince Albert took interest in other areas of social welfare issues, such as 

child labor and the lack of “an adequate pension scheme for servants”37 as well as the lives of 

those in London’s sweatshops. Silk workers of Spitalfields endured “dreadful conditions” and 

the majority of the workers were malnourished and chronically ill. Aware of this, Price Albert 

organized a ball in which the guests were expected to wear silk to aid the unemployed of this 

industry. The ball was seen as controversial and the event was “savaged in the papers,”38 

Although Albert “established his credentials as royal champion of the poor”39 his good name 

took a stab. 

                                                
34 Hector Bolitho, Albert: Prince Consort (New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc, 1964), xii. 
35 Condition of the Laboring Classes,” The Principal Speeches and Addresses of His Royal Highness The Prince 

Consort (Leipzig: Bernhard Tauchnitz, 1866), 74. 

 
36 Ibid. 
 
37 Jules Stewart, Albert: A Life (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2012), 95. 

 
38 Ibid, 97. 

 
39 Ibid, 95. 
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Albert believed that the conditions of the poor could be improved in four ways. These 

four points included the improvement of working-class housing, receiving allotments along with 

their housing, the creation of benevolent societies and savings banks, and education. “I shall 

never cease to promote these four objects wherever and whenever I can,” Albert promised.40 This 

statement would remain true of the Prince until the end of his life.  

In 1847, at 28 years old, Albert was appointed the chancellor of the University of 

Cambridge, a position that aligned with his view on the importance of education. “It is my first 

chance,” he wrote to his brother Ernest, “to do something in my own name for my adopted 

country.”41 He was the first foreigner to hold such a position, and he would keep the position for 

the next fourteen years, until his death in 1861. It was during this time that Albert brought reform 

to the university system of England. For centuries, only subjects such as divinity and law were 

being taught. It was Albert’s goal to bring in professors of modern languages, economics, and 

physics. These were disciplines he “deemed essential for preparing young men to meet the 

challenges of mid-nineteenth century life in Britain.”42 They were subjects he had grown up 

with, thanks to his old tutor Florschütz and his University education in Germany. Albert’s belief 

of the importance of education for the working-class inspired his idea to hold local examinations 

for students who were not members of the university. These examinations were instituted 

throughout the country, but not unsurprisingly were met with resistance. Albert’s changes were 

seen as “radical” and “far-reaching in scope.”43  

                                                
40Sir Theodore Martin, The Life of HRH The Prince Consort, vol. II (London: Smith, Elder & Co., 1882), 38. 

 
41 Kurt Jagow, ed., The Letters of the Prince Consort, 1831–61 (London: John Murray, 1938). 

 
42Jules Stewart, Albert: A Life (New York: I. B. Tauris, 2012), 85. 

 
43 Ibid, 87. 
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As a voice for those who were not of high enough status to have one, Albert did not falter 

at such resistance. Instead, he brought to light more problems of the lower class pertaining to 

education. In a speech to the Conference of the National Education, Albert informed listeners 

that “more than half the five million children in England and Wales received no formal 

instruction whatsoever,”44 and stated that it was the parents’ “duty to exert themselves for their 

children’s education.”45 Albert was promoting one of the four points he had mentioned earlier in 

his rhetoric on improving the lives of the laboring class. His social reforms intertwined, only 

making his case for change stronger. 

In addition to the being the president of the Society for the Extinction of the Slave Trade, 

the Society for Improving the Condition of the Laboring Classes, and the Chancellor of 

Cambridge, Prince Albert was also the president of the Society of the Arts, and the chairman of 

the Fine Art Commission. His love of art never ceased to exist from his earlier days. He had a 

certain “appreciation of the conditions of artistic prosperity in England,”46 and believed that 

“developing a taste for art” in his fellow countrymen would “elevate the character and habits of 

British men and women and provide greater incentive for British manufacturers to produce high-

quality, aesthetically pleasing work.”47 In addition, Albert believed that “Fine Arts … have so an 

influence upon the mind and feeling of a people.”48 Clearly, he placed high value on the arts. It 

                                                
44 Ibid, 90. 

 
45 “National Education,” The Principal Speeches and Addresses of His Royal Highness The Prince Consort 

(Leipzig: Bernhard Tauchnitz, 1866), 174. 

 
46 T. H. S. Escott, Social Contributions of the Victorian Age (London: Steely and Co. Limited, 1897), 287. 

 
47 Jeffery A. Auerbach, The Great Exhibition of 1851: A Nation on Display (New Haven: Yale University Press, 

1999), 15. 

