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CHAPTER |

The object of this Essay is to explain as clearly as | am abl e
grounds of an opinion which | have held fromthe very earliest
peri od when | had forned any opinions at all on social political
matters, and which, instead of being weakened or nodified, has been
constantly growi ng stronger by the progress reflection and the
experience of life. That the principle which regul ates the existing
social relations between the two sexes--the | egal subordination of
one sex to the other--is wong itself, and now one of the chief

hi ndrances to human inprovenent; and that it ought to be repl aced
by a principle of perfect equality, adnmitting no power or privilege
on the one side, nor disability on the other.

The very words necessary to express the task | have undertaken,
show how arduous it is. But it would be a nistake to suppose that
the difficulty of the case nmust lie in the insufficiency or
obscurity of the grounds of reason on which ny convictions. The
difficulty is that which exists in all cases in which there is a
nmass of feeling to be contended against. So long as opinion is
strongly rooted in the feelings, it gains rather than | oses
instability by having a preponderating wei ght of argunent agai nst
it. For if it were accepted as a result of argunent, the refutation
of the argunment m ght shake the solidity of the conviction; but
when it rests solely on feeling, worse it fares in argunmentative
contest, the nore persuaded adherents are that their feeling nust
have sone deeper ground, which the argunments do not reach; and
while the feeling remains, it is always throwing up fresh

i ntrenchnents of argunent to repair any breach nade in the old. And
there are so nany causes tending to nake the feelings connected
with this subject the nost intense and nost deeply-rooted of those
whi ch gather round and protect old institutions and custom that we
need not wonder to find themas yet |ess underm ned and | oosened
than any of the rest by the progress the great nodern spiritual and
social transition; nor suppose that the barbarisns to which nen
cling I ongest nust be | ess barbarisns than those which they earlier
shake of f.

In every respect the burthen is hard on those who attack an al npst
uni versal opinion. They nust be very fortunate well as unusually
capable if they obtain a hearing at all. They have nore difficulty
in obtaining a trial, than any other litigants have in getting a
verdict. If they do extort a hearing, they are subjected to a set
of logical requirenents totally different fromthose exacted from
ot her people. In all other cases, burthen of proof is supposed to
lie with the affirmative. If a person is charged with a nurder, it
rests with those who accuse himto give proof of his guilt, not
with hinself to prove his innocence. If there is a difference of
opi ni on about the reality of an alleged historical event, in which
the feelings of men general are not nmuch interested, as the Siege
of Troy exanple, those who naintain that the event took place
expected to produce their proofs, before those who take the other
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side can be required to say anything; and at no tinme these required
to do nore than show that the evidence produced by the others is of
no value. Again, in practical matters, the burthen of proof is
supposed to be with those who are against liberty; who contend for
any restriction or prohibition either any limtation of the general
freedom of hunman action or any disqualification or disparity of
privilege affecting one person or kind of persons, as conpared with
others. The a priori presunption is in favour of freedom and
inmpartiality. It is held that there should be no restraint not
required by | general good, and that the | aw shoul d be no respecter
of persons but should treat all alike, save where dissimlarity of
treatnent is required by positive reasons, either of justice or of
policy. But of none of these rules of evidence will the benefit be
all oned to those who nmaintain the opinion | profess. It is useless
nme to say that those who nmaintain the doctrine that nmen ha a right
to command and wonen are under an obligation obey, or that nmen are
fit for governnment and woren unfit, on the affirmative side of the
guestion, and that they are bound to show positive evidence for the
assertions, or submt to their rejection. It is equally unavailing
for me to say that those who deny to wonen any freedom or privilege
rightly allow to nen, having the double presunption agai nst them
that they are opposing freedom and reconmendi ng partiality, nust
held to the strictest proof of their case, and unless their success
be such as to exclude all doubt, the judgnment ought to agai nst

them These woul d be thought good pleas in any conmon case; but
they will not be thought so in this instance.

Before | could hope to nake any inpression, | should be expected
not only to answer all that has ever been said bye who take the

ot her side of the question, but to imagine that could be said by
them-to find themin reasons, as | as answer all | find: and

besi des refuting all argunents for the affirmative, | shall be
cal l ed upon for invincible positive argunents to prove a negative.
And even if | could do all and | eave the opposite party with a host
of unanswered argunents agai nst them and not a single unrefuted
one on side, | should be thought to have done little; for a cause
supported on the one hand by universal usage, and on the r by so
great a preponderance of popular sentinent, is supposed to have a
presunption in its favour, superior to any conviction which an
appeal to reason has power to produce in intellects but those of a
hi gh cl ass.

| do not nention these difficulties to conplain of them first, use
it would be useless; they are inseparable fromhaving to contend

t hrough peopl e's understandi ngs agai nst the hostility their
feelings and practical tendencies: and truly the understandi ngs of
the majority of mankind would need to be nmuch better cultivated
than has ever yet been the case, before they be asked to place such
reliance in their own power of estimating argunents, as to give up
practical principles in which have been born and bred and which are
the basis of nuch existing order of the world, at the first
argunentative attack which they are not capable of logically
resisting. | do not therefore quarrel with themfor having too
little faith in argunent, but for having too nmuch faith in custom
and the general feeling. It is one of the characteristic prejudices
of the ion of the nineteenth century against the eighteenth, to d
to the unreasoning elenents in human nature the infallibility which
the eighteenth century is supposed to have ascribed to the
reasoni ng el ements. For the apotheosis of Reason we have
substituted that of Instinct; and we call thing instinct which we
find in ourselves and for which we cannot trace any rational
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foundation. This idolatry, infinitely nore degrading than the
other, and the nost pernicious e fal se worships of the present day,
of all of which it is the main support, will probably hold its
ground until it way before a sound psychol ogy | aying bare the rea
root of much that is bowed down to as the intention of Nature and
ordi nance of God. As regards the present question, | amgoing to
accept the unfavourabl e conditions which the prejudice assigns to
nme. | consent that established custom and the general feelings,
shoul d be deenmed concl usi ve agai nst nme, unless that custom and
feeling fromage to age can be shown to have owed their existence
to other causes than their soundness, and to have derived their
power fromthe worse rather than the better parts of hunan nature.
| amw lling that judgnment should go against ne, unless | can show
that ny judge has been tanpered with. The concession is not so
great as it nmight appear; for to prove this, is by far the easiest
portion of ny task.

The generality of a practice is in sone cases a strong presunption
that it is, or at all events once was, conducive to | audabl e ends.
This is the case, when the practice was first adopted, or
afterwards kept up, as a neans to such ends, and was grounded on
experience of the node in which they could be nost effectually
attained. If the authority of nmen over wonen, when first

est abl i shed, had been the result of a conscientious conparison

bet ween di fferent nodes of constituting the governnent of society;
if, after trying various other nodes of social organisation--the
governnent of wonen over nen, equality between the two, and such

nm xed and di vi ded nodes of government as night be invented--it had
been decided, on the testinony of experience, that the node in

whi ch wonen are wholly under the rule of nen, having no share at
all in public concerns, and each in private being under the |egal
obligation of obedience to the man with whom she has associ ated her
destiny, was the arrangenent nost conducive to the happi ness and
wel | -being of both; its general adoption nmight then be fairly
thought to be some evidence that, at the tine when it was adopt ed,
it was the best: though even then the considerations which
reconmended it may, like so many other prineval social facts of the
great est inportance, have subsequently, in the course of ages,
ceased to exist. But the state of the case is in every respect the
reverse of this. In the first place, the opinion in favour of the
present system which entirely subordi nates the weaker sex to the
stronger, rests upon theory only; for there never has been trial
nmade of any other: so that experience, in the sense in which it is
vul garly opposed to theory, cannot be pretended to have pronounced
any verdict. And in the second place, the adoption of this system
of inequality never was the result of deliberation, or forethought,
or any social ideas, or any notion whatever of what conduced to the
benefit of humanity or the good order of society. It arose sinmply
fromthe fact that fromthe very earliest twlight of human
society, every worman owing to the value attached to her by nen
conmbined with her inferiority in nuscular strength) was found in a
state of bondage to sone man. Laws and systens of polity always
begin by recognising the relations they find already existing

bet ween i ndi vi dual s. They convert what was a nere physical fact
into a legal right, give it the sanction of society, and
principally aimat the substitution of public and organi sed neans
of asserting and protecting these rights, instead of the irregul ar
and | awl ess conflict of physical strength. Those who had al ready
been conpel |l ed to obedi ence becane in this manner legally bound to
it. Slavery, frombe inn a nere affair of force between the naster
and the slave, becanme regularised and a matter of conpact anong the
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masters, who, binding thenselves to one another for comon
protection, guaranteed by their collective strength the private
possessi ons of each, including his slaves. In early tines, the
great mpjority of the male sex were slaves, as well as the whol e of
the female. And many ages el apsed, some of them ages of high

cul tivation, before any thinker was bold enough to question the

ri ghtful ness, and the absol ute social necessity, either of the one
slavery or of the other. By degrees such thinkers did arise; and
(the general progress of society assisting) the slavery of the nale
sex has, in all the countries of Christian Europe at |east (though,
in one of them only within the | ast few years) been at |ength
abol i shed, and that of the fenal e sex has been gradually changed
into a mlder formof dependence. But this dependence, as it exists
at present, is not an original institution, taking a fresh start
fromconsiderations of justice and social expediency--it is the
primtive state of slavery lasting on, through successive
nmtigations and nodifications occasioned by the sanme causes which
have softened the general manners, and brought all hunman rel ations
nore under the control of justice and the influence of hunmanity. It
has not lost the taint of its brutal origin. No presunption in its
favour, therefore, can be drawn fromthe fact of its existence. The
only such presunption which it could be supposed to have, nust be
grounded on its having lasted till now, when so nmany other things
whi ch canme down fromthe sanme odi ous source have been done away
with. And this, indeed, is what nakes it strange to ordinary ears,
to hear it asserted that the inequality of rights between nmen and
wonen has no other source than the | aw of the strongest.

That this statement should have the effect of a paradox, is in sone
respects creditable to the progress of civilisation, and the

i mprovenent of the noral sentinments of mankind. W now |ive--that
is to say, one or two of the npbst advanced nations of the world now
live--in a state in which the | aw of the strongest seens to be
entirely abandoned as the regulating principle of the world's
affairs: nobody professes it, and, as regards nost of the relations
bet ween human bei ngs, nobody is permitted to practise it. Wen
anyone succeeds in doing so, it is under cover of sone pretext

whi ch gives himthe senbl ance of having sone general soci al

interest on his side. This being the ostensible state of things,
people flatter thenselves that the rule of nere force is ended;
that the | aw of the strongest cannot be the reason of existence of
anyt hi ng which has remained in full operation down to the present
time. However any of our present institutions may have begun, it
can only, they think, have been preserved to this period of
advanced civilisation by a well-grounded feeling of its adaptation
to human nature, and conduci veness to the general good. They do not
understand the great vitality and durability of institutions which
place right on the side of mght; how intensely they are clung to;
how t he good as well as the bad propensities and sentinents of
those who have power in their hands, becone identified with
retaining it; howslowy these bad institutions give way, one at a
time, the weakest first. beginning with those which are | east
interwoven with the daily habits of |ife;and how very rarely those
who have obtai ned | egal power because they first had physical, have
ever lost their hold of it until the physical power had passed over
to the other side. Such shifting of the physical force not having
taken place in the case of wonen; this fact, conbined with all the
pecul i ar and characteristic features of the particular case, made
it certain fromthe first that this branch of the system of right
founded on nmight, though softened in its nost atrocious features at
an earlier period than several of the others, would be the very
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|ast to disappear. It was inevitable that this one case of a social
relati on grounded on force, would survive through generations of
institutions grounded on equal justice, an alnost solitary
exception to the general character of their |aws and custons; but
which, so long as it does not proclaimits own origin, and as

di scussi on has not brought out its true character, is not felt to
jar with nodern civilisation, any nore than donestic slavery anong
the Greeks jarred with their notion of thenselves as a free peopl e.

The truth is, that people of the present and the last two or three
generations have lost all practical sense of the primtive
condition of humanity; and only the few who have studied history
accurately, or have nuch frequented the parts of the world occupied
by the living representatives of ages |ong past, are able to form
any nmental picture of what society then was. People are not aware
how entirely, inforner ages, the |law of superior strength was the
rule of life; how publicly and openly it was avowed, | do not say
cynically or shanel essly--for these words inply a feeling that
there was sonmething in it to be ashaned of, and no such notion
could find a place in the faculties of any person in those ages,
except a phil osopher or a saint. History gives a cruel experience
of human nature, in showing how exactly the regard due to the life,
possessi ons, and entire earthly happi ness of any class of persons,
was nmeasured by what they had the power of enforcing;, how all who
nmade any resistance to authorities that had arnms in their hands,
however dreadful night be the provocation, had not only the | aw of
force but all other laws, and all the notions of social obligation
against them and in the eyes of those whomthey resisted, were not
only guilty of crinme, but of the worst of all crines, deserving the
nost cruel chastisenent whi ch human beings could inflict. The first
snmal |l vestige of a feeling of obligation in a superior to

acknow edge any right in inferiors, began when he had been i nduced,
for convenience, to nmake sonme pronise to them Though these

prom ses, even when sanctioned by the nost sol emn oaths, were for
many ages revoked or violated on the nost trifling provocation or
tenptation, it is probably that this, except by persons of stil
worse than the average norality, was sel dom done wi t hout sone

twi nges of conscience. The ancient republics, being nostly grounded
fromthe first upon sone kind of mutual con;pact, or at any rate
formed by an union of persons not very unequal in strength,

af forded, in consequence, the first instance of a portion of hunan
relations fenced round, and placed under the domni nion of another

| aw t han that of force. And though the original |aw of force
renmained in full operation between them and their slaves, and al so
(except so far as limted by express conpact) between a
commonweal th and its subjects, or other independent comonweal t hs;
the bani shnent of that prinitive | aw even fromso narrow a field,
commenced t he regeneration of human nature, by giving birth to
sentinents of which experience soon denonstrated the i nmense val ue
even for material interests, and which thence forward only required
to be enlarged, not created. Though slaves were no part of the
commpnweal th, it was in the free states that slaves were first felt
to have rights as human beings. The Stoics were, | believe, the
first (except so far as the Jewi sh | aw constitutes an exception)
who taught as a part of norality that men were bound by noral
obligations to their slaves. No one, after Christianity becane
ascendant, could ever again have been a stranger to this belief, in
theory; nor, after the rise of the Catholic Church, was it ever

wi t hout persons to stand up for it. Yet to enforce it was the nost
arduous task which Christianity ever had to perform For nore thana
t housand years the Church kept up the contest, with hardly any
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percepti bl e success. It was not for want of power over nen's m nds.
Its power was prodigious. It could make kings and nobl es resign
their nost val ued possessions to enrich the Church. It could nmake
thousands in the prinme of |ife and the height of worldly

advant ages, shut thenselves up in convents to work out their

sal vation by poverty, fasting, and prayer. It could send hundreds
of thousands across |and and sea, Europe and Asia, to give their
lives for the deliverance of the Holy Sepulchre. It could make

ki ngs relinqui sh wives who were the object of their passionate
attachnment, because the Church declared that they were within the
seventh (by our calculation the fourteenth) degree of rel ationship.
Al this it did; but it could not make nen fight |less with one

anot her, nor tyrannise less cruelly over the serfs, and when they
were abl e, over burgesses. It could not make them renounce either
of the applications of force; force mlitant, or force triunphant.
This they could never be induced to do until they were thensel ves
in their turn conpelled by superior force. Only by the grow ng
power of kings was an end put to fighting except between kings, or
conmpetitors for kingship; only by the gromh of a wealthy and
warl i ke bourgeoisie in the fortified towns, and of a pl ebei an
infantry whi ch proved nore powerful in the field than the

undi sciplined chivalry, was the insolent tyranny of the nobles over
t he bourgeoi sie and peasantry brought within sone bounds. It was
persisted in not only until, but long after, the oppressed had
obt ai ned a power enabling themoften to take conspi cuous vengeance;
and on the Continent nmuch of it continued to the tine of the French
Revol ution, though in England the earlier and better organisation
of the denocratic classes put an end to it sooner, by establishing
equal laws and free national institutions.

If people are nostly so little aware how conpletely, during the
greater part of the duration of our species, the | aw of force was
the avowed rul e of general conduct, any other being only a speci al
and exceptional consequence of peculiar ties---and from how very
recent a date it is that the affairs of society in general have
been even pretended to be regul ated according to any noral |aw, as
little do people renenber or consider, how institutions and custons
whi ch never had any ground but the | aw of force, last on into ages
and states of general opinion which never would have permtted
their first establishment. Less than forty years ago, Englishnen

m ght still by Iaw hold human bei ngs in bondage as sal eabl e
property: within the present century they nmight kidnap them and
carry themoff, and work themliterally to death. This absolutely
extreme case of the law of force, condemed by those who can
tolerate al nost every other formof arbitrary power, and which, of
all others presents features the nost revolting to the feelings of
all who ook at it froman inpartial position, was the | aw of
civilised and Christian England within the nmenory of persons now
living: and in one half of Angl o-Saxon Anerica three or four years
ago, not only did slavery exist, but the slave-trade, and the
breedi ng of slaves expressly for it, was a general practice between
slave states. Yet not only was there a greater strength of
sentinent against it, but, in England at |east, a | ess anobunt
either of feeling or of interest in favour of it, than of any other
of the custonmary abuses of force: for its notive was the | ove of
gai n, unni xed and undi sgui sed; and those who profited by it were a
very small nunerical fraction of the country, while the natura
feeling of all who were not personally interested in it, was
unnitigated abhorrence. So extrene an instance nakes it al nost
superfluous to refer to any other: but consider the |ong duration of
absol ute nmonarchy. In England at present it is the al nost universa
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conviction that mlitary despotismis a case of the |law of force,
having no other origin or justification. Yet in all the great

nati ons of Europe except England it either still exists, or has
only just ceased to exist, and has even now a strong party
favourable to it in all ranks of the people, especially anong
persons of station and consequence. Such is the power of an
establ i shed system even when far fromuniversal; when not only in
al nost every period of history there have been great and wel | -known
exanpl es of the contrary system but these have al nost invariably
been afforded by the nost illustrious and nost prosperous
communities. In this case, too, the possessor of the undue power,
the person directly interested init, is only one person, while
those who are subject to it and suffer fromit are literally al

the rest. The yoke is naturally and necessarily hunmiliating to al
persons, except the one who is on the throne, together with, at
nost, the one who expects to succeed to it. How different are these
cases fromthat of the power of nmen over wonen!l am not now
prejudgi ng the question-of its justifiableness. | am show ng how
vastly nore permanent it could not but be, even if not justifiable,
than these other dom nations whi ch have neverthel ess | asted down to
our own tine. Whatever gratification of pride there is in the
possessi on of power, and whatever personal interest inits
exercise, is in this case not confined to a |limted cl ass, but
common to the whole male sex. Instead of being, to nost of its
supporters) a thing desirable chiefly in the abstract, or, like the
political ends usually contended for by factions, of little private
i mportance to any but the | eaders; it cones honme to the person and
hearth of every male head of a family, and of everyone who | ooks
forward to being so. The cl odhopper exercises, oris to exercise,
his share of the power equally with the highest noblenan. And the
case is that in which the desire of power is the strongest: for
everyone who desires power, desires it nobst over those who are
nearest to him with whomhis life is passed, with whom he has nost
concerns in comon and in whom any independence of his authority is
oftenest likely to interfere with his individual preferences. If,
in the other cases specified, powers manifestly grounded only on
force, and having so nmuch less to support them are so slowy and
with so much difficulty got rid of, nmuch nore nust it be so with
this, even if it rests on no better foundation than those. W nust
consi der, too, that the possessors of the power have facilities in
this case, greater than in any other, to prevent any uprising
against it. Every one of the subjects |ives under the very eye, and
alnmost, it may be said, in the hands, of one of the masters in
closer intimacy with himthan with any of her fell ow subjects; wth
no neans of conbining against him no power of even locally over
mastering him and, on the other hand, with the strongest notives
for seeking his favour and avoiding to give himoffence. In
struggles for political emancipation, everybody knows how often its
chanpi ons are bought off by bribes, or daunted by terrors. In the
case of wonen, each individual of the subject-class is in a chronic
state of bribery and intimnidation conbined. In setting up the
standard of resistance, a |large nunber of the |eaders, and stil
nore of the followers, nust nmake an al nbst conplete sacrifice of
the pleasures or the alleviations of their own individual lot. If
ever any system of privilege and enforced subjection had its yoke
tightly riveted on the those who are kept down by it, this has.
have not yet shown that it is a wong system but everyone who is
capabl e of thinking on the subject nust see that even if it is, it
was certain to outlast all other forns of unjust authority. And
when sone of the grossest of the other fornms still exist in many
civilised countries, and have only recently been got rid of in
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others, it would be strange if that which is so nuch the deepest
rooted had yet been perceptibly shaken anywhere. There is nore
reason to wonder that the protests and testinonies against it
shoul d have been so nunerous and so weighty as they are.

Some will object, that a conparison cannot fairly be nade between
the governnment of the nale sex and the fornms of unjust power which
| have adduced in illustration of it, since these are arbitrary,
and the effect of nere usurpation, while it on the contrary is
natural. But was there ever any donination which did not appear
natural to those who possessed it? There was a tine when the

di vision of mankind into two classes, a small one of nasters and a
nunerous one of slaves, appeared, even to the nost cultivated

m nds, to be natural, and the only natural, condition of the human
race. No less an intellect, and one which contributed no less to
the progress of human thought, than Aristotle, held this opinion

wi t hout doubt or misgiving;, and rested it on the sane prem ses on
whi ch the sanme assertion in regard to the dom nion of nmen over
wonen is usually based, nanely that there are different natures
anong manki nd, free natures, and slave natures; that the G eeks
were of a free nature, the barbarian races of Thraci ans and
Asiatics of a slave nature. But why need | go back to Aristotle?
Did not the slave-owners of the Southern United States nmaintain the
same doctrine, with all the fanaticismw th which nen cling to the
theories that justify their passions and legitinate their persona
interests? Did they not call heaven and earth to witness that the
dom ni on of the white man over the black is natural, that the bl ack
race is by nature incapable of freedom and marked out for slavery?
some even going so far as to say that the freedom of manua

| abourers is an unnatural order of things anywhere. Again, the
theorists of absolute nonarchy have always affirnmed it to be the
only natural form of governnent; issuing fromthe patriarchal

which was the primtive and spontaneous form of society, franmed on
the nodel of the paternal, which is anterior to society itself,

and, as they contend, the nost natural authority of all. Nay, for
that matter, the law of force itself, to those who could not plead
any ot her has al ways seenmed the nost natural of all grounds for the
exerci se of authority. Conquering races hold it to be Nature's own
dictate that the conquered shoul d obey the conquerors, or as they
euphoni ously paraphrase it, that the feebler and nore unwarlike
races should submt to the braver and manlier. The snall est

acquai ntance with human life in the niddl e ages, shows how
suprenely natural the dom nion of the feudal nobility overnen of

| ow condition appeared to the nobility thensel ves, and how
unnatural the conception seened, of a person of the inferior class
claimng equality with them or exercising authority over them It
hardly seened less so to the class held in subjection. The

emanci pated serfs and burgesses, even in their nopst vigorous
struggl es, never made any pretension to a share of authority; they
only demanded nore or less of linmtation to the power of

tyranni sing over them So true is it that unnatural generally neans
only uncustonary, and that everything which is usual appears
natural. The subjection of wonen to nen being a universal custom
any departure fromit quite naturally appears unnatural. But how
entirely, even in this case, the feeling is dependent on custom
appears by anpl e experience. Nothing so nmuch astoni shes the people
of distant parts of the world, when they first |earn anything about
Engl and, as to be told that it is under a queen; the thing seens to
them so unnatural as to be alnost incredible. To Englishnmen this
does not seemin the | east degree unnatural, because they are used
toit; but they do feel it unnatural that wonmen shoul d be soldiers
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or Menmbers of Parlianent. In the feudal ages, on the contrary, war
and politics were not thought unnatural to wonen, because not
unusual ; it seenmed natural that wonen of the privil eged cl asses
shoul d be of manly character, inferior in nothing but bodily
strength to their husbands and fathers. The i ndependence of wonen
seenmed rather | ess unnatural to the Greeks than to other ancients,
on account of the fabul ous Amazons (whom they believed to be
historical), and the partial exanple afforded by the Spartan wonen;
who, though no | ess subordinate by law than in other G eek states,
were nore free in fact, and being trained to bodily exercises in
the same nanner with nmen, gave anple proof that they were not
naturally disqualified for them There can be little doubt that
Spartan experience suggested to Plato, anong many other of his
doctrines, t of the social and political equality of the two sexes.

