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and the Expedient a merely imaginary dis-
tinction? Have mankind been under a delu-
sion in thinking that justice is a more sacred
thing than policy, and that the latter ought
only to be listened to after the former has
been satisfied? By no means. The exposition
we have given of the nature and origin of
the sentiment recognizes a real distinction,
and no one of those who profess the most
sublime contempt for the consequences of
actions as an element in their morality at-
taches more importance to the distinction
than I do. While I dispute the pretensions of
any theory which sets up an imaginary stan-
dard of justice not grounded on utility, I
account the justice which is grounded on
utility to be the chief part, and incompara-
bly the most sacred and binding part, of all
morality. Justice is a name for certain classes
of moral rules which concern the essentials
. of human well-being more nearly, and are
therefore of more absolute obligation, than
any other rules for the guidance of life, and
the notion which we have found to be of the
essence of the idea of justice, that of a right
residing in an individual, implies and testi-
fies to this more binding obligation.

The moral rules which forbid mankind to
hurt one another (in which we must never
forget to include wrongful interference with
each other’s freedom) are more vital to hu-
man well-being than any maxims, however
important, which only point out the best
mode of managing some department of hu-
man affairs. They have also the peculiarity
that they are the main element in determin-
ing the whole of the social feelings of man-
kind. It is their observance which alone
preserves peace among human beings; if
obedience to them were not the rule, and
disobedience the exception, everyone would
see in every one else an enemy, against
whom he must be perpetually guarding
himself. What is hardly less important, these
are the precepts which mankind have the
strongest and the most direct inducements
for impressing upon one another. . . . The
most marked cases of injustice, and those
which give the tone to the feeling of repug-
nance which characterizes the sentiment,

are acts of wrongful aggression, or wrongful
exercise of power over some one; the next
are those which consist in wrongfully with-
holding from him something which is his
due; in both cases, inflicting on him a posi-
tive hurt, either in the form of direct suffer-
ing, or of the privation of some good which -
he had reasonable ground either of a physi-
cal or of a social kind, for counting upon.

The same powerful motives which com-
mand the observance of these primary mor-
alities, enjoin the punishment of those who
violate them; and as the impulses of self-
defence, of defence of others, and of ven-
geance, are all called forth against such per-
sons, retribution, or evil for evil, becomes
closely connected with the sentiment of jus-
tice, and is universally included in the idea.
Good for good is also one of the dictates of
Justice; and this, though its social utility is
evident, and though it carries with it a natu-
ral human feeling, has not at first sight that
obvious connexion with hurt or injury,
which, existing in the most elementary cases
of just and unjust, and is the source of the
characteristic intensity of the sentiment. But
the connexion, though less obvious, is not
less real. He who accepts benefits, and de-
nies a return of them when needed, inflicts a
real hurt, by disappointing one of the most
natural and reasonable of expectations, and
one which he must at least tacitly have en-
couraged, otherwise the benefits would sel-
dom have been conferred. . . .

The principle, therefore, of giving to
each what they deserve—that is, good for
good, as well as evil for evil—is not only
included within the idea of Justice as we
have defined it, but is a proper object of that
intensity of sentiment which places the Just,
in human estimation, above the simply Ex-
pedient. . . .

Il. The Subjection of Women

Chapter 1. The object of this Essay is to
explain as clearly as I am able, the grounds
of an opinion which I have held from the
very earliest period when I had formed any
opinions at all on social or political matters,



and which, instead of being weakened or
modified, has been constantly growing
stronger by the progress of reflection and

the experience of life: That the principle
which regMeMemﬂmg&ngLQQons
between the two sexes—the legal subordina-

tiom of-ene-sex—to-the-other—is-wrong. in
itself, and now one _of the chief hindrances

to humanimprevement; and thatitoughy to
be r;gl_a_egd__b;m.pnncngle of perfect equal-
ity, dpm.tmgpo ower or privilege on-the
one -on_the other. . .
The generallty of a practice is in some
cases a strong presumption that it is, or at all
events once was, conducive to laudable
ends. This is the case, when the practice was
first.adopted, or afterwards kept up, as a
means to such ends, and was grounded on
experience.of The mode in which they could
be mast. effectually attained. I the authority
of men over womeii, whren first established,
had been the result of a conscientious com-
parison betweerndifferent modes of consti-
tuting- the ‘government of society; if, af-
ter trying various other modes of social
organization—the government of women
over men, equality between the two, and
such mixed and divided modes of govern-
ment as might be invented—it had been de-
cided, on the testimony of experience, that

the mode in which wamen are wholly under
the rut&q@fﬁhﬂe—at all in
public concerns, and each in private being
under ol obedieénce to
th[:mw1.'h'vv1‘rtﬂrrsliw has associated her
destiny; !