 
48 “National Gallery at Edinburgh,” The Principal Speeches and Addresses of His Royal Highness The Prince 

Consort (Leipzig: Bernhard Tauchnitz, 1866), 100. 
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was Albert who caused the Society of Arts to rise “phoenix-like” from the ashes with his passion 

and tastes, as was reported in the Gentleman's Magazine.49 Albert, in his years in Britain, had 

always perceived that “the taste of the British public in the arts was underdeveloped” and saw a 

position for himself to promote an interest in the people similar to his own.50   

Albert was not only interested in traditional fine arts, but was also “much devoted to the 

Art [sic] of photography.”51 Photography encompassed not only the artistic form respected by the 

Prince, but also the scientific innovation of the practice. Though his interest in photography was 

reported on as late as 1855, five years prior Albert had showcased his love of both scientific skill 

and art as the head-planner of the Great Exhibition of 1851. It was a display of British innovation 

for the whole world to see.  

Albert saw the Exhibition as a chance to not only present Britain’s achievements, but his 

own importance as well. His involvement with issues such as manufacturing and design allowed 

Albert to “augment the role of the Crown in the elevation of moral, cultural, and economic well-

being of the country, as well as boost his own importance.”52 It was Albert’s chance to shine.  

Working with three members of the Society of the Arts, Henry Cole, Francis Fuller, and 

John Scott Russell, planning for the Exhibition began. Albert proposed four exhibition divisions: 

‘Raw Materials,’ ‘Machinery and Mechanical Inventions,’ and ‘Sculptures and Plastic Art.’ The 

idea for the Exhibition also evolved to become and ‘Industry of All Nation’ exhibition, rather 

                                                
49 Sylvanus Urban, “Fine Arts,” The Gentleman’s Magazine vol. XXII (June 1844), 70. 

 
50 Jeffery A. Auerbach, The Great Exhibition of 1851: A Nation on Display (New Haven: Yale University Press, 

1999), 15. 

 
51 The Art Journal (London: George Virtue, 1855), 220.   

 
52 Jeffery A. Auerbach, The Great Exhibition of 1851: A Nation on Display (New Haven: Yale University Press, 

1999), 15. 
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than being limited to simply the arts and sciences of Britain.53 It was in this mindset that 

Britain’s industry would be displayed as a comparison to the rest of the world’s industry. By 

doing so, Albert and the other members of the planning committee believed such a strategy 

would cast a light on Britain’s advanced industry.  

After several years of planning, the Great Exhibition was ready. In a large building made 

mostly of glass, a design from the Prince Consort’s mind, dubbed “The Crystal Palace,” 

manufacturers showed off their goods and wares. The Grand opening occurred on the first of 

May in 1851 in Hyde Park, an area which Albert believed gave equal access to both the rich and 

poor. He felt strongly that everyone, no matter what class, should have the opportunity to see the 

Palace and the Exhibition, and therefore the entry free changed depending on date of attendance. 

Season tickets cost three guineas for men and two guineas for women. The first two days the 

Exhibition was open, admission was £1. Admission until 24 May was five shillings. After 26 

May, Monday through Thursday admission cost one shilling, and on Friday and Saturday, the 

admission was two-and-sixpence. In addition to cheap tickets, employers released laborers so 

laborers could visit the Crystal Palace with their families.54  

The Exhibition was a success. The Crystal Palace was 1,848 feet long and 408 feet wide, 

“one of the great engineering achievements of the century.”55 Here it is described by William 

Allen Drew, a visitor from America, in a letter: 

I have said that I have yet been to the Glass but once. I shall go many times more, 

at my convenience. The object of my first day's visit was to see exterior, and the 

Park on which it is situated, and to a running view of the contents. No one can do 

this less than a day. It fully equals my expectations. Conceive of a glass building 

covering 18 acres of land, so high as to embrace elm trees 108 feet in height its 

                                                
53 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 223. 
54 Ibid, 255. 

 
55 Ibid, 240. 
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roof; and besides the main floor, two stories galleries rising above each other to the 

top -- the glass throwing their rays of light in the most advantageous directions upon 

the infinite variety of goods, wares, specimens of fine arts, skill, taste &c., which 

cover thirty-two miles of tables which run though [sic] the edifice! Was there ever 

anything like it? Never.56 

 

 Drew’s letter serves as a firsthand account of the extravagance of the Great Exhibition. 

He was clearly amazed by the sight that he saw, having never seen anything like it ever before. 

