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TO
M. TALLEYRAND-PERIGORD, '

LATE BISHOP OF AUTUN.

Sir,—Having read with great pleasure a pamphlet which
you have lately published, I dedicate this volume to you;
to induce you to reconsider the subject, and maturely weigh
what I have advanced respecting the rights of woman and
national education: and I call with the firm tone of
humanity ; for my arguments, sir, are dictated by a dis-
interested spirit—I plead for my sex—not for myself. -
Independence T have long considered as the grand blessing
of life, the basis of every virtue—and independence 1 will
ever secure by contracting my wants, though I were to live
on a barren heath.

It is then an affection for the whole human race that
makes my pen dart rapidly along to support what I believe
to be the cause of virtue; and the same motive leads me
earnestly to wish to see woman placed in a station in which
she would advance, instead of retarding, the progress of
those glorious principles that give a substance to morality.
My opinion, indeed, respecting the rights and duties of
woman, seems to flow. so naturally from these simple
principles, that I think it scarcely possible, but that some
of the enlarged minds who formed your admirable consti-
tution will coincide with me.
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In France there is undoubtedly a more general diffusion
of knowledge than in any part of the European world, and
I attribute it, in a great measure, to the social intercourse
which has long subsisted between the sexes. It is true,
I utter my sentiments with freedom, that in France the very
essence of sensuality has been extracted to regale the
voluptuary, and a kind of sentimental lust has prevailed,
which, together with the system of duplicity that the whole
tenor of their political and civil government taught, have
given a sinister sort of sagacity to the French character,
properly termed finesse ; from which naturally flow a polish
of manners that injures the substance, by hunting sincerity
out of society. And, modesty, the fairest garb of virtue!
has been more grossly insulted in France than even in
England, till their women have treated as prwdisk that
attention to decency which brutes instinctively observe.

Manners and morals are so nearly allied that they have
often been confounded; but, though the former should
only be the natural reflection of the latter, yet, when various
causes have produced factitious and corrupt manners,
which are very early caught, morality becomes an empty
name. The personal reserve, and sacred respect for cleanli-
ness and delicacy in domestic life, which French women
almost despise, are the graceful pillars of modesty; but, far
from despising them, if the pure flame of patriotism have
reached their bosoms, they should labour to improve the
morals of their fellow-citizens, by teaching men, not only to
respect modesty in women, but to acquire it themselves, as
the only way to merit their esteem.

R

. Contending for the rights of woman, my main argument
is built on this simple principle, that if she be not prepared
by education to become the companion of man, she will
stop the progress of knowledge and virtue ; for truth must
be common to all, or it will be inefficacious with respect to
its influence on general practice. And how can woman
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be expected to co-operate unless she know why she ought to
be virtuous ? unless freedom strengthen her reason till she
comprehend her duty, and see in what manner it is con-
nected with her real good ? If children are to be educated
to understand the true principle of patriotism, their mother
must be a patriot; and the love of mankind, from which
an orderly train of virtues spring, can only be produced by
considering the moral and civil interest of mankind ; but the
education and situation of woman, at present, shuts her out
from such investigations.

In this work I have produced many arguments, which to
me were conclusive, to prove that the prevailing notion
respecting a sexual character was subversive of morality, and
I have contended, that to render the human body and mind
more perfect, chastity must more universally prevail, and
that chastity will never be respected in the male world till

‘ the person of a woman is not, as it were, idolized, when

little virtue or sense embellish it with the grand traces of
mental beauty, or the interesting simplicity of affection.

Consider, sir, dispassionately, these observations—for a
glimpse of this truth seemed to open before you when you
observed, “that to see one half of the human race excluded
by the other from all participation of government, was a
political phenomenon that, according to abstract principles,
it was impossible to explain.” If so, on what does your
constitution rest? If the abstract rights of man will bear
discussion and explanation, those of woman, by a parity of
reasoning, will not shrink from the same test: though a
different opinion prevails in this country, built on the very
arguments which you use to justify the oppression of
woman—prescription.

Consider—1I address you as a legislator—whether, when
men contend for their freedom, and to be allowed to judge
for themselves respecting their own happiness, it be not



x DEDICATION.

inconsistent and unjust to subjugate women, even though
you firmly believe that you are acting in the manner best
calculated to promote their happiness? Who made man
the exclusive judge, if woman partake with him the gift of
reason.

In this style, argue tyrants of every denomination, from
the weak king to the weak father of a family ; they are all
eager to crush reason ; yet always assert that they usurp its
throne only to be useful. Do you not act a similar part,
when you force all women, by denying them civil and
political rights, to remain immured in their families groping
in the dark ? for surely, sir, you will not assert that a duty
can be binding which is not founded on reason? If
indeed this be their destination, arguments may be drawn
from reason: and thus augustly supported, the more
understanding women acquire, the more they will be
attached to their duty—comprehending it—for unless they
comprehend it, unless their morals be fixed on the same
immutable principle as those of man, no authority can make
them discharge it in a virtuous manner. They may be
convenient slaves, but slavery will have its constant effect,
degrading the master and the abject dependent.

But, if women are to be excluded, without havinga voice,
from a participation of the natural rights of mankind, prove
first, to ward off the charge of injustice and inconsistency,
that they want reason—else this flaw in your NEW CON-
STITUTION will ever show that man must, in some shape,
act like a tyrant ; and tyranny, in whatever part of society it
rears its brazen front, will ever undermine morality.

I have repeatedly asserted, and produced what appeared
to me irrefragable arguments drawn from matters of fact, to
prove my assertion, that women cannot, by force, be
confined to domestic concerns; for they will, however
ignorant, intermeddle with more weighty affairs, neglecting
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private duties only to disturb, by cunning tricks, the
orderly plans of reason which rise above their compre-
hension,

Besides, whilst they are only made to acquire personal
accomplishments, men will seek for pleasure in variety, and
faithless husbands will make faithless wives: such ignorant
beings, indeed, will be very excusable when, not taught to
respect public good, nor allowed any civil rights, they
attempt to do themselves justice by retaliation.

The box of mischief thus opened in society, what is to
preserve private virtue, the only security of public freedom
and universal happiness ?

Let there be then no coercion esfadlisked in society, and
the common law of gravity prevailing, the sexes will fall
into their proper places. And, now that more equitable
laws are forming your citizens, marriage may become
more sacred: your young men may choose wives from
motives of affection, and your maidens allow love to root
out vanity.

The father of a family will not then weaken his constitu-
tion and debase his sentiments by visiting the harlot, nor
forget, in obeying the call of appetite, the purpose for
which it was implanted. And, the mother will not neglect
her children to practise the arts of coquetry, when sense
and modesty secure her the friendship of her husband.

But, till men become attentive to the duty of a father, it
is vain to expect women to spend that time in their nursery
which they, ‘ wise in their generation,” choose to spend at
their glass ; for this exertion of cunning is only an instinct
of nature to enable them to obtain indirectly a little of that
power of which they are unjustly denied a share: for, if
women are not permitted to enjoy legitimate rights, they will
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render both men and themselves vicious, to obtain illicit
privileges.

I wish, sir, to set some investigations of this kind afloat
in France ; and should they lead to a confirmation of my
principles, when your constitution is revised the Rights of
Woman may be respected, if it be fully proved that reason
calls for this respect, and loudly demands JUSTICE for
one half of the human race.—I am, sir, yours repectfully,

M. W.



" ADVERTISEMENT.

WHEN I began to write this work, I divided it into three
parts, supposing that one volume would contain a full
discussion of the arguments which seemed to me to rise
naturally from a few simple principles; but fresh illustra-
tions occurring as I advanced, I now present only the first
part to the public.

Many subjects, however, which I have cursorily alluded
to, call for particular investigation, especially the laws
relative to women, and the consideration of their peculiar
duties. These will furnish ample matter for a second
volume, which in due time will be published, to elucidate
some of the sentiments, and complete many of the sketches
begun in the first.
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INTRODUCTION
TO THE NEW EDITION.