€ arrangement most condu-
cive to the happiness and well being of both;
its general adoption might then be fairly
thought”to_besomre—evidence-that, at the
time when 1t_was adopted; it was the best:
though €éven then the considerations which
recommended it may, like so many other
primeval social facts of the greatest impor-
tance, 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 pre-
sent system, which entirely subordinates the
weaker sex to-the-stronger, T€sts Upon theo-

ry only; for there never has been trial made
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of any other: so that experience, in the sense
in which it is vulgarly opposed to theory,
cannot be pretended to have pronounced
any verdict. And in the second place, the
adoption. of this system of inequality nev-
er was the result of deliberation, or_fgre-
thougit,or any socialideas, or any notion
whatever of what conduced to the benefit of
humanity or the good order of society. It

arose simply from the fact that from the
very,e;illes uman society, every

woman (owing 1o the vali€ attached 16 her
by men. combinéd with-her inferiority in
muscular strength) was found in a stat¢ of

bondage to some man. Laws and systems of] \/

polity always begin by recognising the rela-
tions they find already existing between in-
dividuals. They convert what was a mere
physical fact into a legal right, give it the
sanction of society, and principally aim at
the substitution of public and organized
means of asserting and protecting these
rights, instead of the irregular and lawless
conflict of physical strength. Those who had
already been compelled to obedience be-
came in this manner legally bound to it. .
But this dependence, as it exists at present,
is not an original institution, taking a fresh
start from considerations of justice and so-
cial expediency—it is the primitive state of
slavery lasting on, “throughsuccessive-mit-
igations and modifications occasioned by the
same causes which have softened the gener-
al manners, and brought all human rela-
tions more under the control of justice and
the influence of humanity. It has not lost the
taint of its brutal origin. No umption in
its favour, therefore, can b(g::\kft%)t‘n?ﬁe
fact of its existence. . . . "The Trrequality of
rights between men and women has no oth-
er source than the law of the strongest.
But, it will be said, the rule of men over
women differs from all these others in not
being a rule of force: it is accepted volun-
tari omplaj are
conse to it. In the first place, a
great number of women do not accept it.
Ever since there have been women able to
make their sentiments known by their writ-
ings (the only mode of publicity which soci-
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ety permits to them), an increasing number
of them have recorded protests against their
present social condition. . . .

All causes, social and natural, combine to
make it unlikely that women should be col-
lectively rebellious to the power of men,

They are so far in a position different | from"

all other subject classes, that their masters

require somethin g N ¢ more_from them than

actual service. Men do not.want solely the
obedjence of women, they want _their senti-

'ments. All men, except the most-brutish,

desire to have, in the woman most nearly
connected with them, not a forced slave but
a- w11hng oné not a sl‘,L\Lewmerel.y.,_huJ._Ang
vourite, They have therefore put everything
m pmctlce to. enslclve their minds. The mas-

T

obedlence, on fear elther fedr of them-

women wanted more than simple obedi-

ence, and they turned the whole torce of

education to effect. th.lr._p.m pose. ATl wom-
en are brought up from the very earliest
years in the belief that their ideal of charac-
ter is the very opposite to that of men; not
self-will, and government by self-control,
but submission, and yielding to the control
of others. All the moralities tell them that it
is the duty of women, and all the current
sentimentalities that it is their nat ive

to make complete abnegation of

for others;

tﬁemselves _and to have no life but in their
affectlons And by their “affections are
meant the only onés they are allowed to

have—those to-the-men-with-whom they are

, connected, or 1o the children who constitute
- an additional and mdefe'lsd)Te tie. between
. them_and_a_man. When we put together

three th thmgs— sDthe 2} al attraction be-
tween opposite sexes; e:){@ the_wife’s
entire_dependence on the_husband, every
pnvnlege or pleasure she has being either his
gift, or depending entirely on his will; and
lastly, that the principal ob_]ect (_)f humdn
pursuit, consideration, and all objects of so-

| ctal ambition, can in generdl be’ sought or

obtained by her only through him, it would
be a miracle if the object of being attr active

to men had not become the b’('iﬁ"r'fs*rarpf

The masters of

feminine education and formation of char-

-acter—And, this gréeat means of-influence

over the mmds of women having been ac-

-avail themselves of 1t_to.the upmost as a
means of holding women in subjection, by
' representing to them meekness, submissive-

ness, and resignation. of all individual will
into the hands of a man, as an essentlaant
of sexual attractiveness. Can it be doubted
that any of the othéryokes which mankind
have succeeded in breaking, would have
subsisted till now if the same means had
existed, and had been as sedulously used, to
bow down their minds to it? . ..

