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ComparisonofWilliam Blake’s‘TheLamb’and‘TheTyger’

InWilliam Blake’sSongsofInnocenceandSongsofExperience,hecreatesaseriesof

poemsthatcontrastoneanothersuchas‘TheLamb’whichdescribesaninnocent,child-like

viewoftheworldand‘TheTyger’whichdescribesamorematureworld-view.InBlake’spoem

‘TheLamb’,hehasaninnocentchildspeakingtoalambaboutGodandthewondrousgiftof

lifethatthelambhasreceivedandhowtheSonofGodisalsocalledaLamb.Blakeusesthis

innocentandjoyousconversationtoportraytheinfinitegoodnessofGodasseenthroughthe

worshipfuleyesofachild.Incontrast,Blake’spoem entitled‘TheTyger’isquestioningwhythe

God,whomadethegentlelamb,wouldalsomakesuchaferociouscreatureastheTyger.The

differencesinWilliam Blake’s‘TheLamb’and‘TheTyger’areshownbytheinnocentchild

speakerin‘TheLamb’andthemorematurespeakerin‘TheTyger’inwhichcontrasting

techniquesareusedtojuxtaposethetwopoems:thesimplersentencestructureusedin‘The

Lamb’andthemorecomplicatedrhetoricalquestionsusedin“TheTyger”;theingenuousword

choicesin‘TheLamb’andthemoresophisticatedonesin‘TheTyger’;andtheliteralassurance

ofthechildin‘TheLamb’thatGodistheCreatorandthelackofananswerforacreatorin‘The

Tyger’.‘TheLamb’isindeedaSongofInnocence,while‘TheTyger’isaSongofExperience.

InBlake’s‘TheLamb’,thereissimplicityinhowthechildspeaks.Thechildisspeaking

toanactuallambaskingitinthebeginningifthelambknowshowitcametobemade:“Little

Lamb,whomadethee?/Dostthouknowwhomadethee?”Theuseoftheliterarydevicecalled

apostropheaddstothetonethatthispoem isbeingspokenbyachildsincethechildseemsto

feelnoembarrassmentintalkingtoananimalorthatthereissomethingslightlyridiculousin

speaking to oneeitherasperhapsan olderperson mightfeel.Thesimplisticsentence

structurealsoutilizesrepetitioninthefirstandsecondcoupletsofeachofthetwostanzas

whichlendthepoem asenseofachild’s“sing-song”typeofrhythm.Incontrast,“TheTyger”

usesthemoresophisticatedliterarydeviceoftherhetoricalquestionasintheintroductory

lines:

Tyger!Tyger!burningbright

Intheforestofthenight,

Whatimmortalhandoreye



Weissenberger2

Couldframethyfearfulsymmetry?

Thespeakerisstillusingthedevicecalledapostrophe,butnotinsuchasimplisticwayasthe

childin‘TheLamb’.Thetoneismoreintrospectiveasifthespeakerisspeakingout-loudto

himselfratherthantotheactualTyger.ThespeakerseemstoviewtheTygerassomethingto

befearedbecausetheline“thefireofthineeyes?”indicatesthatthespeakerwouldnotbein

toocloseaproximitywiththeanimalasthechildseemedtobein‘TheLamb’.

ThewordchoicesmadebyWilliam Blakein‘TheLamb’lendsafeelingofchild-like

innocenceandtheonesmadebyhim in‘TheTyger’givesonetheimpressionofamore

experiencedspeaker.In‘TheLamb’thechildtellsthelambthatGodgaveitlife,food,water

andclothing,andthusprovidingitwithallitsbasicneeds:

Gavetheelife&bidtheefeed,

Bythestream &o’erthemead;

Gavetheeclothingofdelight,

Softestclothingwoolybright;

Thesimplisticnatureofthewords“life”and“feed”byBlakegivethereaderanimmediate

feelingthatthespeakerisachildandnotateenageroranadult.However,in‘TheTyger’the

wordchoicesaremuchmorecomplexaswhenthespeakerasks:

Whatthehammer?whatthechain?

Inwhatfurnacewasthybrain?

Whattheanvil?whatdreadgrasp

Dareitsdeadlyterrorsclasp?

Theimageryofthisstanzaisoneofasmithinhisford.Ifthesecondlinehadsaid,“Did

someonecreateyoufrom fire?”,itwouldhavesoundedmorenaïveandthespeakerwouldnot

havesoundedassophisticatedashedoes.Thelastwordinthepoem ‘TheTyger’is“symmetry”

whichachildwouldnotuseatall.Achildwouldhavesaid“same”orperhaps“alike.”Thereis

noneoftheplainnessofwordchoicein‘TheTyger’asispresentin‘TheLamb’,whichsupports

thefeelingofinnocencein‘TheLamb’andthatofexperiencein‘TheTyger’.

William Blakeoffersthelambananswerforitsexistencebythechild,butheoffersno

suchassurancesin‘TheTyger’.In‘TheLamb’thechildveryplainlytellsthelambthathe(the
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child)willtellthelambwhohiscreatoris:

Heiscalledbythyname,

ForhecallshimselfaLamb;

ThechildhasnodoubtsaboutwhothecreatorisorthefactthatHissonresidesinallliving

creatures–him andthelambspecifically.Hetruststhatthisisthetruth andheexpectsthat

thelambwillbelieveittoo.Thereisnosuchassuranceinthequestioningin‘TheTyger’.No

explicitconclusionisdrawnaboutthecreatoroftheTygerotherthantoask“Didhewhomade

theLambmakethee?”.Noanswerforthequestionisprovidedatall.Itistotallyleftin

ambiguity.Thespeakerisoldenoughtorealizethatanswerstocertaintheologicalquestions

arenotclear,butlefttoaninfinitenumberofinquiriesinstead.Insteadofthe“blackandwhite”

portrayedin‘TheLamb’thatGodistheultimateCreatorofallthings,‘TheTyger’showsa

moreexperiencedphilosophicaloutlookofallthe“shadesofgrey”thatadultstendtoview

abouttheideaofacreator.Thespeakerin‘TheTyger’goesontoask“Whatimmortalhandor

eye/Dareframethyfearfulsymmetry?”asiftoquestionthewondrousGodthatthechild

veneratedin‘TheLamb’.

William Blaketacklesadifficultsubjectin‘TheLamb’and‘TheTyger’inhisworksthe

SongsofInnocenceandtheSongsofExperience:‘whoisGod?’Heusesaninnocentchildin

‘TheLamb’tostateunequivocallythatGodistheCreator,butusesamorematurespeakerin

‘TheTyger’toquestionwhothecreatormaybeandwhyhewouldcreateevilaswellasgood.

Thewaysinwhichhecontraststhesetwopoemsandtheiropposingpoints-of-viewaredone

byusingsimplesentencestructure,unpretentiouswordchoices,andgivingthechildcomplete

assuranceinitsbeliefinGod in‘TheLamb’,and byusing morecomplicated rhetorical

questions,moredetailedandsophisticatedwordchoices,andlackofconcretebeliefina

creatorin‘TheTyger’.
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