—, O

’I‘HE near approach of the completion of a
hundred years since Mary Wollstonecraft
wrote her “Vindication of the Rights of Woman,”
and its republication in the present year, sug-
~ gest considerations concerning the progress
which has already been made in Europe and
America in establishing the personal and pro-
prietary independence of women, and’ also
concerning Mary Wollstonecraft’s relation to
the great movement of which her book was in
England almost the first conscious expression.
There is no truer or more consolatory obser-
vation concerning the great movements of
thought which change the social history of the
world than that no individual is indispensable
to their growth. The Reformation in Eng-
land and Germany would have come and
would have changed men’s thoughts con-
cerning the relations of man to God, and of

the Church to society, if Wiclif and Erasmus
* 2



2 INTRODUCTION TO THE NEW EDITION.

and Luther had never lived, and if Henry VIII.
had never wished to put away his first
wife. The democratic movement, changing
men’s thoughts concerning the relations of
the State to society, would have come even if
the roll of famous and infamous names as-
sociated with the revolution in England and
France had been a blank. And the change
which nearly the whole of civilized society
throughout the world is conscious of in its
estimation of the duties, rights, occupations, and
sphere of women in a like manner is not due to
any individual or set of individuals. The vast-
ness of the change, its appearance, almost
simultaneously, in various ways in different parts
of the world, indicate that it proceeds from
causes too. powerful and too universal to be
attributed to any particular individual. Indi-
viduals, indeed, have expressed in the most
remote periods of history what we should now
consider modern ideas concerning the duties
and rights of women. Plato’s Republic, Solo-
mon’s description of the virtuous woman, Sir
Thomas More’s Utopia, contain arguments
and theories that satisfy the most modern advo-
cate of women’s rights. But these and other
indications that many master minds did not
placidly accept as satisfactory the relation of
man and woman as master and slave, were for
long ages powerless to affect the realities of
life. The hour had to come as well as the
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man : and till the hour was favourable the most
conclusive arguments, the most patent facts, fell
on deaf ears and on blind eyes, and had no
practical result in modifying the conduct of
men and women, or in ameliorating the laws and
customs concerning their relation to one another.

It was Mary Wollstonecraft’'s good fortune
that when she spoke the ears of men had been
prepared to hear ‘and their minds to assi-
milate what she had to say. In one sense
she was as much the product of the women’s
rights movement as its earliest confessor. The
fermentation in men’s minds which had already
produced new thoughts about the rights of man,
which was destined presently to overthrow the
authority of unrestrained despotism wherever
it existed in Western Europe, did not pass by
without producing its effect on the greatest
despotism of all, that of men over women.
The idea that women are created simply to be
ministers to the amusement, enjoyment, and
gratification of men, was closely allied to the
idea that peasants and workmen exist solely for
the satisfaction of the wants and pleasures of
the aristocratic classes. Ideas of this kind die
hard, and it is Mary Wollstonecraft’s chief
claim to the regard of posterity that while
she proved to demonstration the falsity of
the notion that makes the place of women in
creation entirely dependent on their usefulness
and agreeableness to men, she had a keen
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appreciation of the sanctity of women’s domestic
duties, and she never undervalued for a moment
the high importance of these duties, either to
the individual, the family, or the State. On the
contrary, one of her chief arguments against
the subjection of women was that it prevented
them from performing these duties as efficiently
and as conscientiously as would otherwise be
the case. She wanted, as she says in her pre-
face, to see women placed in a station where
they would advance instead of retarding the
progress of the human race. Her argument,
she adds, is built upon the simple principle that
if women be not prepared by education to be-
come the companions of men, they will stop
the progress of knowledge, and that so far from
knowledge and freedom inducing women to
neglect their duties to their families, ¢ the more
understanding women acquire, the more they
will be attached to their duty—comprehending
it—for unless they comprehend it ... no
authority can make them discharge it in a
virtuous manner.” She argues with force and
justice against the habit of regarding women
and their duties simply from the sexual point of
view, and draws a vivid picture of the domestic
miseries and the moral degradation to both men
and women arising from women being trained
in the idea that the one object in an unmarried
woman’s life is to catch a husband. In the
scathing and cruel light of common sense she
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places in close. juxtaposition two leading facts
which ate like acids into the moral fibre of the
whole of society in her time. The one aim
and object of women was to get married; an
unmarried woman was a social failure. Women
who had passed the marrying and child-bearing
age were treated with scant courtesy. A writer
quoted by Mary Wollstonecraft had expressed
this sentiment in.plain language by exclaiming,
‘“ What business have women turned of forty to
do in the world ?” Yet while in a variety of
ways it was dinned into the minds and con-
sciences of women that husband-catching was
the end of their existence, they were at the
same time enjoined that this object must never
be avowed. The aim must be pursued with
unceasing vigilance, the whole of women’s edu-
cation, dress, manners, and thoughts must be
subordinated to this one object, but they must
never openly avow it. In Mary Wollstone-
craft’s time those who undertook to lead the
female mind in the principles of virtue advised
women never to avow their love for the man
they were about to marry ; it was argued that it
was “ indelicate in a female ”’ to let it appear that
she married from inclination ; she must always
strive to make it appear that her physical and
mental weakness had caused her to yield -to
force. On the first of these two nonsensical
theories, that marnage is the one aim and
object of women'’s existence, Mary Wollstone-

~.
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craft, with her habitual reference to the religious
sanction, pertinently asks how women are to
exist in that state where there is neither marry-
ing nor giving in marriage. “ Man,” she adds,
“is always being told to prepare for a future
state, but women are enjoined to prepare only
for this.”” She also shows how wretchedly
the sacredness of marriage and the charities of
domestic life are violated by making marriage
the only honourable career for women. As
long as this is the case, and so far as it is the
case, women are apt to marry “to better them-
selves,” as the housemaids say, or “ for a support,
as men accept of places under government,” and
not because they are heartily and honestly in
love, or because they have any real vocation for
married life. Mary Wollstonecraft had had abun-
dant experience, in her own circle, of domestic
wretchedness, brought about partly by this
cause and partly by the bestial vices of domestic
tyrants invested with the irresponsible power
associated with “ the divine right of husbands.”

On the second of these false theories, z.e.,
that women must never openly acknowledge
that they wish to marry while secretly making
marriage the one object of their existence, she
has no difficulty in showing how antagonism
between the real and avowed objects of life
breeds dissimulation and cuts at the root of all
openness and spontaneity of character. The
authors she quotes as maintaining this absurd
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view of female delicacy seem to leave the moral
atmosphere laden with impurities and utterly
" destitute of the ozone necessary to healthy
lungs. Dr. Gregory, for instance, whose book,
“A Legacy to his Daughters,” seems to have
been regarded as a standard work on female
propriety at the end of the eighteenth century,
recommends constant dissimulation to girls
to whom nature has given a robust physical
constitution. A sickly delicacy was supposed
to be an essential part of feminine charm.
This will perhaps be believed with difficulty at
the present time; one more quotation may
therefore be given in support of the assertion.
The Rev. Dr. James Fordyce, in his sermons
addressed to women, says: ‘ Letit be observed
that in your sex manly exercises are never
graceful ; that in them a tone and figure, as
well as an air and deportment, of the masculine
kind, are always forbidding ; that men of sensi-
" bility desire in every woman soft features and
a flowing voice, @ jform mnot wobust, and
demeanour delicate and gentle.” The lordly
protector, man, was supposed to have his vanity
tickled by a constant exhibition of female
feebleness. A healthy girl was therefore coun-
selled by sage Dr. Gregory “not to dance with
spirit when gaiety of heart would make her feet
eloquent,” lest the men who beheld her might
either suppose that she was not entirely depen-
dent on their protection for her safety, or else
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might entertain dark suspicions as to her
modesty. Well might Mary Wollstonecraft
protest against such “indecent cautions,” and in
respect of nine-tenths of the advice proffered to
girls by Dr. Gregory and other writers of the
same stamp, one is inclined to cry, “Give me an
ounce of civet, good apothecary, to sweeten my
imagination.”