But, it will be said, the rule of nen over wonen differs from al
these others in not being a rule a rule of force: it is accepted
voluntarily; wonen make no conplaint, and are consenting parties to
it. Inthe first place, a great nunber of wonen do not accept it.
Ever since there have been wonen able to nmake their sentinents
known by their witings (the only node of publicity which society
permits to them), an increasing nunber of them have recorded
protests against their present social condition: and recently many
t housands of them headed by the npbst eninent wonmen known to the
public, have petitioned Parlianment for their adnission to the
Parlianmentary Suffrage The claimof wonen to be educated as
solidly, and in the sane branches of know edge, as men, is urged
with growing intensity, and with a great prospect of success; while
the demand for their adm ssion into professions and occupations
hitherto cl osed agai nst them becones every year nore urgent.
Though there are not in this country, as there are in the United
States, periodical conventions and an organi sed party to agitate
for the Rights of Wonen, there is a nunerous and active society
organi sed and nmanaged by wonen, for the nore linited object of
obtaining the political franchise. Nor is it only in our own
country and in Anerica that wonen are beginning to protest, nore or
| ess collectively, against the disabilities under which they

| abour. France, and ltaly, and Switzerland, and Russia now afford
exanpl es of the sane thing. How many nore wonen there are who
silently cherish simlar aspirations, no one can possibly know, but
there are abundant tokens how many woul d cherish them were they
not so strenuously taught to repress themas contrary to the
proprieties of their sex. It nust be renmenbered, also, that no

ensl aved cl ass ever asked for conplete liberty at once. Wien Sinon
de Montfort called the deputies of the comobns to sit for the first
time in Parlianment, did any of them dream of denandi ng that an
assenbly, elected by their constituents)should nmake and destroy
mnistries, and dictate to the king in affairs of State ? No such
thought entered into the inagination of the nost anbitious of them
The nobility had al ready these pretensions; the conmons pretended
to nothing but to be exenpt fromarbitrary taxation, and fromthe
gross individual oppression of the king's officers. It is a
political |law of nature that those who are under any power of

anci ent origin, never begin by conplaining of the power itself, but
only of its oppressive exercise. There is never any want of wonen

who conplain of ill-usage by their husbands. There woul d be
infinitely nore, if conplaint were not the greatest of al
provocatives to a repetition and increase of the ill-usage. It is

this which frustrates all attenpts to maintain the power but
protect the woman agai nst its abuses. In no other case (except that
of a child) is the person who has been proved judicially to have

file:///1|/mythology/women/2/2.txt (9 of 68) [01/28/2004 4:59:10 PM]



file://N1|/mythology/women/2/2.txt

suffered an injury, replaced under the physical power of the
culprit who inflicted it. Accordingly w ves, even in the nost
extreme and protracted cases of bodily ill-usage, hardly ever dare
avail themselves of the laws nade for their protection: and if, in
a monment of irrepressible indignation, or by the interference of
nei ghbours, they are induced to do so, their whole effort
afterwards is to disclose as |little as they can, and to beg off
their tyrant fromhis nmerited chasti senent.

Al'l causes, social and natural, conbine to nake it unlikely that
wonen shoul d be collectively rebellious to the power of nmen. They
are so far in a position different fromall other subject classes,
that their nasters require sonmething nore fromthemthan actua
service. Men do not want solely the obedi ence of wonen, they want
their sentinents. Al nen, except the npst brutish, desire to have,
in the woman nost nearly connected with them not a forced sl ave
but a willing one, not a slave nerely, but a favourite. They have
therefore put everything in practice to enslave their mnds. The
masters of all other slaves rely, for naintaining obedi ence, on
fear; either fear of thenselves, or religious fears. The masters of
wonen want ed nore than sinple obedi ence, and they turned the whol e
force of education to effect their purpose. Al wonen are brought
up fromthe very earliest years in the belief that their ideal of
character is the very opposite to that of nen; not self will, and
governnent by self-control, but subm ssion, and yielding to the
control of other. Al the noralities tell themthat it is the duty
of wonen, and all the current sentinentalities that it is their
nature, to live for others; to make conpl ete abnegati on of

thensel ves, and to have no life but in their affections. And by
their affections are nmeant the only ones they are all owed to have -
- those to the nmen with whomthey are connected, or to the children
who constitute an additional and indefeasible tie between them and
a man. \When we put together three things -- first, the natura
attraction between opposite sexes; secondly, the wife's entire
dependence on the husband, every privilege or pleasure she has
being either his gift, or depending entirely on his will; and
lastly, that the principal object of human pursuit, consideration,
and all objects of social anbition, can in general be sought or
obt ai ned by her only through him it would be a mracle if the

obj ect of being attractive to nmen had not becone the polar star of
fem ni ne education and formati on of character. And, this great
nmeans of influence over the minds of wonmen having been acquired, an
instinct of selfishness made nen avail thenselves of it to the

ut nost as a neans of hol ding wormren in subjection, by representing

to them neekness, subm ssiveness, and resignation of all individua
will into the hands of a man, as an essential part of sexua
attractiveness. Can it be doubted that any of the other yokes which
manki nd have succeeded in breaking, would have subsisted till now

if the same neans had existed, and had been so sedul ously used, to
bow down their nminds to it? If it had been nmade the object of the
life of every young plebeian to find personal favour in the eyes of
sonme patrician, of every young serf with sone seigneur; if
donmestication with him and a share of his personal affections, had
been held out as the prize which they all should I ook out for, the
nost gifted and aspiring being able to reckon on the nost desirable
prizes; and if, when this prize had been obtained, they had been
shut out by a wall of brass fromall interests not centring in him
all feelings and desires but those which he shared or inculcated;
woul d not serfs and seigneurs, plebeians and patricians, have been
as broadly distinguished at this day as nen and wonen are? and
woul d not all but a thinker here and there, have believed the
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distinction to be a fundanmental and unalterable fact in human
nat ur e?

The preceding considerations are anply sufficient to show that
custom however universal it nay be, affords in this case no
presunption, and ought not to create any prejudice, in favour of
the arrangenents which place wonen in social and political
subjection to nen. But | may go farther, and maintain that the
course of history, and the tendencies of progressive human society,
afford not only no presunption in favour of this system of
inequality of rights, but a strong one against it; and that, so far
as the whol e course of human inprovenent up to the tinme, the whole
stream of nodern tendencies, warrants any inference on the subject,
it is, that this relic of the past is discordant with the future
and nmust necessarily di sappear.

For, what is the peculiar character of the nodern world-- the

di fference which chiefly distinguishes nodern institutions, nodern
social ideas, nodern life itself, fromthose of tinmes long past? It
is, that human beings are no longer born to their place in life,
and chai ned down by an inexorable bond to the would be infinitely
nore, if conplaint were not the greatest of all provocatives to a
repetition and increase of the ill-usage. It is this which
frustrates all attenpts to maintain the power but protect the wonman
against its abuses. In no other case (except that of a child) is
the person who has been proved judicially to have suffered an
injury, replaced under the physical power of the cul prit who
inflicted it. Accordingly w ves, even in the nost extrene and
protracted cases of bodily ill-usage, hardly ever dare avai

thensel ves of the laws made for their protection: and if, in a
nonent of irrepressible indignation, or by the interference of

nei ghbours, they are induced to do so, their whole effort
afterwards is to disclose as |little as they can, and to beg off
their tyrant fromhis nerited chastisenment. Al causes, social and
natural, conmbine to nmake it unlikely that wonen shoul d be
collectively rebellious to the power of . nen. They are so far in

a position different fromall other subject classes, that their
masters require sonmething nore fromthemthan actual service Men do
not want solely the obedi ence of wonen, they want their sentinents.
Al'l men, except the nost brutish, desire to have, in the woman nost
nearly connected with them not a forced slave but a willing one,
not a slave nerely, but a favourite. They have therefore put
everything in practice to enslave their mnds. The nmasters of al

ot her slaves rely, for nmintaining obedience, on fear; either fear
of thenselves, or religious fears. The masters of wonen wanted nore
than sinpl e obedi ence, and they turned the whole force of education
to effect their purpose. Al wonen are brought up fromthe very
earliest years in the belief that their ideal of character is the
very opposite to that of men; not self-will, and governnent by

sel f-control, but submission, and yielding to the control of

others. Al the noralities tell themthat it is the duty of wonen
and all the current sentinmentalities that it is their nature, to
live for others; to nmake conpl ete abnegati on of thenselves, and to
have no life but in their affections. And by their affections are
meant the only ones they are allowed to have--those to the nen with
whom t hey are connected, or to the children who constitute an
additional and indefeasible tie between them and a man. \Wen we put
together three things--first, the natural attraction between
opposite sexes; secondly, the wife's entire dependence on the
husband, every privilege or pleasure she has being either his gift,
or depending entirely on his will; and lastly, that the principa
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obj ect of hunman pursuit, consideration, and all objects of social
anbition, can in general be sought or obtained by her only through
him it would be a niracle if the object of being attractive to nen
had not becone the polar star of femi nine education and formation
of character. And, this great nmeans of influence over the mnds of
wonen havi ng been acquired, an instinct of selfishness made nen
avail thenmselves of it to the utnost as a neans of hol ding wonen in
subj ection, by representing to them neekness, subm ssiveness, and
resignation of all individual will into the hands of a nan, as an
essential part of sexual attractiveness. Can it be doubted that any
of the other yokes which nmanki nd have succeeded in breaki ng, would
have subsisted till nowif the sane neans had exi sted, and had been
so sedul ously used, to bow down their minds to it? If it had been
nmade the object of the |ife of every young plebeian to find
personal favour in the eyes of some patrician, of every young serf
with sone seigneur; if domestication with him and a share of his
personal affections, had been held out as the prize which they al
shoul d | ook out for, the nost gifted and aspiring being able to
reckon on the nost desirable prizes; and if, when this prize had
been obtai ned, they had been shut out by a wall of brass from al
interests not centring in him all feelings and desires but those
whi ch he shared or inculcated; would not serfs and seigneurs,

pl ebei ans and patricians, have been as broadly distinguished at
this day as nmen and wonen are? and would not all but a thinker here
and there, have believed the distinction to be a fundanental and
unal terabl e fact in human nature? The precedi ng considerations are
anply sufficient to show that custom however universal it nay be,
affords in this case no presunption, and ought not to create any
prejudice, in favour of the arrangements which place wonen in
social and political subjection to nen. But | may go farther, and
mai ntain that the course of history, and the tendencies of
progressi ve human society, afford not only no presunption in favour
of this systemof inequality of rights, but a strong one agai nst

it; and that, so far as the whol e course of human inprovenent up to
the time, the whol e stream of nobdern tendencies, warrants any

i nference on the subject, it is, that this relic of the past is

di scordant with the future, and nust necessarily disappear. For
what is the peculiar character of the nodern world-- the difference
whi ch chiefly distinguishes nodern institutions, nodern soci al

i deas, nodern life itself, fromthose of tinmes long past? It is,
that hunan beings are no longer born to their place in life, and
chai ned down by an inexorable bond to the place they are born to,
but are free to enploy their faculties, and such favourabl e chances
as offer, to achieve the ot which nay appear to them nost
desirable. Human society of old was constituted on a very different
principle. All were born to a fixed social position, and were
nostly kept in it by law, or interdicted fromany neans by which
they could energe fromit. As sone nmen are born white and others

bl ack, so sone were born slaves and others freenmen and citizens;
some were born patricians, others pl ebeians; some were born feudal
nobl es, others commners and roturiers. A slave or serf could never
nmake hinself free, nor, except by the will of his master, becone
so. |In nost European countries it was not till towards the cl ose of
the m ddl e ages, and as a consequence of the growh of regal power,
that conmoners coul d be ennobl ed. Even anong nobl es, the el dest son
was born the exclusive heir to the paternal possessions, and a | ong
time elapsed before it was fully established that the father could
di sinherit him Anmong the industrious classes, only those who were
born nmenbers of a guild, or were admitted into it by its nenbers,
could lawfully practise their calling within its local limts; and
nobody coul d practise any calling deened inportant, in any but the
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| egal manner--by processes authoritatively prescribed.

Manuf acturers have stood in the pillory for presuning to carry on
their business by new and i nproved nethods. |n nodern Europe, and
nost in those parts of it which have participated nost largely in
all other nodern inprovenents, dianetrically opposite doctrines now
prevail. Law and governnent do not undertake to prescribe by whom
any social or industrial operation shall or shall not be conduct ed,
or what nodes of conducting themshall be | awful. These things are
left to the unfettered choice of individuals. Even the | aws which
requi red that workmen shoul d serve an apprenticeship, have in this
country been repeal ed: there being anpl e assurance that in al

cases in which an apprenticeship is necessary, its necessity wll
suffice to enforce it. The old theory was, that the | east possible
should be left to the choice of the individual agent; that all he
had to do should, as far as practicable, be laid down for him by
superior wi sdom Left to hinmself he was sure to go wong. The
nodern conviction, the fruit of a thousand years of experience, is,
that things in which the individual is the person directly

i nterested, never go right but as they are left to his own

di scretion; and that any regul ation of themby authority, except to
protect the rights of others, is sure to be m schievous. This
conclusion slowy arrived at, and not adopted until al nost every
possi bl e application of the contrary theory had been nade with

di sastrous result, now (in the industrial departnent) prevails
universally in the nost advanced countries, alnost universally in
all that have pretensions to any sort of advancenent. It is not
that all processes are supposed to be equally good, or all persons
to be equally qualified for everything; but that freedom of

i ndi vi dual choice is now known to be the only thing which procures
the adoption of the best processes, and throws each operation into
the hands of those who are best qualified for it. Nobody thinks it
necessary to make a law that only a strong-arnmed nman shall be a

bl acksm th. Freedom and conpetition suffice to make bl acksniths
strong-arned nen, because the weak arned can earn nore by engagi ng
in occupations for which they are nore fit. In consonance with this
doctrine, it is felt to be an overstepping of the proper bounds of
authority to fix beforehand, on some general presunption, that
certain persons are not fit to do certain things. It is now
thoroughly known and admitted that if sonme such presunptions exist,
no such presunption is infallible. Even if it be well grounded in
a mpjority of cases, which it is very likely not to be, there wll
be a minority of exceptional cases in which it does not hold: and
in those it is both an injustice to the individuals, and a
detrinment to society, to place barriers in the way of their using
their faculties for their own benefit and for that of others. In
the cases, on the other hand, in which the unfitness is real, the
ordi nary notives of human conduct will on the whole suffice to
prevent the inconpetent person fromnaking, or from persisting in,
the attenpt.

If this general principle of social and econonical science is not
true; if individuals, with such help as they can derive fromthe
opi ni on of those who know them are not better judges than the | aw
and the governnent, of their own capacities and vocation; the world
cannot too soon abandon this principle, and return to the old
system of regulations and disabilities. But if the principle is
true, we ought to act as if we believed it, and not to ordain that
to be born a girl instead of a boy, any nore than to be born bl ack
i nstead of white, or a commpner instead of a nobl enan, shall decide
the person's position through all life--shall interdict people from
all the nore el evated social positions, and fromall, except a few,
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respectabl e occupations. Even were we to adnit the utnost that is
ever pretended a to the superior fitness of nen for all the
functions now reserve to them the same argunent applies which
forbids a legal qualification for Menbers of Parliament. |If only
once in a dozen years the conditions of eligibility exclude a fit
person, there is a real |oss, while the exclusion of thousands of
unfit persons is no gain; for if the constitution of the electora
body di sposes themto choose unfit persons, there are always plenty
of such persons to choose from In all things of any difficulty and
i mportance, those who can do themwell are fewer than the need,
even with the nost unrestricted latitude of choice: and any
limtation of the field of selection deprives society of sone
chances of being served by the conpetent, wthout ever saving it
fromthe inconpetent.

At present, in the nore inproved countries, the disabilities of
wonen are the only case, save one, in which laws and institutions
take persons at their birth, and ordain that they shall never in
all their lives be allowed to conpete for certain things. The one
exception is that of royalty. Persons still are born to the

throne; no one, not of the reigning famly, can ever occupy it, and
no one even of that family can, by any nmeans but the course of
hereditary succession, attain it. Al other dignities and soci al
advant ages are open to the whole nmale sex: many indeed are only
attai nable by wealth, but wealth nay be striven for by anyone, and
is actually obtained by many nmen of the very hunbl est origin. The
difficulties, to the mgjority, are indeed insuperable without the
aid of fortunate accidents; but no male hunan being is under any

| egal ban: neither |aw nor opinion superadd artificial obstacles to
the natural ones. Royalty, as | have said, is excepted: but in this
case everyone feels it to be an exception--an anomaly in the nodern
worl d, in marked opposition to its custons and principles, and to
be justified only by extraordi nary speci al expedi ences, which,

t hough individuals and nations differ in estinating their weight,
unquestionably do in fact exist. But in this exceptional case, in
which a high social function is, for inportant reasons, bestowed on
birth instead of being put up to conpetition, all free nations
contrive to adhere in substance to the principle fromwhich they
noni nal ly derogate; for they circunscribe this high function by
condi tions avowedly intended to prevent the person to whomit
ostensibly belongs fromreally performng it; while the person by
whomit is perforned, the responsible mnister, does obtain the
post by a conpetition fromwhich no full-grown citizen of the male
sex is legally excluded. The disabilities, therefore, to which
wonen are subject fromthe nmere fact of their birth, are the
solitary exanples of the kind in nodern legislation. In no instance
except this, which conprehends half the hunan race, are the higher
soci al functions closed agai nst anyone by a fatality of birth which
no exertions, and no change of circunstances, can overcone; for
even religious disabilities (besides that in England and i n Europe
they have practically al nbst ceased to exist) do not close any
career to the disqualified person in case of conversion

The soci al subordination of wonen thus stands out an isolated fact
in nodern social institutions; a solitary breach of what has becone
their fundanental law, a single relic of an old world of thought
and practice exploded in everything el se, but retained in the one
thing of nost universal interest; as if a gigantic dolnmen, or a
vast tenple of Jupiter O ynpius, occupied the site of St. Paul's
and received daily worship, while the surrounding Christian
churches were only resorted to on fasts and festivals. This entire
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di screpancy between one social fact and all those which acconpany
it, and the radical opposition between its nature and the
progressi ve novenment which is the boast of the nodern world, and
whi ch has successively swept away everything el se of an anal ogous
character, surely affords, to a conscientious observer of human
tendenci es, serious matter for reflection. It raises a prina facie
presunption on the unfavourabl e side, far outwei ghing any which
custom and usage could in such circunstances create on the

f avour abl e; and should at | east suffice to nake this, |like the

choi ce between republicanismand royalty, a bal anced question

The | east that can be denmanded is, that the question should not be
consi dered as prejudged by existing fact and exi sting opinion, but
open to discussion on its nerits, as a question of justice and
expedi ency: the decision on this, as on any of the other social
arrangenment s of manki nd, dependi ng on what an enlightened estimte
of tendencies and consequences nay show to be nobst advantageous to
hunmanity in general, w thout distinction of sex. And the discussion
nust be a real discussion, descending to foundations, and not
resting satisfied with vague and general assertions. It will not
do, for instance to assert in general ternms, that the experience of
manki nd has pronounced in favour of the existing system Experience
cannot possi bly have deci ded between two courses, so long as there
has only been experience of one. If it be said that the doctrine of
the equality of the sexes rests only on theory, it nust be
renenbered that the contrary doctrine also has only theory to rest
upon. All that is proved in its favour by direct experience, is

t hat manki nd have been able to exist under it, and to attain the
degree of inprovenent and prosperity which we now see; but whether
that prosperity has been attained sooner, or is now greater, than
it would have been under the other system experience does not say.
on the other hand, experience does say, that every step in

i mprovenent has been so invariably acconpanied by a step nade in
rai sing the social position of wonmen, that historians and

phi |l osophers have been |l ed to adopt their el evation or debasenent
as on the whole the surest test and nost correct neasure of the
civilisation of a people or an age. Through all the progressive
peri od of human history, the condition of wonen has been
approaching nearer to equality with men. This does not of itself
prove that the assinilation nmust goon to conplete equality; but it
assuredly affords sone presunption that such is the case.

Nei ther does it avail anything to say that the nature of the two
sexes adapts themto their present functions and position, and
renders these appropriate to them Standing on the ground of comon
sense and the constitution of the human mind, | deny that anyone
knows, or can know, the nature of the two sexes, as long as they
have only been seen in their present relation to one another. If
men had ever been found in society w thout wonmen, or wonen without
nmen, or if there had been a society of nmen and wonen in which the
wonmen were not under the control of the nmen, sonething mght have
been positively known about the nental and noral differences which
may be inherent in the nature of each. Wiat is now called the
nature of wonen is an emnently artificial thing--the result of
forced repression in sonme directions, unnatural stinulation in
others. It may be asserted without scruple, that no other class of
dependents have had their character so entirely distorted fromits
natural proportions by their relation with their nmasters; for, if
conquered and sl ave races have been, in sone respects, nore
forcibly repressed, whatever in them has not been crushed down by
an iron heel has generally been let alone, and if left with any
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liberty of devel oprment, it has devel oped itself according to its
own | aws; but in the case of wonen, a hot-house and stove

cul tivation has always been carried on of sone of the capabilities
of their nature, for the benefit and pl easure of their masters
Then, because certain products of the general vital force sprout
luxuriantly and reach a great developnent in this heated atnosphere
and under this active nurture and watering, while other shoots from
the same root, which are left outside in the wintry air, with ice
pur posely heaped all round them have a stunted growth, and sone
are burnt off with fire and disappear; nen, with that inability to
recogni se their own work which distinguishes the unanal ytic m nd,

i ndolently believe that the tree grows of itself in the way they
have made it grow, and that it would die if one half of it were not
kept in a vapour bath and the other half in the snow.

O all difficulties which inpede the progress of thought, and the
formation of well-grounded opinions on |ife and soci al
arrangenments, the greatest is now the unspeakabl e i gnorance and
inattention of mankind in respect to the influences which form
hunman character. Watever any portion of the human speci es now are,
or seemto be, such, it is supposed, they have a natural tendency
to be: even when the nost el enentary know edge of the circunstances
in which they have been placed, clearly points out the causes that
made them what they are. Because a cottier deeply in arrears to his
landlord is not industrious, there are people who think that the
Irish are naturally idle. Because constitutions can be overthrown
when the authorities appointed to execute themturn their arns

agai nst them there are people who think the French incapabl e of
free governnent. Because the Greeks cheated the Turks, and the
Turks only plundered the Greeks, there are persons who think that
the Turks are naturally nore sincere: and because wonen, as is
often said, care nothing about politics except their personalities,
it is supposed that the general good is naturally less interesting
to wonen than to nen. History, which is now so nuch better
understood than fornerly, teaches another |lesson: if only by
showi ng the extraordinary susceptibility of human nature to
external influences, and the extrene vari abl eness of those of its
mani f estati ons which are supposed to be nost universal and uniform
But in history, as in travelling, nen usually see only what they
already had in their own ninds; and few | earn nuch from history,
who do not bring much with themto its study.

Hence, in regard to that nost difficult question, what are the
natural differences between the two sexes--a subject on which it is
i mpossible in the present state of society to obtain conplete and
correct know edge--whil e al nbst everybody dogmatises upon it,

al rost all neglect and nake light of the only neans by which any
partial insight can be obtained into it. This is, an analytic study
of the nost inportant departnent of psychology, the |l aws of the

i nfluence of circunmstances on character. For, however great and
apparently ineradicable the noral and intellectual differences

bet ween nmen and woren might be, the evidence of there being natural
di fferences could only be negative. Those only could be inferred to
be natural which could not possibly be artificial--the residuum
after deducting every characteristic of either sex which can adnit
of being expl ained from education or external circunstances. The
prof oundest know edge of the laws of the formation of character is
i ndi spensable to entitle anyone to affirmeven that there is any

di fference, much nore what the difference is, between the two sexes
consi dered as noral and rational beings; and since no one, as yet,
has t hat knowl edge (for there is hardly any subject which, in
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proportion to its inportance, has been so little studied), no one
is thus far entitled to any positive opinion on the subject.

Conj ectures are all that can at present be nmade; conjectures nore or
| ess probabl e, according as nore or |ess authorised by such

know edge as we yet have of the |aws of psychol ogy, as applied to
the formation of character.

Even the prelimnary know edge, what the differences between the
sexes now are, apart fromall question as to how they are nade what
they are, is still in the crudest and nost' inconplete state.

Medi cal practitioners and physiol ogi sts have ascertai ned, to sone
extent, the differences in bodily constitution; and this is an

i mportant elenment to the psychol ogist: but hardly any nedi cal
practitioner is a psychol ogi st. Respecting the nental
characteristics of wonen; their observations are of no nore worth
than those of commopn nmen. It is a subject on which nothing final
can be known, so long as those who alone can really know it, wonen
t hensel ves, have given but little testinony, and that little,
nostly suborned. It is easy to know stupid wonmen. Stupidity is much
the same all the world over. A stupid person's notions and feelings
may confidently be inferred fromthose which prevail in the circle
by which the person is surrounded. Not so with those whose opi ni ons
and feelings are an emanation fromtheir own nature and faculties.
It is only a nan here and there who has any tol erabl e know edge of

the character even of the wonen of his own fanily. | do not nean,
of their capabilities; these nobody knows, not even thensel ves,
because npbst of them have never been called out. | nean their

actual ly existing thoughts and feelings. Many a man think she
perfectly understands wonen, because he has had amatory rel ations
with several, perhaps with many of them

If he is a good observer, and his experience extends to quality as
well as quantity, he may have | earnt sonething of one narrow
departnment of their nature--an inportant departnent, no doubt. But
of all the rest of it, few persons are generally nore ignorant,
because there are few fromwhomit is so carefully hidden. The nost
favourabl e case which a nan can generally have for studying the
character of a woman, is that of his own wife: for the
opportunities are greater, and the cases of conplete synpathy not
so unspeakably rare. And in fact, this is the source fromwhich any
know edge worth having on the subject has, | believe, generally
come. But nobst nmen have not had the opportunity of studying in this
way nmore than a single case: accordingly one can, to an al nost

| aughabl e degree, infer what a man's wife is like, fromhis
opi ni ons about wonen in general. To nmake even this one case yield
any result, the woman nust be worth knowi ng, and the man not only

a conpetent judge, but of a character so synpathetic in itself, and
so well adapted to hers, that he can either read her mind by

synpat hetic intuition, or has nothing in hinself which nmakes her
shy of disclosing it, Hardly anything, | believe, can be nore rare
than this conjunction. It often happens that there is the nost
complete unity of feeling and community of interests as to al
external things, yet the one has as little adnmission into the
internal life of the other as if they were commobn acquai nt ance.
Even with true affection, authority on the one side and

subordi nati on on the other prevent perfect confidence. Though

not hing may be intentionally withheld, much is not shown. In the
anal ogous rel ation of parent and child, the correspondi ng
phenonenon mnust have been in the observation of everyone. As

bet ween father and son, how many are the cases in which the father,
in spite of real affection on both sides, obviously to all the
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worl d does not know, nor suspect, parts of the son's character
famliar to his conpanions and equals. The truth is, that the
position of looking up to another is extrenely unpropitious to
conpl ete sincerity and openness with him The fear of |osing ground
in his opinion or in his feelings is so strong, that even in an
upright character, there is an unconsci ous tendency to show only
the best side, or the side which, though not the best, is that
which he nost likes to see: and it may be confidently said that

t hor ough know edge of one another hardly ever exists, but between
persons who, besides being intimtes, are equals. How nmuch nore
true, then, nust all this be, when the one is not only under the
authority of the other, but has it inculcated on her as a duty to
reckon everything el se subordinate to his confort and pl easure, and
to let himneither see nor feel anything conming fromher, except
what is agreeable to him All these difficulties stand in the way
of a man's obtai ning any thorough know edge even of the one woman
whom al one, in general, he has sufficient opportunity of studying.
When we further consider that to understand one wonman i s not
necessarily to understand any other wonan; that even if he could
study many wonen of one rank, or of one country, he woul d not

t her eby understand wonmen of other ranks or countries; and even if
he did, they are still only the wonen of a single period of

history; we may safely assert that the knowl edge whi ch nen can
acquire of wonen, even as they have been and are, w thout reference
to what they mght be, is wetchedly inperfect and superficial, and
always will be so, until wonen thenselves have told all that they
have to tell.

