Mr. Sforza MS/HS 141 - Global 3

HOMEWORK: Please read the excerpts from Rousseau’s Emile and Mary Wollstonecraft's A Vindication
on the Rights of Woman. Answer all questions in complete sentences on a separate sheet of quse leaf.

“. Vocabulary Builder: Find five words that you don’t understand in the readings. Look them up in a
rdictionary. For each, write down the word, the definition, and a sentence that uses the word correc.tly..

2. What kind of education does Rousseau think is appropriate for women? How does he defend his view?
3. According to Wollstonecraft, why are many men against the education of women?

4. What arguments does Wollstonecraft make against Rousseau’s views?

5. In the last paragraph, what does Wollstonecraft suggest that women do?
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Rousseau Argues for Separate Spheres for Men and Women

Rousseau published Emile, a novel about education, in 1762. In it
he made one of the strongest and most influential arguments of the
eighteenth century for distinct social roles for men and women. Fur-
thermore, he portrayed women as fundamentally subordinate to men.
See page 676 for a contemporary rebuttal.

There is no parity between the two sexes in regard to the
consequences of sex. The male is male only at certain mo-
ments. The female is female her whole life or at least dur-
ing her whole youth. Everything constantly recalls her sex
to her; and, to fulfill its functions well, she needs a con-
stitution which corresponds to it. She needs care during
her pregnancy; she needs rest at the time of childbirth:
she needs a soft and sedentary life to suckle her children:
she needs patience and gentleness, a zeal and an affection
that nothing can rebuff in order to raise her children. She
serves as the link between them and their father; she alone
makes him love them and gives him the confidence to call
them his own. How much tenderness and care is required
to maintain the union of the whole family! And, finally, all
this must come not from virtues but from tastes, or else
the human species would soon be extinguished.

The strictness of the relative duties of the two sexes is
not and cannot be the same. When woman complains on
this score about unjust man-made inequality, she is wrong.
This inequality is not a human institution—or, at least, it

is the work not of prejudice but of reason. It is up to the
sex that nature has charged with the bearing of children to
be responsible for them to the other sex. Doubtless it is not
permitted to any one to violate his faith, and every un-
faithful husband who deprives his wife of the only reward
of the austere duties of her sex is an unjust and barbarous
man. But the unfaithful woman does more; she dissolves
the family and breaks all the bonds of nature. . . .

Once it is demonstrated that man and woman are not
and ought not be constituted in the same way in either
character or temperament, it follows that they ought not to
have the same education. In following nature’s directions,
man and woman ought to act in concert, but they ought not
to do the same things. The goal of their labors is common.
but their labors themselves are different, and consequently
so are the tastes directing them. . . .

The good constitution of children initially depends on
that of their mothers. The first education of men depends
on the care of women. Men'’s morals, their passions, their
tastes, their pleasures, their very happiness also depend
on women. Thus the whole education of women ought to
relate to men. To please men, to be useful to them, to
make herself loved and honored by them, to raise them
when young, to care for them when grown, to counsel
them, to console them, to make their lives agreeable and
sweet—these are the duties of women at all times, and
they ought to be taught from childhood. So long as one
does not return to this principle, one will deviate from the
goal, and all the precepts taught to women will be of no use
for their happiness or for ours.

From Emile; or, On Education, by Jean-Jacques Rousseau, by Allan Bloom,
trans. Copyright © 1979 by Basic Books, a member of Perseus Books
L.L.C.
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Mary Wollstonecraft Criticizes Rousseau’s View of Women

Mary Wollstonecraft published A Vindication of the Rights of
Woman in 1792, thirty years after Rousseau’s Emile had appeared.
She criticized and rejected Rousseau’s argument for distinct and sep-
arate spheres for men and women as defending the continued bondage
of women to men and as hindering the wider education of the entire
human race.

The most perfect education . . . is such an exercise of the
understanding as is best calculated to strengthen the body
and form the heart. Or, in other words, to enable the indi-
vidual to attain such habits of virtue as will render it in-
dependent. In fact, it is a farce to call any being virtuous
whose virtues do not result from the exercise of its own
reason. This was Rousseau’s opinion respecting men: I ex-
tend it to women. . . .

I may be accused of arrogance; still I must declare what
I firmly believe, that all the writers who have written on
the subject of female education and manners from
Rousseau to Dr. Gregory [a Scottish physician], have con-
tributed to render women more artificial, weak characters,
than they would other wise have been; and, consequent-
ly, more useless members of society. . . .

... Strengthen the female mind by enlarging it, and
there will be an end to blind obedience; but, as blind obe-
dience is ever sought for by power, tyrants and sensualists
are in the right when they endeavour to keep women in
the dark, because the former only wants slaves, and the
latter a play-thing. The sensualist, indeed, has been the
most dangerous of tyrants, and women have been duped
by their lovers, as princes by their ministers, whilst dream-
ing that they reigned over them.

... Rousseau declares that a woman should never, for
a moment, feel herself independent, that she should be
governed by fear to exercise her natural cunning, and made
a coquettish slave in order to render her a more alluring ob-
ject of desire, a sweeter companion to man, whenever he
chooses to relax himself. He carries the arguments, which

he pretends to draw from the indications of nature, stil]
further, and insinuates that truth and fortitude, the corner
stones of all human virtue, should be cultivated with cer-
tain restrictions, because, with respect to the female char-
acter, obedience is the grand lesson which ought to be
impressed with unrelenting rigour.

What nonsense! When will a great man arise with suf-
ficient strength of mind to put away the fumes which pride
and sensuality have thus spread over the subject! If
women are by nature inferior to men, their virtues must be
the same in quality, if not in degree, or virtue is a relative
idea; consequently, their conduct should be founded on §
the same principles, and have the same aim. o

Connected with man as daughters, wives, and mothers,
their moral character may be estimated by their manner |
of fulfilling those simple duties; but the end, the grand
end of their exertions should be to unfold their own fac- |
ulties and acquire the dignity of conscious virtue. . . .

But avoiding . . . any direct comparison of the two sexes
collectively, or frankly acknowledging the inferiority of
women, according to the present appearance of things, I
shall only insist that men have increased that inferiority
till women are almost sunk below the standard of rational
creatures. Let their faculties have room to unfold, and their
virtues to gain strength, and then determine where the
whole sex must stand in the intellectual scale. . . . _

.I...will venture to assert, that till women are more
rationally educated, the progress of human virtue and im="
provement in knowledge must receive continua
checks. . .. :

The mother, who wishes to give true dignity of charac-
ter to her daughter, must, regardless of the sneers of ig
norance, proceed on a plan diametrically opposite to tha
which Rousseau has recommended with all the deluding
charms of eloquence and philosophical sophistry: for his
eloquence renders absurdities plausible, and his dogmat
ic conclusions puzzle, without convincing, those who have
not ability to refute them. :

From Mary Wollstonecraft, A Vindication of the Rights of Woman, ed. by
Carol H. Poston. Copyright © 1975 W. W. Norton & Co., Inc., pp. 21, 2
24-26, 35, 40, 41.
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