The essence of the absurdity now under
consideration was dissimulation, and dissimula-
tion was, we find, exalted by these writers as
the pole-star to the wandering bark of women’s
lives. As indicated by these sages, womanly
prudence and virtue consist in one long series
of pretences. Behaviour, appearance, decorum,
the applause of Mrs. Grundy, ¢ constant
attention to keep the varnish fresh,” are set
before women as ends to be sedulously sought
for on account of their bearing on the grand
aim of women’s existence, the admiration of the
other sex. To this end everything else was
subordinated. Even piety is recommended in
one of Dr. Fordyce's sermons, not because it
bends the whole power of the nature more
intently on its duty to God and man, but
because piety is becoming to the face and
figure. He recommends holiness as a cosmetic.
“Never,” exclaims the preacher, “perhaps,
'does a fine woman sérike more deeply than when
composed into pious recollection; . . . she
assumes, without knowing it, superior dignity
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and new graces; so that the beauties of holiness
seem to radiate about her.” On this passage
Mary Wollstonecraft exclaims that the intrusion
of the idea of conquest and admiration as in-
fluencing a woman at her devotions, gives her
a “sickly qualm.” Profanation could hardly go
lower than this; but there was much more
modelled on the same pattern. Cowardice, as
well as physical weakness, was regarded as part
of what every woman ought to aim at. Ignor-
ance was likewise extolled. Female modesty was
held to be outraged by the confession of strong
and enduring love from a woman to a man, even
when that man was her husband. Dr. Gregory
advises a wife “ never to let her husband know
the extent of her sensibility or affection.” He
likewise cautions all women carefully to hide
their good sense and knowledge if they happen
to possess any. “ Be cautious,” he says, “even
in displaying your good sense. It will be
thought you assume a superiority over the rest
of the company. But if you happen to
have any learning, keep it a profound secret,
especially from the men, who generally look
with a jealous and malignant eye on a woman of

great parts, and a cultivated understanding.”
Pretence, seeming, outward show were the
standards by which a woman’s character was
measured. A man is taught to dread the eye
of God; but women were taught to dread nothing
but the eye of man. Rousseau embodies the
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then current doctrine, that reputation in the
case of women takes the place of virtue, in a
passage which Mary Wollstonecraft quotes.
“To women,” he says, “reputation is no less
indispensable than chastity: . . . what is
thought of her is as important to her as what
she really is. It follows hence that the system
of a woman’s education should in this respect
be directly contrary to that of ours. Opinion
is the grave of virtue among the men; but its
throne among women.” Right through this
tangle of pretences and affectations Mary Woll-
stonecraft cuts with the double-edged knife of a
sound heart and clear head. It is against the
system of dissimulation that she protests;
instead of telling women how they are most
likely to avoid censure and win praise, to gain
a reputation for decorum and propriety of
behaviour, she tells them to leave appearances
out of consideration :—* Make the heart clean,
give the head employment,” and behaviour will
take care of itself. Dr. Gregory’s remarks rela-
tive to reputation and the applause of the world,
she complains, begin at the wrong end, because
he treats them as ends in themselves, and not in
their proper relative position as advantages
usually, but by no means universally, attendant
on nobility of character and purpose. How
much sounder than Dr. Gregory’s petty
maxims, she reminds her readers, is the
scriptural injunction, “ Get wisdom, get under-
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standing; forget it not; . . . forsake her not,
and she shall preserve thee ; love her, and she
shall keep thee. Wisdom is the principal
thing ; therefore get wisdom, and with all thy
getting get understanding.” With a touch of
humour, more common in her private letters
than in her more studied works, Mary
Wollstonecraft expresses her conviction that
there is really no cause to counsel women to
pretend to be sillier and more ignorant than
they are. “When a woman has sufficient sense
not to pretend to anything which she does not
understand in some degree, there is no need of
determining to hide her talents under a bushel.
Let things take their natural course, and all will
be well.”

In combating false views concerning what
women ought to be, and to what ends their lives
should be directed, Mary Wollstonecraft did
not concentrate herself only on the orthodox
immoralities propounded by Dr. Gregory and
Dr. Fordyce. She challenges the whole field,
and deals with Pope, Lord Chesterfield, and
Rousseau as fearlessly as with teachers more
in harmony with the ordinarily received opinions
of her day. In contrast with Dr. Fordyce’s
recommendation of the consolations of religion
to women on the ground that ‘“a fine woman
never strikes more deeply” than when she is
communing in spirit with her Creator, she
reminds us of the opposite pole of male and
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female depravity expressed by Pope in the
lines where, speaking on behalf of the whole
male sex, he says :—

“Yet ne’er so sure our passion to create
As when she touch’d the brink of all we hate.”

The appearance of wantonness, just short of
its reality, if indeed it was desirable to stop
short of it, is recommended to women by Pope
exactly in the same spirit as that in which Dr.
Fordyce recommended piety. The centre of
both systems is the assumption that women
have nothing better to do or think of in this
world then “to make conquests,” as the old
phrase was. The falsity, the immorality of this
assumption, and the miserable consequences of
acting upon it, it was the aim of ‘ The
Vindication of the Rights of Women” to
demonstrate. In combating Rousseau’s views

on education, especially his antagonism to-

teaching boys and girls together or according to
the same methods, she refers to his argument
that if women are educated like men, the more
they will resemble men, and the less power will
they have over the other sex. ¢ This is the
very point,” Mary Wollstonecraft says, “I aim
at. I do not wish them to have power over
men, but over themselves.”

Rousseau in many respects gave a com-
pendium of all Mary Wollstonecraft most ob-

[N
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jected to in his views relating to the position
of women. Profoundly influenced by his
writings as she had at one time been, she was
intensely antagonistic to his professions and
his practice in regard to all that touched upon
the position of women and upon domestic life.
There is nothing in her book to show that she
was aware of the indelible stain on Rousseau as
a man which has been left by his disposing of
his five children immediately after their birth
by placing them in the turnstile of the Found-
ling Hospital. The knowledge of this fact has
perhaps relieved posterity from the necessity
" of paying any very strenuous attention to his
arguments on the cultivation of the domestic
virtues. Mary Wollstonecraft speaks con-
temptuously of Rousseau’s wife as “the fool
Theresa,” and she probably knew what we
know also, that Theresa was a kitchen wench
whose state of mind closely approached abso-
lute imbecility. ‘“She could never,” says Mr.
John Morley, “be taught to read with any
approach to success. She could never follow
the order of the twelve months of the year, nor
master a single arithmetical figure, nor count
a sum of money, nor reckon the price of a
thing. A month’s instruction was not enough
to give knowledge of the hours of the day upon
a dial-plate. The words she used were often
the direct opposites of the words she meant to
use” (“ Life of Rousseau,” p. 72).
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But nearly imbecile as she was, she loved her
children, and deeply resented the cruel wrong
her husband did her in snatching them from
her. “The fool Theresa,” with almost nothing
to commend her but the primitive maternal
instinct, may seem to many of us a more
touching and instructive spectacle than a score
of philosophers maundering over the thesis
that woman has been formed for the sole
purpose of being pleasing to man and subject
to his rule. Mary Wollstonecraft seems to
have known of Theresa’'s mental limitations -
and nothing more, and this was enough to
show her that what Rousseau looked for in a
wife was not a companion who could share his
aims and stimulate his thoughts and imagina-
tion by her sympathy, but just a creature who
had the physical capacity of bearing children,
and who was present without necessarily being
spoken to—he sometimes passed weeks without
addressing her a single word—when complete
solitude would have been distasteful to him.