Neither does it avail anything to say that
the nature of the two sexes adapts them to
their present functions and position, and
renders these appropriate to them. Stand-
ing on the ground of common sense and the
constitution of the human mind, I deny that
any one knows, or can know, the nature of
the two sexes, as long as they have only been
seen_in their present relation to one an-

‘other.

One thing we may be certain ()f—thdt
what is contrary to women’s nature to do,
thgpmyrrmaﬁeT do~by simply
giving their nature free play. The anxiety of
mankind to interfere in behalf of nature,
for Tear Iest naturé shoiild not “Succeed "in
effecting its purpose, is an altogether un-
necessary solicitude.

Chapter 2. . . . Marriage being the desti-
nation appointed by society for women, 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
companion; one might have supposed that
everything would have been done to make
this condition as eligible to them as possible,
that they might have no cause to regret be-
ing denied the option of any other. Society,
however, both in this, and, at frst, 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 them even to the present day.
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Originally women were taken by force, or
regularly sold by their father to the hus-
band. . ..

[Today] the wife is the actual bond-
servant of her husband: no less so, as far as
legal obligation goes, than slaves commonly
sp_called. She vows a limto
him at the altar, and is held to it all through
her life by law. Casuists may say that the
obligation of obedience stops short of par-
ti ';fﬁmmrﬁ‘ceer"-“ﬁﬁs
t i -She can do no act what-
ever but by his permission, atleast-tacit. She

can acqtgg,e,,ngwp@ﬁ__]mr_ty,b,m_fonhim; the
instant it becomes hers, even if by inheri-

. tance, it becowc;tgﬁfs_f In this re-
spect the wife’s position under the common

I —

law~af England is-worse than thatof sfaves in
the laws of many countries. . . . The two are
caltedgne person in law,” for the purpose
of inferring that whatever is hers is his, but
the parallel-inference. is never drawn that
whatever is his_is hers; the maxim is not
applied against the man, except to make
him res i ird. parties for het acts,
as a master s for-the acts of his slaves or of
his_cattle. I am far from preténding that
wives-are-in-general-ne-better treated than
slaves; but no slave is a slave to the same
lengths, and § e.of the ward, as
a-wife isr Hardly any slave, except one im-
mediately attached to the master’s person, is
a slawzata{____ll__@u’rs’ggd_&lm_igg_ges; in gener-
al He has, like a soldier, his fixed task, and
when it is done, or when he is off duty, he
disposes, within certain limits, of his own
time, and has a family life into which the
master rarely intrudes. “Uncle Tom” under
his first master had his own life in his “cab-
in,” almost as much as any man whose work
takes him away from home, is able to have in
his own family. But it cannot be so with the
wife. Above all, a female slave has (in Chris-
tian countries) an admitted right, and is con-

goimiudion st

sidered under a moralobligation, to refuse
to her m € Tast familiarity. Not so the
wife: however brutal a tyrant she may _un-
fortunatety bé chaiiied To—though she may
know that he hates her, though-itmay-be his
daily pleasure to torture her, and though
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she mgy_t&}ivi_nﬂpossible not to loathe
him—he can claim Irom her—amd enforce
the Towest degradation of 3 human being,
that of_being made the instrument of an
animal function contrary to her inclinations.
T T worst description o
slavery as to her own person, what is her
position in regard to the children in whom
she and her master have a joint interest?
They are by law Ais children. He alone has
any legal rights over them. Not one act can
she do towards or in relation to them, ex-
cept by delegation from him. Even after he
is dead she is not their legal guardian, unless
he by will has made her so. He could even
send them away from her, and deprive her
of the means of seeing or corresponding
with them, until this power was in some
degree restricted by Serjeant Talfourd’s
Act. This is her legal state. And from this
state she has no means of withdrawing her-
self. If she leaves her husband, she can take
nothing with her, neither her children nor
anything which is rightfully her own. If he
chooses, he can compel her to return, by
law, or by physical force; or he may content
himself with seizing for his own use any-
thing which she may earn, or which may be
given to her by her relations. . . .