Prince Albert’s feat was original, and it seemed as if he finally made his mark on the world. In 

just 140 days, 6,063,986 people visited the Crystal palace – a number equal to a third of the 

kingdom.57 Even more impressive was that no damage or violence occurred during those days. 

Nothing went awry before or after the opening of the Great Exhibition, aside from a mistake 

which placed a trespassing Chinese junk proprietor dressed traditional robes, believed to be an 

emissary from China, in between the Archbishop of Canterbury and the Duke of Wellington 

during the opening procession.58 

The Great Exhibition of 1851 encompassed many, if not all, of Albert’s interests and 

passions. It was highly influenced by intellectualism and art, but was presented in a fashion that 

could be enjoyed by all, whether one was of royal status, or lower-class laborer. It was also an 

example of his focus on the public, in hopes they would present a new form of respect for their 

Queen’s husband, due to his achievement. It was a success in terms of Albert’s effort to “put 

himself in front of the nation in a favorable light.” The Great Exhibition did strengthen Albert’s 

middle-class ties.59 

                                                
56 William Allen Drew, Glimpses and Gatherings, During a Voyage and Visit to London and the Great Exhibition: 

In the Summer of 1851 (Augusta: Homan & Manley, 1852), 198. 

 
57 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 251. 

 
58 Ibid, 250. 

 
59 Jeffery A. Auerbach, The Great Exhibition of 1851: A Nation on Display (New Haven: Yale University Press, 

1999), 61. 
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 Unfortunately, despite his efforts, Albert would not be recognized as a hero of his time 

until after his death. Public opinion of Albert was never very strong. Figure 2 is from Punch, 

harping on the many projects Albert took upon himself. Punch often commented on the Prince 

and his efforts in a mocking tone. A 68 page essay titled “Prince Albert: Why is He 

Unpopular?,” published in 1857 by an author under the pseudonym “F. Airplay,” examines the 

public’s opinion of Albert. Airplay remarks on the British public’s love of “grumbling.” He 

argues that the dislike of Albert during the twenty years as consort to the Queen had steadily 

grown, despite the Prince’s contributions to society. He also notes, “Although a feeling shared by 

almost every one, no one can give a rational cause for its existence.”   Perhaps this is why Albert 

could never shake the public’s dislike of him – they had no reason for it, aside from his German 

heritage.  

 The public was initially excitement for the royal wedding, though their acceptance of 

Prince Albert quickly diminished. They regarded him as an “alien” and a “parasite”60 because of 

his German background, and feared that he was of Catholic heritage. He came to their country as 

a foreigner, and they decided that he would never fit in, despite his efforts to do so, such as 

carefully studying British law books before even marrying Victoria. It was this unrelenting 

resentment of an outsider to their land that drove their dislike of the Prince throughout his years 

as consort. He brought German traditions into Victoria’s home (such as the decoration of the 

Christmas tree in December). Although they spoke English to the public, Albert with an accent, 

the couple spoke German at home. Perhaps it was knowledge of this that aided the public’s 

dislike of the Queen’s husband. They felt he was tainting her with his foreign traits.  

                                                
60 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), 85. 
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 Every aspect of the Prince’s nature and accomplishments were mocked by the papers, and 

rumors ran rampant about his and Victoria’s relationship. In one incident, later in their marriage, 

a rumor arose that Albert “was a traitor to his Queen, that he had been impeached for high 

treason, and finally, he had been arrested and committed to the Tower!” The story was told 

throughout England, and some even believe that their Queen’s husband was locked away in the 

Tower of London. “‘Public Opinion,’” The Spectator wrote, “is half inclined to sacrifice Prince 

Albert at the shrine of Rumor.” 61  

 If the public believed the German prince had the intention of thwarting the British name, 

then they denied the significance of his accomplishments or demoted the importance of those 

accomplishments. Why would Albert, who had done so much for the nation, betray the Queen, 

his wife? Unfortunately, the British public did not come to their senses until after Albert’s death. 

He was recognized for his contributions to society when he was no longer living to enjoy such 

recognition.  

 It was on 14 December 1861 that Albert died. He was only 45 years old. At the time, 

doctor’s speculated that his death occurred from typhoid, but more recent hypotheses suggest 

cancer or Crohn’s disease. Albert had suspected his death, and though he hinted at it in the few 

weeks preceding his final days in letter and journal entries, it still came as a shock to his friends 

and family.  