And this tinme has not cone; nor will it cone otherw se than
gradually. It is but of yesterday that wonen have either been
qualified by literary acconplishnments or pernitted by society, to
tell anything to the general public. As yet very few of themdare
tell anything, which nmen, on whomtheir literary success depends,
are unwilling to hear. Let us renenber in what manner, up to a very
recent time, the expression, even by a male author, of uncustomary
opi ni ons, or what are deened eccentric feelings, usually was, and
in some degree still is, received; and we may form sone faint
conception under what inpedinents a woman, who is brought up to

thi nk custom and opi nion her sovereign rule, attenpts to express in
books anything drawn fromthe depths of her own nature. The

great est worman who has left witings behind her sufficient to give
her an em nent rank in the literature of her country, thought it
necessary to prefix as a notto to her bol dest work, " Un homre peut
braver |'opinion; une femme doit s'y sounettre." [1] The greater
part of what wonen wite about wonmen is nere sycophancy to nen. In
the case of unmarried wonen, much of it seens only intended to

i ncrease their chance of a husband. Many, both married and
unnarried, overstep the mark, and inculcate a servility beyond what
is desired or relished by any nman, except the very vul garest. But
this is not so often the L case as, even at a quite late period, it
still was. Literary wonen | are beconing nore free-spoken, and nore
willing to express their real sentinments. Unfortunately, in this
country especially, they are thensel ves such artificial products,
that their sentinments are conpounded of a snall el enent of

i ndi vi dual observation and consci ousness, and a very |arge one of
acqui red associations. This will be |less and |l ess the case, but it
will remain true to a great extent, as long as social institutions
do not adnmit the same free devel opment of originality in wonen
which is possible to nmen. Wen that tinme cones, and not before, we
shall see, and not nerely hear, as nuch as it is necessary to know
of the nature of wonmen, and the adaptation of other things to it.
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| have dwelt so nmuch on the difficulties which at present obstruct
any real know edge by men of the true nature of wonen, because in
this as in so many other things "opinio copiae inter naxi mas causas
i nopiae est"; and there is little chance of reasonabl e thinking on
the matter while people flatter thenselves that they perfectly
understand a subject of which nost nmen know absol utely nothing, and
of which it is at present inpossible that any nan, or all men taken
toget her, shoul d have know edge which can qualify themto | ay down
the law to wonen as to what is, or is not, their vocation. Happily,
no such know edge is necessary for any practical purpose connected
with the position of wonmen is relation to society and |life. For,
according to all the principles involved in nodern society, the
guestion rests with wonen thensel ves--to be decided by their own
experience, and by the use of their own faculties. There are no
nmeans of finding what either one person or many can do, but by
trying--and no neans by which anyone el se can di scover for them
what it is for their happiness to do or |eave undone.

One thing we may be certain of--that what is contrary to wonen's
nature to do, they never will be made to do by sinply giving their
nature free play. The anxiety of mankind to interfere in behal f of
nature, for fear l|est nature should not succeed meffecting its
pur pose, is an altogether unnecessary solicitude. Wat wonen by
nature cannot do, it is quite superfluous to forbid themfrom

doi ng. What they can do, but not so well as the nen who are their
conmpetitors, conpetition suffices to exclude themfrom since
nobody asks for protective duties and bounties in favour of wonen;
it is only asked that the present bounties and protective duties in
favour of nmen should be recalled. If wonmen have a greater natura
inclination for sonmethings than for others, there is no need of

| aws or social inculcation to nmake the majority of themdo the
former in preference to the latter. \Whatever wonen's services are
nost wanted for, the free play of conpetition will hold out the
strongest inducenents to themto undertake. And, as the words
inmply, they are nost wanted for the things for which they are nost
fit; by the apportionnment of which to them the collective
faculties of the two sexes can be applied on the whole with the
great est sum of valuable result. The general opinion of nen is
supposed to be, that the natural vocation of a woman is that of a
wi fe and nother. | say, is supposed to be, because, judging from
acts--fromthe whole of the present constitution of society--one
mght infer that their opinion was the direct contrary. They m ght
be supposed to think that the all eged natural vocation of wonen was
of all things the nost repugnant to their nature; insonmuch that if
they are free to do anything else--if any other nmeans of living or
occupation of their time and faculties, is open, which has any

chance of appearing desirable to them there will not be enough of
themwho will be willing to accept the condition said to be natura
tothem If this is the real opinion of men in general, it would be
well that it should be spoken out. | should like to hear sonebody

openly enunciating the doctrine (it is already inplied in nmuch that
is witten on the subJect)- It is necessary to society that wonen
should marry and produce children. They will not do so unless they
are conpelled. Therefore it is necessary to conpel them " The
nerits of the case would then be clearly defined. It would be
exactly that of the slave-holders of South Carolina and Loui si ana.
" It is necessary that cotton and sugar should be grown. Wite nen

cannot produce them Negroes will not, for any wages which we
choose to give. Ergo they nust be conpelled. " An illustration
still closer to the point is that of inpressnment. Sailors nust
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absolutely be had to defend the country. It often happens that they
will not voluntarily enlist. Therefore there nust be the power of
forcing them How often has this | ogic been used!and, but for one
flawin it, w thout doubt it would have been successful up to this
day. But It is open to the retort-- First pay the sailors the
honest val ue of their |abour. Wen you have made it as well worth
their while to serve you, as to work for other enployers, you wl|l
have no nore difficulty than others have in obtaining their
services. To this there is no |ogical answer except"l will not":
and as people are now not only ashaned, but are not desirous, to
rob the | abourer of his hire, inpressment is no | onger advocated.
Those who attenpt to force wonen into marriage by closing all other
doors against them lay thenselves open to a simlar retort. If
they nean what they say, their opinion nust evidently be, that nen
do not render the married condition so desirable to wonen, as to

i nduce themto accept it for its own recommendations. It is not a
sign of one's thinking the boon one offers very attractive, when

one allows only Hobson's choice, "that or none. " And here, |
believe, is the clue to the feelings of those nen, who have a real
antipathy to the equal freedom of wonmen. | believe they are afraid,
not | est wonmen should be unwilling to marry, for | do not think

that anyone in reality has that apprehension; but |est they should
insist that marriage should be on equal conditions; lest all wonen
of spirit and capacity should prefer doing al nost anything el se,
not in their own eyes degrading, rather than marry, when nmarrying
is giving thenselves a naster, and a master too of all their
earthly possessions. And truly, if this consequence were
necessarily incident to marriage, | think that the apprehension
woul d be very well founded. | agree in thinking it probable that
few worren, capabl e of anything el se, would, unless under an
irresistible entrainenent, rendering themfor the tinme insensible
to anything but itself, choose such a |ot, when any ot her neans
were open to themof filling a conventionally honourable place in
life: and if men are deternmined that the | aw of marriage shall be
a |l aw of despotism they are quite right, in point of nere policy,
in leaving to wonen only Hobson's choice. But, in that case, al
that has been done in the nodern world to relax the chain on the
nm nds of women, has been a m stake. They never shoul d have been
allowed to receive a literary education. Wnen who read, nmuch nore
wonmen who wite, are, in the existing constitution of things, a
contradiction and a disturbing elenment: and it was wong to bring
wonmen up with any acquirenments but those of an odalisque, or of a
donesti c servant.

NOTES
[1] Title-page of Mre de Stael's Del phine.
CHAPTER 1 1

It will be well to commence the detail ed discussion of the subject
by the particular branch of it to which the course of our
observations has led us: the conditions which the laws of this and
all other countries annex to the narriage contract. Mrriage being
the destination appointed by society for wonen, the prospect they
are brought up to, and the object which it is intended should be
sought by all of them except those who are too little attractive
to be chosen by any man as his conpani on; one mi ght have supposed
that everything woul d have been done to make this condition as
eligible to them as possible, that they m ght have no cause to
regret being denied the option of any other. Society, however, both
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inthis, and, at first, in all other cases, has preferred to attain
its object by foul rather than fair means: but this is the only
case in which it has substantially persisted in themeven to the
present day. Oiginally wonen were taken by force, or regularly
sold by their father to the husband. Until a late period in

Eur opean history, the father had the power to dispose of his
daughter in marriage at his own will and pleasure, w thout any
regard to hers. The Church, indeed, was so far faithful to a better
norality as to require a formal "yes" fromthe woman at the
marriage cerenony; but there was nothing to show that the consent
was ot her than conpul sory; and it was practically inpossible for
the girl to refuse conpliance if the father persevered, except

per haps when she night obtain the protection of religion by a
determ ned resolution to take nonastic vows. After marriage, the
man had anciently (but this was anterior to Christianity) the power
of life and death over his wife. She could invoke no | aw agai nst
him he was her sole tribunal and law. For a long tinme he could
repudi ate her, but she had no corresponding power in regard to him
By the old | aws of England, the husband was called the |ord of the
wife; he was literally regarded as her sovereign, inasnmuch that the
nurder of a man by his wife was called treason (petty as

di sti ngui shed from high treason), and was nore cruelly avenged than
was usually the case with high treason, for the penalty was burning
to death. Because these various enornmties have fallen into disuse
(for nmost of themwere never fornally abolished, or not until they
had | ong ceased to be practised) men suppose that all is now as it
should be in regard to the marriage contract; and we are
continually told that civilisation and Christianity have restored
to the wonan her just rights. Meanwhile the wife is the actual bond
servant of her husband: no | ess so, as far as | egal obligation
goes, than slaves comonly so called. She vows a |livel ong obedi ence
to himat the altar, and is held to it all through her life by |aw
Casui sts may say that the obligation of obedience stops short of
participation in crinme, but it certainly extends to everything

el se. She can do no act whatever but by his permnission, at |east
tacit. She can acquire no property but for him the instant it
becones hers, even if by inheritance, it becones ipso facto his. In
this respect the wife's position under the conmon |aw of England is
worse than that-of slaves in the I aws of nany countries: by the
Ronman | aw, for exanple, a slave night have his peculium which to

a certain extent the | aw guaranteed to himfor his exclusive use.
The higher classes in this country have given an anal ogous
advantage to their wonmen, through special contracts setting aside
the law, by conditions of pin-noney, etc. : since parental feeling
bei ng stronger with fathers than the class feeling of their own
sex, a father generally prefers his own daughter to a son-in-Ilaw
who is a stranger to him By neans of settlenents, the rich usually
contrive to withdraw the whole or part of the inherited property of
the wife fromthe absolute control of the husband: but they do not
succeed in keeping it under her own control; the utnost they can do
only prevents the husband from squandering it, at the sanme tine
debarring the rightful owner fromits use. The property itself is
out of the reach of both; and as to the incone derived fromit, the
formof settlenent nost favourable to the wife (that called "to her
separate use") only precludes the husband fromreceiving it instead
of her: it nust pass through her hands, but if he takes it from her
by personal violence as soon as she receives it, he can neither be
puni shed, nor conpelled to restitution. This is the anount of the
protection which, under the laws of this country, the nost powerfu
nobl eman can give to his own daughter as respects her husband. In
the inmrense majority of cases there is no settlenent: and the
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absorption of all rights, all property, as well as all freedom of
action, is conplete. The two are called " one person in law, " for
the purpose of inferring that whatever is hers is his, but the
paral l el inference is never drawn that whatever is his is hers; the
maxi mis not applied agai nst the man, except to make him
responsible to third parties for her acts, as a master is for the
acts of his slaves or of his cattle. | amfar from pretendi ng that
wives are in general no better treated than slaves; but no slave is
a slave to the same lengths, and in so full a sense of the word, as
awfeis. Hardly any slave, except one i mmediately attached to the
nmaster's person, is a slave at all hours and all mnutes; in
general he has, like a soldier, his fixed task, and when it is
done, or when he is off duty, he disposes, within certain linmts,

of his own tinme, and has a fanily life into which the master rarely
intrudes. "Uncle Tom " under his first master had his own life in
his "cabin, " alnpbst as nmuch as any nan whose work takes hi m away
fromhone, is able to have in his owm famly. But it cannot be so
with the wife. Above all, a fenmale slave has (in Christian
countries) an admtted right, and is considered under a noral
obligation, to refuse to her naster the last famliarity. Not so
the wife: however brutal a tyrant she may unfortunately be chained
to--though she may know t hat he hates her, though it may be his
daily pleasure to torture her, and though she nay feel it

i mpossible not to loathe him-he can claimfromher and enforce the
| owest degradation of a human being, that of being nade the

i nstrunent of an animal function contrary to her inclinations.
While she is held in this worst description of slavery as to her
own person, what is her position in regard to the children in whom
she and her nmaster have a joint interest? They are by |law his
children. He alone has any legal rights over them Not one act can
she do towards or in relation to them except by del egation from
him Even after he is dead she is not their |egal guardian, unless
he by will has nade her so. He could even send them away from her
and deprive her of the neans of seeing or corresponding with them
until this power was in sonme degree restricted by Serjeant

Tal fourd's Act. This is her legal state. And fromthis state she
has no neans of withdrawi ng herself. |If she | eaves her husband, she
can take nothing with her, neither her children nor anything which
is rightfully her own. If he chooses, he can conpel her to return
by law, or by physical force; or he nmay content hinself with
seizing for his own use anything which she may earn, or which may
be given to her by her relations. It is only | egal separation by a
decree of a court of justice, which entitles her to live apart,

wi t hout being forced back into the custody of an exasperated
jailer--or which enpowers her to apply any earnings to her own use,
wi thout fear that a nman whom perhaps she has not seen for twenty
years will pounce upon her sone day and carry all off. This | ega
separation, until lately, the courts of justice would only give at
an expense which nmade it inaccessible to anyone out of the higher
ranks. Even now it is only given in cases of desertion, or of the
extreme of cruelty; and yet conplaints are made every day that it
is granted too easily. Surely, if a wonan is denied any lot inlife
but that of being the personal body-servant of a despot, and is
dependent for everything upon the chance of finding one who may be
di sposed to nake a favourite of her instead of nerely a drudge, it
is a very cruel aggravation of her fate that she should be all owed
to try this chance only once. The natural sequel and corollary from

this state of things would be, that since her all in |life depends
upon obtai ning a good nmaster, she should be allowed to change again
and again until she finds one. | amnot saying that she ought to be

allowed this privilege. That is a totally different consideration.
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The question of divorce, in the sense involving liberty of
renarriage, is one into which it is foreign to ny purpose to enter.
All | nowsay is, that to those to whom nothing but servitude is
all oned, the free choice of servitude is the only, though a nost
insufficient, alleviation. Its refusal conpletes the assimlation
of the wife to the slave--and the slave under not the mldest form
of slavery: for in some slave codes the slave could, under certain
circunmstances of ill usage, legally conpel the master to sell him
But no anount of ill usage, without adultery superadded, will in
Engl and free a wife fromher tornentor.

| have no desire to exaggerate, nor does the case stand in any need
of exaggeration. | have described the wife's |legal position, not
her actual treatnment. The |aws of npst countries are far worse than
the people who execute them and many of themare only able to
renmain | aws by being seldomor never carried into effect. If
married life were all that it mght be expected to be, looking to
the laws al one, society would be a hell upon earth. Happily there
are both feelings and interests which in many nen exclude, and in
nost, greatly tenper, the inpulses and propensities which lead to
tyranny: and of those feelings, the tie which connects a man with
his wife affords, in a normal state of things, inconparably the
strongest exanple. The only tie which at all approaches to it. that
between himand his children, tends, in all save exceptional cases,
to strengthen, instead of conflicting with, the first. Because this
is true; because nen in general do not inflict, nor wonmen suffer,
all the misery which could be inflicted and suffered if the full
power of tyranny with which the man is legally invested were acted
on; the defenders of the existing formof the institution think
that all its iniquity is justified, and that any conplaint is
nmerely quarrelling with the evil which is the price paid for every
great good. But the mitigations in practice, which are conpatible
with maintaining in full legal force this or any other kind of
tyranny, instead of being any apol ogy for despotism only serve to
prove what power hunman nature possesses of reacting against the
vilest institutions, and with what vitality the seeds of good as
wel |l as those of evil in human character diffuse and propagate
thensel ves. Not a word can be said for despotismin the famly

whi ch cannot be said for political despotism Every absolute Kking
does not sit at his window to enjoy the groans of his tortured

subj ects, nor strips themof their last rag and turns themout to
shiver in the road The despoti smof Louis XVI was not the despotism
of Philippe e Bel, or of Nadir Shah, or of Caligula; but it was
bad enough to justify the French Revolution, and to palliate even
its horrors. If an appeal be made to the intense attachnents which
exi st between wives and their husbands, exactly as nmuch may be said
of domestic slavery. It was quite an ordinary fact in Geece and
Rone for slaves to subnit to death by torture rather than betray
their masters. In the proscriptions of the Ronman civil wars it was
remarked that wives and sl aves were heroically faithful, sons very
commonly treacherous. Yet we know how cruelly nany Romans treated
their slaves. But in truth these intense individual feelings
nowhere rise to such a |uxuriant height as under the nobst atrocious
institutions. It IS part of the irony of life, that the strongest
feelings of devoted gratitude of which hunan nature seems to be
susceptible, are called forth in hunan bei ngs towards those who,
having the power entirely to crush their earthly existence,
voluntarily refrain fromusing that power. How great a place in
nost nmen this sentinent fills, even in religious devotion, it would
be cruel to inquire. W daily see how nmuch their gratitude to
Heaven appears to be stinulated by the contenplation of
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fellowcreatures to whom God has not been so nerciful as he has to
t hensel ves.

Whet her the institution to be defended is slavery, political
absolutism or the absolutismof the head of a fanmly, we are

al ways expected to judge of it fromits best instances; and we are
presented with pictures of |oving exercise of authority on one
side, loving subnission to it on the other--superior w sdom
ordering all things for the greatest good of the dependents, and
surrounded by their smiles and benedictions. Al this would be very
nmuch to the purpose if anyone pretended that there are no such

thi ngs as goodnen. Who doubts that there nay be great goodness, and
great happi ness, and great affection, under the absol ute governnent
of a good nan? Meanwhile, laws and institutions require to be
adapted, not to good men, but to bad. Marriage is not an
institution designed fora select few Mn are not required, as a
prelimnary to the narriage cerenony, to prove by testinonials that
they are fit to be trusted with the exercise of absolute power. The
tie of affection and obligation to a wife and children is very
strong with those whose general social feelings are strong, and
with many who are little sensible to any other social ties; but
there are all degrees of sensibility and insensibility to it, as
there are all grades of goodness and w ckedness in nmen, down to
those whomno ties will bind, and on whom soci ety has no action but
through its ultima ratio, the penalties of the law. In every grade
of this descending scale are nen to whom are committed all the

| egal powers of a husband. The vilest nal efactor has sone w etched
woman tied to him agai nst whom he can conmit any atrocity except
killing her, and, if tolerably cautious, can do that w thout nuch
danger of the |egal penalty. And how many thousands are there anong
the lowest classes in every country, who, without being in a |egal
sense mal efactors in any other respect, because in every other
quarter their aggressions nmeet with resistance, indulge the utnost
habi t ual excesses of bodily violence towards the unhappy w fe, who
al one, at |east of grown persons, can neither repel nor escape from
their brutality; and towards whomthe excess of dependence inspires
their mean and savage natures, not with a generous forbearance, and
a point of honour to behave well to one whose lot inlifeis
trusted entirely to their kindness, but on the contrary with a
notion that the law has delivered her to themas their thing, to be
used at their pleasure, and that they are not expected to practise
the consideration towards her which is required fromthemtowards
everybody el se. The law, which till lately left even these

atroci ous extrenmes of donmestic oppression practically unpunished,
has within these few years nade sone feeble attenpts to repress
them But its attenpts have done little, and cannot be expected to
do nmuch, because it is contrary to reason and experience to suppose
that there can be any real check to brutality, consistent with

| eaving the victimstill in the power of the executioner. Until a
convi ction for personal violence, or at all events a repetition of
it after a first conviction, entitles the wonman ipso facto to a
divorce, or at least to a judicial separation, the attenpt to
repress these "aggravated assaults " by |legal penalties will break
down for want of a prosecutor, or for want of a w tness.

When we consider how vast is the nunber of nen, in any great
country, who are little higher than brutes, and that this never
prevents them from being able, through the I aw of marriage, to
obtain a victim the breadth and depth of hunan m sery caused in
this shape al one by the abuse of the institution swells to
sonmet hi ng appalling. Yet these are only the extrene cases. They are
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the | owest abysses, but there is a sad succession of depth after
depth before reaching them |In donestic as in political tyranny,
the case of absolute nonsters chiefly illustrates the institution
by showi ng that there is scarcely any horror which nmay not occur
under it if the despot pleases, and thus setting in a strong |ight
what nust be the terrible frequency of things only a little |ess
atrocious. Absolute fiends are as rare as angels, perhaps rarer:
feroci ous savages, with occasional touches of humanity, are however
very frequent: and in the wide interval which separates these from
any worthy representatives of the human species, how many are the
forms and gradations of animalismand sel fishness, often under an
outward varnish of civilisation and even cultivation, living at
peace with the law, maintaining a creditabl e appearance to all who
are not under their power, yet sufficient often to nmake the lives
of all who are so, a tornent and a burthen to them! It would be
tiresome to repeat the comonpl aces about the unfitness of nmen in
general for power, which, after the political discussions of
centuries, everyone knows by heart, were it not that hardly anyone
thi nks of applying these maxins to the case in which above all
others they are applicable, that of power, not placed in the hands
of a man here and there, but offered to every adult nmale, down to

t he basest and nobst ferocious. It is not because a man is not known
to have broken any of the Ten Conmandnents, or because he nmintains
a respectable character in his dealings with those whom he cannot
conmpel to have intercourse with him or because he does not fly out

into violent bursts of ill-tenper against those who are not obliged
to bear with him that it is possible to surmse of what sort his
conduct will be in the unrestraint of honme. Even the conmopnest nen

reserve the violent, the sulky, the undisguisedly selfish side of
their character for those who have no power to withstand it.

The relation of superiors to dependents is the nursery of these

vi ces of character, which, wherever else they exist, are an
overflowing fromthat source. A man who is norose or violent to his
equals, is sure to be one who has lived anong inferiors, whom he
could frighten or worry into subnmission. If the famly in its best
forms is, as it is often said to be, a school of synpathy,
tenderness, and |loving forgetful ness of self, it is still oftener
as respects its chief, a school of wilful ness, overbearingness,
unbounded sel fi sh i ndul gence, and a doubl e-dyed and i deali sed

sel fishness, of which sacrifice itself is only a particular form
the care for the wife and children being only care for them as
parts of the man's own interests and bel ongi ngs, and their

i ndi vi dual happi ness being immolated in every shape to his small est
preferences. What better is to be | ooked for under the existing
formof the institution? W know that the bad propensities of human
nature are only kept within bounds when they are all owed no scope
for their indul gence. We know that frominpulse and habit, when not
from del i berate purpose, al nost everyone to whom others yield, goes
on encroachi ng upon them until a point is reached at which they
are conpelled to resist. Such being the conmon tendency of hunan
nature; the alnost unlinmted power which present social
institutions give to the nan over at |east one human bei ng-- the
one with whom he resides, and whom he has al ways present -- this
power seeks out and evokes the latent gerns of selfishness in the
renotest corners of his nature--fans its faintest sparks and

snoul deri ng enbers--offers to hima licence for the indul gence of
those points of his original character which in all other relations
he woul d have found it necessary to repress and conceal, and the
repressi on of which would in tinme have becone a second nature.

know that there is another side to the question. | grant that the
wife, if she cannot effectually resist, can at |east retaliate;
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she, too, can nake the man's |ife extrenely unconfortable, and by
that power is able to carry nany points which she ought, and many
whi ch she ought not, to prevail in. But this instrunent of

sel f-protection--which may be called the power of the scold, or the
shrew sh sanction--has the fatal defect, that it avails npst

agai nst the |east tyrannical superiors, and in favour of the |east
deservi ng dependents. It is the weapon of irritable and self-wlled
wonen; of those who woul d nake the worst use of power if they
thensel ves had it, and who generally turn this power to a bad use.
The ami abl e cannot use such an instrunent, the high mnded disdain
it. And on the other hand, the husbands agai nst whomit is used
nost effectively are the gentler and nore inoffensive; those who
cannot be induced, even by provocation, to resort to any very harsh
exercise of authority. The wife's power of being disagreeable
generally only establishes a counter-tyranny, and nakes victins in
their turn chiefly of those husbands who are |east inclined to be
tyrants.