When we consider how vast is the num-
ber of men, in any great country, who are
little higher than brutes, and that this never
prevents them from being able, through
the law of marriage, to obtain a victim, the
breadth and depth of human misery caused
in this shape alone by the abuse of the insti-
tution swells to something appalling. . .. I
grant that the wife, if she cannot effectual-
ly resist, can_at least retaliate; she, T00; can
make the man’s life extremely uncomfort-

able, and by that P@%@Mﬂwy
points. which _she ought, and many which
she ought not, to prevail in. But this in-
strument . of self-protection—which may
be A‘lel;d—thL@g%ﬁ;mm,\m—the
shrewish sanction—has the Tatal defect, that
it-avails most against the least-tyranmical su-
periars_and in favour of the Teast deserving
dependents. It is the weapon of irritable and

self-willed women; o

~of those who wauld
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make the worst use of power if they them-
selves had it, and who generally turn this
power to a bad use. . ..

But how, it will be asked, can any society
exist without government? In a family, as in
a state, some one person must be the ulti-

mate ruler. Who shall decide-when-martied

people differ in opinion? Both cannot have
their_way, yet a decision_one way or the
other must be come to.

It is not true that in all voluntary associa-
tion between two people, one of them must
be absolute master: still less that the law
must determine which of them it shall

be. ...
It s true-that-things which have to
be_deci day, and cannot adjust

themselves gradually, or wait for a compro-
mise, ought to depend on one will: one per-
son must have their sole control. But it does
- not follow that this should always be the
same_person. The natural-arrangement-is-a
division- of -powers_between the .two; each
being.absolute in _the executive branch_of
their own department, and-any change of
system. and- prineiple requiring the consent
of both. . ..

The real practical decision of affairs, to
whichever may be given the legal authority,
will greatly depend, as it even now does,
upon comparative qualifications. The mere
fact that he is usually the eldest, will in most
cases give the preponderance to the man; at
least until they both attain a time of life at
which the difference in their years is of no
importance. There will naturally also be a
more potential voice on the side, whichever
it is, that brings the means of support. . . .

After what has been said respecting the
obligation of obedience, it is almost super-
fluous to say anything concerning the more
special point included in the general one—a
woman’s right to her own property; for I
n\ec*d_ri(Tt—hope that this treatise can make
any impression upon those who need any-
thing to convince them that a woman’s in-

heﬁfane&gp-ga t&b&a&ﬁl}t’h her

51mple whatever would be the husband s or
wife’s if they were not married, should be

under their exclusive control during mar-
riage. . . .

ﬂb@&{hesu-ppon..g-fmthe family depends,
not on mgps:m.ywblwsem%%%zm'
mon.arrangement, by which the man é€arns
the_income and the wife superlntenas the
domestic expewdT ture, SEems to me in gen-
eral themost suitable division of labour be-
tween the two persons. If, in addition to the
physical suffering of bearing children, and
the whole responsibility of their care and
education in early years, the wife under-
takes the careful and econgnlﬁ'_“r“gaa pplication
of the husbiand’s €aenings to the general
comfort of the family; she takes not only her

fair share, but usually the_ larger_share, of

“the bodily and mental exertion required by

their joint existence. If.she undertakes any
additional portion, it seldom telieves her
ﬁamthls,,thQn prevents her from™ per-
forming it properly. The care “which she is
hersé d from taking of the children
and the household, nobody else takes; those
of the children who do not die, grow up as
they best can, and the management of the
household is likely to be so bad, as even in
point of economy to be a great drawback
from the value of the wife’s earnings. In an
otherwise just state of things, it is not, there-
fore, 1 think, a desirable custom; that the
wife 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 more value in the eyes of the
man who is legally her master; but, on the
other hand, it enables him still farther to
abuse his power, by forciiig her to work; and

leaving the support of the fﬁ’ﬁlmer ex-
ertions, while e spends most of his fime in

d/nklng and Idl"eness r of earning

. is essential to the dignity of a woman, if she

has_not independent property. Bg_t,_lf mar-
riage were an equal contract, not implying
the obligation-of obedience; if the connex-
ion were no longer enforced to the oppres-
sion of those to whom it is purely a mischief,
but a separation, on just terms (I do not now
speak of a divorce), could be obtained by
any woman who was morally entitled to it;
and if she would then find all honourable
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employments as freely open to her as to
men; it would not be necessary for her pro-
tection, that during marriage she should
make this particular use of her faculties.
Like-a_man when he chooses a profession,
so, when a woman marries, it may in general