There is a peculiar satisfaction on the part
of those who are trying to produce a change in
general feeling in regard to any subject, when
one of their opponents will state boldly, in so
many words, what is the real foundation of the
sentiment which inspires them. The majority
of their spokesmen feel that the real reason of
their opposition is too little respectable for
open avowal; they count upon its secret in-
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fluence, but never refer to it in public. It
is therefore with a cry of delight that those on
the other side seize upon an indiscreet avowal
of the real principles on which their enemies
rely. It was a service of this kind which
Rousseau rendered to those who wished to
promote the independence of women, when in
a passage in “ Emilius ” he avowed his reason
for belittling women from the cradle to the
grave to be that otherwise they would be less
subservient to men. The battle in which Mary
Wollstonecraft took a leading part is still being
waged, and it may be useful to those who are
now carrying on this contest to be able to
quote Rousseau’s reason for keeping women
in a perpetual state of tutelage and childhood.
These are his words :—

“ For this reason, the education of women
should always be relative to that of men. To
please, to be useful to US, to make US love
and esteem them, to educate US when young,
and take care of US when grown up, to advise,
to console US, to render OUR lives easy and
agreeable : these are the duties of women at
all times, and what they should be taught in
their infancy.”

Take this and contrast it, as containing a
worthy and dignified theory of human life, with
the well-known first question and answer of the
Scottish Shorter Catechism, of which Carlyle
said, “ The older I grow—and I now stand on
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the brink of eternity—the more comes back to
" me the first sentence in the catechism which I
learned when a child, and the fuller and deeper
its meaning becomes : ¢ What is the chief end
of man? To glorify God, and to enjoy Him
for ever.” Rousseau and his disciples would
disinherit women from this birthright, and
to the question, ‘“ What is the chief end of
woman ?” would reply, “ To glorify man, and
to help him to enjoy himself for a little time.”
But Rousseau and those who follow in his foot-
steps do not even succeed in this poor aim.
Happiness is one of those things of which it
may with truth be said, “ I was found of them
that sought me not; I was made manifest unto
them that asked not after me.” Poor Theresa
nursing in her dull brain undying resentment
against the man who had robbed her of her
children, the squalor and degradation of the pair,
and the miserable end of Rousseau's life, are
all a terrible commentary on the rottenness of
the principles on which he founded their joint
existence. All the beauty of personal devotion
and self-abnegation, which count for so much
in the happiness of family life, disappear and
wither when they are selfishly claimed by one
member of the family as due to him from the
others, and are entirely unreciprocated on his
part. The affectionate mutual consideration
and the happy companionship of human beings
with equal rights, but different capacities and
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different occupations, are exchanged by those
who adopt Rousseau’s doctrines for a state of
things which develops the vices of tyranny on
the one side and the vices of slavery on the
other ; the husband becomes a harsh, exacting
master, the wife and other members of the
household too often become obsequious and
deceitful serfs. Mary Wollstonecraft’'s husband
wrote of her shortly after her death, “ She was
a worshipper of domestic life,” and the truth of
the expression is felt in every line of the
numerous passages in “ The Vindication,”
where she contends that the subjection of
women is inimical to domestic happiness, and
appeals to men to “be content with rational
fellowship instead of slavish obedience.” If
this were so, “they would find us,” she adds,
“more observant daughters, more affectionate
sisters, more faithful wives, more reasonable
mothers—in a word, better citizens.” The
relation of Milton to his daughters may be
mentioned as an object lesson in the truth of
Mary Wollstonecraft’s contention. He tyran-
nized over them, they deceived and cheated
him, and the domestic life of one of the
greatest of Englishmen, instead of being full of
beauty and a source of strength to those who
come after him, is a thing that we try not to
think of, and can never remember without a
sense of pain and loss.

Mary Wollstonecraft, as Mr, Kegan Paul says

3
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in his sketch of her life and work prefixed to
her Letters to Imlay, makes, in her “ Vindica-
tion of the Rights of Women,” a reiterated
claim that women should be treated as the
friends and equals of men, and not as their toys
and slaves; but she does not claim for women
intellectual or physical or moral equality with
men. Her argument is that being weaker than
men, physically and mentally, and not superior
morally, the way in which women are brought
up, and their subordination throughout life, first
to their fathers, then to their husbands, prevents
the due natural development of their physical,
mental, and moral capacities. How can the
powers of the body be developed without
physical exercise ? And in her day the ordi-
nary rule for women in the upper ranks of
society seems to have been to take none what-
ever. Their clothes and shoes rendered out-
door exercise entirely out of the question. A
white muslin gown damped to cling more closely
to the figure, and satin slippers, are not an
equipment even for a walk on the London
pavements; they would make a country ramble
still more completely out of the question. Miss
Edgeworth makes great fun of one of her
sentimental heroines who insists on admiring
the beauties of nature otherwise than from the
windows of a coach. She takes a country walk,
the lanes are muddy, and she leaves the satin
slipper of her right foot in one of them. Mary
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Wollstonecraft pleaded that the lower degree of
physical strength of women, and the strain upon
that strength caused by maternity, ought to
secure for them such conditions as regards
exercise, clothing, and food as would make the
most of that strength, and not reduce it to a
vanishing point. )

In the same spirit she argues about the mental
capacity of women. Perpetual obedience, she
contends, weakens the understanding ; respon-
sibility, and the necessity of thinking and de-
ciding, strengthen it. She draws a picture of
the obvious practical disadvantage of women
being guided in everything by their husbands,
and supposes a case in which the husband is a
perfectly benevolent and perfectly intelligent
despot. He manages everything, decides from
the depths of his wisdom all difficulties ; his
wife, to quote Mrs. Poyser, does not know
which end she stands uppermost till her hus-
band tells her. But even intelligent and bene-
volent despots do not live for ever. Her
husband dies, and leaves his wife with a large
family of young children. Her previous life
has not prepared her by experience to fulfil the
arduous task of being both father and mother
to them. She is ignorant of the management
of their property and of their education. She
is utterly unfit for the weight that suddenly falls
on her shoulders. What is left for her to do
except transfer to some other husband the direc-
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tion of her family, or in some other way shift to
other shoulders the responsibility that she ought
to discharge ?

In Mary Wollstonecraft's remarks respecting
what she considers the moral inferiority of
women to men, I think we see more than any-
where else evidence of the salutary change that
has already been brought about in the social
position and education of women. Very few
modern writers or observers consider women
less sensible to the claims of duty than men.
The late Rev. F. D. Maurice, writing in sup-
port of women's suffrage, and speaking of
English women as he knew them, said, “In
any sphere wherein women feel their respon-
sibility, they are, as a rule, far more conscientious
than men ;” and I think there is a general con-
census of opinion, that where large and impor-
tant duties have been confided to women, they
have been on the whole faithful in the discharge
of them. The moral trustworthiness of the
run of women is accepted by most of us, in our
every-day life, as part of the natural order of
things on which we can rely as implicitly as on
the continuity of the forces of nature. Mary
Wollstonecraft, however, finds great fault with
women in her time, and roundly accuses them
of cunning, superstition, want of generosity, low
sense of justice, gross mismanagement of their
children and of their households, and of a
domestic selfishness which, in some respects, is
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worse than neglect. This last subject is worth
referring to, because some of those who wish to
maintain the subjection of women are to be
found even now who argue that if a woman is
happy in her own children she has no occasion
to occupy herself at all with the circumstances
that make or mar the lives of other children.
On this point Mary Wollstonecraft says :—

“In short, speaking of the mnajority of mothers,
they leave their children entirely to the care of
servants; or, because they are their children,
treat them as if they were little demi-gods,
though I have always observed that the women
who thus idolize their children seldom show
- common humanity to servants, or feel the least
tenderness for any children but their own.”