What is it, then, which really tenpers the corrupting effects of
the power, and nakes it conpatible with such anount of good as we
actually see? Mere fem nine bl andi shments. though of great effect

i n individual instances, have very little effect in nodifying the
general tendencies of the situation; for their power only |lasts
while the woman is young and attractive, often only while her charm
is new, and not dimed by famliarity; and on many nen they have
not nuch influence at any time. The real nitigating causes are, the
personal affection which is the growmh of tinme in so far as the
man's nature is susceptible of it and the woman's character
sufficiently congenial with his to excite it; their comon
interests as regards the children, and their general conmunity of

i nterest as concerns third persons(to which however there are very
great linmtations); the real inportance of the wife to his daily
conforts and enjoynents, and the val ue he consequently attaches to
her on his personal account, which, in a man capable of feeling for
others, lays the foundation of caring for her on her own; and
lastly, the influence naturally acquired over alnost all hunan

bei ngs by those near to their persons (if not actually disagreeable
to them: who, both by their direct entreaties, and by the

i nsensi bl e contagion of their feelings and di spositions, are often
abl e, unless counteracted by sone equally strong personal

i nfluence, to obtain a degree of comand over the conduct of the
superior, altogether excessive and unreasonable. Through these

vari ous neans, the wife frequently exercises even too nmuch power
over the man; she is able to affect his conduct in things in which
she may not be qualified to influence it for good--in which her

i nfluence may be not only unenlightened, but enployed on the
norally wong side; and in which he would act better if left to his
own pronpting. But neither in the affairs of famlies nor in those
of states is power a conpensation for the | oss of freedom Her
power often gives her what she has no right to, but does not enable
her to assert her own rights. A Sultan's favourite slave has sl aves
under her, over whom she tyranni ses; but the desirable thing would
be that she should neither have slaves nor be a slave. By entirely
si nking her own existence in her husband; by having no will (or
persuadi ng himthat she has no will) but his, in anything which
regards their joint relation, and by making it the business of her
life to work upon his sentinents, a wife may gratify herself by

i nfluencing, and very probably perverting, his conduct, in those of
his external relations which she has never qualified herself to
judge of, or in which she is herself wholly influenced by sone
personal or other partiality or prejudice. Accordingly, as things
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now are, those who act nost kindly to their wives, are quite as
often nmade worse, as better, by the wife's influence, in respect to
all interests extending beyond the famly. She is taught that she
has no business with things out of that sphere; and accordingly she
sel dom has any honest and consci enti ous opi nion on them and
therefore hardly ever neddles with themfor any |l egitinate purpose,
but generally for an interested one. She neither knows nor cares
which is the right side in politics, but she knows what will bring
in nmoney or invitations, give her husband a title, her son a place,
or her daughter a good nmarriage.

But how, it will be asked, can any society exist wthout
governnent? In a famly, as in a state, sone one person nust be the
ultimate rul er. Who shall decide when narried people differ in
opi ni on? Both cannot have their way, yet a decision one way or the
ot her must be cone to.

It is not true that in all voluntary association between two
peopl e, one of them nust be absolute master: still less that the

| aw nust determ ne which of themit shall be. The nost frequent
case of voluntary association, next to marriage, is partnership in
business: and it is not found or thought necessary to enact that in
every partnership, one partner shall have entire control over the
concern, and the others shall be bound to obey his orders. No one
woul d enter into partnership on ternms which would subject himto
the responsibilities of a principal, with only the powers and
privileges of a clerk or agent. If the |law dealt with other
contracts as it does with marriage, it would ordain that one
partner should adninister the conmon business as if it was his
private concern; that the others should have only del egated powers;
and that this one should be desighated by sone general presunption
of law, for exanple as being the eldest. The | aw never does this:
nor does experience showit to be necessary that any theoretical

i nequal ity of power should exist between the partners, or that the
partnershi p should have any other conditions than what they may
thensel ves appoint by their articles of agreenent. Yet it m ght
seem that the exclusive power mght be conceded with | ess danger to
the rights and interests of the inferior, in the case of
partnership than in that of marriage, since he is free to cancel
the power by withdrawing fromthe connexion. The wi fe has no such
power, and even if she had, it is alnobst always desirable that she
should try all measures before resorting to it.

It is quite true that things which have to be deci ded everyday, and
cannot adjust thenselves gradually, or wait for a conprom se, ought
to depend on one will; one person nust have their sole control. But
it does not follow that this should always be the sanme person. The
natural arrangenent is a division of powers between the two; each
bei ng absolute in the executive branch of their own departnent, and
any change of system and principle requiring the consent of both.
The divi sion neither can nor should be pre-established by the |aw,
since it nust depend on individual capacities and suitabilities. If
the two persons chose, they might pre-appoint it by the narriage
contract, as pecuniary arrangenents are now often pre-appointed.
There woul d sel dom be any difficulty in deciding such things by

nmut ual consent, unless the narriage was one of those unhappy ones
in which all other things, as well as this, becone subjects of

bi ckering and di spute. The division of rights would naturally
follow the division of duties and functions; and that is already
nmade by consent, or at all events not by |law, but by genera

custom nodified and nodifiable at the pl easure of the persons
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The real practical decision of affairs, to whichever may be given
the legal authority, will greatly depend, as it even now does, upon
conmparative qualifications. The nere fact that he is usually the

el dest, will in nost cases give the preponderance to the nman; at

| east until they both attain a time of life at which the difference
in their years is of no inportance. There will naturally also be a
nore potential voice on the side, whichever it is, that brings the
means of support. Inequality fromthis source does not depend on
the law of marriage, but on the general conditions of human
society, as now constituted. The influence of mental superiority,

ei ther general or special, and of superior decision of character,
will necessarily tell for nmuch. It always does so at present. And
this fact shows how little foundation there is for the apprehension
that the powers and responsibilities of partners inlife (as of
partners in business), cannot be satisfactorily apportioned by
agreenent between thensel ves. They al ways are so apporti oned,

except in cases in which the narriage institution is a failure.

Thi ngs never come to an issue of downright power on one side, and
obedi ence on the other, except where the connexion altogether has
been a nmistake, and it would be a blessing to both parties to be
relieved fromit. Sonme nay say that the very thing by which an

am cabl e settlenment of differences becomes possible, is the power
of |l egal conpul sion known to be in reserve; as people subnmt to an
arbitration because there is a court of law in the background,

whi ch they know that they can be forced to obey. But to nake the
cases parallel, we nmust suppose that the rule of the court of |aw
was, not to try the cause, but to give judgnent always for the sane
si de, suppose the defendant. If so, the anenability to it would be
a notive with the plaintiff to agree to alnost any arbitration, but
it would be just the reverse with the defendant. The despotic power
which the law gives to the husband may be a reason to nake the wife
assent to any conprom se by which power is practically shared
between the two, but it cannot be the reason why the husband does.
That there is always anobng decently conducted people a practical
conproni se, though one of themat |east is under no physical or
noral necessity of naking it, shows that the natural notives which
lead to a voluntary adjustnment of the united Iife of two persons in
a manner acceptable to both, do on the whole, excepting

unf avour abl e cases, prevail. The matter is certainly not inproved
by laying down as an ordi nance of law, that the superstructure of
free governnent shall be raised upon a | egal basis of despotism on
one side and subjection on the other, and that every concession

whi ch the despot nakes may, at his nere pleasure, and w thout any
warni ng, be recalled. Besides that no freedomis worth nmuch when
hel d on so precarious a tenure, its conditions are not likely to be
the nost equitable when the |aw throws so prodigious a weight into
one scal e; when the adjustnent rests between two persons one of whom
is declared to be entitled to everything, the other not only
entitled to nothing except during the good pleasure of the first,
but under the strongest noral and religious obligation not to rebel
under any excess of oppression

A pertinacious adversary, pushed to extrenmties, nay say, that
husbands i ndeed are willing to be reasonable, and to nake fair
concessions to their partners w thout being conpelled to it, but
that wives are not: that if allowed any rights of their own, they
wi Il acknow edge no rights at all in anyone el se, and never wil|
yield in anything, unless they can be conpelled, by the man's nere
authority, to yield in everything. This would have been said by
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nmany persons sone generations ago, when satires on wonen were in
vogue, and nen thought it a clever thing to insult wonmen for being
what nen nade them But it will be said by no one now who is worth
replying to. It is not the doctrine of the present day that wonen
are | ess susceptible of good feeling, and consideration for those
with whomthey are united by the strongest ties, than nmen are. On
the contrary, we are perpetually told that wonen are better than
nmen, by those who are totally opposed to treating themas if they
were as good; so that the saying has passed into a piece of
tiresome cant, intended to put a conplinentary face upon an injury,
and resenbling those cel ebrations of royal clenency which
according to Qulliver, the king of Lilliput always prefixed to his
nost sangui nary decrees. |f wonen are better than nmen in anything,
it surely is in individual self-sacrifice for those of their own

famly. But | lay little stress on this, so long as they are
universally taught that they are born and created for
self-sacrifice. | believe that equality of rights would abate the

exagger at ed sel f-abnegation which is the present artificial ideal

of fem nine character, and that a good woman woul d not be nore
self-sacrificing than the best man: but on the other hand, nen
woul d be nuch nore unsel fish and self-sacrificing than at present,
because they would no |l onger be taught to worship their own will as
such a grand thing that it is actually the | aw for another rationa
bei ng. There is nothing which nmen so easily learn as this

sel f-worship: all privileged persons, and all privileged cl asses,
have had it. The nore we descend in the scale of hunmanity, the
intenser it is; and nost of all in those who are not, and can never
expect to be, raised above anyone except an unfortunate wife and
chil dren. The honour abl e exceptions are proportionally fewer than
in the case of alnobst any other human infirmty. Philosophy and
religion, instead of keeping it in check, are generally suborned to
defend it; and nothing controls it but that practical feeling of
the equality of human beings, which is the theory of Christianity,
but which Christianity will never practically teach, while it
sanctions institutions grounded on an arbitrary preference of one
hunman bei ng over anot her.

There are, no doubt, wonen, as there are nen, whomequality of
consideration will not satisfy; with whomthere is no peace while
any will or wish is regarded but their own. Such persons are a
proper subject for the |aw of divorce. They are only fit to live

al one, and no hunman bei ngs ought to be conpelled to associate their
lives with them But the | egal subordination tends to make such
characters anbng wonmen nore, rather than less, frequent. If the man
exerts his whol e power, the woman is of course crushed: but if she
is treated with indul gence, and permitted to assunme power, there is
no rule to set limts to her encroachnents. The | aw, not

determ ning her rights, but theoretically allowi ng her none at all,
practically declares that the nmeasure of what she has a right to,
is what she can contrive to get.

The equality of nmarried persons before the law, is not only the
sole node in which that particular relation can be made consi st ent
with justice to both sides, and conducive to the happi ness of both,
but it is the only neans of rendering the daily life of mankind, in
any high sense, a school of noral cultivation. Though the truth may
not be felt or generally acknow edged for generations to cone, the
only school of genuine noral sentiment is society between equals.
The noral education of mankind has hitherto emanated chiefly from
the law of force, and is adapted al nost solely to the relations
which force creates. In the | ess advanced states of society, people
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hardly recognise any relation with their equals. To be an equal is
to be an eneny. Society, fromits highest place to its lowest, is
one long chain, or rather |adder, where every individual is either
above or bel ow his nearest nei ghbour, and wherever he does not
command he nust obey. Existing noralities, accordingly, are mainly
fitted to a relation of command and obedi ence. Yet command and
obedi ence are but unfortunate necessities of human life: society in
equality is its normal state. Already in nmodern |ife, and nore and
nore as it progressively inproves, command and obedi ence becone
exceptional facts in life, equal association its general rule. The
norality of the first ages rested on the obligation to subnit to
power; that of the ages next following, on the right of the weak to
the forbearance and protection of the strong. How nmuch |onger is
one formof society and life to content itself with the norality
nmade for another ? We have had the norality of subm ssion, and the
norality of chivalry and generosity; the time is now cone for the
norality of justice. Wenever, in former ages, any approach has
been made to society in equality, Justice has asserted its clains
as the foundation of virtue. It was thus in the free republics of
antiquity. But even in the best of these, the equals were linmted
to the free male citizens; slaves, wonen, and the unenfranchi sed
resi dents were under the law of force. The joint influence of Roman
civilisation and of Christianity obliterated these distinctions,
and in theory (if only partially in practice) declared the clains
of the human bei ng, as such, to be paranount to those of sex,

class, or social position. The barriers which had begun to be

| evel l ed were raised again by the northern conquests; and the whol e
of nmodern history consists of the slow process by which they have
since been wearing away. W are entering into an order of things in
which justice will again be the primary virtue; grounded as before
on equal, but now al so on synpathetic association; having its root
no longer in the instinct of equals for self protection, but in a
cul tivated synpathy between them and no one being now | eft out,

but an equal neasure being extended to all. It is no novelty that
manki nd do not distinctly foresee their own changes, and that their
sentinents are adapted to past, not to coning ages. To see the
futurity of the species has always been the privilege of the
intellectual elite, or of those who have |learnt fromthem to have
the feelings of that futurity has been the distinction, and usually
the martyrdom of a still rarer elite. Institutions, books,
education, society, all go on training human beings for the old,
long after the new has cone; nmuch nore when it is only com ng. But
the true virtue of human beings is fitness to live together as
equal s; claimng nothing for thensel ves but what they as freely
concede to everyone el se; regarding command of any kind as an
exceptional necessity, and in all cases a tenporary one; and
preferring, whenever possible, the society of those with whom

| eading and following can be alternate and reciprocal. To these
virtues, nothing in life as at present constituted gives

cul tivation by exercise. The fanmily is a school of despotism in
which the virtues of despotism but also its vices, are largely
nourished. Citizenship, in free countries, is partly a school of
society in equality; but citizenship fills only a small place in
nodern life, and does not conme near the daily habits or innpst
sentinents. The fanmily, justly constituted, would be the rea

school of the virtues of freedom It is sure to be a sufficient one
of everything else. It will always be a school of obedience for the
children, of command for the parents. What is needed is, that it
shoul d be a school of synpathy in equality, of living together in

| ove, wi thout power on one side or obedience on the other. This it
ought to be between the parents. It would then be an exercise of
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those virtues which each requires to fit themfor all other

associ ation, and a nodel to the children of the feelings and
conduct which their tenporary training by nmeans of obedience is
desi gned to render habitual, and therefore natural, to them The
noral training of mankind will never be adapted to the conditions
of the life for which all other human progress is a preparation
until they practise in the famly the sane noral rule which is
adapted to the normal constitution of human society. Any sentinent
of freedom which can exist in a man whose nearest and dear est
intimacies, are with those of whom he is absolute master, is not
the genuine or Christian |love of freedom but, what the |ove of
freedomgenerally was in the ancients and in the niddle ages---an
intense feeling of the dignity and i nportance of his own
personality; making himdisdain a yoke for hinself, of which he has
no abhorrence whatever in the abstract, but which he is abundantly
ready to inpose on others for his own interest or glorification

| readily adnmit (and it is the very foundation of ny hopes) that
nunbers of married people even under the present law (in the higher
cl asses of England probably a great mpjority), live in the spirit
of a just law of equality. Laws never would be inproved, if there
were not numerous persons whose noral sentinments are better than
the existing | aws. Such persons ought to support the principles
here advocated; of which the only object is to nmake all other
married couples simlar to what these are now. But persons even of
consi derabl e noral worth, unless they are also thinkers, are very
ready to believe that laws or practices, the evils of which they
have not personally experienced, do not produce any evils, but (if
seening to be generally approved of) probably do good, and that it
is wong to object to them It would, however, be a great nistake
in such married people to suppose, because the | egal conditions of
the tie which unites themdo not occur to their thoughts once in a
twel ve nonth, and because they live and feel in all respects as if
they were legally equals, that the same is the case with all other
married coupl es, wherever the husband is not a notorious ruffian.
To suppose this, would be to show equal ignorance of human nature
and of fact. The less fit a man is for the possession of power--the
less likely to be allowed to exercise it over any person with that
person's voluntary consent--the nore does he hug hinself in the
consci ousness of the power the |aw gives him exact its |ega
rights to the utnost point which custom (the customof nen |ike
hinself) will tolerate, and take pleasure in using the power,
nerely to enliven the agreeabl e sense of possessing it. Wiat is
nore; in the nost naturally brutal and norally uneducated part of
the I ower cl asses, the legal slavery of the woman, and sonething in
the nmerely physical subjection to their will as an instrunent,
causes themto feel a sort of disrespect and contenpt towards their
own wi fe which they do not feel towards any other woman, or any

ot her hunman being, with whomthey cone in contact; and which nakes
her seemto them an appropriate subject for any kind of indignity.
Let an acute observer of the signs of feeling, who has the
requisite opportunities, judge for hinmself whether this is not the
case: and if he finds that it is, |let himnot wonder at any anount
of disgust and indignation that can be felt against institutions
which lead naturally to this depraved state of the human m nd

We shall be told, perhaps, that religion inposes the duty of
obedi ence; as every established fact which is too bad to admt of
any ot her defence, is always presented to us as an injunction of
religion. The Church, it is very true, enjoins it in her
formularies, but it would be difficult to derive any such
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injunction fromChristianity. W are told that St. Paul said,
"Wves, obey your husbands": but he also said, "Slaves, obey your
masters. " It was not St. Paul's business, nor was it consi stent
with his object, the propagation of Christianity, to incite anyone
to rebellion against existing | aws. The Apostle's acceptance of all
social institutions as he found them is no nore to be construed as
a di sapproval of attenpts to inprove themat the proper tinme, than
his declaration, "The powers that be are ordai ned of God, " gives
his sanction to mlitary despotism and to that alone, as the
Christian formof political government, or commands passive
obedience to it. To pretend that Christianity was intended to
stereotype existing fornms of governnent and society, and protect
them agai nst change, is to reduce it to the level of Islamsmor of
Brahminism It is precisely because Christianity has not done this,
that it has been the religion of the progressive portion of

manki nd, and |slam sm Brahm nism etc. have been those of the
stationary portions; or rather (for there is no such thing as a
really stationary society) of the declining portions. There have
been abundance of people, in all ages of Christianity, who tried to
make it sonething of the sanme kind; to convert us into a sort of
Christian Mussul mans, with the Bible for a Koran, prohibiting al

i mprovenent: and great has been their power, and nany have had to
sacrifice their lives in resisting them But they have been
resisted, and the resistance has made us what we are, and wll yet
make us what we are to be.

After what has been said respecting the obligation of obedience, it
is al nost superfluous to say anything concerning the nore speci al
poi nt included in the general one--a woman's right to her own
property; for | need not hope that this treatise can nake any

i mpressi on upon those who need anything to convince themthat a
woman' s i nheritance or gains ought to be as much her own after
marriage as before. The rule is sinple: whatever would be the
husband's or wife's if they were not married, should be under their
excl usive control during narriage; which need not interfere with
the power to tie up property by settlenment, in order to preserve it
for children. Some people are sentinmentally shocked at the idea of
a separate interest in noney natters as inconsistent with the ideal
fusion of two lives into one. For ny own part, | amone of the
strongest supporters of community of goods, when resulting from an
entire unity of feeling in the owners, which makes all things
common between them But | have no relish for a community of goods
resting on the doctrine, that what is nine is yours, but what is
yours is not mne; and | should prefer to decline entering into
such a conpact with anyone, though | were nyself the person to
profit by it.

This particular injustice and oppression to wonen, which is, to
common apprehensi ons, nore obvious than all the rest, admts of
renedy without interfering with any other m schiefs: and there can
belittle doubt that it will be one of the earliest renedied.

Al ready, in many of the new and several of the old States of the
Ameri can Confederation, provisions have been inserted even in the
witten Constitutions, securing to wonmen equality of rights in this
respect: and thereby inproving materially the position, in the
marriage relation, of those wonen at | east who have property, by

| eavi ng them one instrunent of power which they have not signed
away; and preventing al so the scandal ous abuse of the marriage
institution, which is perpetrated when a man entraps a girl into
marrying himw thout a settlenent, for the sole purpose of getting
possessi on of her noney. Wen the support of the fanily depends,
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not on property, but on earnings, the comon arrangenent, by which
the man earns the incone and the w fe superintends the donmestic
expendi ture, seens to nme in general the nost suitable division of

| abour between the two persons. If, in addition to the physica
suffering of bearing children, and the whole responsibility of
their care and education in early years, the wife undertakes the
careful and econonical application of the husband's earnings to the
general confort of the fanly; she takes not only her fair share,
but usually the larger share, of the bodily and nental exertion
required by their joint existence. |If she undertakes any additional
portion, it seldomrelieves her fromthis, but only prevents her
fromperformng it properly. The care which she is herself disabled
fromtaking of the children and the househol d, nobody el se takes;
those of the children who do not die, grow up as they best can, and
the managenent of the household is likely to be so bad, as even in
poi nt of econony to be a great drawback fromthe val ue of the
wife's earnings. In another wise just state of things, it is not,
therefore, | think, a desirable custom that the w fe should
contribute by her labour to the income of the family. In an unjust
state of things, her doing so may be useful to her, by making her
of nmore value in the eyes of the man who is legally her naster;

but, on the other hand, it enables himstill farther to abuse his
power, by forcing her to work, and | eaving the support of the
famly to her exertions, while he spends nost of his tinme in

dri nking and idl eness. The power of earning is essential to the
dignity of a woman, if she has not independent property. But if
marriage were an equal contract, not inplying the obligation of
obedi ence; if the connexion were no | onger enforced to the
oppression of those to whomit is purely a mschief, but a
separation, on just terns (I do not now speak of a divorce), could
be obtai ned by any wonan who was norally entitled to it; and if she
woul d then find all honourable enploynments as freely open to her as
to men; it would not be necessary for her protection, that during
marri age she should make this particular use of her faculties. Like
a man when he chooses a profession, so, when a woman nmarries, it
may in general be understood that she nakes choice of the
managenent of a household, and the bringing up of a fanmly, as the
first call upon her exertions, during as nmany years of her life as
may be required for the purpose; and that she renounces, not al

ot her objects and occupations, but all which are not consistent
with the requirenments of this. The actual exercise, in a habitua

or systematic nmanner, of outdoor occupations, or such as cannot be
carried on at hone, would by this principle be practically
interdicted to the greater nunber of married wonen. But the utnost

| atitude ought to exist for the adaptation of general rules to

i ndividual suitabilities; and there ought to be nothing to prevent
faculties exceptionally adapted to any other pursuit, from obeying
their vocation notw thstanding marri age: due provision being nmade
for supplying otherwi se any falling-short which nmight becone
inevitable, in her full performance of the ordinary functions of
nmstress of a famly. These things, if once opinion were rightly
directed on the subject, nmght with perfect safety be left to be
regul ated by opinion, w thout any interference of |aw.

CHAPTER 1 I'1

On the other point which is involved in the just equality of wonen,
their admissibility to all the functions and occupations hitherto

retai ned as the nonopoly of the stronger sex, | should anticipate
no difficulty in convincing anyone who has gone with ne on the
subj ect of the equality of wonmen in the fanmily. | believe that
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their disabilities el sewhere are only clung to in order to maintain
their subordination in donmestic |life; because the generality of the
mal e sex cannot yet tolerate the idea of living with an equal. Wre
it not for-that, | think that al nost everyone, in the existing
state of opinion in politics and political econony, would admt the
i njustice of excluding half the human race fromthe greater nunber
of lucrative occupations, and fromal nost all high social

functions; ordaining fromtheir birth either that they are not, and
cannot by any possibility becone, fit for enploynents which are
legally open to the stupidest and basest of the other sex, or else
that however fit they may be, those enpl oynments shall be
interdicted to them in order to be preserved for the exclusive
benefit of males. In the last two centuries, when (which was sel dom
the case) any reason beyond the nere existence of the fact was
thought to be required to justify the disabilities of wonen, people
sel dom assi gned as a reason their inferior nental capacity; which
in times when there was a real trial of personal faculties (from
which all wonmen were not excluded) in the struggles of public life,
no one really believed in. The reason given in those days was not
wonen's unfitness, but the interest of society, by which was neant
the interest of nmen: just as the raison d 'etat, neaning the
conveni ence of the governnent, and the support of existing
authority, was deened a sufficient explanation and excuse for the
nost flagitious crines. In the present day, power holds a snoother

| anguage, and whonsoever it oppresses, always pretends to do so for
their own good: accordingly, when anything is forbidden to wonen,

it is thought necessary to say, and desirable to believe, that they
are incapable of doing it, and that they depart fromtheir rea

pat h of success and happi hess when they aspire to it. But to nmake
this reason plausible (I do not say valid), those by whomit is
urged nust be prepared to carry it to a nmuch greater |ength than
anyone ventures to do in the face of present experience. It is not
sufficient to maintain that wonen on the average are less gifted
then nen on the average, with certain of the higher nenta
faculties, or that a smaller nunber of wonen than of nmen are fit
for occupations and functions of the highest intellectual

character. It is necessary to maintain that no wonen at all are fit
for them and that the npst em nent wonen arc inferior in nenta
faculties to the nost medi ocre of the nen on whomthose functions
at present devolve. For if the performance of the function is

deci ded either by conpetition, or by any node of choice which
secures regard to the public interest, there needs be no
apprehension that any inportant enploynments will fall into the
hands of wonen inferior to average nmen, or to the average of their
nal e conpetitors. The only result would be that there would be
fewer wonmen than nen in such enploynents; a result certain to
happen in any case, if only fromthe preference always likely to be
felt by the majority of wonen for the one vocation in which there

i s nobody to conpete with them Now, the nost deternined

depreci ator of wonmen will not venture to deny, that when we add the
experience of recent tines to that of ages past, wonen, and not a
few nmerely, but many wonen, have proved thensel ves capabl e of
everyt hing, perhaps without a single exception, which is done hy
men, and of doing it successfully and creditably. The utnost that
can be said is, that there arc nany things which none of them have
succeeded in doing as well as they have been done by sonme nen--nmany
in which they have not reached the very highest rank. But there are
extrenely few, dependent only on nental faculties, in which they
have not attained the rank next to the highest. |Is not this enough
and much nore than enough, to nmake it a tyranny to them and a
detrinment to society, that they should not be allowed to conpete
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with men for the exercise of these functions ? Is it not a nere
truismto say, that such functions are often filled by nen far |ess
fit for themthan nunbers of wonen, and who woul d be beaten by
wonen in any fair field of conpetition? What difference does it
nmake that there may be nen sonewhere, fully enpl oyed about other
things, who may be still better qualified for the things in
guestion than these wonen? Does not this take place in al
conpetitions? Is there so great a superfluity of nmen fit for high
duties, that society can afford to reject the service of any
conpetent person? Are we so certain of always finding a man made to
our hands for any duty or function of social inportance which falls
vacant, that we | ose nothing by putting a ban upon one half of

manki nd, and refusing beforehand to nake their faculties avail able,
however di stinguished they may be? And even if we could do without
them would it be consistent with justice to refuse to themtheir
fair share of honour and distinction, or to deny to themthe equal
noral right of all hunman beings to choose their occupation (short
of injury to others) according to their own preferences, at their
own risk? Nor is the injustice confined to them it is shared by
those who are in a position to benefit by their services. To ordain
that any kind of persons shall not be physicians, or shall not be
advocates, or shall not be Menbers of Parlianent, is to injure not
themonly, but all who enpl oy physicians or advocates, or elect
Menbers of Parlianment, and who are deprived of the stinmulating

ef fect of greater conpetition on the exertions of the conpetitors,
as well as restricted to a narrower range of individual choice.