bWs&W
anagement of a household, and the g-
:I?E'ﬁ—g—o_fmme first call upon her
exertions, during as many years of her life
as may be required for the purpose; and
that she renounces | oj;heLijccmand
Occm?ﬁﬂe not consistent
Wew The actual
exercise;in a habitual or systematic manner,
of outdoor occupations, or such as cannot
be carried on at home, would by this princi-
ple be practically interdicted to the greater
number of married women. But the utmost
rJ\)atltude-ougl:;t»{e—exrstfor the adaptation of
general rules to individual suitabilities; and
there ought to be nothing to prevent facul-
ties exceptionally adapted to any other pur-
Smﬂbeymg, their vocation notwith-
standing marriage: due provision being
made-for supplying otherwise any falling-
short which might become inevitable, in her
full performance of the ordinary functions
ofmistress of a family. These things, if once
opinion were rightly directed on the subject,
might with perfect safety be left to be regu-
lated by opinion, without any interference
of law.
S~

Chapter 3. On the other point which is
involved in of women, their
admissibility to all the functionsand occupa-

d_as the monopol

the stronger sex, | shouldm
ficulty in convincing any one who has gone
with me on the subject of the equality of
women in the family. I believe that their
disabilities elsewhere are only clung to in
order to maintain their subordination in do-
mestic life. . . . It is not sufficient to main-
tain that women on the-average areless gift-

ed than men on the average, with certain of

the highermentat-facutties, or that a smaller
number momemihan_ﬂf_men are fit for

occtipations and functions gf_ng_ highest in-

i e e i
U
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tellectual character. It i in-
tain that no women at all are fit for them,

an ent women are inje-
rior i ost medlocre
of s at
sent devolve. . . . Is there so great a super-
“Huity of men fit for ﬁﬂ-'g-’_—\gm:stlm society
can am@me of any com-
petentperson? Are we so certain of always

finding a man made to our hands for any
duty or function of social importance which
falls vacant, that putting
a ban ind, and refus-

ban upon one-half of mankin
ing beforeha.ud-n%e‘wq-
able,~however distinguished they may be?
And even if we could do without them,
would it be consns wi i

is-
tinction, or to deny to them the equal moral
right of all human beings to choose their
occupation (short of injury to others) ac-
cording 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. . . .
But (it is said) therg_is anatomical evi-
dence of the superior mental capacity of
men compared w1th women: they have a
larger brain. I reply, that in the first place
the fact itself is doubtful. It is by no means
established that the brain of a woman is
smaller than that of a man. . . . Next, I must
observe that the precise relation which exists
between the brain and the intellectual pow-
ers is not yet well understood, but is a sub-
Ject of great dispute. ... It ot be
surprising—it is indeed an hypothesis which
azg))r\ds well with the differences actually
observed between the mental operations of
the two sexes—if men on the average should
have the advantage in the size of the brain,

and_women _in a activity of cereb bral 1rc1;la-

tion. The results which conjecture, founded
on analogy, would lead us to expect from
this difference of organization, would corre-
spond to some of those which we most com-
monly see. In the first place, the mental

women _in thmkmgL nor_so gunck to feel.
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Large bodies take more time to get into full
action. On the other hand, when once got
thoroughly into play, men’s brains would
bear more work. It would be more persis-
tent in the line first taken; it would have
more difficulty in changing from one mode
of action to another, but, in the one thing it
was doing, it could go on longer without loss
of power or sense of fatigue. And do we
natfind that the things in which men most
excel w woimernare those which require most
ploddmg and long hammering at a single
thoughit, while women do best what must be
done rapidly? A woman’s brain is sooner
fatigued, sooner exhausted; but giverrthe
degree of exhatistion, we should expect to
find that it would recover itself sooner. I
repeat that this speculation is entirely hy-
pothetical. .
Let us take, then, the only marked case
.which observation affords, of apparent infe-
riority of women to men, if we except the
merely. physical one of bodily strength. No
production in philosophy, science, or art,
entitled to the first rank, has been the work
of a woman. Is there any mode of account-
[ ing for this, without supposing that women
are na\urauhll)' incapable of Er‘(_}d}\umg them?
In the first place, we may Tairly question
whether experience has afforded sufficient
grounds for an induction. Ltis-scarcely three
gener en, saving very rare
exceptions, have-begun-to-try-their capacity
ini philasophy, science, o#art. It is only in
the present generation that their attempts
have been at all numerous; and they are
even now extremely few, everywhere but in
England and France. It is a relevant ques-
tion, whether a-mind possessing the requi-
sites of first-rate eminence in speculation or
creative art could have been expected, on
the mere calculation of chances, to turn up
during that lapse of time, among the women
whose tastes and personal position admitted
of their devoting themselves to these pur-
suits.