If this were true a hundred years ago the
majority of candid observers certainly would
not maintain that it is true now. From the
time of Mrs. Fry downwards there has been a
constantly growing army of women who both
idolize their own children and spend themselves
with unstinting devotion to render the lives of
other children happy and healthy. Women
have used the greater freedom and the better
education they have received since Mary Woll-
stonecraft’s time just as she predicted they
would. They care for their own children as
much, and they care for other children more.
They are not content with securing favourable
conditions of life for their own children, but in
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almost innumerable ways are making efforts to
check the waste in children’s lives that went on
unheeded in Mary Wollstonecraft’s time.

The faults of “ The Vindication ” as a literary
work are patent upon the face of it. There is a
want of order and system in it which may,
perhaps, be attributed to the desultory education
of the writer. As she herself points out, the
want of order in women’s education is answer-
able to a large extent for the want of order in
their after-work. A more important blemish to
modern ears consists in the formal and frequently
stilted language in which the writer conveys
her meaning. The reaction against the formali-
ties of the Johnsonian period had begun, but
had not as yet conquered ; the triumph of the
naturalistic school in literature led by Cowper,
Burns, Wordsworth, and Joanna Baillie, was
yet to come. There are other faults in the
book deeper than those of order and style,
which are probably to be traced to a reaction
against the school of ethics, which proclaimed
that appearances and decorum were ends in
themselves to be diligently sought for. To this
reaction may also, I believe, be attributed the
errors of Mary Wollstonecraft’s own life, and
those of so many members of the circle in
which she moved. In unravelling the curious
tangle of relationships, intrigues, suicides, and
attempted suicides, of the remarkable group of
personalities to whom Mary Wollstonecraft
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belonged, one is sickened for ever, as Mr.
Matthew Arnold has said, of the subject of
irregular relations. Mary Wollstonecraft's great
merit, however, lies in this, that with a detach-
ment of mind from the prejudices and errors of
her time, in regard to the position of women,
that was quite extraordinary, she did not sanc-
tion any depreciation of the immense importance
of the domestic duties of women. She con-
stantly exalted what was truly feminine as the
aim of woman’s education and training; she.
recognized love and the attraction between the
sexes as a cardinal fact in human nature, and
‘“ marriage as the foundation of almost every
social virtue.” Hence very largely from her
initiative the women’s rights movement in
England has kept free from the excesses and
follies that in some other countries have marred
its course. Mary Wollstonecraft, in her writings
as well as in her life, with its sorrows and errors,
is the essentially womanly woman, with the
motherly and wifely instincts strong within her,
and caring for all she claims and pleads for on
behalf of her sex, because she is convinced that
a concession of a large measure of women’s
rights is essential to the highest possible con-
ception and fulfilment of women’s duties. In
words that recall Mazzini’'s memorable saying, -
“the sole origin of every right is in a duty ful-
filled,” she says, “a right always includes a duty,”
and again, “rights and duties are inseparable.”
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The remarkable degree in which she was
ahead of her time is shown on almost every
page of “The Vindication.” She claims for
women the right to share in the advantages
of representation in Parliament, nearly seventy
years before women’s suffrage was heard of in
the House of Commons. She knows that few,
if any, at that time would be found to sym-
pathize with her, but that does not prevent her
from claiming for women what she felt was
simple justice. She also perceives the enormous
importance of the economic independence of
women, and its bearing on social health and
disease. The possibility of women earning a
comfortable livelihood by honest labour tends
in some degree to prevent them from marrying
merely for a living, and on the other hand cuts
at one fruitful source of prostitution. She
pointed out fifty years before any English
woman had become a qualified medical prac-
titioner that the profession of medicine was
particularly well suited to women, and entirely
congenial to the womanly character; and she
argued that there were a number of other
businesses and professions in which women
might suitably and honourably engage. These
opinions have now become the commonplaces
of ordinary conversation ; but it must not be
forgotten, in estimating the originality of her
mind, that she was"writing only a very few years
after the time when the great lion of the literary
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and social world of London had condemned
even the harmless wielding of the paint-brush
and mahl-stick by a woman. Boswell records
that Dr. Johnson “thought portrait painting
an improper employment for a woman.
Public practice of any art, he observed, and
staring in men’s faces, is very indelicate in a
female;” and in another place Boswell tells
how the great doctor thought literature as little
suited to a ““ delicate female” as painting. Of
a literary lady of his time who was reported to
have become attentive to her dress and appear-
ance, Johnson remarked that ‘‘ she was better
employed at her toilet than using her pen.”

It need hardly be said that Mary Wollstone-
craft anticipated the change that has come
about in the public mind as to what is needful
in the education of women. How great that
change has been is forcibly illustrated by a
passage quoted in “The Vindication” from a
writer who propounds the view that the study -
of botany is inconsistent with the preservation
of “female delicacy.” This might well provoke
another “sickly qualm ” in its essential coarse-
ness of feeling and degrading conception of the
works of Nature. Mary Wollstonecraft brings
this indelicate delicacy to the right touchstone
when she says : “ On reading similar passages,
I have reverentially lifted up my eyes and heart
to Him who liveth for ever and ever, and said,
O my Father, hast Thou by the very consti-
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tution of her nature forbid Thy child to seek
Thee in the fair forms of truth? And can her
soul be sullied by the knowledge that awfully
calls her to Thee ?’”

In another all-important respect Mary Woll-
stonecraft was ahead of her time, and may be
regarded, though opinion has" moved in the
direction in which she pointed, as ahead of ours.
In numerous passages she points out the in-
separable connection between male and female
chastity. One would have thought the fact so
self-evident as to need no asseveration; but as
a matter of experience we know that even now
the mass of people mete out to the two partners.
in the same action an entirely different degree
of blame, and judge them by entirely different
standards ; the one who is condemned the most
severely is not the one who has had the advan-
tage, generally speaking, in wealth, education,
experience, and knowledge of the world, and
on whom therefore, if any difference be made,
a greater responsibility ought to rest; “the
strong lance of justice hurtless breaks” on
him, and reserves all its terrors for her who
stands at a disadvantage in all these re-
spects. An action that is one and the same
is regarded as in the last degree heinous in one
of the actors and as quite excusable in the other.
Against the essential immorality and injustice
of this doctrine and practice Mary Wollstone-
craft protested with her whole strength. She
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exposes the insincerity of those who profess
zeal for virtue by pointing the finger of scorn
at the woman who has transgressed, while her
partner who may have tempted her by money,
ease, and flattery to her doom, is received with
every mark of consideration and respect. “To
little respect has that woman a claim . . . who
smiles on the libertine while she spurns the
victims of his lawless appetites and their own
folly.” The injustice of this attitude of mind is
as conspicuous as its hypocrisy; and in the
different measure meted out by the world to
the partners in each other’s degradation Mary
Wollstonecraft perceives a fruitful source of im-
morality. The two sexes must in this, as in nearly
every other respect, rise or sink together. Un-
chastity in men means unchastity in women ;
and the cure for the ills which unchastity brings
with it is not to be found in penitentiaries and
in Magdalen institutions, but in a truer measure
of justice as regards the responsibilities of both
sexes, in opening to women a variety of honour-
able means of earning a living, and in developing
in men and women self-government and a sense
of their responsibility to each other, themselves,
their children, and the nation.

In many respects Mary Wollstonecraft’s book
gives us a pleasing assurance that with all the
faults of our time we have made way upon the
whole, and are several steps higher up on the
ladder of decency and self-control than our fore-
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runners were a hundred yearsago. She speaks
of the almost universal habit in her time among
the wealthier classes of drinking to excess, and
of what is even less familiar to her readers of the
present day, “of a degree of gluttony which is
so beastly ” as to destroy all sense of seemli-
ness. She also states that so far from chastity
being held in honour among men, it was
positively despised by them.