Following the consort’s death, Queen Victoria went into a state of mourning that would 

last the remainder of her reign. Unlike her subjects, Victoria had always, “been convinced of 

Prince Albert’s qualities” and “buried herself amidst memorials of him.”62 She wore black every 

                                                
61 “The Stories About Prince Albert” Littell’s Living Age vol. 40, (January 1854): 425.  

 
62 Elisabeth Darby and Nicola Smith, The Cult of the Prince Consort (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1983), 1. 
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day until her own death in 1901. She even kept casts of her Albert’s hands by her bedside, and 

“in moments of despair she clung to them.”63 Every evening, the Prince Consort’s clothes were 

laid out, and clean towels and hot water were put in his dressing room, “as though ready for his 

use.”64  

The nation was moved by the Queen’s compassion for her late husband and threw itself 

into “gestures of grief” as well. On the day of Albert’s funeral, London was described as being 

“a city struck by the plague.” The public’s newfound devotion to Albert was likely born from a 

sense of sympathy for their Queen, though for once the late consort’s image was regarded with 

respect rather than distain. Even Punch, the biggest contributor to Albert’s unpopularity, wrote, 

“Him whom she loved we loved. We shared her joy, / And will not be denied to share her 

grief.”65 

While the nation shared her grief, Victoria shared with her nation her love of her late 

husband. The Queen had statues and monuments of him erected across the country, the most 

notable being the National Albert Memorial, located in Kensington Gardens in London. The 

memorial took over ten years to complete, at a cost of £120,000.66 When in 1953 it was 

suggested that a memorial of the Great Exhibition should include a statue of Albert, the consort 

himself was appalled at the idea. He noted, with a bit of humor, that he would rather not be made 

a “prominent feature of the monument,” because he was uneasy the idea of his own face staring 

back at him, and feared that it would become an “artistic monstrosity.”67 Perhaps this was just an 

                                                
63 Ibid, 6. 

 
64 Ibid, 4. 
 
65 “Albert,” Punch, December 14, 1861, 245. 
 
66 Elisabeth Darby and Nicola Smith, The Cult of the Prince Consort (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1983), 46. 

 
67 Ibid, 2. 
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illustration of his humble nature rather than an actual fear of his. Regardless, Victoria went 

against her late husband’s wishes and made certain that the monument was erecting. She also 

made sure that it would not be one of the artistic monstrosities that Albert spoke of.  

In addition to the National Monument, many other monuments were constructed. Over 

twenty-five statues of Prince Albert were erected in towns and cities throughout the country and 

abroad. Some of them were built in connection to buildings, but a majority stood alone.68 The 

number of statues of Prince Albert exceeded any other individual during that time. In addition to 

statues, an abundance of images, were created in memory of Albert, including stain glass images 

like those found at Christ Church in Banbury.69 

Another form of memorial to Albert, were “Albert Memorial Schools.” These school 

reflected Albert’s opinions on the importance of education. In Suffolk, the Albert Middle Class 

College began as a school for “the scientific and practical instruction of the middle classes at a 

moderate cost.”70 It was important for the schools to be accessible to all, in accordance to 

Albert’s views. 

In addition to the various arts and buildings created in his honor, Queen Victoria called 

upon Sir Theodore Martin to produce a biography of her late husband’s life; the creation of such 

a biography lasted decades and was finished in five volumes. With the Queen watching over his 

shoulder, Martin illustrated Albert’s as nothing short of brilliant. It sparked an interest in the 

consort, and intrigue in his nature, such so that historians continue to examine his life and works, 

even today. It was through these efforts that Albert’s legacy took flight – his image revived.  

                                                
68 Ibid, 67. 
 
69 Ibid. 
 
70 Ibid, 87. 
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 Since his death, the historiography of Albert has continued to shed light on the consort 

and his personality. Each monograph published offers a slightly different take on the Prince’s 

nature, yet he continues to appear as emerge as a “much more complex figure”71 than what he 

was seen as while her was alive. Most historians will agree that for his contributions to society, 

the Prince Consort did not receive the recognition he deserved. Fueled by the desire to be of 

significant influence to his wife and country, during his lifetime Albert would receive only her 

recognition and gratitude.  

  

                                                
71 Stanley Weintraub, Uncrowned King (New York: The Free Press, 1997), xvi. 
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Appendix A 

 
Figure 1: S. Blunt and J. Harris. Meeting of the Society for the extinction of the Slave Trade, & for the Civilization of 

Africa on the 1st of June 1840, at Exeter Hall. His Royal Highness Prince Albert, the president, presided, engraving, 

1840. 

 
Figure 2: “Prince Albert ‘At Home’” Punch, 1847. 
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