It will perhaps be sufficient if | confine nyself, in the details
of nmy argunent, to functions of a public nature: since, if | am
successful as to those, it probably will be readily granted that

wonen shoul d be admissible to all other occupations to which it is
at all material whether they are admtted or not. And here let ne
begi n by marki ng out one function, broadly distinguished from al
others, their right to which is entirely independent of any
guestion which can be raised concerning their faculties. | nmean the
suffrage, both parlianmentary and nunicipal. The right to share in
the choice of those who are to exercise a public trust, is
altogether a distinct thing fromthat of conpeting for the trust
itself. If no one could vote for a Menber of Parlianment who was not
fit to be a candidate, the governnment would be a narrow oligarchy

i ndeed. To have a voice in choosing those by whomone is to be
governed, is a neans of self-protection due to everyone, though he
were to remain for ever excluded fromthe function of governing:
and that wonen are considered fit to have such a choice, nmay be
presuned fromthe fact, that the law already gives it to wonen in
the nost inportant of all cases to thenselves: for the choice of
the man who is to govern a wonman to the end of life, is always
supposed to be voluntarily nmade by herself. In the case of election
to public trusts, it is the business of constitutional law to
surround the right of suffrage with all needful securities and
[imtations; but whatever securities are sufficient in the case of
the male sex, no others need be required in the case of wonen.
Under what ever conditions, and within whatever limts, nmen are
admtted to the suffrage, there is not a shadow of justification
for not admitting wonmen under the sane. The majority of the wonen
of any class are not likely to differ in political opinion fromthe
majority of the men of the sane class, unless the question be one
in which the interests of wonen, as such, are in sone way involved;
and if they are so, wonen require the suffrage, as their guarantee
of just and equal consideration. This ought to be obvious even to

t hose who coincide in no other of the doctrines for which I
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contend. Even if every wonan were a wife, and if every w fe ought
to be a slave, all the nore would these sl aves stand in need of

| egal protection: and we know what | egal protection the sl aves
have, where the laws are nade by their nasters.

Wth regard to the fitness of wonen, not only to participate in

el ections, but thenselves to hold offices or practise professions

i nvol ving inmportant public responsibilities; | have al ready
observed that this consideration is not essential to the practical
guestion in dispute: since any wonman, who succeeds n an open
profession, proves by that very fact that she is qualified for it.
And in the case of public offices, if the political systemof the
country is such as to exclude unfit nmen, it will equally exclude
unfit wonen: while if it is not, there is no additional evil in the
fact that the unfit persons whomit admits nay be either wonmen or
nmen. As long therefore as it is acknow edged that even a few wonen
may be fit for these duties, the |l aws which shut the door on those
exceptions cannot bc justified by any opinion which can be held
respecting the capacities of wonen in general. But, though this

| ast consideration is not essential, it is far from being
irrelevant. An unprejudiced view of it gives additional strength to
the argunents against the disabilities of wonen, and reinforces
them by high considerations of practical utility.

Let us first make entire abstraction of all psychol ogi cal

consi derations tending to show, that any of the nental differences
supposed to exist between wonen and nmen are but the natural effect
of the differences in their education and circunstances, and

i ndicate no radical difference, far less radical inferiority, of
nature. Let us consider wonmen only as they already are, or as they
are known to have been; and the capacities which they have already
practically shown. Wat they have done, that at least, if nothing
else, it is proved that they can do. \When we consi der how

sedul ously they are all trained away from instead of being trained
towards, any of the occupations or objects reserved for nen, it is
evident that | amtaking a very hunble ground for them when | rest
their case on what they have actually achieved. For, in this case,
negative evidence is worth little,-while any positive evidence is
conclusive. It cannot be inferred to be inpossible that a woman
should be a Honer, or an Aristotle, or a Mchael Angelo, or a

Beet hoven, because no woman has yet actually produced works
conparable to theirs in any of those lines of excellence. This
negative fact at nost |eaves the question uncertain, and open to
psychol ogi cal discussion. But it is quite certain that a wonan can
be a Queen Elizabeth, or a Deborah, or a Joan of Arc, since this is
not inference, but fact. Now it is a curious consideration, that
the only things which the existing | aw excl udes wonen from doi ng,
are the things which they have proved that they are able to do.
There is no law to prevent a woman from having witten all the

pl ays of Shakespeare, or conposed all the operas of Myzart. But
Queen Elizabeth or Queen Victoria, had they not inherited the
throne, could not have been entrusted with the small est of the
political duties, of which the forner showed herself equal to the
great est .

I f anything conclusive could be inferred from experience, w thout
psychol ogi cal analysis, it would be that the things which wonen are
not allowed to do are the very ones for which they are peculiarly
qual ified; since their vocation for governnent has nmade its way,
and becone conspi cuous, through the very few opportunities which
have been given; while in the Iines of distinction which apparently
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were freely open to them they have by no nmeans so enminently
di sti ngui shed t hensel ves.

We know how snmal |l a nunber of reigning queens history presents, in
conmparison with that of kings. of this snmaller nunber a far |arger
proportion have shown talents for rule; though many of them have
occupied the throne in difficult periods. It is remarkable, too,
that they have, in a great nunber of instances, been distinguished
by nerits the nost opposite to the inagi nary and conventi onal
character of wonen: they have been as nuch remarked for the
firmess and vigour of their rule, as for its intelligence. Wen,
to queens and enpresses, we add regents, and viceroys of provinces,
the I'ist of wonmen who have been eminent rulers of mankind swells to
a great length.[1] This fact is so undeniable, that soneone, |ong
ago, tried to retort the argunent, and turned the admtted truth
into an additional insult, by saying that queens are better than

ki ngs, because under kings wonen govern, but under queens, nen.

It may seem a waste of reasoning to argue agai nst a bad joke; but
such things do affect people's ninds; and | have heard nmen quote
this saying, with an air as if they thought that there was
sonmething init. At any rate, it will serve as anything, else for

a starting-point in discussion. | say, then, that it is not true
that under kings, wonen govern. Such cases are entirely
exceptional: and weak kings have quite as often governed il

through the influence of male favourites, as of female. Wen a king
is governed by a wonan nerely through his amatory propensities,
good governnent is not probable, though even then there are
exceptions. But French history counts two ki ngs who have
voluntarily given the direction of affairs during many years, the
one to his mother, the other to his sister: one of them Charles
VIIl, was a nere boy, but in doing so he followed the intentions of
his father Louis Xl, the ablest nmonarch of his age. The ot her,

Saint Louis, was the best, and one of the nobst vigorous rulers,
since the time of Charl emagne. Both these princesses ruled in a
manner hardly equall ed by any prince anbng their contenporaries.
The Enperor Charles the Fifth, the nost politic prince of his tineg,
who had as great a nunber of able nen in his service as a ruler
ever had, and was one of the least likely of all sovereigns to
sacrifice his interest to personal feelings, made two princesses of
his fam |y successively Governors of the Netherlands, and kept one
or other of themin that post during his whole life (they were
afterwards succeeded by a third). Both ruled very successfully, and
one of them Margaret of Austria, as one of the ablest politicians
of the age. So nmuch for one side of the question. Now as to the
other. When it is said that under gqueens nmen govern, is the sane
nmeani ng to be understood as when kings are said to be governed by
wonen ? |Is it nmeant that queens choose as their instrunments of
governnent, the associates of their personal pleasures? The case is
rare even with those who are as unscrupul ous on the latter point as
Catherine Il: and it is not in these cases that the good
governnent, alleged to arise frommale influence, is to be found.

If it be true, then, that the admnistration is in the hands of
better men under a queen than under an average king, it nust be
that queens have a superior capacity for choosing them and wonen
nust be better qualified than nmen both for the position of
sovereign, and for that of chief nminister; for the principal
business of a Prine Mnister is not to govern in person, but to
find the fittest persons to conduct every departnent of public
affairs. The nore rapid insight into character, which is one of the
admtted points of superiority in wonmen over nmen, nust certainly
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nmake them with anything like parity of qualifications in other
respects, nore apt than nmen in that choice of instrunments, which is
nearly the nost inportant business of everyone who has to do with
gover ni ng nanki nd. Even the unprincipled Catherine de Medici could
feel the value of a Chancellor de |'Hopital. But it is also true
that nost great queens have been great by their own talents for
governnent, and have been well served precisely for that reason
They retained the suprene direction of affairs in their own hands:
and if they |listened to good advisers, they gave by that fact the
strongest proof that their judgnent fitted themfor dealing with
the great questions of governnent.

Is it reasonable to think that those who are fit for the greater
functions of politics, are incapable of qualifying thenselves for
the less? |Is there any reason in the nature of things, that the

wi ves and sisters of princes should, whenever called on, be found
as conpetent as the princes thenselves to their business, but that
the wi ves and sisters of statesnen, and adm ni strators, and
directors of conpani es, and managers of public institutions, should
be unable to do what is done by their brothers and husbands? The
real reason is plain enough; it is that princesses, being nore

rai sed above the generality of men by their rank than placed bel ow
them by their sex, have never been taught that it was inproper for
themto concern thenselves with politics; but have been allowed to
feel the liberal interest natural to any cultivated hunman being, in
the great transactions which took place around them and in which
they might be called on to take a part. The | adies of reigning
famlies are the only wonen who are allowed the sane range of
interests and freedom of devel opnent as nen; and it is precisely in
their case that there is not found to be any inferiority. Exactly
where and in proportion as wonen's capacities for governnent have
been tried, in that proportion have they been found adequate.

This fact is in accordance with the best general conclusions which
the world's inperfect experience seens as yet to suggest,
concerning the peculiar tendencies and aptitudes characteristic of
wonen, as wonen have hitherto been. | do not say, as they wll
continue to be; for, as | have already said nore than once, |
consider it presunption in anyone to pretend to deci de what wonen
are or are not, can or cannot be, by natural constitution. They
have al ways hitherto been kept, as far as regards spontaneous

devel oprment, in so unnatural a state, that their nature cannot but
have been greatly distorted and di sgui sed; and no one can safely
pronounce that if wonen's nature were left to choose its direction
as freely as nen's, and if no artificial bent were attenpted to be
given to it except that required by the conditions of human
society, and given to both sexes alike, there would be any materi al
di fference, or perhaps any difference at all, in the character and
capacities which would unfold thenselves. | shall presently show,
that even the | east contestable of the differences which now exi st,
are such as nay very well have been produced nerely by
circunmstances, w thout any difference of natural capacity. But,

| ooki ng at wonmen as they are known in experience, it nay be said of
them with nore truth than belongs to npst other generalisations on
the subject, that the general bent of their talents is towards the
practical. This statenent is conformable to all the public history
of wonmen, in the present and the past. It is no | ess borne out by
common and daily experience. Let us consider the special nature of
the nmental capacities nobst characteristic of a wonan of talent.
They are all of a kind which fits themfor practice, and nmakes them
tend towards it. Wiat is nmeant by a woman's capacity of intuitive
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perception? It neans, a rapid and correct insight into present
fact. It has nothing to do with general principles. Nobody ever
perceived a scientific |law of nature by intuition, nor arrived at

a general rule of duty or prudence by it. These are results of slow
and careful collection and conparison of experience; and neither
the men nor the wonmen. of intuition usually shine in this
departnment, unl ess, indeed, the experience necessary is such as
they can acquire by thenmselves. For what is called their intuitive
sagacity makes them peculiarly apt in gathering such general truths
as can be collected fromtheir individual nmeans of observation
When, consequently, they chance to be as well provided as nen are
with the results of other people's experience, by reading and
education (I use the word chance advisedly, for, in respect to the
know edge that tends to fit themfor the greater concerns of life,
the only educated wonen are the self-educated) they are better
furnished than nen in general with the essential requisites of

skil ful and successful practice. Men who have been nmuch taught, are
apt to be deficient in the sense of present fact; they do not see,
in the facts which they are called upon to deal with, what is
really there, but what they have been taught to expect. This is

sel domthe case with wonen of any ability. Their capacity of
"intuition" preserves themfromit. Wth equality of experience and
of general faculties, a woman usually sees much nore than a man of
what is inmediately before her. Now this sensibility to the
present, is the main quality on which the capacity for practice, as
di stingui shed fromtheory, depends. To discover general principles,
bel ongs to the specul ative faculty: to discern and discrinmnate the
particul ar cases in which they are and are not applicable,
constitutes practical talent: and for this, wonen as they now are
have a peculiar aptitude. | admt that there can be no good
practice wi thout principles, and that the predoni nant place which
gui ckness of observation holds anong a worman's faculties, nmakes her
particularly apt to build overhasty generalisations upon her own
observation; though at the sane tinme no less ready in rectifying
those generalisations, as her observation takes a w der range. But
the corrective to this defect, is access to the experience of the
hunman race; general know edge--exactly the thing which education
can best supply. A wonman's nistakes are specifically those of a

cl ever sel f-educated nman, who often sees what nen trained in
routine do not see, but falls into errors for want of know ng

t hi ngs whi ch have | ong been known. O course he has acquired rmuch
of the pre-existing know edge, or he could not have got on at all;
but what he knows of it he has picked up in fragnents and at

random as wonen do.

But this gravitation of wonmen's nminds to the present, to the real
to actual fact, while in its exclusiveness it is a source of
errors, is also a nost useful counteractive of the contrary error
The principal and nost characteristic aberration of speculative

nm nds as such, consists precisely in the deficiency of this lively
perception and ever-present sense of objective fact. For want of
this, they often not only overl ook the contradiction which outward
facts oppose to their theories, but |lose sight of the legitinate
pur pose of specul ation altogether, and let their specul ative
faculties go astray into regions not peopled with real beings,
animate or inanimte, even idealised, but with personified shadows
created by the illusions of nmetaphysics or by the nere entangl enent
of words, and think these shadows the proper objects of the

hi ghest, the nost transcendant, philosophy. Hardly anything can be
of greater value to a man of theory and specul ati on who enpl oys
hinself not in collecting materials of know edge by observati on,
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but in working themup by processes of thought into conprehensive
truths of science and | aws of conduct, than to carry on his
specul ati ons in the conpani onship, and under the criticism of a
real ly superior woman. There is nothing conparable to it for
keeping his thoughts within the linits of real things, and the
actual facts of nature. A wonman seldomruns wild after an
abstraction. The habitual direction of her nmnd to dealing with
things as individuals rather than in groups, and (what is closely
connected with it) her nore lively interest in the present feelings
of persons, which nmakes her consider first of all, in anything
which clainms to be applied to practice, in what manner persons will
be affected by it-- these two things make her extrenely unlikely to
put faith in any specul ation which | oses sight of individuals, and
deals with things as if they existed for the benefit of sone

i magi nary entity, some nere creation of the mnd, not resolvable
into the feelings of living beings. Wnen's thoughts are thus as
useful in giving reality to those of thinking nmen, as nen's
thoughts in giving width and | argeness to those of wormen. In depth,
as distinguished frombreadth, | greatly doubt if even now, wonen,
conpared with nen, are at any di sadvant age.

If the existing nmental characteristics of wonen are thus val uabl e
even in aid of speculation, they are still nore inportant, when
specul ati on has done its work, for carrying out the results of
specul ation into practice. For the reasons already given, wonen are
conparatively unlikely to fall into the conmon error of nen, that

of sticking to their rules in a case whose specialities either take
it out of the class to which the rules are applicable, or require

a special adaptation of them Let us now consider another of the
adm tted superiorities of clever wonen, greater quickness of
apprehension. Is not this pre- enminently a quality which fits a
person for practice ? In action, everything continually depends
upon deciding pronptly. In speculation, nothing does. A nere
thinker can wait, can take tinme to consider, can collect additiona
evi dence; he is not obliged to conplete his phil osophy at once,

| est the opportunity should go by. The power of drawi ng the best
concl usi on possible frominsufficient data is not indeed useless in
phi |l osophy; the construction of a provisional hypothesis consistent
with all known facts is often the needful basis for further

inquiry. But this faculty is rather serviceable in philosophy, than
the main qualification for it: and, for the auxiliary as well as
for the main operation, the phil osopher can allow hinself any tine
he pleases. He is in no need of the capacity of doing rapidly what
he does; what he rather needs is patience, to work on slowy unti

i mperfect lights have beconme perfect, and a conjecture has ripened
into a theorem For those, on the contrary, whose business is with
the fugitive and perishable--with individual facts, not kinds of
facts--rapidity of thought is a qualification next only in

i mportance to the power of thought itself. He who has not his
faculties under i mredi ate command, in the contingencies of action,
nm ght as well not have themat all. He may be fit to criticise, but
he is not fit to act. Nowit is in this that wonen, and the nen who
are nost |ike wonen, confessedly excel. The other sort of man,
however pre-eminent may be his faculties, arrives slowy at

compl ete command of them rapidity of judgnment and pronptitude of
judicious action, even in the things he knows best, are the gradua
and late result of strenuous effort grown into habit.

It will be said, perhaps, that the greater nervous susceptibility

of wonmen is a disqualification for practice, in anything but
domestic life, by rendering them nobile, changeable, too vehenently
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under the influence of the nonent, incapable of dogged
perseverance, unequal and uncertain in the power of using their
faculties. | think that these phrases sumup the greater part of
the objections comonly nade to the fitness of wonen for the higher
class of serious business. Mich of all this is the nere overfl ow of
nervous energy run to waste, and woul d cease when the energy was
directed to a definite end. Much is also the result of conscious or
unconsci ous cultivation; as we see by the alnpbst tota

di sappearance of "hysterics" and fainting-fits, since they have
gone out of fashion. Moreover, when people are brought up, |ike
many woren of the higher classes (though | ess so in our own country
than any other), a kind of hot-house plants, shielded fromthe

whol esone vicissitudes of air and tenperature, and untrained in any
of the occupations and exerci ses which give stinmulus and

devel oprment to the circulatory and nuscul ar system while their
nervous system especially in its enotional departnent, is kept in
unnaturally active play; it is no wonder if those of them who do
not die of consunption, grow up with constitutions liable to
derangenment from slight causes, both internal and external, and

wi thout stamina to support any task, physical or nental, requiring
continuity of effort. But wonen brought up to work for their

i veli hood show none of these norbid characteristics, unless indeed
they are chained to an excess of sedentary work in confined and
unheal thy roons. Wonen who in their early years have shared in the
heal t hful physical education and bodily freedom of their brothers,
and who obtain a sufficiency of pure air and exercise in
after-life, very rarely have any excessive susceptibility of nerves
whi ch can disqualify themfor active pursuits. There is indeed a
certain proportion of persons, in both sexes, in whom an unusual
degree of nervous sensibility is constitutional, and of so narked

a character as to be the feature of their organi sation which

exerci ses the greatest influence over the whole character of the
vital phenonena. This constitution, |ike other physical
conformations, is hereditary, and is transnitted to sons as well as
daughters; but it is possible, and probable, that the nervous
tenperanent (as it is called) is inherited by a greater nunber of
worren than of nmen. We will assume this as a fact: and let nme then
ask, are nmen of nervous tenperanent found to be unfit for the
duties and pursuits usually followed by nen? If not, why should
wonen of the sane tenperanment be unfit for thenf? The peculiarities
of the tenperanent are, no doubt, within certain linmts, an
obstacle to success in sone enploynments, though an aid to it in

ot hers. But when the occupation is suitable to the tenperanent, and
soneti mes even when it is unsuitable, the nost brilliant exanples
of success are continually given by the nmen of high nervous
sensibility. They are distinguished in their practical
mani f estations chiefly by this, that being susceptible of a higher
degree of excitenent than those of another physical constitution,
their powers when excited differ nore than in the case of other
peopl e, fromthose shown in their ordinary state: they are raised,
as it were, above thenselves, and do things with ease which they
are wholly incapable of at other tines. But this |ofty excitenent
is not, except in weak bodily constitutions, a nere flash, which
passes away i nmedi ately, |eaving no permanent traces, and

i nconpatible with persistent and steady pursuit of an object. It is
the character of the nervous tenperanent to be capabl e of sustai ned
excitenment, hol ding out through |Iong-continued efforts. It is what
is meant by spirit. It is what makes the high-bred racehorse run

wi t hout sl ackening speed till he drops down dead. It is what has
enabl ed so many delicate wonen to maintain the nost subline
constancy not only at the stake, but through a long prelininary
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succession of nental and bodily tortures. It is evident that people
of this tenperanment are particularly apt for what nay be called the
executive departnent of the |eadership of nmankind. They are the
material of great orators, great preachers, inpressive diffusers of
noral influences. Their constitution might be deened | ess
favourable to the qualities required froma statesman in the
cabinet, or froma judge. It would be so, if the consequence
necessarily followed that because people are excitable they nust
always be in a state of excitenent. But this is wholly a question
of training. Strong feeling is the instrument and el ement of strong
self-control: but it requires to be cultivated in that direction
When it is, it fornms not the heroes of inmpulse only, but those al so
of sel f-conquest. History and experience prove that the nost

passi onate characters are the nost fanatically rigid in their
feelings of duty, when their passion has been trained to act in
that direction. The judge who gives a just decision in a case where
his feelings are intensely interested on the other side, derives
fromthat sanme strength of feeling the deternined sense of the
obligation of justice, which enables himto achieve this victory
over himself. The capability of that |ofty enthusiasmwhich takes
the human being out of his every-day character, reacts upon the
daily character itself. Hi s aspirations and powers when he is in
this exceptional state, becone the type with which he conpares, and
by which he estimates, his sentinents and proceedi ngs at other
times: and his habitual purposes assune a character noul ded by and
assimlated to the nonents of |ofty excitenent, although those,
fromthe physical nature of a human being, can only be transient.
Experience of races, as well as of individuals, does not show those
of excitable tenperanent to be less fit, on the average, either for
specul ation or practice, than the nore unexcitable. The French, and
the Italians, are undoubtedly by nature nore nervously excitable
than the Teutonic races, and, conpared at |least with the English
they have a much greater habitual and daily enotional |ife: but
have they been | ess great in science, in public business, in |egal
and judicial em nence, or in war? There is abundant evi dence that
the Greeks were of old, as their descendants and successors still
are, one of the nost excitable of the races of mankind. It is
superfluous to ask, what anobng the achi evenents of nmen they did not
excel in. The Romans, probably, as an equally southern people, had
the sanme original tenperanment: but the stern character of their
national discipline, |ike that of the Spartans, made them an
exanpl e of the opposite type of national character; the greater
strength of their natural feelings being chiefly apparent in the
intensity which the sane original tenperanment made it possible to
give to the artificial. If these cases exenplify what a naturally
excitabl e people may be made, the Irish Celts afford one of the

apt est exanpl es of what they are when left to thenselves; (if those
can be said to be left to thensel ves who have been for centuries
under the indirect influence of bad governnent, and the direct
training of a Catholic hierarchy and of a sincere belief in the
Catholic religion). The Irish character nust be consi dered,
therefore, as an unfavourabl e case: yet, whenever the circunstances
of the individual have been at all favourable, what people have
shown greater capacity for the nost varied and nultifarious

i ndi vi dual em nence? Like the French conpared with the English, the
Irish with the Swiss, the Greeks or Italians conpared with the
German races, so wonmen conpared with men may be found, on the
average, to do the sanme things with sonme variety in the particul ar
ki nd of excellence. But, that they would do themfully as well on
the whole, if their education and cultivation were adapted to
correcting instead of aggravating the infirmties incident to their
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tenperanent, | see not the snallest reason to doubt.

Supposing it, however, to be true that wonen's minds are by nature
nore nobil e than those of men, |ess capable of persisting long in
the same continuous effort, nore fitted for dividing their
faculties anong many things than for travelling in any one path to
the hi ghest point which can be reached by it: this may be true of
wonen as they now are (though not without great and nunerous
exceptions), and may account for their having renai ned behind the
hi ghest order of nen in precisely the things in which this
absorption of the whole mind in one set of ideas and occupations
nmay seemto be nost requisite. Still, this difference is one which
can only affect the kind of excellence, not the excellence itself,
or its practical worth: and it renmains to be shown whether this
excl usi ve working of a part of the mnd, this absorption of the
whol e thinking faculty in a single subject, and concentration of it
on a single work, is the normal and healthful condition of the
hunman faculties, even for specul ative uses. | believe that what is
gai ned in special developnent by this concentration, is lost in the
capacity of the mnd for the other purposes of life; and even in
abstract thought, it is ny decided opinion that the m nd does nore
by frequently returning to a difficult problem than by sticking to
it without interruption. For the purposes, at all events, of
practice, fromits highest to its hunbl est departnments, the
capacity of passing pronptly from one subject of consideration to
another, without letting the active spring of the intellect run
down between the two, is a power far nore val uable; and this power
wonen pre-eninently possess, by virtue of the very nobility of

whi ch they are accused. They perhaps have it fromnature, but they
certainly have it by training and education; for nearly the whole
of the occupations of wonmen consist in the managenent of small but
mul titudi nous details, on each of which the m nd cannot dwell even
for a minute, but nmust pass on to other things, and if anything
requi res | onger thought, nust steal tine at odd nonents for
thinking of it. The capacity indeed which wonen show for doing
their thinking in circunmstances and at tinmes which al nbst any nan
woul d make an excuse to hinself for not attenpting it, has often
been noticed: and a wonman's mind, though it may be occupi ed only
with small things, can hardly ever permt its elf to be vacant, as
a man's so often is when not engaged in what he chooses to consider
the business of his Iife. The business of a woman's ordinary life
is things in general, and can as little cease to go on as the world
to go round.