In all these matters the end of the nineteenth
century compares favourably with the end of
the eighteenth; and one great factor in the
progress made is the far greater concession of
women’s rights at this time compared with that.
The development of the womanliness of women
that comes with their greater freedom makes
itself felt in helping to form a sounder public
opinion upon all forms of physical excess, and
with this a truer and nobler ideal of manly
virtue.

In one other important respect Mary Woll-
stonecraft was ahead of her own time in regard
to women, and in line with the foremost thinkers
on this subject in ours. Henrik Ibsen has taken
the lead among the moderns in teaching that
women have a duty to themselves as well as to
their parents, husbands, and children, and that
truth and freedom are needed for the growth
of true womanliness as well as of true manli-
ness. But Mary Wollstonecraft anticipated
him in teaching that self-government, self-

JRUNP. .
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knowledge, and self-respect, a worship of
truth and not of mere outward observances,
are what women’s lives mainly need to make
them noble. I have already quoted her saying :
“] do not want them to have power over men,
but over themselves,” and other quotations of
a similar drift may be given : “ It is not empire,
but equality and friendship which women want;”
and again : “ Speaking of women at large, Z4eir
Jirst duty is to themselves as rational creatures,
and the next, in point of importance, as citizens,
is that, which includes so many, of a mother.”
The words italicised foreshadow almost ver-
batim Nora’s expression in the well-known
scene in “A Doll's House,” where she tells her
astounded husband that she has discovered that
she has duties to herself as well as to him and
to their children.

The facts of Mary Wollstonecraft’s life are
now so well known through the biographies of
Mr. Kegan Paul and Mrs. Pennell, and her
memory has been so thoroughly vindicated from
the contumely that was at one time! heaped
upon it, that I do not propose to dwell upon her
personal history. I have here endeavoured to
consider the character of the initiative which
she gave to the women’s rights movement in
England, and I find that she stamped upon it
from the outset the word Duty, and has im-
pressed it with a character that it has never

* Horace Walpole called her “a hyena in petticoats.”
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since lostt Women need education, need
economic independence, need political en-
franchisement, need social equality and friend-
ship, mainly because without them they are
less able to do their duty to themselves and to
their neighbours. What was false and unreal
in the old system of treating women she
showed up in its ugliness, the native ugliness
of all shams. That woman must choose
between being a slave and a queen ; “quickly
scorn’d when not ador'd” is a theory of pinch-
beck and tinsel ; it is difficult to discover its
relation to the realities of life. Upon this
theory, and all that hangs upon it, Mary Woll-
stonecraft made the first systematic and con-
centrated attack; and the women’s rights
movement in England and America owes as
much to her as modern Political Economy owes
to her famous contemporary, Adam Smith.

MILLICENT GARRETT FAWCETT.
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FTER considering the historic page, and viewing the
living world with anxious solicitude, the most melan-
<holy emotions of sorrowful indignation have depressed my
spirits, and I have sighed when obliged to confess, that
either nature has made a great difference between man and
man, or that the civilization which has hitherto taken place
in the world has been very partial. I have turned over
various books written on the subject of education, and
patiently observed the conduct of parents and the manage-
ment of schools ; but what has been the result ?—a profound
«conviction that the neglected- education of my fellow-
creatures is the grand source of the misery I deplore; and
that women, in particular, are rendered weak and wretched
by a variety of concurring causes, originating from one hasty
conclusion. The conduct and manners of women, in fact,
evidently prove that their minds are not in a healthy state ;
for, like the flowers which are planted in too rich a soil,
strength and usefulness are sacrificed to beauty ; and the
flaunting leaves, after having pleased a fastidious eye, fade,
disregarded on the stalk, long before the season when they
ought to have arrived at maturity. One cause of this barren
blooming I attribute to a false system of education, gathered
from the books written on this subject by men who, con-
sidering females rather as women than human creatures,
have been more anxious to make them alluring mistresses
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than affectionate wives and rational mothers; and the
understanding of the sex has been so bubbled by this
specious homage, that the civilized women of the present
century, with a few exceptions, are only anxious to inspire
love, when they ought to cherish a nobler ambition, and by
their abilities and virtues exact respect.

In a treatise, therefore, on female rights and manners, the
works which have been particularly written for their im-
provement must not be overlooked ; especially when it is
asserted, in direct terms, that the minds of women are
enfeebled by false refinement; that the books of instruction,
written by men of genius, have had the same tendency as
more frivolous productions; and that, in the true style of
Mahometanism, they are treated as a kind of subordinate
beings, and not as a part of the human species, when im-
proveable reason is allowed to be the dignified distinction
which raises men above the brute creation, and puts a
natural sceptre in a feeble hand.

Yet, because I am a woman, I would not lead my readers
to suppose that I mean violently to agitate the contested
question respecting the quality or inferiority of the sex ; but
as the subject lies in my way, and I cannot pass it over
without subjecting the main tendency of my reasoning to
misconstruction, I shall stop a moment to deliver, in a few
words, my opinion. In the government of the physical
world it is observable that the female in point of strength is,
in general, inferior to the male. This is the law of nature ;
and it does not appear to be suspended or abrogated in
favour of woman. A degree of physical superiority cannot,
therefore, be denied—and it is a noble prerogative! But
not content with this natural pre-eminence, men endeavour
to sink us still lower, merely to render us alluring objects
for a moment ; and women, intoxicated by the adoration
which men, under the influence of their senses, pay them,
do not seek to obtain a durable interest in their hearts, or
to become the friends of the fellow creatures who find

amusement in their society.
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I am aware of an obvious inference :—from every quarter
have I heard exclamations against masculine women ; but
where are they to be found? If by this appellation men
mean to inveigh against their ardour in hunting, shooting,
and gaming, I shall most cordially join in the cry; but if it
be against the imitation of manly virtues, or, more properly
speaking, the attainment of those talents and virtues, the
exercise of which ennobles the human character, and which
raise females in the scale of animal being, when they are com-
prehensively termed mankind ;—all those who view them
with a philosophic eye must, I should think, wish with me,
that they may every day grow more and more masculine.

This discussion naturally divides the subject. I shall
first consider women in the grand light of human creatures,
who, in common with men, are placed on this earth to
unfold their faculties ; and afterwards I shall more particu-
larly point out their peculiar designation.

I wish also to steer clear of an error which many re-
spectable writers have fallen into ; for the instruction which
has hitherto been addressed to women, .has rather been
applicable to Zadies, if the little indirect advice, that is
scattered through Sandford and Merton, be accepted ; but,
addressing my sex in a firmer tone, I pay particular atten-
tion to those in the middle class, because they appear to be
in the most natural state. Perhaps the seeds of false-refine-
ment, immorality, and vanity, have ever been shed by the
great. Weak, artificial beings, raised above the common
wants and affections of their race, in a premature unnatural
manner, undermine the very foundation of virtue, and
spread corruption through the whole mass of society! As
a class of mankind they have the strongest claim to pity;
the education of the rich tends to render them vain and
helpless, and the unfolding mind is not strengthened by the
practice of those duties which dignify the human character.
They only live to amuse themselves, and by the same law
which in nature invariably produces certain effects, they
soon only afford barren amusement.

4
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But as I purpose taking a separate view of the different
ranks of society, and of the moral character of women, in
each, this hint is, for the present, sufficient; and I have
only alluded to the subject, because it appears to me to
be the very essence of an introduction, to give a cursory
account of the contents of the work it introduces.

My own sex, I hope, will excuse me, if I treat them like
rational creatures, instead of flattering their fascinating
graces, and viewing them as if they were in a state of
perpetual childhood, unable to stand alone. I earnestly
wish to point out in what true dignity and human happiness
consists—I wish to persuade women to endeavour to
acquire strength, both of mind and body, and to convince
them that the soft phrases, susceptibility of heart, delicacy
of sentiment, and refinement of taste, are almost synonymous
with epithets of weakness, and that those beings who are
only the objects of pity and that kind of love, which has
been termed its sister, will soon become objects of contempt.