Chapter 4. There remains a question, not
of less importance than those already dis-
cussed, and which will be asked the most

importunately by those opponents whose
conviction is somewhat shaken on the main
point. What good are we to expect from the
changes proposed in our customs and insti-
tutions? Would mankind be at all better off
if women wermﬂz sturb
théir-minds; and-attempt to make a_sacial
revolutlon in the name of an_ abstract
right?”

~-Fo which let me first answer, [there is]
theradvantage of having the most universal
armd-pervading of “all human relations regu-
lated by justice instead of injustice. The vast
amount of this gain to-huntah nature, it is
hardly possible, by any explanation or illus-
tration, to place in a stronger light than it is
placed by the bare statement, to any one
who attaches a moral meaning to words. All
the selfish propensities, the self-worship, the
unjustself-preference, which_exist _among
mankind, have their source and root in, and
derive tmnnapal nourishment from,
the present constitution of the relation be-
tween men and women. Think whatitisto a
boy, to grow up to manhood in the belief
that without any merit 6r any exertion of his
own, though he may be the most frivolous
and empty or the most ignorant and stolld
of mankind, by the mere 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,. . . . What must be the effect on his
character, of_this Tesson? And men of the
cultivated classes are often not aware how
deeply it sinks into the immense majority of
male minds. For, among right-feeling and
well-bred people, the mequallty is kept as
much as possible aut of sight; above all, out
of sight of the children. As much obedience
is required from boys to their mother as to
their father: they are not permitted to domi-
neer over their sisters, nor are they accus-
tomed to see these postponed to them, but
the contrary; the compensations of the chiv-
alrous feeling being made prominent, while
the servitude which requires them is kept in
the background. . .

The second benefit to be expected from
giving to women the free use of their facul-

ties, by leaving them the free choice of their



employments, and opening to them the
same field of occupation and the same
prizes and encouragements as to other hu-

man beings, would -be-that-of doubling the
mass-of mental-faculties—available for the
higher service of-htrmanity. . . . This great

accession to the intellectual power of the
species, and to the amount of intellect avail-
able for the good management of its affairs,
would be obtained, partly, through the bet-
ter and more complete intellectual educa-
tion of women. .

The opinion of women would then pos-
sess a more beneficial, rather than a greater,
influence upon the general mass of human
belief and sentiment. I say a more beneficial,
rather than a greater influence; for the in-
‘fluence of women over the general tone of

pinion has always, or at least from the ear-
iest known period, been very consider-
le.

. TW tends, as far as it
goes, to prevent the husband from falling
below_the common approbation

of the country. It tends quite as strongly to
hinder him fromfi Fising above it. The wife is

the auxiliary of the common public opinion.
A man who-is- married-to-a woman his inferi-
or in intelligence, finds her a per gggu_a.l,sigad
weight, or, worse thar}-&d lead _weight, a
drag, upon every aspiration of his to be bet-
ter.than public opiniofi requires him to be.
It is hardly possible for one who is in these
bonds, to attain exalted virtue.

Though it may stimulate the amatory
propensities of men, it does not conduce to

married happiness, to ex
ences of educati

D¢ the n
tive differences of the sexes. If the marrled
pair are well-bred and well-behaved people,

they tolerate each other’s tastes; but is mutu-
al toleration what people look forward to,
when they enter into marriage? . . .

What M%LM%MM&M two
persons of cultivated faculties. identical in
opi en whom
there exists that best kind of equality, sim-

ilari s and capacities with recipro-
cal_superiority in_them=s6 that each can
enjoy the luxurz of I looking uﬁ to theother,
arid_cani_have_alternately the pleasure of

e

leadlng and_of ‘being " Ied in_the_path ofv”

e T

development—I  will not_ attemp’;“ to de-
scribe.-To those who can conceive it, there is
no need; to those who cannot, it would ap-
pear the dream of an enthusiast. But I
maintain, with the profoundest conviction,
that this, and this only, is the ideal of mar-
ifistit@tions 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 col-
oured, are relics of primitive barbarism.
The -moral regeneration of mankind will
only really commence, when the most fun-
damental of the social relations i1s_placed
under the rule of equal justice, and when
hﬁTﬁan beings learn to cultivate their stron-

sympathy with an equalin rights and in

cultivation.