But (it is said) there is anatom cal evidence of the superior

mental capacity of nen conpared with wonen: they have a |arger
brain. | reply, that in the first place the fact itself is
doubtful. It is by no nmeans established that the brain of a woman
is snaller than that of a man. If it is inferred nmerely because a
woman' s bodily frame generally is of |ess dinensions than a nman's,
this criterion would lead to strange consequences. A tall and

| ar ge- boned man nmust on this showing be wonderfully superior in
intelligence to a snall man, and an el ephant or a whal e nust
prodi gi ously excel nankind. The size of the brain in hunan bei ngs,
anatom sts say, varies nmuch less than the size of the body, or even
of the head, and the one cannot be at all inferred fromthe other.
It is certain that some wonen have as large a brain as any man. |t
is within ny know edge that a man who had wei ghed many hunan

brai ns, said that the heavi est he knew of, heavier even than
Cuvier's (the heaviest previously recorded), was that of a wonan.
Next, | nust observe that the precise relation which exists between
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the brain and the intellectual powers is not yet well understood,
but is a subject of great dispute. That there is a very close

rel ati on we cannot doubt. The brain is certainly the nmaterial organ
of thought and feeling: and (naking abstraction of the great
unsettl ed controversy respecting the appropriation of different
parts of the brain to different nental faculties) | adnmit that it
woul d be an anonaly, and an exception to all we know of the general
laws of life and organisation, if the size of the organ were wholly
indifferent to the function; if no accession of power were derived
fromthe great nagnitude of the instrunent. But the exception and
the anonmaly would be fully as great if the organ exercised

i nfluence by its nmagnitude only. In all the nore delicate
operations of nature--of which those of the animated creation are
the nost delicate, and those of the nervous systemby far the nost
delicate of these--differences in the effect depend as nuch on

di fferences of quality in the physical agents, as on their

gquantity: and if the quality of an instrument is to be tested hy
the nicety and delicacy of the work it can do, the indications
point to a greater average fineness of quality in the brain and
nervous system of wonen than of nmen. Dism ssing abstract difference
of quality, a thing difficult to verify, the efficiency of an organ
is known to depend not solely on its size but on its activity: and
of this we have an approximate neasure in the energy with which the
bl ood circulates through it, both the stimulus and the reparative
force being mainly dependent on the circulation. It would not be
surprising-- it is indeed an hypot hesis which accords well with the
di fferences actually observed between the nental operations of the
two sexes--if nmen on the average shoul d have the advantage in the
size of the brain, and wonen in activity of cerebral circulation.
The results which conjecture, founded on anal ogy, would lead us to
expect fromthis difference of organisation, would correspond to
some of those which we nost comonly see. In the first place, the
nmental operations of nen m ght be expected to be slower. They would
neither be so pronpt as wonen in thinking, nor so quick to feel
Large bodies take nore tine to get into full action. on the other
hand, when once got thoroughly into play, nen's brain would bear
nore work. It would be nore persistent in the line first taken; it
woul d have nore difficulty in changing fromone node of action to
another, but, in the one thing it was doing, it could go on |onger
wi t hout | oss of power or sense of fatigue. And do we not find that
the things in which nmen nost excel wonen are those which require
nost pl oddi ng and | ong hamrering at a single thought, while wonen
do best what nust be done rapidly ? A wonman's brain is sooner
fatigued, sooner exhausted; but given the degree of exhaustion, we
shoul d expect to find that it would recover itself sooner. | repeat
that this speculation is entirely hypothetical; it pretends to no
nore than to suggest a line of inquiry. | have before repudi ated
the notion of its being yet certainly known that there is any
natural difference at all in the average strength or direction of
the nmental capacities of the two sexes, nmuch | ess what that
difference is. Nor is it possible that this should be known, so

| ong as the psychol ogical |aws of the formation of character have
been so little studied, even in a general way, and in the
particul ar case never scientifically applied at all; so long as the
nost obvi ous external causes of difference of character are

habi tual | y di sregarded--1eft unnoticed by the observer, and | ooked
down upon with a kind of supercilious contenpt by the preval ent
school s both of natural history and of nental philosophy: who,

whet her they | ook for the source of what nainly distinguishes human
bei ngs fromone another, in the world of matter or in that of
spirit, agree in running down those who prefer to explain these
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di fferences by the different relations of hunan beings to society
and life.

To so ridiculous an extent are the notions formed of the nature of
wonen, nere enpirical generalisations, framed, w thout phil osophy
or analysis, upon the first instances which present thenselves,

that the popular idea of it is different in different countries,
accordi ng as the opinions and social circunstances of the country
have given to the wonen living in it any speciality of devel opnment
or non-devel opnent. An oriental thinks that wonen are by nature
peculiarly vol uptuous; see the violent abuse of themon this ground
in Hi ndoo witings. An Englishman usually thinks that they are by
nature col d. The sayi ngs about wonen's fickl eness are nostly of
French origin; fromthe fanmous distich of Francis the First, upward
and downward. In England it is a common renark, how nmuch nore
constant wonen are than nmen. |nconstancy has been | onger reckoned
di screditable to a woman, in England than in France; and
Engl i shwonmen are besides, in their innost nature, nmuch nore subdued
to opinion. It nmay be remarked by the way, that Englishnen are in
pecul i arly unfavourabl e circunstances for attenpting to judge what
is or is not natural, not merely to wonen, but to nmen, or to human
bei ngs altogether, at least if they have only English experience to
go upon: because there is no place where human nature shows so
little of its original |ineanments. Both in a good and a bad sense,
the English are farther froma state of nature than any other
nodern people. They are, nore than any other people, a product of
civilisation and discipline. England is the country in which social
di sci pli ne has nost succeeded, not so nmuch in conquering, as in
suppressing, whatever is liable to conflict with it. The English
nore than any ot her people, not only act but feel according to
rule. In other countries, the taught opinion, or the requirenent of
society, may be the stronger power, but the pronptings of the

i ndi vidual nature are always visible under it, and often resisting
it: rule may be stronger than nature, but nature is still there. In
Engl and, rule has to a great degree substituted itself for nature.
The greater part of life is carried on, not by follow ng

i nclination under the control of rule, but by having no inclination
but that of following a rule. Now this has its good side doubtl ess,
though it has also a wetchedly bad one; but it nust render an
Engl i shman peculiarly ill-qualified to pass a judgnent on the
ori gi nal tendencies of human nature from his own experience. The
errors to which observers el sewhere are |iable on the subject, are
of a different character. An Englishman is ignorant respecting
hunman nature, a Frenchman is prejudiced. An Englishnman's errors are
negative, a Frenchman's positive. An Englishman fancies that things
do not exist, because he never sees them a Frenchman thinks they
nust al ways and necessarily exist, because he does see them An
Engl i shman does not know nature, because he has had no opportunity
of observing it; a Frenchnan generally knows a great deal of it,

but often m stakes it, because he has only seen it sophisticated
and distorted. For the artificial state superinduced by society

di sgui ses the natural tendencies of the thing which is the subject
of observation, in two different ways: by extinguishing the nature,
or by transformng it. In the one case there is but a starved

resi duum of nature renaining to be studied; in the other case there
is much, but it may have expanded in any direction rather than that
in which it would spontaneously grow.

| have-said that it cannot now be known how rmuch of the existing

ment al differences between nen and wonen is natural and how nuch
artificial; whether there are any natural differences at all; or,
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supposing all artificial causes of difference to be wthdrawn, what
natural character would be revealed | amnot about to attenpt what

| have pronounced inpossible: but doubt does not forbid conjecture,
and where certainty is unattainable, there may yet be the neans of
arriving at sone degree of probability. The first point, the origin
of the differences actually observed, is the one nost accessible to
specul ation; and | shall attenpt to approach it, by the only path
by which it can be reached; by tracing the nmental consequences of
external influences. W cannot isolate a human being fromthe
circunmstances of his condition, so as to ascertain experinentally
what he woul d have been by nature. but we can consider what he is,
and what his circunstances have been, and whet her the one woul d
have been capabl e of producing the other.

Let us take, then, the only marked case which observation affords,
of apparent inferiority of wonen to nmen, if we except the nerely
physi cal one of bodily strength. No production in philosophy,
science, or art, entitled to the first rank, has been the work of
a woman. |s there any node of accounting for this, wthout
supposi ng that wonmen are naturally incapabl e of producing thenf

In the first place, we may fairly question whether experience has
af forded sufficient grounds for an induction. It is scarcely three
generations since wonen, saving very rare exceptions have begun to
try their capacity in philosophy, science, or art. It is only in
the present generation that their attenpts have been at al
nunerous; and they are even now extrenely few, everywhere but in
Engl and and France. It is a relevant question, whether a nind
possessing the requisites of first rate eminence in speculation or
creative art could have been expected, on the nere cal cul ati on of
chances, to turn up during that |apse of tinme, anbng the wonen
whose tastes and personal position adnmitted of their devoting
thensel ves to these pursuits In all things which there has yet been
time for--in all but the very highest grades in the scal e of
excel l ence, especially in the departnment in which they have been

| ongest engaged, literature (both prose and poetry)--wonen have
done quite as nuch, have obtained fully as high prizes and as many
of them as could be expected fromthe length of tinme and the
nunber of conpetitors. If we go back to the earlier period when
very few wonen nade the attenpt, yet sone of those few made it with
di sti ngui shed success. The Greeks al ways accounted Sappho anobng
their great poets; and we nay well suppose that Myrtis, said to
have been the teacher of Pindar, and Corinna, who five tines bore
away fromhimthe prize of poetry, nust at |east have had
sufficient nerit to admt of being conpared with that great nane.
Aspasi a did not |eave any philosophical witings; but it is an
adm tted fact that Socrates resorted to her for instruction, and
avowed hinself to have obtained it.

|f we consider the works of wonen in nodemtines, and contrast them
with those of nmen, either in the literary or the artistic
departnment, such inferiority as nmay be observed resol ves itself
essentially into one thing: but that is a nost material one;
deficiency of originality. Not total deficiency; for every
production of mnd which is of any substantive val ue, has an
originality of its own--is a conception of the nmind itself, not a
copy of sonething else. Thoughts original, in the sense of being
unbor r owed- - of being derived fromthe thinker's own observations or
intell ectual processes--are abundant in the witings of wonmen. But
they have not yet produced any of those great and | uni nous new

i deas which forman era in thought, nor those fundanentally new
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conceptions in art, which open a vista of possible effects not

bef ore thought of, and found a new school. Their conpositions are
nostly grounded on the existing fund of thought, and their
creations do-not deviate widely fromexisting types. This is the
sort of inferiority which their works manifest: for in point of
execution, in the detailed application of thought, and the
perfection of style, there is no inferiority. Qur best novelists in
poi nt of conposition, and of the managenent of detail, have nostly
been wonen; and there is not in all nodern literature a nore

el oquent vehicle of thought than the style of Madane de Stael, nor,
as a specinen of purely artistic excellence, anything superior to
the prose of Madane Sand, whose style acts upon the nervous system
i ke a synphony of Haydn or Mozart. High originality of conception
is, as | have said, what is chiefly wanting. And now to exam ne if
there is any manner in which this deficiency can be accounted for.

Let us renenber, then, so far as regards nere thought, that during
all that period in the world' s existence, and in the progress of
cultivation, in which great and fruitful new truths | could be
arrived at by nere force of genius, with little precious study and
accumul ati on of know edge--during all that tinme wonen did not
concern thensel ves with speculation at all. Fromthe days of
Hypatia to those of the Reformation, the illustrious Heloisa is

al nrost the only wonman to whom any such achi evenent ni ght have been
possi bl e; and we know not how great a capacity of speculation in
her may have been lost to mankind by the misfortunes of her life.
Never since any considerabl e nunber of wonen have began to

cul tivate serious thought, has originality been possible on easy
terms. Nearly all the thoughts which can be reached by nere
strength of original faculties, have |ong since been arrived at;
and originality, in any high sense of the word, is now scarcely
ever attained but by minds which have undergone el aborate

di scipline, and are deeply versed in the results of previous
thinking. It is M. Maurice, | think, who has remarked on the
present age, that its nost original thinkers are those who have
known nost thoroughly what had been thought by their; predecessors:
and this will always henceforth be the case. Every fresh stone in
the edifice has nowto be placed on the top of so many ot hers, that
a long process of clinbing, and of carrying up materials, has to be
gone through by whoever aspires to take a share in the present
stage of the work. How many wonen are there who have gone through
any such process ? Ms. Sonerville, alone perhaps of wonen, knows
as much of mathematics as is now needful for making any

consi derabl e mat hemati cal discovery: is it any proof of inferiority
in wonen, that she has not happened to be one of the two or three
persons who in her |ifetine have associated their nanmes with sone
stri ki ng advancenent of the science? Two wonen, since political
econony has been nmade a science, have known enough of it to wite
usefully on the subject: of how nmany of the innunerable nmen who
have witten on it during the sane tine, is it possible with truth
to say nore? If no woman has hitherto been a great historian, what
woman has had the necessary erudition? If no wonan is a great
phil ol ogi st, what worman has studied Sanscrit and Slavonic, the
Gothic of U phila and the Persic of the Zendavesta? Even in
practical matters we all know what is the value of the originality
of untaught geniuses. It neans, inventing over again inits

rudi mentary form sonething already i nvented and i nproved upon by
many successive inventors. \Wen wonen have had the preparation
which all nmen nowrequire to be enminently original, it will be tine
enough to begin judging by experience of their capacity for
originality.
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It no doubt often happens that a person, who has not wi dely and
accurately studied the thoughts of others on a subject, has by
natural sagacity a happy intuition, which he can suggest, but
cannot prove, which yet when natured may be an inportant addition
to know edge: but even then, no justice can be done to it unti

sonme ot her person, who does possess the previous acquirenents,
takes it in hand, tests it, gives it a scientific or practical

form and fits it into its place anbng the existing truths of

phil osophy or science. Is it supposed that such felicitous thoughts
do not occur to wonen? They occur by hundreds to every wonman of
intellect. But they are nostly lost, for want of a husband or
friend who has the other know edge which can enable himto estinmate
them properly and bring them before the world: and even when they
are brought before it, they generally appear as his ideas, not
their real author's. Who can tell how many of the nost origina
thoughts put forth by nmale witers, belong to a woman by
suggestion, to thenselves only by verifying and working out ? If |
may judge by my own case, a very large proportion indeed.

If we turn frompure speculation to literature in the narrow sense
of the term and the fine arts, there is.a very obvi ous reason why
wonen's literature is, in its general conception and in its main
features, an inmtation of nen's. Wiy is the Roman literature, as
critics proclaimto satiety, not original, but an imtation of the
Greek ? Sinply because the Greeks cane first. If wonmen lived in a
di fferent country fromnen, and had never read any of their
witings, they would have had a literature of their own. As it is,
they have not created one, because they found a highly advanced
literature already created. If there had been no suspension of the
know edge of antiquity, or if the Renai ssance had occurred before
the Gothic cathedrals were built, they never woul d have been built.
W see that, in France and Italy, imtation of the ancient
literature stopped the original devel opnent even after it had
commenced. All women who wite are pupils of the great nale
witers. A painter's early pictures, even if he be a Raffaello, are
undi stingui shable in style fromthose of his master. Even a Mozart
does not display his powerful originality in his earliest pieces.
What years are to a gifted individual, generations are to a nmss.
If women's literature is destined to have a different collective
character fromthat of nen, depending on any difference of natura
tendenci es, much longer tine is necessary than has yet el apsed,
before it can emancipate itself fromthe influence of accepted
nodel s, and guide itself by its own inpulses. But if, as | believe,
there will not prove to be any natural tendencies conmopn to wonen,
and di stinguishing their genius fromthat of men, yet every

i ndi vidual witer anpbng them has her individual tendencies, which
at present are still subdued by the influence of precedent and
exanple: and it will require generations nore, before their
individuality is sufficiently devel oped to make head agai nst that

i nfl uence.

It isinthe fine arts, properly so called, that the prinma facie
evi dence of inferior original powers in wonen at first sight
appears the strongest: since opinion (it may be said) does not
exclude them fromthese, but rather encourages them and their
education, instead of passing over this departnent, is in the

af fluent classes mainly conposed of it. Yet in this line of
exertion they have fallen still nore short than in many others, of
the hi ghest eninence attained by nen. This shortcom ng, however,
needs no other explanation than the famliar fact, nore universally
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true in the fine arts than in anything else; the vast superiority
of professional persons over amateurs. Wnen in the educated

cl asses are al npbst universally taught nore or | ess of some branch
or other of the fine arts, but not that they may gain their living
or their social consequence by it. Wnen artists are all amateurs.
The exceptions are only of the kind which confirmthe general

truth. Wenen. are taught nusic, | but not for the purpose of
conmposi ng, only of executing it: and accordingly it is only as
conmposers, that nen, in nusic, are superior to wonen. The only one
of the fine arts which wonen do follow, to any extent, as a

prof essi on, and an occupation for life, is the histrionic; and in
that they are confessedly equal, if not superior, to nmen. To nake
the conparison fair, it should be nade between the productions of
wonen in any branch of art, and those of nen not following it as a
profession. In nusical conposition, for exanple, wonen surely have
produced fully as good things as have ever been produced by mal e
amateurs. There are now a few wonen, a very few, who practise

pai nting as a profession, and these are already beginning to show
quite as rmuch talent as could be expected. Even nal e painters (pace
M. Ruskin) have not nade any very remarkable figure these | ast
centuries, and it will be long before they do so. The reason why
the old painters were so greatly superior to the nodern, is that a
greatly superior class of nmen applied thenselves to the art. In the
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries the Italian painters were the
nost acconplished nmen of their age. The greatest of themwere nen
of encycl opaedi cal acquirenments and powers, |ike the great nen of
Greece. But in their tines fine art was, to nen's feelings and
conceptions, anong the grandest things in which a human being coul d
excel; and by it nmen were made,- what only political or mlitary

di stinction now nmakes them the conpani ons of sovereigns, and the
equal s of the highest nobility. In the present age, nen of anything
like simlar calibre find sonmething nore-inportant to do, for their
own fame and the uses of the nodern world, than painting: and it is
only now and then that a Reynolds or a Turner (of whose relative
rank anong em nent nen | do not pretend to an opinion) applies
hinself to that art. Misic belongs to a different order of things:
it does not require the same general powers of mind, but seens nore
dependent on a natural gift: and it may be thought surprising that
no one of the great nusical conposers has been a wonan. But even
this natural gift, to be made avail abl e for great creations,

requi res study, and professional devotion to the pursuit. The only
countries which have produced first-rate conposers, even of the
nmal e sex, are Gernany and Italy-- countries in which, both in point
of special and of general cultivation, wonen have renai ned far
behi nd France and Engl and, being generally (it may be said without
exaggeration) very little educated, and having scarcely cultivated
at all any of the higher faculties of nind. And in those countries
the men who are acquainted with the principles of nusical

conposi tion nust be counted by hundreds, or nore probably by

t housands, the wonen barely by scores: so that here again, on the
doctrine of averages, we cannot reasonably expect to see nore than
one em nent wonan to fifty emnent nen; and the last three
centuries have not produced fifty em nent nale conposers either in
Germany or in Italy.

There are ot her reasons, besides those which we have now gi ven

that help to explain why wormen renai n behind nen, even in the
pursuits which are open to both. For one thing, very few wonen have
time for them This may seem a paradox; it is an undoubted soci al
fact. The tinme and thoughts of every wonan have to satisfy great
previ ous demands on them for things practical. There is, first, the
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superi ntendence of the fanmly and the donestic expenditure, which
occupi es at |east one woman in every famly, generally the one of
mat ure years and acquired experience; unless the fanily is so rich
as to adnmt of delegating that task to hired agency, and submitting
to all the waste and mal versation i nseparable fromthat node of
conducting it. The superintendence of a househol d, even when not
ot her respects |laborious, is extrenely onerous to the thoughts; it
requires incessant vigilance, an eye which no detail escapes, and
presents questions for consideration and sol ution, foreseen and
unf oreseen, at every hour of the day, from which the person
responsi bl e for themcan hardly ever shake herself free. If a wonan
is of a rank and circunstances which relieve her in a nmeasure from
these cares, she has still devol ving on her the managenent for the
whole family of its intercourse with others -- of what is called
society, and the less the call nade on her by the former duty, the
greater is always the devel opnent of the latter: the dinner
parties, concerts, evening parties, norning visits, letter-witing,
and all that goes with them All this is over and above the
engrossi ng duty which society inposes exclusively on wonen, of
nmaki ng thensel ves charming. A clever woman of the higher ranks
finds nearly a sufficient enploynent of her talents in cultivating
the graces of manner and the arts of conversation. To | ook only at
the outward side of the subject: the great and continual exercise
of thought which all wonen who attach any value to dressing well (I
do not mean expensively, but with taste, and perception of natura
and of artificial convenance) nust bestow upon their own dress,

per haps al so upon that of their daughters, would alone go a great
way towards achieving respectable results in art, or science, or
literature, and does actually exhaust nuch of the tinme and nental
power they mght have to spare for either.[2] If it were possible
that all this nunber of little practical interests (which are nade
great to then) should | eave them either nuch |eisure, or nuch
energy and freedomof mind, to be devoted to art or specul ation,
they nmust have a nuch greater original supply of active faculty
than the vast majority of nmen. But this is not all. |ndependently
of the regular offices of life which devolve upon a worman, she is
expected to have her tinme and faculties always at the disposal of
everybody. |If a man has not a profession to exenpt him from such
demands, still, if he has a pursuit, he offends nobody by devoting
his tinme to it; occupation is received as a valid excuse for his
not answering to every casual demand which may be made on him Are
a woman' s occupations, especially her chosen and voluntary ones,
ever regarded as excusing her fromany of what are ternmed the calls
of society ? Scarcely are her nost necessary and recogni sed duties
all oned as an exenption. It requires an illness in the fanily, or
sonmet hi ng el se out of the comon way, to entitle her to give her
own busi ness the precedence over other people's anmusenent. She nust
al ways be at the beck and call of sonmebody, generally of everybody.
If she has a study or a pursuit, she nmust snatch any short interva
whi ch accidentally occurs to be enployed in it. A cel ebrated woman,
in a wrk which | hope will sonme day be published, remarks truly
that everything a wonman does is done at odd tinmes. Is it wonderful,
then, if she does not attain the highest em nence in things which
require consecutive attention, and the concentration on them of the
chief interest of life ? Such is philosophy, and such, above all,
is art, in which, besides the devotion of the thoughts and
feelings, the hand al so nust be kept in constant exercises to
attain high skill.

n

There is another consideration to be added to all these. In the
various arts and intellectual occupations, there is a degree of
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proficiency sufficient for living by it, and there is a higher
degree on which depend the great productions which imortalise a
nane. To the attainnent of the former, there are adequate notives
in the case of all who follow the pursuit professionally: the other
is hardly ever attained where there is not, or where there has not
been at sone period of life, an ardent desire of celebrity. Nothing
less is comonly a sufficient stimulus to undergo the |ong and

pati ent drudgery, which, in the case even of the greatest natura
gifts, is absolutely required for great emnence in pursuits in

whi ch we al ready possess so nany splendid nenorials of the highest
geni us. Now, whether the cause be natural or artificial, wonen

sel dom have this eagerness for fane. Their anmbition is generally
confined within narrower bounds. The influence they seek is over
those who inmedi ately surround them Their desire is to be liked,

| oved, or admired, by those whomthey see with their eyes: and the
proficiency in know edge, arts, and acconplishnents, which is
sufficient for that, alnost always contents them This is a trait
of character which cannot be |eft out of the account in judging of
wonen as they are. | do not at all believe that it is inherent in
wonen. It is only the natural result of their circunstances. The

| ove of fanme in nmen is encouraged by education and opinion: to "
scorn delights and live | aborious days " for its sake, is accounted
the part of "noble minds," even if spoken of as their "l ast
infirmty," and is stinulated by the access which fanme gives to al
obj ects of anbition, including even the favour of wonen; while to
wonen thenselves all these objects are closed, and the desire of
fame itself considered daring and unfem nine. Besides, how could it
be that a woman's interests should not be all concentrated upon the
i mpressi ons made on those who cone into her daily life, when

soci ety has ordained that all her duties should be to them and has
contrived that all her conforts should depend on then? The natura
desire of consideration fromour fellowcreatures is as strong in

a wonman as in a nman; but society has so ordered things that public
consideration is, in all ordinary cases, only attainable by her
through the consideration of her husband or of her male rel ations,
while her private consideration is forfeited by maki ng herself

i ndividually prom nent, or appearing in any other character than
that of an appendage to nen. Woever is in the | east capabl e of
estimating the influence on the nmind of the entire donestic and
social position and the whole habit of a life, nmust easily
recognise in that influence a conplete explanation of nearly al

the apparent differences between wonen and nen, including the whole
of those which inply any inferiority.

As for noral differences, considered as distinguished from
intellectual, the distinction commonly drawn is to the advantage of
wonen. They are declared to be better than nen; an enpty
compl i ment, which nust provoke a bitter smle fromevery wonan of
spirit, since there is no other situation in life in which it is
the established order, and considered quite natural and suitable,
that the better should obey the worse. If this piece of idle talk
is good for anything, it is only as an admi ssion by nmen, of the
corrupting influence of power; for that is certainly the only truth
which the fact, if it be a fact, either proves or illustrates. And
it is true that servitude, except when it actually brutalises,
though corrupting to both, is less so to the slaves than to the

sl ave-nmasters. It is whol esoner for the noral nature to be

restrai ned, even by arbitrary power, than to be allowed to exercise
arbitrary power without restraint. Wnen, it is said, seldoner fal
under the penal law- contribute a much smaller nunber of offenders
to the crimnal cal endar, than nmen. | doubt not that the sanme thing
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may be said, with the sanme truth, of negro slaves. Those who are
under the control of others cannot often conmt crines, unless at
the command and for the purposes of their masters. | do not know a
nore signal instance of the blindness with which the world,

i ncluding the herd of studious nmen, ignore and pass over all the

i nfluences of social circunstances, than their silly depreciation
of the intellectual, and silly panegyrics on the noral, nature of
wonen.