Dismissing, then, those pretty feminine phrases, which
the men condescendingly use to soften our slavish depen-
dence, and despising that weak elegancy of mind, exquisite
sensibility, and sweet docility of manners, supposed to be
the sexual characteristics of the weaker vessel, I wish to
shew that elegance is inferior to virtue, that the first object
of laudable ambition is to obtain a character as a human
being, regardless of the distinction of sex ; and that secondary
views should be brought to this simple touchstone.

This is a rough sketch of my plan ; and should I express
my conviction with the energetic emotions that I feel when-
ever I think of the subject, the dictates of experience and
reflection will be felt by some of my readers. Animated by
this important object, I shall disdain to cull my phrases or
polish my style ;—I aim at being useful, and sincerity will
render me unaffected ; for, wishing rather to persuade by
the force of my arguments, than dazzle by the elegance of
my language, I shall not waste my time in rounding periods,
or in fabricating the turgid bombast of artificial feelings,

§
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which, coming from the head, never reach the heart. I
shall be employed about things, not words ! and, anxious to
render my sex more respectable members of society, I shall
try to avoid that flowery diction which has slided from
essays into novels, and from novels into familiar letters and
conversation.

These pretty superlatives, dropping glibly from the tongue,
vitiate the taste, and create a kind of sickly delicacy that
turns away from simple unadorned truth; and a deluge of
false sentiments and overstretched feelings, stifling the
natural emotions of the heart, render the domestic pleasures
insipid, that ought to sweeten the exercise of those severe
duties, which educate a rational and immortal being for a
nobler field of action.

The education of women has, of late, been more attended
to than formerly ; yet they are still reckoned a frivolous sex,
and ridiculed or pitied by the writers who endeavour by
satire or instruction to improve them. It is acknowledged
that they spend many of the first years of their lives in
acquiring a smattering of accomplishments ; meanwhile
strength of body and mind are sacrificed to libertine notions
of beauty, to the desire of establishing themselves,—the only
way women can rise in the world,—by marriage. And this
desire making mere animals of them, when they marry they
act as such children may be expected to act:—they dress;
they paint, and nickname God’s creatures. Surely these
weak beings are only fit for a seraglio!—Can they be
expected to govern a family with judgment, or take care of
the poor babes whom they bring into the world ?

If then it can be fairly deduced from the present conduct
of the sex, from the prevalent fondness for pleasure which
takes place of ambition, and those nobler passions that open
and enlarge the soul; that the instruction which women
have hitherto received has only tended, with the constitution
of civil society, to render them insignificant objects of desire
—mere propagators of fools —if it can be proved that in
aiming to accomplish them, without cultivating their under-
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standings, they are taken out of their sphere of duties, and
made ridiculous and useless when the short-lived bloom of
beauty is over,* I presume that ra#ona/ men will excuse me
for endeavouring to persuade them to become more mascu-
line and respectable,

Indeed the word masculine is only a bugbear: there is
little reason to fear that women will acquire too much
courage or fortitude; for their apparent inferiority with
respect to bodily strength, must render them, in some
degree, dependent on men in the various relations of life ;
but why should it be increased by prejudices that give a
sex to. virtue, and confound simple truths with sensual
reveries ?

Women are, in fact, so much degraded by mistaken
notions of female excellence, that I do not mean to add a
paradox when I assert, that this artificial weakness produces
4 propensity to tyrranize, and gives birth to cunning, the
natural opponent of strength, which leads them to play off
those contemptible infantine airs that undermine esteem
even whilst they excite desire. Let men become more
chaste and modest, and if women do not grow wiser in the
same ratio, it will be clear that they have weaker under-
standings. It seems scarcely necessary to say, that I now
speak of the sex in general. Many individuals have more
sense than their male relatives; and, as nothing prepon-
derates where there is a constant struggle for an equilibrium,
without it has naturally more gravity, some women govern
their husbands without degrading themselves, because intel-
lect will always govern.

* A lively writer, I cannot recollect his name, asks what business
women turned of forty have to do in the world ?
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CHAPTER 1.

THE RIGHTS AND INVOLVED DUTIES OF MAN-
KIND CONSIDERED.

N the present state of society it appears necessary to go
back to first principles in search of the most simple
truths, and to dispute with some prevailing prejudice every
inch of ground. To clear my way, I must be allowed to
ask some plain questions, and the answers will probably
appear as unequivocal as the axioms on which reasoning is
built ; though, when entangled with various motives of
action, they are formally contradicted, either by the words
or conduct of men.

In what does man’s pre-eminence over the brute creation
consist? The answer is as clear as that a half is less than
the whole ; in Reason.

What acquirement exalts one being above another?
Virtue, we spontaneously reply. ‘

For what purpose were the passions implanted? That
man by struggling with them might attain a degree of
knowledge denied to the brutes ; whispers Experience.

Consequently the perfection of our nature and capability
of happiness, must be estimated by the degree of reason,
virtue, and knowledge, that distinguish the individual, and
direct the laws which bind society: and that from the
exercise of reason, knowledge and virtue naturally flow, is
equally undeniable, if mankind be viewed collectively.
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The rights and duties of man thus simplified, it seems
almost impertinent to attempt to illustrate truths that appear
so incontrovertible ; yet such deeply rooted prejudices have
clouded reason, and such spurious qualities have assumed
the name of virtues, that it is necessary to pursue the course *
of reason as it has been perplexed and involved in error, by
various adventitious circumstances, comparing the simple
axiom with casual deviations.

Men, in general, seem to employ their reason to justify
prejudices, which they have imbibed, they can scarcely
trace how, rather than to root them out. The mind must
be strong that resolutely forms its own principles; for a
kind of intellectual cowardice prevails which makes many
men shrink from the task, or only do it by halves. Yet the
imperfect conclusions thus drawn, are frequently very
plausible, because they are built on partial experience, on
just, though narrow, views.

Going back to first principles, vice skulks, with all its
native deformity, from close investigation; but a set of
shallow reasoners are always exclaiming that these arguments
prove too much, and that a measure rotten at the core may
be expedient. Thus expediency is continually contrasted
with simple principles, till truth is lost in a mist of words,
virtue, in forms, and knowledge rendered a founding
nothing, by the specious prejudices that assume its name.

That the society is formed in the wisest manner, whose
constitution is founded on the nature of man, strikes, in the
abstract, every thinking being so forcibly, that it looks like
presumption to endeavour to bring forward proofs; though
proof must be brought, or the strong hold of prescription
will never be forced by reason; yet to urge prescription as
an argument to justify the depriving men (or women) of
their natural rights, is one of the absurd sophisms which -
daily insult common sense.

The civilization of the bulk of the people of Europe is
very partial ; nay, it may be made a question, whether they
have acquired any virtues in exchange for innocence, equi-
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valent to the misery produced by the vices that have been
plastered over unsightly ignorance, and the freedom which
has been bartered for splendid slavery. The desire of
dazzling by riches, the most certain pre-eminence that
man can obtain, the pleasure of commanding flattering
sycophants, and many other complicated low calculations of
doting self-love, have all contributed to overwhelm the mass
of mankind, and make liberty a convenient handle for mock
patriotism. For whilst rank and titles are held of the utmost
importance, before which Genius *“ must hide its diminished
head,” it is, with a few exceptions, very unfortunate for a
nation when a man of abilities, without rank or property,
pushes himself forward to notice. Alas! what unheard-of
misery have thousands suffered to purchase a cardinal’s hat
for an intriguing obscure adventurer, who longed to be
ranked with princes, or lord it over them by seizing the
triple crown !

Such, indeed, has been the wretchedness that has flowed
from hereditary honours, riches, and monarchy, that men of
lively sensibility have almost uttered blasphemy in order to
Jjustify the dispensations of providence. Man has been held
out as independent of his power who made him, or as a law-
less planet darting from its orbit to steal the celestial fire of
reason ; and the vengeance of heaven, lurking in the subtile
flame, like Pandora’s pent-up mischiefs, sufficiently punished
his temerity, by introducing evil into the world.

Impressed by this view of the misery and disorder which
pervaded society, and fatigued with jostling against artificial
fools, Rousseau became enamoured of solitude, and, being
at the same time an optimist, he labours with uncommon
<loquence to prove that man was naturally a solitary animal.
Misled by his respect for the goodness of God, who certainly
«~—for what man of sense and feeling can doubt it l—gave
life only to communicate happiness, he considers evil as
‘positive, and the work of man; not aware that he was
exalting one attribute at the expense of another, equally
necessary to divine perfection.
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Reared on a false hypothesis his arguments in favour of
a state of nature are plausible, but unsound. I say unsound;
for to assert that a state of nature is preferable to civilization,
in all its possible perfection, is, in other words, to arraign

.supreme wisdom; and the paradoxical exclamation, that
God has made all things right, and that error has been
introduced by the creature, whom he formed, knowing
what he formed, is as unphilosophical as impious.

When that wise Being who created us and placed us here,
saw the fair idea, he willed, by allowing it to be so, that the-
passions should unfold our reason, because he could see
that present evil would produce future good. Could the
helpless creature whom he called from nothing break loose
from his providence, and boldly learn to know good by
practising evil, without his permission? No. How could
that energetic advocate for immortality argue so incon-
sistently? Had mankind remained for ever in the brutal
state of nature, which even his magic pen cannot paint as a
state in which a single virtue took root, it would have been
clear, though not to the sensitive unreflecting wanderer,
that man was born to run the circle of life and death, and
adorn God’s garden for some purpose which could not
easily be reconciled with his attributes.

But if, to crown the whole, there were to be rational
creatures produced, allowed to rise in excellence by the
exercise of powers implanted for that purpose ; if benignity
itself thought fit to call into existence a creature above the
brutes,* who could think and improve himself, why should
that inestimable gift, for a gift it was, if man was so created
as to have a capacity to rise above the state in which sensa-
tion produced brutal ease, be called, in direct terms, a

* Contrary to the opinion of anatomists, who argue by analogy from
the formation of the teeth, stomach, and intestines, Rousseau will not.
allow a man to be a carnivorous animal. And, carried away from
nature by a love of system, he disputes whether man be a gregarious:
animal, though the long and helpless state of infancy seems to point
him out as particularly impelled to pair, the first step towards herding.
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curse? A curse it might be reckoned, if the whole of our
existence were bounded by our continuance in this world ;
for why should the gracious fountain of life give us passions,
and the power of reflecting, only to imbitter our days and
inspire us with mistaken notiens of dignity? Why should
he lead us from love of ourselves to the sublime emotions
which the discovery of his wisdom and goodness excites, if
these feelings were not set in motion to improve our nature,
of which they make a part,* and render us capable of enjoy-
ing a more godlike portion of happiness? Firmly persuaded
that no evil exists in the world that God did not design to
to take place, I build my belief on the perfection of God.

Rousseau exerts himself to prove that all was right
originally : a crowd of authors that all és now right : and I,
that all will e right.

But, true to his first position, next to a state of nature,
Rousseau celebrates barbarism, and apostrophizing the
shade of Fabricius, he forgets that, in conquering the world,
the Romans never dreamed of establishing their own
liberty on a firm basis, or of extending the reign of virtue.
Eager to support his system, he stigmatizes, as vicious, every
effort of genius; and, uttering the apotheosis of savage
virtues, he exalts those to demi-gods, who were scarcely
human—the brutal Spartans, who, in defiance of justice and
gratitude, sacrificed, in cold blood, the slaves who had
shewn themselves heroes to rescue their oppressors.

Disgusted with artificial manners and virtues, the citizen
of Geneva, instead of properly sifting the subject, threw
away the wheat with the chaff, without waiting to inquire

* What would you say to a mechanic whom you had desired to make
a watch to point out the hour of the day, if, to shew his ingenuity, he
added wheels to make it a repeater, &c., that perplexed the simple
mechanism ; should he urge, to excuse himself—had you not touched a
certain spring, you would have known nothing of the matter, and that
he should have amused himself by making an experément without doing
you any harm : would you not retort fairly upon him, by insisting that
if he had not added those needless wheels and springs, the accident
could not have happened ? :
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whether the evils which his ardent soul turned from in-
dignantly, were the consequence of civilization or the
vestiges of barbarism. He saw vice trampling on virtue,
and the semblance of goodness taking place of the reality ;
he saw talents bent by power to sinister purposes, and never
thought of tracing the gigantic mischief up to arbitrary
power, up to the hereditary distinctions that clash with the
mental superiority that naturally raises a man above his
fellows. He did not perceive that regal power, in a few
generations, introduces idiotism into the noble stem, and
holds out baits to render thousands idle and vicious.

Nothing can set the regal character in a more con-
temptible point of view, than the various crimes that have
elevated men to the supreme dignity. Vile intrigues,
unnatural crimes, and every vice that degrades our nature,
have been the steps to this distinguished eminence; yet
millions of men have supinely allowed the nerveless limbs
of the posterity of such rapacious prowlers to rest quietly on
their ensanguined thrones.*

What but a pestilential vapour can hover over society
when its chief director is only instructed in the invention of
crimes, or the stupid routine of childish ceremonies? Will
men never be wise >—will they never cease to expect corn
from tares, and figs from thistles ?

It is impossible for any man, when the most favourable
circumstances concur, to acquire sufficient knowledge and
strength of mind to discharge the duties of a king,
entrusted with uncontrolled power ; how then must they be
violated when his very elevation is an insuperable bar to
the attainment of either wisdom or virtue ; when all the
feelings of a man are stifled by flattery, and reflection shut
out by pleasure ! Surely it is madness to make the fate of
thousands depend on the caprice of a weak fellow creature,
whose very station sinks him necessarily below the meanest

* Could there be a greater insult offered to the rights of man than the
beds of justice in France, when an infant was made the organ of the
detestable Dubois !

~-~ 4
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of his subjects ! But one power should not be thrown down
to exalt another—for all power inebriates weak man ; and
its abuse proves that the more equality there is established
among men, the more virtue and happiness will reign in
society. But this and any similar maxim deduced from
simple reason, raises an outcry—the church or the state is
in danger, if faith in the wisdom of antiquity is not implicit ;
and they who, roused by the sight of human calamity, dare
to attack human authority, are reviled as despisers of God,
and enemies of man. These are bitter calumnies, yet
they reached one of the best of men,* whose ashes still
preach peace, and whose memory demands a respectful
pause, when subjects are discussed that lay so near his
heart.

After attacking the sacred majesty of Kings, I shall
scarcely excite surprise by adding my firm persuasion that
every profession, in which great subordination of rank
constitutes its power, is highly injurious to morality.

A standing army, for instance, is incompatible with
freedom ; because subordination and rigour are the very
sinews of military discipline ; and despotism is necessary to
give vigour to enterprizes that one will directs. A spirit
inspired by romantic notions of honour, a kind of morality
founded on the fashion of the age, can only be felt by a few
officers, whilst the main body must be moved by command,
like the waves of the sea; for the strong wind of authority
pushes the crowd of subalterns forward, they scarcely know
or care why, with headlong fury.

Besides, nothing can be so prejudicial to the morals of the
inhabitants of country towns as the occasional residence of
a set of idle superficial young men, whose only occupation is
gallantry, and whose polished manners render vice more
dangerous, by concealing its deformity under gay ornamental
drapery. An air of fashion, which is but a badge of slavery,
and proves that the soul has not a strong indiv