The conplinmentary di ctum about wonen's superior noral goodness nay
be allowed to pair off with the di sparagi ng one respecting their
greater liability to noral bias. Wnen, we are told, are not
capabl e of resisting their personal partialities: their judgnment in
grave affairs is warped by their synpathies and anti pathi es.
Assuming it to be so, it is still to be proved that wonen are
oftener misled by their personal feelings than nmen by their

personal interests. The chief difference would seemin that case to
be, that nmen are led fromthe course of duty and the public
interest by their regard for thensel ves, wonen (not being all owed
to have private interests of their own) by their regard for
sonebody else. It is also to be considered, that all the education
whi ch wonen receive fromsociety inculcates on themthe feeling
that the individuals connected with themare the only ones to whom
they owe any duty --the only ones whose interest they are called
upon to care for; while, as far as education is concerned, they are
| eft strangers even to the elenentary ideas which are presupposed
in any intelligent regard for larger interests or higher nora

obj ects. The conpl ai nt against themresolves itself nerely into
this, that they fulfil only too faithfully the sole duty which they
are taught, and alnost the only one which they are permitted to
practi se.

The concessions of the privileged to the unprivileged are so sel dom
brought about by any better notive than the power of the
unprivileged to extort them that any argunents agai nst the
prerogative of sex are likely to be little attended to by the
generality, as long as they are able to say to thensel ves that
wonen do not conplain of it. That fact certainly enables nen to
retain the unjust privilege sone tinme |onger; but does not render
it less unjust. Exactly the same thing may be said of the wonmen in
the harem of an oriental: they do not conplain of not being all owed
the freedom of European wonen. They think our wonen insufferably
bold and unfem nine. How rarely it is that even nmen conplain of the
general order of society; and how nmuch rarer still would such
complaint be, if they did not know of any different order existing
anywhere el se. Wnen do not conplain of the general |ot of wonen;

or rather they do, for plaintive elegies on it are very comon in
the witings of wonen, and were still nore so as |long as the

| anent ati ons coul d not be suspected of having any practical object.
Their conplaints are like the conplaints which nen make of the
general unsatisfactoriness of human life; they are not neant to
imply blame, or to plead for any change. But though wonen do not
conmpl ai n of the power of husbands, each conpl ains of her own
husband, or of the husbands of her friends. It is the sane in al
other cases of servitude, at |east in the commencenent of the
emanci patory novenent. The serfs did not at first conplain of the
power of their lords, but only of their tyranny. The conmons began
by clainmng a few nunicipal privileges; they next asked an
exenption for thenselves frombeing taxed w thout their own
consent; but they would at that time have thought it a great
presunption to claimany share in the king's sovereign authority.
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The case of wonen is now the only case in which to rebel against
established rules is still |ooked upon with the sane eyes as was
formerly a subject's claimto the I right of rebelling against his
ki ng. A woman who joins in any novenent which her husband

di sapproves, nmakes herself a nartyr, wi thout even being able to be
an apostle, for the husband can legally put a stop to her

apost| eshi p. Wonen cannot be expected to devote thenselves to the
emanci pati on of wonen, until nen in considerabl e nunber are
prepared to join with themin the undertaking.

NOTES

[1] Especially is this true if we take into consideration Asia as
well as Europe. If a Hindoo principality is strongly, vigilantly,
and economically governed; if order is preserved w thout

oppression; if cultivation is extending, and the peopl e prosperous,
in three cases out of four that principalityis under a wonan's
rule. This fact, to nme an entirely unexpected one, | have collected
froma | ong know edge of Hi ndoo governnents. There are many such

i nstances: for though, by H ndoo institutions, a wonman cannot

reign, she is the legal regent of a kingdomduring the mnority of
the heir; and nminorities are frequent, the lives of the male rulers
being so often prematurely term nated through the effect of
inactivity and sensual excesses. Wien we consider that these

pri ncesses have never been seen in public, have never conversed
with any nan not of their own famly except from behind a curtain,
that they do not read, and if they did there is no book in their

| anguages which ca give themthe snallest instruction on political
affairs; the exanple they afford of the natural capacity of wonen
for government is very striking.

[2] "It appears to be the sanme right turn of mnd which enables a
man to acquire the truth, or just idea of what is right, in the
ornanments, as in the nore stable principles of art. It has stil

the same centre of perfection, though it is the centre of a smaller
circle. --To illustrate this by fashion of dress, in which there is
all owed to be a good or bad taste. The conponent parts of dress are
continually changing fromgreat to little, fromshort to | ong; but
the general formstill remains; it is still the sanme general dress
which is conparatively fixed , though on a very sl ender foundation
but it is on this which fashion nust rest. He who invents with the
nost success, or dresses in the best taste, would probably, from
the same sagacity enployed to greater purposes, have discovered

equal skill, or have formed the sanme correct taste, in the highest
| abours of art." -- Sir Joshua Reynold's Discourses, Disc. vii
CHAPTER 1V

There remmi ns a question, not of |ess inportance than those already
di scussed, and which will be asked the nobst inportunately by those
opponent s whose conviction is somewhat shaken on the main point.
What good are we to expect fromthe changes proposed in our custons
and institutions? Wuld mankind be at all better off if women were
free? If not, why disturb their m nds, and attenpt to make a soci al
revolution in the nane of an abstract right? It is hardly to be
expected that this question will be asked in respect to the change
proposed in the condition of wonen in narriage. The sufferings,
imoralities, evils of all sorts, produced in innunerable cases by
the subjection of individual wonmen to individual nen, are far too
terrible to be overl ooked. Unthinking or uncandi d persons, counting
those cases al one which are extreme, or which attain publicity, may
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say that the evils are exceptional; but no one can be blind to
their existence, nor, in many cases, to their intensity. And it is
perfectly obvious that the abuse of the power cannot be very much
checked while the power remains. It is a power given, or offered,
not to good nen, or to decently respectable nmen, but to all nen;
the nmost brutal, and the npbst crimnal. There is no check but that
of opinion, and such nmen are in general within the reach of no
opi ni on but that of men like thenselves. |f such nmen did not
brutally tyranni se over the one hunan bei ng whomthe | aw conpels to
bear everything fromthem society nmust already have reached a

par adi si acal state. There could be no need any | onger of laws to
curb men's vicious propensities. Astraea nmust not only have
returned to earth, but the heart of the worst man nust have becone
her tenple. The law of servitude in narriage is a nonstrous
contradiction to all the principles of the nmodern world, and to al
the experience through which those principles have been slowy and
pai nfully worked out. It is the sole case, now that negro slavery
has been abolished, in which a human being in the plenitude of
every faculty is delivered up to the tender nercies of another
hunman being, in the hope forsooth that this other will use the
power solely for the good of the person subjected to it. Marriage
is the only actual bondage known to our |aw. There renain no | egal
sl aves, except the mistress of every house. It is not, therefore,
on this part of the subject, that the question is likely to be
asked, Cui bono ~ W may be told that the evil would outweigh the
good, but the reality of the good adnmits of no dispute. In regard,
however, to the larger question, the renoval of wonen's
disabilities--their recognition as the equals of nen in all that

bel ongs to citizenship--the opening to them of all honourable

enpl oynents, and of the training and education which qualifies for
those enpl oynents--there are many persons for whomit is not enough
that the inequality has no just or legitinate defence; they require
to be told what express advantage woul d be obtai ned by aboli shing
it. To which let ne first answer, the advantage of having the nost
uni versal and pervading of all human rel ations regul ated by justice
i nstead of injustice. The vast anount of this gain to human nature,
it is hardly possible, by any explanation or illustration, to place
in a stronger light than it is placed by the bare statenent, to
anyone who attaches a noral neaning to words. Al the selfish
propensities, the self-worship, the unjust self-preference, which
exi st among nmanki nd, have their source and root in, and derive
their principal nourishment from the present constitution of the
relati on between nen and wonen. Think what it is to a boy, to grow
up to nmanhood in the belief that without any nmerit or any exertion
of his own, though he may be the nost frivolous and enpty or the
nost ignorant and stolid of mankind, by the nere fact of being born
a male he is by right the superior of all and every one of an
entire half of the human race: including probably sone whose rea
superiority to himself he has daily or hourly occasion to feel; but
even if in his whole conduct he habitually follows a woman's

gui dance, still, if he is a fool, she thinks that of course she is
not, and cannot be, equal in ability and judgnent to hinself; and
if he is not a fool, he does worse--he sees that she is superior to
him and believes that, notwi thstanding her superiority, he is
entitled to conmand and she is bound to obey. Wat nust be the
effect on his character, of this lesson ? And nen of the cultivated
cl asses are often not aware how deeply it sinks into the i mense
majority of male nminds. For, anmpong right-feeling and well bred
peopl e, the inequality is kept as nuch as possible out of sight;
above all, out of sight of the children. As nuch obedience is
required fromboys to their nother as to their father: they are not
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permtted to dom neer over their sisters, nor are they accustoned
to see these postponed to them but the contrary; the conpensations
of the chivalrous feeling being nmade prom nent, while the servitude
which requires themis kept in the background. Wl Il brought-up
youths in the higher classes thus often escape the bad influences
of the situation in their early years, and only experience them
when, arrived at manhood, they fall under the dominion of facts as
they really exist. Such people are little aware, when a boy is
differently brought up, how early the notion of his inherent
superiority to a girl arises in his mnd; howit grows with his
growth and strengthens with his strength; howit is inoculated by
one school boy upon another; how early the youth thinks hinself
superior to his nother, ow ng her perhaps forbearance, but no-rea
respect; ana how sublinme and sultan-li ke a sense of superiority he
feels, above all, over the woman whom he honours by admitting her
to a partnership of his life. Is it imagined that all this does not
pervert the whol e manner of existence of the man, both as an

i ndividual and as a social being? It is an exact parallel to the
feeling of a hereditary king that he is excellent above others by
bei ng born a king, or a noble by being born a noble. The relation
bet ween husband and wife is very like that between |ord and vassal,
except that the wife is held to nore unlimted obedi ence than the
vassal was. However the vassal's character nay have been affected,
for better and for worse, by his subordination, who can hel p seeing
that the lord' s was affected greatly for the worse? whether he was
led to believe that his vassals were really superior to hinself, or
to feel that he was placed in command over people as good as
hinsel f, for no nmerits or |abours of his own, but nerely for

havi ng, as Figaro says, taken the trouble to be born. The

sel f-worship of the nonarch, or of the feudal superior, is matched
by the self-worship of the male. Human bei ngs do not grow up from
chil dhood in the possession of unearned distinctions, wthout

pl um ng thensel ves upon them Those whom privil eges not acquired by
their merit, and which they feel to be disproportioned to it,
inspire with additional humility, are always the few, and the best
few The rest are only inspired with pride, and the worst sort of
pride, that which values itself upon accidental advantages, not of
its own achi eving. Above all, when the feeling of being raised
above the whole of the other sex is conbined with persona

authority over one individual anbng them the situation, if a
school of conscientious and affectionate forbearance to those whose
strongest points of character are conscience and affection, is to
nmen of another quality a regularly constituted acadeny or gymnasi um
for training themin arrogance and overbearingness; which vices, if
curbed by the certainty of resistance in their intercourse with
other nmen, their equals, break out towards all who are in a
position to be obliged to tolerate them and often revenge

t hensel ves upon the unfortunate wife for the involuntary restraint
which they are obliged to subnit to el sewhere. The exanpl e

af forded, and the education given to the sentinents, by laying the
foundati on of domestic existence upon a relation contradictory to
the first principles of social justice nust, fromthe very nature
of man, have a perverting influence of such nagnitude, that it is
hardly possible with our present experience to raise our

i magi nations to the conception of so great a change for the better
as would be nade by its renoval. Al that education and
civilisation are doing to efface the influences on character of the
| aw of force, and replace them by those of justice, remains nmerely
on the surface, as long as the citadel of the eneny is not

attacked. The principle of the nbdern novenent in norals and
politics, is that conduct, and conduct alone, entitles to respect:
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that not what nen are, but what they do, constitutes their claimto
deference; that, above all, nerit, and not birth, is the only
rightful claimto power and authority. |If no authority, not inits
nature tenporary, were allowed to one hunan bei ng over another,
soci ety would not be enployed in building up propensities with one
hand which it has to curb with the other. The child would really,
for the first tinme in man's exi stence on earth, be trained in the
way he shoul d go, and when he was old there would be a chance that
he woul d not depart fromit. But so long as the right of the strong
to power over the weak rules in the very heart of society, the
attenpt to make the equal right of the weak ~h~. principle of its
outward actions will always be an uphill struggle; for the | aw of
justice, which is also that of Christianity, will never get
possessi on of men's innost sentinents; they will be working agai nst
it, even when bending to it. The second benefit to be expected
fromgiving to wonen the free use of their faculties, by |eaving
themthe free choice of their enploynents, and opening to themthe
sanme field of occupation and the sane prizes and encouragenents as
to ot her hunman beings, would be that of doubling the mass of nental
faculties available for the higher service of humanity. Were there
is now one person qualified to benefit manki nd and pronote the
general inprovenent, as a public teacher, or an adm nistrator of
some branch of public or social affairs, there would then be a
chance of two. Mental superiority of any kind is at present
everywhere so nuch bel ow the denand; there is such a deficiency of
persons conpetent to do excellently anything which it requires any
consi derabl e anpbunt of ability to do; that the loss to the world,
by refusing to nake use of one half of the whole quantity of talent
it possesses, is extrenely serious. It is true that this anmunt of
nmental power is not totally lost. Miuch of it is enployed, and would
in any case be enployed, in donmestic managenent, and in the few

ot her occupations open to wonen; and fromthe renmai nder indirect
benefit is in many individual cases obtained, through the persona

i nfluence of individual wonen over individual nen. But these
benefits are partial; their range is extrenely circunscribed; and
if they nust be admitted, on the one hand, as a deduction fromthe
amount of fresh social power that would be acquired by giving
freedomto one-half of the whole sum of human intellect, there nust
be added, on the other, the benefit of the stinmulus that woul d be
given to the intellect of men by the conpetition; or (to use a nore
true expression) by the necessity that would be inposed on them of
deservi ng precedency before they could expect to obtain it. This
great accession to the intellectual power of the species, and to
the anount of intellect available for the good nanagenent of its
affairs, would be obtained, partly, through the better and nore
complete intell ectual education of wonen, which would then inprove
pari passu with that of nmen. Wnen in general would be brought up
equal | y capabl e of understandi ng busi ness, public affairs, and the
hi gher matters of speculation, with nen In the same class of
society; and the select few of the one as well as of the other sex,
who were qualified not only to conprehend what is done or thought
by others, but to think or do sonething considerable thensel ves,
woul d nmeet with the sanme facilities for inproving and training
their capacities in the one sex as in the other. In this way, the
wi deni ng of the sphere of action for wonen woul d operate for good,
by raising their education to the level of that of nen, and making
the one participate in all inprovenents made in the other. But

i ndependently of this, the nere breaking down of the barrier would
of itself have an educational virtue of the highest worth. The nere
getting rid of the idea that all the wi der subjects of thought and
action, all the things which are of general and not solely of
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private interest, are nmen's business, fromwhich wonen are to be
warned off--positively interdicted fromnost of it, coldly
tolerated in the little which is allowed them-the nere

consci ousness a wonan woul d then have of being a human being |ike
any other, entitled to choose her pursuits, urged or invited by the
same i nducenents as anyone else to interest herself in whatever is
interesting to human beings, entitled to exert the share of

i nfluence on all hunman concerns which bel ongs to an individual
opi ni on, whet her she attenpted actual participation in themor
not--this al one would effect an i mmense expansion of the faculties
of wonmen, as well as enlargenent of the range of their nora
sentinents. Besi des the addition to the anobunt of i ndividual
talent avail able for the conduct of human affairs, which certainly
are not at present so abundantly provided in that respect that they
can afford to di spense with one-half of what nature proffers; the
opi ni on of wonmen woul d then possess a nore beneficial, rather than
a greater, influence upon the general nmass of human belief and
sentinent. | say a nore beneficial, rather than a greater

i nfluence; for the influence of wonen over the general tone of
opi ni on has always, or at least fromthe earliest known period,
been very considerable. The influence of nothers on the early
character of their sons, and the desire of young nen to recomend
thensel ves to young wonen, have in all recorded tines been

i mportant agencies in the formati on of character, and have

det erm ned sone of the chief steps in the progress of civilisation.
Even in the Honmeric age, [ G eek word del eted] towards the [ G eek
phrase del eted] is an acknow edged and powerful notive of action in
the great Hector. The noral influence of wonen has had two nodes of
operation. First, it has been a softening influence. Those who were
nost liable to be the victins of violence, have naturally tended as
nmuch as they could towards limting its sphere and mtigating its
excesses. Those who were not taught to fight, have naturally
inclined in favour of any other node of settling differences rather
than that of fighting. In general, those who have been the greatest
sufferers by the indul gence of selfish passion, have been the nost
ear nest supporters of any noral |aw which offered a neans of
bridling passion. Wnen were powerfully instrumental in inducing
the northern conquerors to adopt the creed of Christianity, a creed
so nuch nore favourable to wonmen than any that preceded it. The
conversi on of the Angl o- Saxons and of the Franks may be said to
have been begun by the wives of Ethelbert and Covis. The other
node in which the effect of wonmen's opinion has been conspi cuous,
is by giving, a powerful stimulus to those qualities in nmen, which,
not being thenselves trained in, it was necessary for themthat
they should find in their protectors. Courage, and the mlitary
virtues generally, have at all tinmes been greatly indebted to the
desire which nmen felt of being admred by wonen: and the stinulus
reaches far beyond this one class of em nent qualities, since, by

a very natural effect of their position, the best passport to the
adm ration and favour of wonen has al ways been to be thought highly
of by men. Fromthe conbination of the two kinds of noral influence
thus exercised by wonen, arose the spirit of chivalry: the
peculiarity ~ f which is, to aimat conbining the highest standard
of the warlike qualities with the cultivation of a totally

di fferent class of virtues--those of gentleness, generosity, and
sel f -abnegation, towards the non-nilitary and defensel ess cl asses
generally, and a special submi ssion and worship directed towards
wonen; who were distinguished fromthe other defence- |ess classes
by the high rewards which they had it in their power voluntarily to
best ow on t hose who endeavoured to earn their favour, instead of
extorting their subjection. Though the practice of chivalry fell
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even nmore sadly short of its theoretic standard than practice
generally falls below theory, it remains one of the nost precious
nonunents of the noral history of our race; as a renarkabl e

i nstance of a concerted and organi sed attenpt by a nobst

di sorgani sed and di stracted society, to raise up and carry into
practice a noral ideal greatly in advance of its social condition
and institutions; so much so as to have been conpletely frustrated
in the main object, yet never entirely inefficacious, and which has
left a nost sensible, and for the nost part a highly val uable

i mpress on the ideas and feelings of all subsequent tines. The
chivalrous ideal is the acne of the influence of wonen's sentinents
on the noral cultivation of mankind: and if wonen are to remain in
their subordinate situation, it were greatly to be |lanmented that
the chival rous standard shoul d have passed away, for it is the only
one at all capable of mitigating the denoralising influences of
that position. But the changes in the general state of the species
rendered i nevitable the substitution of a totally different idea

of nmorality for the chivalrous one. Chivalry was the attenpt to
infuse noral elenents into a state of society in which everything
depended for good o~ evil on individual prowess, under the
softening i nfluences of individual delicacy and generosity. In
nodern societies, all things, even in the mlitary departnent of
affairs, are decided, not by individual effort, but by the conbined
operations of nunbers; while the nmain occupation of society has
changed fromfighting to business, frommlitary to industri al

life. The exigencies of the newlife are no nore exclusive of the
virtues of generosity than those of the old, but it no | onger
entirely depends on them The main foundations of the noral life of
nodern tinmes must be justice and prudence; the respect of each for
the rights of every other, and the ability of each to take care of
hinsel f. Chivalry left without |legal check all forms of wong which
rei gned unpuni shed t hroughout society; it only encouraged a fewto
do right in preference to wong, by the direction it gave to the

i nstrunents of praise and admiration. But the real dependence of
noral ity must always be upon its penal sanctions--its power to

deter fromevil. The security of society cannot rest on nerely
rendering honour to right, a notive so conparatively weak in all
but a few, and which on very many does not operate at all. ©Mdern

society is able to repress wong through all departments of life,
by a fit exertion of the superior strength which civilisation has
given it, and thus to render the existence of the weaker nmenbers of
society (no | onger defensel ess but protected by law) tolerable to
them without reliance on the chivalrous feelings of those who are
in a position to tyrannise. The beauties and graces of the

chival rous character are still what they were, but the rights of
the weak, and the general confort of human Iife, now rest on a far
surer and steadi er support; or rather, they do so in every relation
of life except the conjugal. At present the noral influence of
wonen is no less real, but it is no |longer of so nmarked and
definite a character: it has nore nearly nerged in the genera

i nfl uence of public opinion. Both through the contagi on of
synpat hy, and through the desire of nmen to shine in the eyes of
wonen, their feelings have great effect in keeping alive what
renmai ns of the chivalrous ideal--in fostering the sentinents and
continuing the traditions of spirit and generosity. In these points
of character, their standard is higher than that of nen; in the
quality of justice, somewhat |ower. As regards the relations of
private life it may be said generally, that their influence is, on
the whol e, encouraging to the softer virtues, discouraging to the
sterner: though the statenment nust be taken with all the
nodi fi cati ons dependent on individual character. In the chief of
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the greater trials to which virtue is subject in the concerns of
life--the conflict between interest and principle--the tendency of
wonen's influence- is of a very m xed character. \Wen the principle
i nvol ved happens to be one of the very few which the course of
their religious or noral education has strongly inpressed upon
thensel ves, they are potent auxiliaries to virtue: and their
husbands and sons are often pronpted by themto acts of abnegation
whi ch they never woul d have been capable of w thout that stinulus.
But, with the present education and position of wonen, the nora
princi pl es which have been i npressed on them cover but a
conparatively small part of the field of virtue, and are, noreover,
principally negative; forbidding particular acts, but having little
to do with the general direction of the thoughts and purposes. | am
afraid it nust be said, that disinterestedness in the genera
conduct of life--the devotion of the energies to purposes which
hol d out no pronm se of private advantages to the fanmly--is very
sel dom encour aged or supported by wonen's influence. It is small
blame to themthat they di scourage objects of which they have not

|l earnt to see the advantage, and which withdraw their nmen from
them and fromthe interests of the famly. But the consequence is
that wonen's influence is often anything but favourable to public
virtue. Wnen have, however, sone share of influence in giving the
tone to public noralities since their sphere of action has been a
little widened, and since a considerable nunber of them have
occupi ed thensel ves practically in the pronotion of objects
reachi ng beyond their own famly and househol d. The influence of
wonen counts for a great deal in tw of the nost narked features of
nodern European life--its aversion to war, and its addiction to
phil ant hropy. Excellent characteristics both; but unhappily, if the
i nfluence of wonen is valuable in the encouragenent it gives to

these feelings in general, in the particular applications the
direction it gives to themis at |east as often nischievous as
useful. In the philanthropic department nore particularly, the two

provinces chiefly cultivated by wonen are religious proselytism and
charity. Religious proselytismat honme, is but another word for
enbittering of religious aninosities: abroad, it is usually a blind
runni ng at an object, w thout either knowi ng or heeding the fatal

nm schiefs--fatal to the religious object itself as well as to al

ot her desirable objects --which may be produced by the neans

enpl oyed. As for charity, it is a matter in which the i nmediate
effect on the persons directly concerned, and the ultimte
consequence to the general good, are apt to be at conplete war with
one another: while the education given to wonen--an education of
the sentinents rather than of the understandi ng--and the habit
inculcated by their whole life, of looking to imediate effects on
persons, and not to renote effects on classes of persons-- nmake
them both unable to see, and unwilling to adnit, the ultimte evil
tendency of any formof charity or philanthropy whi ch conmends
itself to their synpathetic feelings. The great and continually

i ncreasi ng mass of unenlightened and shortsi ghted benevol ence,

whi ch, taking the care of people's lives out of their own hands,
and relieving themfromthe di sagreeabl e consequences of their own
acts, saps the very foundations of the self-respect, self-help, and
self-control which are the essential conditions both of individual
prosperity and of social virtue-- this waste of resources and of
benevol ent feelings in doing harminstead of good, is inmensely
swel l ed by wonen's contributions, and stinulated by their

i nfluence. Not that this is a nmistake likely to be nmade by wonen,
where they have actually the practical nanagenent of schenes of
beneficence. It soneti nes happens that wonmen who adnini ster public
charities--with that insight into present fact, and especially into
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the minds and feelings of those with whomthey are in i mediate
contact, in which wonen generally excel nmen-- recognise in the

cl earest manner the denoralising influence of the alns given or the
hel p afforded, and could give | essons on the subject to many a male
political econom st. But wonen who only give their noney, and are
not brought face to face with the effects it produces, how can they
be expected to foresee them ? A wonan born to the present |ot of
wonen, and content with it, how should she appreciate the val ue of
sel f - dependence ? She is not self-dependent; she is not taught

sel f - dependence; her destiny is to receive everything from others,
and why shoul d what is good enough for her be bad for the poor? Her
fam liar notions of good are of bl essings descending froma
superior. She forgets that she is not free, and that the poor are;
that if what they need is given to them unearned, they cannot be
conpelled to earn it: that everybody cannot be taken care of by
everybody, but there must be sone notive to induce people to take
care of thenselves; and that to be hel ped-to help thenselves, if
they are physically capable of it, is the only charity which proves
to be charity in the end. These considerations show how usefully
the part which wonen take in the formation of general opinion

woul d be nodified for the better by that nore enlarged instruction,
and practical conversancy with the things which their opinions

i nfluence, that woul d necessarily arise fromtheir social and
political emancipation. But the inmprovenent it would work through
the influence they exercise, each in her own fanmly, would be stil
nore remarkable. It is often said that in the classes nbst exposed
to tenptation, a man's wife and children tend to keep hi m honest
and respectable, both by the wife's direct influence, and by the
concern he feels for their future welfare. This nay be so, and no
doubt often is so, with those who are nore weak than w cked; and
this beneficial influence would be preserved and strengthened under
equal laws; it does not depend on the wonman's servitude, but is, on
the contrary, dimninished by the disrespect which the inferior class
of men always at heart feel towards those who are subject to their
power. But when we ascend higher in the scale, we conme anong a
totally different set of noving forces. The wife's influence tends,
as far as it goes, to prevent the husband fromfalling bel ow the
common standard of approbation of the country. It tends quite as
strongly to hinder himfromrising above it. The wife is the
auxiliary of the common public opinion. A nan who is married to a
woman his inferior in intelligence, finds her a perpetual dead

wei ght, or, worse than a dead weight, a drag, upon every aspiration
of his to be better than public opinion requires himto be. It is
hardly possible for one who is in these bonds, to attain exalted
virtue. If he differs in his opinion fromthe nmass--if he sees
truths which have not yet dawned upon them or if, feeling in his
heart truths which they nomnally recognise, he would like to act
up to those truths nore conscientiously than the generality of

manki nd-- to all such thoughts and desires, marriage is the

heavi est of drawbacks, unless he be so fortunate as to have a wife
as nmuch above the common | evel as he hinself is. For, in the first
pl ace, there is always sone sacrifice of personal interest

requi red; either of social consequence, or of pecuniary neans;
perhaps the risk of even the neans of subsistence. These sacrifices
and risks he may be willing to encounter for hinmself; but he wll
pause before he inposes themon his fanily. And his family in this
case neans his w fe and daughters; for he always hopes that his
sons will feel as he feels hinself, and that what he can do
without, they will do without, willingly, is the same cause. But
hi s daughters- -their marriage may depend upon it: and his wife,
who is unable to enter into or understand the objects for which
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these sacrifices are made-- who, if she thought themworth any
sacrifice, would think so on trust, and solely for his sake--who
could participate in none of the enthusiasmor the self-approbation
he hinself may feel, while the things which he is disposed to
sacrifice are all in all to her; will not the best and npst

unsel fish man hesitate the | ongest before bringing on her this
consequence? If it be not the conforts of life, but only social
consi deration, that is at stake, the burthen upon his conscience
and feelings is still very severe. Woever has a wife and children
has gi ven hostages to Ms. Gundy. The approbation of that
potentate may be a natter of indifference to him but it is of
great inmportance to his wife. The man hinsel f nay be above opi ni on,
or may find sufficient conpensation in the opinion of those of his
own way of thinking. But to the wonmen connected with him he can
of fer no conpensation. The al nost invariable tendency of the wife
to place her influence in the sane scale with social consideration
is sonmetinmes nmade a reproach to wonen, and represented as a
peculiar trait of feebleness and chil dishness of character in them
surely with great injustice. Society nakes the whole life of a
woman, in the easy classes, a continued self sacrifice; it exacts
fromher an unremitting restraint of the whole of her natura
inclinations, and the sole return it nmakes to her for what often
deserves the nanme of a martyrdom is consideration. Her

consi deration is inseparably connected with that of her husband,
and after paying the full price for it, she finds that she is to
lose it, for no reason of which she can feel the cogency. She has

sacrificed her whole life to it, and her husband will not sacrifice
toit a whim a freak, an eccentricity; sonmething not recognised or
all owed for by the world, and which the world will agree with her

inthinking a folly, if it thinks no worse ! The dilenma is hardest
upon that very neritorious class of nen, who, w thout possessing
talents which qualify themto nake a figure anong those with whom
they agree in opinion, hold their opinion fromconviction, and feel
bound in honour and conscience to serve it, by making profession of
their belief, and giving their time, |abour, and neans, to anything
undertaken in its behalf. The worst case of all is when such nen
happen to be of a rank and position which of itself neither gives
them nor excludes themfrom what is considered the best society;
when their admission to it depends mainly on what is thought of

t hem personal | y--and however unexceptionable their breeding and
habits, their being identified with opinions and public conduct
unacceptable to those who give the tone to society would operate as
an effectual exclusion. Many a woman flatters herself (nine tines
out of ten quite erroneously) that nothing prevents her and her
husband from noving in the highest society of her

nei ghbour hood--society in which others well known to her, and in
the same class of life, nix freely--except that her husband is
unfortunately a Dissenter, or has the reputation of mingling in | ow
radi cal politics. That it is, she thinks, which hinders George from
getting a conmission or a place, Caroline from nmaking an

advant ageous match, and prevents her and her husband from obtai ni ng
i nvitations, perhaps honours, which, for aught she sees, they are
as well entitled to as sone folks. Wth such an influence in every
house, either exerted actively, or operating all the nore
powerfully for not being asserted, is it any wonder that people in
\general are kept down in that nediocrity of respectability which
is beconming a marked characteristic of nodern times? There is

anot her very injurious aspect in which the effect, not of wonen's
disabilities directly, but of the broad Iine of difference which
those disabilities create between the education and character of a
woman and that of a man, requires to be considered. Nothing can be
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nore unfavourable to that union of thoughts and inclinations which
is the ideal of married life. Intinate society between people
radically dissimlar to one another, is an idle dream .Unlikeness
may attract, but it is |ikeness which retains; and in proportion to
the likeness is the suitability of the individuals to give each
other a happy life. While wonen are so unlike nen, it is not
wonderful that selfish men should feel the need of arbitrary power
in their own hands, to arrest in limne the life-long conflict of

i nclinations, by deciding every question on the side of their own
preference. Wien people are extrenely unlike, there can be no real
identity of interest. Very often there is conscientious difference
of opinion between married people, on the highest points of duty.
Is there any reality in the narriage union where this takes place?
Yet it is not unconmon anywhere, when the woman has any earnestness
of character; and it is a very general case indeed in Catholic
countries, when she is supported in her dissent by the only other
authority to which she is taught to bow, the priest. Wth the usual
bar ef acedness of power not accustoned to find itself disputed, the
i nfluence of priests over wonen is attacked by Protestant and

Li beral witers, less for being bad in itself, than because it is
a rival authority to the husband, and raises up a revolt against
his infallibility. In England, simlar differences occasionally
exi st when an Evangelical wife has allied herself with a husband of
a different quality; but in general this source at |east of

di ssension is got rid of, by reducing the ninds of wonmen to such a
nullity, that they have no opinions but those of Ms. Gundy, or

t hose which the husband tells themto have. Wen there is no

di fference of opinion, differences nerely of taste may be
sufficient to detract greatly fromthe happiness of narried life.
And though it may stinulate the amatory propensities of men, it
does not conduce to married happi ness, to exaggerate by differences
of education whatever may be the native differences of the sexes.
If the married pair are well-bred and wel |l -behaved peopl e, they
tolerate each other's tastes; but is nmutual toleration what people
| ook forward to, when they enter into narriage? These differences
of inclination will naturally nmake their wishes different, if not
restrained by affection or duty, as to alnost all donestic
guestions which arise. What a difference there nust be in the
society which the two persons will wish to frequent, or be
frequented by ! Each will desire associates who share their own
tastes: the persons agreeable to one, will be indifferent or
positively disagreeable to the other; yet there can be none who are
not conmmon to both, for married people do not now live in different
parts of the house and have totally different visiting lists, as in
the reign of Louis XV. They cannot hel p having different w shes as
to the bringing up of the children: each wi]l wish to see
reproduced in themtheir own tastes and sentinments: and there is
either a conpronise, and only a half satisfaction to either, or the
wife has to yield--often with bitter suffering; and, with or

wi t hout intention, her occult influence continues to counterwork

t he husband's purposes. It would of course be extrenme folly to
suppose that these differences of feeling and inclination only
exi st because wonen are brought up differently from nen, and that
there woul d not be differences of taste under any inagi nable
circunmstances. But there is nothing beyond the mark in saying that
the distinction in bringing up i mensely aggravates those

di fferences, and renders themwholly inevitable. Wile wonen are
brought up as they are, a man and a wonman will but rarely find in
one anot her real agreement of tastes and wishes as to daily life.
They will generally have to give it up as hopel ess, and renounce
the attenpt to have, in the intimte associate of their daily
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life, that idemvelle, idemnolle, which is the recogni sed bond of
any society that is really such: or if the man succeeds in
obtaining it, he does so by choosing a woman who is so conplete a

nullity that she has no velle or nolle at all, and is as ready to
comply with one thing as another if anybody tells her to do so.
Even this calculation is apt to fail; dullness and want of spirit

are not always a guarantee of the subm ssion which is so
confidently expected fromthem But if they were, is this the idea
of marriage ? What, in this case, does the man obtain by it, except
an upper servant, a nurse, or a mstress? on the contrary, when
each of two persons, instead of being a nothing, is a sonething;
when they are attached to one another, and are not too rmuch unlike
to begin with; the constant partaking in the sane things, assisted
by their synpathy, draws out the |l atent capacities of each for
being interested in the things which were at first interesting only
to the other; and works a gradual assimlation of the tastes and
characters to one another, partly by the insensible nodification of
each, but nore by a real enriching of the two natures, each
acquiring the tastes and capacities of the other in addition to its
own. This often happens between two friends of the same sex, who
are much associated in their daily life: and it would be a conmon,
if not the commonest, case in marriage, did not the totally
different bringing up of the two sexes make it next to an
impossibility to forma really well-assorted union. Wre this
renedi ed, whatever differences there might still be in individua
tastes, there would at |east be, as a general rule, conplete unity
and unaninmity as to the great objects of life. Wien the two persons
both care for great objects, and are a hel p and encouragenent to
each other in whatever regards these, the ninor matters on which
their tastes nmay differ are not all-inportant to them and there is
a foundation for solid friendship, of an enduring character, nore
likely than anything else t~ make it, through the whole of life, a
greater pleasure to each to give pleasure to the other, than to
receive it. | have considered, thus far, the effects on the

pl easures and benefits of the marriage uni on whi ch depend on the
mere unli keness between the wife and the husband: but the evil
tendency is prodigiously aggravated when the unlikeness is
inferiority. Mere unlikeness, when it only means difference of good
qualities, may be nore a benefit in the way of nutual inprovenent,
than a drawback from confort. When each enmul ates, and desires and
endeavours to acquire, the other's peculiar qualities

the difference does not produce diversity of interest, but
increased identity of it, and nmakes each still nore valuable to the
ot her. But when one is nmuch the inferior of the to in nenta

ability and cultivation, and is not actively attenpting by the
other's aid to rise to the other's |evel, the whole influence of
the connexi on upon the devel opnent of the superior of the two is
deteriorating: and still nore so in a tolerably happy marriage than
in an unhappy one. It is not with inmpunity that the superior in
intellect shuts hinmself up with an inferior, and el ects that
inferior for his chosen, and sole conpletely intimate, associate.
Any society which is not inproving is deteriorating: and the nore
so, the closer and nore famliar it is. Even a really superior nman
al nrost al ways begins to deteriorate when he is habitually (as the
phrase is) king of his conpany: and in his nost habitual conpany
the husband who has a wife inferior to himis always so. Wile his
self-satisfaction is incessantly nmnistered to on the one hand, on
the other he insensibly inmbibes the nodes of feeling, and of

| ooki ng at things, which belong to a nore vulgar or a nore limted
mnd than his own. This evil differs frommany of those which have
hitherto been dwelt on, by being an increasing one. The association
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of men with wonen in daily life is nuch closer and nore conplete
than it ever was before. Men's life is nore donestic. Fornmerly,
their pleasures and chosen occupati ons were anong nen, and in nen's
conmpany: their wi ves had but a fragnent of their lives. At the
present tinme, the progress of civilisation, and the turn of opinion
agai nst the rough anmusenents and convivi al excesses which fornerly
occupi ed nost nen in their hours of relaxation-- together with (it
nust be said) the inproved tone of nodern feeling as to the

reci procity of duty which binds the husband towards the w fe--have
thrown the nman very much nore upon honme and its inmates, for his
personal and social pleasures: while the kind and degree of

i mprovenent which has been made in wonen's education, has made them
in some degree capable of being his conpanions in ideas and nental
taste, while leaving them in nost cases, still hopelessly inferior
to him H s desire of nental communion is thus in general satisfied
by a communi on from which he | earns nothing. An uninproving and
unstimul ati ng conpani onship is substituted for (what he m ght

ot herwi se have been obliged to seek) the society of his equals in
powers and his fellows in the higher pursuits. W see, accordingly,
that young nen of the greatest prom se generally cease to inprove
as soon as they marry, and, not inproving, inevitably degenerate.

If the wife does not push the husband forward, she always hol ds him
back. He ceases to care for what she does not care for; he no

| onger desires, and ends by disliking and shunni ng, society
congenial to his former aspirations, and which would now shane his
falling-off fromthem his higher faculties both of mnd and heart
cease to be called into activity. And this change coinciding with
the new and selfish interests which are created by the famly,
after a few years he differs in no nmaterial respect fromthose who
have never had wi shes for anything but the common vanities and the
common pecuni ary objects. Wat nmarriage may be in the case of two
persons of cultivated faculties, identical in opinions and

pur poses, between whomthere exists that best kind of equality,
simlarity of powers and capacities with reciprocal superiority in
them-so that each can enjoy the luxury of |ooking up to the other,
and can have alternately the pleasure of |eading and of being |ed
in the path of developnent--1 will not attenpt to describe. To

t hose who can conceive it, there is no need; to those who cannot,

it woul d appear the dream of an enthusiast. But | maintain, with
the profoundest conviction, that this, and this only, is the idea
of marriage; and that all opinions, customs, and institutions which
favour any other notion of it, or turn the conceptions and
aspirations connected with it into any other direction, by whatever
pretences they may be coloured, are relics of prinitive barbarism
The noral regeneration of mankind will only really comence, when
the nost fundanental of the social relations is placed under the
rul e of equal justice, and when hunan beings learn to cultivate
their strongest synpathy with an equal in nights and in
cultivation. Thus far, the benefits which it has appeared that the
worl d woul d gain by ceasing to make sex a disqualification for
privileges and a badge of subjection, are social rather than

i ndi vidual; consisting in an increase of the general fund of

thi nki ng and acti ng power, and an inprovenent in the genera
conditions of the association of men with women. But it would be a
gri evous understatenment of the case to omit the nost direct benefit

of all, the unspeakable gain in private happiness to the |iberated
hal f of the species; the difference to thembetween a life of
subjection to the will of others, and a life of rational freedom

After the primary necessities of food and rainent, freedomis the
first and strongest want of hunman nature. Wile
manki nd are | aw ess, their desire is for | aw ess freedom Wen they
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have | earnt to understand the neaning of duty and the val ue of
reason, they incline nore and nore to be gui ded and restrai ned by
these in the exercise of their freedom but they do not therefore
desire freedom |l ess; they do not becone disposed to accept the will
of other people as the representative and interpreter of those
gui ding principles. on the contrary, the comunities in which the
reason has been nobst cultivated, and in which the idea of social
duty has been nost powerful, are those which have nost strongly
asserted the freedom of action of the individual--the liberty of
each to govern his conduct by his own feelings of duty, and by such
| aws and social restraints as his own consci ence can subscribe to.
He who would rightly appreciate the worth of personal independence
as an el ement of happi ness, should consider the value he hinself
puts upon it as an ingredient of his own. There is no subject on
which there is a greater habitual difference of judgnent between a
man judging for hinmself, and the sanme nman judging for other people.
When he hears others conplaining that they are not allowed freedom
of action--that their own will has not sufficient influence in the
regul ation of their affairs--his inclination is, to ask, what are
their grievances ? what positive damage they sustain? and in what
respect they consider their affairs to be m smanaged ? and if they
fail to make out, in answer to these questions, what appears to him
a sufficient case, he turns a deaf ear, and regards their conplaint
as the fanciful querul ousness of people whom not hi ng reasonabl e
will satisfy. But he has a quite different standard of judgnment
when he is deciding for hinself. Then, the nbst unexceptionabl e
adm nistration of his interests by a tutor set over him does not
satisfy his feelings: his personal exclusion fromthe deciding
authority appears itself the greatest grievance of all, rendering
it superfluous even to enter into the question of msnanagenent. It
is the same with nations. Wiat citizen of a free country would
listen to any offers of good and skilful administration, in return
for the abdication of freedon? Even if he could believe that good
and skil ful adm nistration can exist anong a people ruled by a will
not their own, would not the consciousness of working out their own
destiny under their own noral responsibility be a conpensation to
his feelings for great rudeness and inperfection in the details of
public affairs ? Let himrest assured that whatever he feels on
this point, wonen feel in a fully equal degree. Whatever has been
said or witten, fromthe tinme of Herodotus to the present, of the
ennobl i ng influence of free governnment--the nerve and spring which
it gives to all the faculties, the larger and hi gher objects which
it presents to the intellect and feelings, the nore unselfish
public spirit, and cal mer and broader views of duty, that it
engenders, and the generally loftier platformon which it el evates
the individual as a noral, spiritual, and social being--is every
particle as true of wonen as of nen. Are these things no inportant
part of individual happiness ? Let any nman call to nind what he
hinself felt on energing from boyhood--fromthe tutel age and
control of even |loved and affectionate el ders--and entering upon
the responsibilities of nanhood. Was it not like the physical
ef fect of taking off a heavy weight, or releasing himfrom
obstructive, even if not otherw se painful, bonds? Did he not fee
twice as nuch alive, twice as nuch a human being, as before ? And
does he imagi ne that wonen have none of these feelings? But it is
a striking fact, that the satisfactions and nortifications of
personal pride, though all in all to nost nen when the case is
their own, have | ess all owance made for themin the case of other
people, and are less listened to as a ground or a justification of
conduct, than any other natural human feelings; perhaps because nen
complinment themin their own case with the nanmes of so nany ot her
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qualities, that they are sel dom consci ous how nighty an influence
these feelings exercise in their own lives. No |ess |arge and
powerful is their part, we may assure ourselves, in the lives and
feelings of wonen. Wbnen are school ed i nto suppressing themin
their nost natural and nost healthy direction, but the internal
principle remains, in a different outward form An active and
energetic nind, if denied liberty, will seek for power: refused the
command of itself, it will assert its personality by attenpting to
control others. To allow to any human bei ngs no exi stence of their
own but what depends on others, is giving far too high B prem um on
bendi ng others to their purposes. Were |iberty cannot be hoped
for, and power can, power becones the grand object of hunan desire;
those to whomothers will not |eave the undisturbed managenent of
their own affairs, will conpensate thenselves, if they can, by
nmeddl ing for their own purposes with the affairs of others. Hence
al so wonren' s passion for personal beauty, and dress and displ ay;
and all the evils that flow fromit, in the way of m schievous

| uxury and social inmorality. The |ove of power and the |ove of
liberty are in eternal antagonism Were there is least |iberty,
the passion for power is the nost ardent and unscrupul ous. The
desire of power over others can only cease to be a depravi ng agency
anong nmanki nd, when each of themindividually is able to do without
it: which can only be where respect for liberty in the persona
concerns of each is an established principle. But it is not only
through the sentinent of personal dignity, that the free direction
and di sposal of their own faculties is a source of individual

happi ness, and to be fettered and restricted in it, a source of
unhappi ness, to human bei ngs, and not |east to wonen. There is
not hi ng, after disease, indigence, and guilt, so fatal to the

pl easurabl e enjoynent of |ife as the want o~ a worthy outlet for
the active faculties. Wnen who have the cares of a fanmly, and
while they have the cares of a fanmily, have this outlet, and it
generally suffices for them but what of the greatly increasing
nunber of wonen, who have had no opportunity of exercising the
vocati on which they are nocked by telling themis their proper one?
What of the wonen whose children have been | ost to them by death or
di stance, or have grown up, married, and fornmed hones of their own?
There are abundant exanpl es of nmen who, after a |ife engrossed by
busi ness, retire with a conpetency to the enjoynent, as they hope,
of rest, but to whom as they are unable to acquire new interests
and excitenents that can replace the old, the change to a life of
inactivity brings ennui, nelancholy, and premature death. Yet no
one thinks of the parallel case of so nmany worthy and devoted
wonen, who, having paid what they are told is their debt to

soci ety--having brought up a fam |y bl anel essly to manhood and
womanhood- - havi ng kept a house as |long as they had a house needi ng
to be kept--are deserted by the sole occupation for which they have
fitted thensel ves; and remain with undim nished activity but with
no enploynment for it, unless perhaps a daughter or daughter-in-I|aw
is willing to abdicate in their favour the discharge of the same
functions in her younger household. Surely a hard lot for the old
age of those who have worthily discharged, as long as it was given
to themto discharge, what the world accounts their only soci al
duty. O such wonen, and of those others to whomthis duty has not
been commtted at all--nmany of whom pine through Iife with the
consci ousness of thwarted vocations, and activities which are not
suffered to expand--the only resources, speaking generally, are
religion and charity. But their religion, though it may be one of
feeling, and of cerenonial observance, cannot be a religion of
action, unless in the formof charity. For charity many of themare
by nature admirably fitted; but to practise it usefully, or even
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wi t hout doing mischief, requires the education, the manifold
preparation, the know edge and the thinking powers, of a skilful
adm ni strator. There are few of the adm nistrative functions of
governnent for which a person would not be fit, who is fit to
bestow charity usefully. In this as in other cases (pre-emnently
in that of the education of children), the duties pernmitted to
wonen cannot be performed properly, without their being trained for
duties which, to the great |oss of society, are not permitted to
them And here let nme notice the singular way in which the question
of wonmen's disabilities is frequently presented to view, by those
who find it easier to draw a |udicrous picture of what they do not
like, than to answer the argunents for it. Wien it is suggested
that wonen's executive capacities and prudent counsels m ght

someti nmes be found valuable in affairs of State, these | overs of
fun hold up to the ridicule of the world, as sitting in Parlianent
or in the Cabinet, girls in their teens, or young w ves of two or
three and twenty, transported bodily, exactly as they are, fromthe
drawi ng-roomto the House of Conmons. They forget that males are
not usually selected at this early age for a seat in Parlianent, or
for responsible political functions. Common sense would tell them
that if such trusts were confided to wonen, it would be to such as
havi ng no special vocation for married life, or preferring another
enpl oynent of their faculties (as many wormen even now prefer to
marri age sonme of the few honourable occupations within their
reach), have spent the best years of their youth in attenpting to
qualify thenselves for the pursuits in which they desire to engage;
or still nmore frequently perhaps, w dows or wives of forty or
fifty, by whomthe know |edge of life and faculty of governnent
whi ch they have acquired in their famlies, could by the aid of
appropriate studi es be nade available on a |l ess contracted scal e.
There is no country of Europe in which the ablest nen have not
frequently experienced, and keenly appreciated, the value of the
advice and hel p of clever and experienced wonen of the world, in
the attai nment both of private and of public objects; and there are
important matters of public admnistration to which few nen are
equal |y conpetent with such wonen; anong ot hers, the detailed
control of expenditure. But what we are now di scussing is not the
need whi ch society has of the services of wonen in public business,
but the dull and hopeless life to which it so often condemms them
by forbidding themto exercise the practical abilities which many
of them are conscious of, in any wider field than one which to sone
of them never was, and to others is no longer, open. If there is
anything vitally inportant to the happi ness of human beings, it is
that they should relish their habitual pursuit. This requisite of
an enjoyable life is very inperfectly granted, or altogether
denied, to a large part of nankind; and by its absence many a life
is a failure, which is provided, in appearance, with every

requi site of success. But if circunstances which society is not yet
skil ful enough to overcone, render such failures often for the
present inevitable, society need not itself inflict them The

i njudi ci ousness of parents, a youth's own inexperience, or the
absence of external opportunities for the congenial vocation, and
their presence for an uncongenial, condemm nunbers of men to pass
their lives in doing one thing reluctantly and ill, when there are
ot her things which they could have done well and happily. But on
wonen this sentence is inposed by actual |aw, and by custons

equi valent to |aw. Wat, in unenlightened societies, colour, race,
religion, or in the case of a conquered country, nationality, are
to sone nen, sex is to all wonen; a perenptory exclusion from

al rost all honourabl e occupations, but either such as cannot be
fulfilled by others, or such as those others do not think worthy of
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their acceptance. Sufferings arising fromcauses of this nature
usual ly neet with so little synpathy, that few persons are aware of
the great anount of unhappi ness even now produced by the feeling of
a wasted life. The case will be even nore frequent, as increased
cultivation creates a greater and greater disproportion between the
i deas and faculties- of wonen, and the scope which society all ows
to their activity. When we consider the positive evil caused to
the disqualified half of the human race by their

di squalification--first in the loss of the nost inspiriting and

el evating kind of personal enjoynent, and next in the weariness,

di sappoi nt nent, and profound dissatisfaction with |ife, which are
so often the substitute for it; one feels that anong all the

| essons which nmen require for carrying on the struggle against the
inevitable inperfections of their ot on earth, there is no | esson
whi ch they nore need, than not to add to the evils which nature
inflicts, by their jealous and prejudiced restrictions on one
another. Their vain fears only substitute other and worse evils for
those which they are idly apprehensive of: while every restraint on
the freedom of conduct of any of their hunan fell ow creatures
(otherwi se than by maki ng themresponsible for any evil actually
caused by it), dries up pro tanto the principal fountain of human
happi ness, and | eaves the species less rich, to an inappreciable
degree, in all that makes life valuable to the individual human

bei ng.

[ End]
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